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To Governor Ruth Ann Minner, Members of the General Assembly, and Citizens of the State of Delaware: 

 
        It is my privilege to present to you the 2003 Annual Report of 
the Delaware Judiciary.  This will be my twelfth and final submis-
sion of the Annual Report as Chief Justice. 
 
        I want to take this opportunity to commend the Delaware Judi-
ciary.  Our State is truly fortunate to have the services and expertise 
of extraordinary and dedicated judges and staff.  The preeminence of 
our courts and Bar is nationally acknowledged, and we continue to 
build on our reputation on a daily basis by being innovative and pro-
gressive.   In fact, for the second year in a row, a Harris poll survey 
of corporate counsel conducted by the United States Chamber of 
Commerce ranked the Delaware Judiciary as the Number One Judi-
ciary in the Nation in the key areas of the competent handling of 
civil litigation. 
 

        The Justice of the Peace Court has: (1) instituted a statewide videophone court at Court 2 in 
Rehoboth; and (2) accepted the Program of the Year Award from the International Association for Tru-
ancy and Dropout Prevention.  In the 2002-2003 school year, more than 400 students in Delaware suc-
cessfully completed the program, staying in school.  The Court of Common Pleas is expanding its 
Drug Court program to Kent and Sussex Counties.  The Family Court has adopted new guidelines for 
the expeditious disposition of dependency and neglect cases.  The Family Court continues to be a na-
tional model for child support formulas.  The Court of Chancery and the Superior Court are expanding 
the courts’ e-filing systems.  The Court of Chancery’s jurisdiction has been expanded to adjudicate 
technology disputes exceeding one million dollars and is undertaking a new and creative mediation-
only process.  The Supreme Court is working with the courts and our Judicial Information Center to 
produce a unified world-class web site for the dissemination of information to the public and the Bar.   
 
        The entire Judiciary is moving forward with the development of our commercial-off-the-shelf 
case and financial management system (COTS).  The Judiciary is not content to rest on its laurels but 
rather is a dynamic force in delivering services to our clientele – the citizens of Delaware.   
 
        During my term as Chief Justice, I have seen the number of judicial officers increase, new court-
houses built or renovated, the expansion of our technological capabilities, the promise of COTS, and 
many other improvements.  The Judiciary has prospered during economic boom times and weathered 
economic downturns.  It has been a challenging and rewarding journey for me personally to work as a 
public servant and with other public servants.  The work that we are doing is important and vital to the 
welfare of the citizens that we serve.  We are very gratified that our work has achieved swift and fair 
justice as the standard and that we have done our utmost to earn the trust and confidence of the public. 
 
Respectfully, 
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COURT DEVELOPMENTS 

        In fiscal year 2003, the Judiciary continued 
to make progress toward the goal of acquiring a 
comprehensive, statewide, integrated case man-

agement system for the Delaware Courts (COTS).   In spite of fiscal constraints that kept the 
COTS project from going forward at full speed, there were several significant project accom-
plishments during the year. 
       Pursuant to Chief Justice Veasey’s Administrative Directive 142, several COTS committees 
were established:  1) the Executive Steering Committee, charged with guiding and directing the 
project; 2) a statewide Operational Policy Committee to deal with policy issues brought to it by 
the Executive Steering Committee; 3) the Project Management Team, which will have the lead 
role in day-to-day project management; 4) the Working Committee, charged with the develop-
ment of uniform practices and procedures for the Courts; and 5) a Change Management Team. 
       Grant funds in the amount of $360,000 allowed for limited continued work on the project 
and negotiations with the selected vendor, ACS, began for the first phase of COTS – the Proof of 
Concept.  The Proof of Concept was designed to make certain that the primary interface with 
DELJIS and the ACS system works as anticipated.  The Project Management Team began to fo-
cus its work on the Proof of Concept and the Executive Steering Committee began regular meet-
ings to track project progress, while the Working Committee continued efforts toward the devel-
opment of uniform practices and procedures.      
       Funding was pursued on several fronts and the project’s efforts were rewarded when the Ju-
diciary received $2.5 million in the FY 2004 Bond Bill to provide first year funding for COTS.  
Contingent on a successful Proof of Concept, this allocation will allow the courts to make sig-
nificant progress in the coming fiscal year. 
       Working together with its justice partners, the Judiciary is looking forward to soon be-
ing able to provide its staff, other agencies, and the citizens of the Delaware with a world-
class case management system. 

 
       During fiscal year 2003, the Superior Court worked to expand its 
electronic filing services. The Court upgraded from the Complex Litigation Automated 
Docket (CLAD) system utilized since 1991 to the LexisNexis™ File & Serve® eFiling 
system. The new system will improve court operations and lower litigation costs while 
improving the security of court documents and enabling access to case file documents 
online immediately, anytime, anywhere. Eventually, the system will apply to all civil 
filings in the Superior Court. 
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For the second year, the Harris Poll State 
Liability Systems Ranking Study, conducted 
for the U.S. Chamber Institute for Legal Re-
form, recognized the Delaware Superior Court 
for "having a litigation environment perceived 
to be fair and reasonable in its handling of civil 
cases."  The study on corporate America's per-
ception of which state is doing the best job of 
creating a fair and reasonable litigation envi-
ronment with their state court liability system 
focused on overall treatment of tort and con-
tract litigation, treatment of class action suits, 
punitive damages, timeliness of summary judg-
ment/dismissal, discovery, scientific and tech-
nical evidence, judges' impartiality, judges' 
competence, juries' predictability and juries' 
fairness. The study's respondents, 928 corpo-
rate general counsels and senior attorneys at a 
number of large corporations, graded all 50 
states in each of the categories; Delaware was 
ranked number one overall. 
       The Family Court implemented new per-
formance measures during fiscal year 2003. 
These standards will enable the Court to assess 

how well they are serving litigants and facili-
tate goal setting for the future to improve the 
quality of services and delivery of justice 
within the Family Court. 
        The Court of Common Pleas has made a 
large amount of material available for pro se 
litigants in the Self-Help Center located in the 
New Castle County Courthouse. In addition, 
the Court of Common Pleas clerk’s office pro-
vides a number of public access computers for 
electronic access to court case information. 
Moving forward, the Court of Common Pleas 
continues to improve its performance and its 
dedication to providing a just resolution to all 
cases. 
        The Justice of the Peace Court conducted 
public surveys on the services it provides. Re-
sults of these surveys were used to develop 
programs implementing policies and proce-
dures to best meet the needs of the litigants and 
the public. In addition, customer service train-
ing was provided to all non-judicial staff. Sur-
veys will be conducted again for comparison 
purposes. 

WORLD CLASS SERVICE 

Improving the Administration of Justice 

       In June, 2003, The Honorable Randy J. Holland, Justice of 
the Delaware Supreme Court, was recognized for his out-
standing efforts and contributions to the Delaware State Court 
System. Justice Holland received the Herbert Harley Award, the 
American Judicature Society's premier award for outstanding 
service aimed at improving the administration of justice at the 
local level. 
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New Castle County Courthouse Self-Help Center 
        The Administrative Office of the Courts has opened a Self-Help Center in New Castle County to 
increase access to justice for self-represented litigants.  Modeled after Family Court's Resource Cen-
ters, the Self-Help Center is Delaware's first Center to serve litigants of all of Delaware’s State 
Courts and is located on the second floor of the New Castle County Courthouse.  The Self-Help Cen-
ter provides litigants with a central location where they can find resources to help guide them through 
the legal process and to deal with the emotional challenges resulting from their legal circumstances. 
At the Self-Help Center, litigants have access to resources such as: an information desk, court forms, 
instructions, educational materials, legal self-help books, books addressing the emotional aspects of 
people’s cases, a data bank of attorneys who are willing to represent a litigant on a specific area of 
family law, notary services for court forms, computers with Microsoft Word and Internet access, a 
high speed printer, a photocopy machine, a television and VCR for free viewing of court-related vid-
eos, a fax machine and other equipment to enable litigants to prepare for their cases at one location.  
Instructional materials range from Instruction and Forms Packets and other court-related materials to 
instructions on how to address an envelope.  
        In addition to the resources available, litigants can file their Family Court documents at the Cen-
ter and have staff review the documents for completeness.  There is even a kid’s corner where chil-
dren will find toys and books (in English and Spanish) to keep children occupied while their parents 
avail themselves of the resources at the Center. 

In October 2003, the Administrative Office of the Courts hired a Manager of Pro Se Services to 
enhance the services and resources available at the Self-Help Center, to enhance partnerships 
throughout the Delaware community and to bring the Self-Help Center statewide to effectuate world 
class service and access to justice. 
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Centralization of Administrative Services 
The move of four courts into a single facility, the New Castle County Courthouse, under-

scored the need to consolidate resources and offer to the courts the opportunity to centralize ser-
vices related to those administrative functions that are necessary to the daily operations of each 
court.  Even before the move to the New Castle County Courthouse it was known that some 
functions would need to be centralized immediately: mail handling, public information desk, se-
curity procedures, and notice of facility-wide activities such as evacuation plans and building 
closings.  On the other hand, some other administrative functions did not lend themselves to im-
mediate centralization for reasons such as lack of resources and the need for development of uni-
form policy and procedure statements. 

When the courthouse first opened mail handling, loading dock management, shipping and 
receiving were immediately centralized under the auspices of the Administrative Office of the 
Courts.  Also added to the responsibility of the Administrative Office of the Courts was the es-
tablishment of a public information unit to direct visitors, staff and incoming phone calls.  Al-
though the Filing and Payment Center was set up with centralization in mind, the limitations of 
the financial and case management systems used by the courts have prevented the Center from 
becoming a fully functioning centralized entity.  Fortunately, the upcoming development and im-
plementation of COTS will enable the Center to expand services and better serve all courts. 

Central services will one day include a branch-wide bail program that will incorporate the 
authorization and management of bail providers as well as the maintenance and management of a 
financial bail account.  Records retention, archiving, document imaging, restitution management, 
volunteer/intern programs, coordination of transcripts, interpreters and process service, public 
relations and public education are all areas in which centralized services might someday be 
achieved.   
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Electronic Courtrooms 
With the completion of the new Sussex County 
Court of Chancery Courthouse comes the Dela-
ware Judiciary’s newest electronic courtroom. 
Working with the Court of Chancery, the Judi-
cial Information Center designed and imple-
mented an electronic evidence presentation sys-
tem for the new courthouse. The system includes 
a state-of-the-art sound system as well as high 
tech electronics to allow evidence to be dis-
played on dual wall mounted plasma displays. 
Evidence presented at the high tech podium is 
displayed on evidence monitors on the judge’s 
bench, the attorney tables and on the plasma 
screens. The system also includes a built-in 
video teleconferencing system that allows re-
mote testimony to be displayed on the monitors 
within the courtroom during trials  

Customer Service in the New 

Millennium 
The New Castle County Courthouse opened 
its doors in September 2002. This new state 
of the art facility utilizes staff and technology 
to create a customer service oriented environ-
ment. The new courthouse was designed spe-
cifically to facilitate public access and was 
featured in the May/June 2003 issue of the 
Courtroom Information Project newsletter. 
The newsletter is published by the Courtroom 
21 Project, a joint project with the William & 
Mary Law School and the National Center for 
State Courts, which seeks to determine how 
technology can best improve all the compo-
nents of the legal system. Delaware was rec-
ognized for the successful creation and utili-
zation of a centralized calendaring system 
and the availability of public information 
staff with access to court hearing information 
at the New Castle County Courthouse. The 
implementation of these services has proved 
invaluable and has enabled the courthouse to 
operate in a smooth and efficient manner. Re-
sponse from the public, litigants, members of 
the Bar, witnesses and law enforcement offi-
cers has been overwhelmingly positive. Mov-
ing forward, the Delaware Judiciary is in the 
process of implementing similar services 
throughout the State. 
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Court Facilities 

Construction of the new Sussex County Court of Chancery Courthouse on The Circle in 
Georgetown was completed in fiscal year 2003. The support staff and chambers are now 
consolidated in one building which facilitates improved access for the public and the Bar. 

Superior Court and the Court of Common Pleas building projects in Kent and Sussex 
Counties also progressed in fiscal year 2003. The purchase of the O’Brien Building in Kent 
County is finalized, and renovations will begin in fiscal year 2004. In Sussex County, the 
long-delayed courthouse construction project made considerable headway, and the courts are 
on target to move their clerical staff into their new office space in fiscal year 2004. 

The Justice of Peace Court received the funding to relocate Court 1 from its rental facil-
ity in Millsboro to the town of Frankford. In addition, the Court continues its efforts in con-
structing a new facility in Houston to allow for the merger of Courts 5 (Milford) and 6 
(Harrington), and extend hours of operation at that site. This project is expected to be com-
pleted in fiscal year 2004. 
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Delaware Judicial Officer Appointments 
 
∗ President Judge Henry duPont Ridgely was reappointed as President Judge of the Su-

perior Court October 10, 2002. 
 
∗ The Honorable Carl T. Goldstein retired from the Superior Court on January 28, 

2003. 
 
∗ The Honorable Vincent J. Poppiti retired from the Family Court on January 31, 2003. 
 
∗ The Honorable Calvin L. Scott Jr. was appointed as Associate Judge of the Superior 

Court on February 19, 2003. 
 
∗ The Honorable Joseph T. Walsh retired from the Supreme Court on April 30, 2003. 
 
∗ The Honorable Jack B. Jacobs was appointed as Justice of the Supreme Court on  

June 4, 2003. 
 
∗ The Honorable Chandlee Johnson Kuhn was appointed as Chief Judge of the Family 

Court on June 4, 2003. 



        2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary 

SB 28—Amends Title 11 of the Delaware Code relating to bail conditions of DUI offenders 
prohibiting anyone charged with Felony DUI from driving a vehicle. 
 
SB 58—Enables Delaware businesses to voluntarily submit disputes involving various kinds 
of commercial technology (e.g., computer, biological, and engineering technology) for reso-
lution by the Court of Chancery. 
 
HB 2—Rewrites the Mobile Home Lots and Leases Act of 1986 and was crafted from the 
consensus of representatives from the Delaware Manufactured Home Owners Association. It 
governs the rental of lots upon which manufactured homes are placed by their owners in 
manufactured home communities and specifies the rights and duties of community owners 
and home owners. 
 
HB 43—Establishes failure to wear a seat belt as a primary offense. This enables Delaware 
law enforcement officers to lawfully stop motor vehicles based upon the non-use of a seat 
belt by any occupant of the passenger compartment of a motor vehicle. 
 
HB 66—Eliminates the statute of limitations on sexual offenses and provides that such 
prosecutions may be commenced at any time. Although this act does not subject those for 
whom the old statute of limitations has passed to additional criminal liability, it is intended 
to ensure that in the future sexual offenses may be prosecuted regardless of when the crime 
was discovered or reported. 
 
HB 287—Reaffirms the intent of the General Assembly that the sentencing judge in a capital 
murder case shall be ultimately responsible for determining the penalty to be imposed. 
 
HR 17—Extends the due date for the Bail Bond Task Force to report their findings to the 
House of Representatives. 
 
HR 25—Establishes a Mediation Technology Task Force to examine ways to creatively ap-
ply new technologies to those disputes mediated in the Court of Chancery. 
 
HR 28—Commemorates Justice Joseph T. Walsh for his outstanding services as a member 
of the Delaware Judiciary. 
 
HR 41—Establishes a task force to investigate ways to implement the recommendations, 
with regards to Alderman Courts, contained in the final report of the Commission on Dela-
ware Courts 2000. 
 
 

 

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE 

8 



                                                                                                      2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary      

During the 2003 fiscal year a number of sentencing reform initiatives, including the following, 
were passed into law and implemented. These initiatives address issues pertaining to violations 
of probation, certain drug offenses, traffic offenses and violent offenses committed by juveniles. 

Court Case Consolidation 
(Senate Bill 50/150) 

Under this legislation, the Superior Court 
is authorized to consolidate multiple pending 
cases for a given defendant into one proceed-
ing regardless of the court or county in which 
the sentences were originally imposed. This 
practice is intended to simplify sentences while 
conserving scarce judicial resources. 

Other than when it is necessary to ensure 
public safety or effective substance abuse treat-
ment, probation sentences will be limited to a 
maximum of two years and will be based on 
the seriousness of the offense. Violations of 
probation are now the largest single source of 
admission to Delaware's prison system and ac-
count for approximately one-third of all in-
mates. By allowing the courts to consolidate 
violation of probation cases and limiting the 
length of probation, this legislation may help 
avoid the cost associated with extended proba-
tionary periods. 

Finally, the new provisions are also in-
tended to benefit victims of crimes by strength-
ening the State's ability to collect restitution 
from offenders through the utilization of pro-
bation. Victims will also be given new tools 
which will permit them to use civil remedies to 
seek restitution.  

 
 

Sentencing Reform 
(House Bill 210) 

Under the provisions of this legislation, the 
minimum weight of cocaine necessary to es-
tablish the crime of “Trafficking in Cocaine” is 
increased from 5 grams to 10 grams. In addi-
tion, this legislation changes sentencing guide-
lines regarding terms of incarceration for 
weapons offenses and burglary offenses. 
Changes in incarceration and supervision terms 
for certain offenses under Title 21 resulting in 
death, injury or non-injury are also addressed. 

According to legislative sponsors, this leg-
islation is intended to combat the rise in the 
number of armed robberies and violent assaults 
committed by juveniles by transferring original 
jurisdiction over the crimes of Robbery First 
Degree and Assault First Degree from the 
Family Court to the Superior Court. By doing 
so, the legislation provides the Superior Court 
with discretion to either retain jurisdiction over 
such cases, thereby substantially increasing the 
range of available penalties, or to transfer the 
case back to the Family Court for prosecution. 

 
 

9 



        2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary 

 COURT STATISTICS BY FISCAL YEAR (JULY 1, 2002 - JUNE 30, 2003) 

• The Supreme Court of Delaware saw a 4.75% de-
crease in case filings in FY 2003 from the previous 
fiscal year. 

• The Supreme Court disposed of 1.8% more cases in 
FY 2003 than in FY 2002. 

• The difference between filings and dispositions re-
sulted in a pending caseload decrease of 13.1%, from 
344 at the end of FY 2002 to 299 at the end of FY 
2003. 
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• Court of Chancery FY 2003 case filings decreased 
about 5% from cases filed in FY 2002. 

• Cases disposed of by the Court in FY 2003 decreased 
2% from the previous fiscal year. 

• The difference between filings and dispositions re-
sulted in a 3.5% increase in pending caseload, from 
13,743 at the end of FY 2002 to 14,364 at the end of 
FY 2003. 
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Court New Castle Kent Sussex 
Court of Chancery 2,617 543 775 
Superior Court 13,080 3,247 3,066 
Family Court 31,160 10,105 12,225 
CCP 48,353 20,656 25,974 
JP Court 68,169 26,949 40,410 
Totals: 163,379 61,500 82,450 

FY 2003 CASE FILINGS BY COUNTY 
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• Total case filings in FY 2003 increased about 2% 
from cases filed the preceding fiscal year. 

• Dispositions increased 2.9% in the same period. 
• Civil case filings went up 6.1% during FY 2003, 

from 10,078 in FY 2002 to 10,696 in FY 2003. 
• Civil case dispositions increased 2.6% during the 

same period from 10,499 in FY 2002 to 10,776 in 
FY 2003. 

• Criminal case filings decreased 2.7% from 8,941 in 
FY 2002 to 8,697 in FY 2003. 

• During the same period criminal case dispositions 
increased 3.2% from 8,846 in FY 2002 to 9,131 in 
FY 2003. 

• Total pending caseload decreased 4.0%. 
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• In FY 2003, total case filings went up 2.2% from FY 
2002. Dispositions increased 2.4% during the same 
time period. 

• Civil case filings increased 16.8% during FY 2003, 
from 10,496 in FY 2002 to 12,264 in FY 2003. In 
the same period, civil case dispositions went up 
19.4% from 8,400 in FY 2002 to 10,026 in FY 2003. 

• Criminal case filings remained fairly constant in-
creasing by only 250 cases from 82,469 in FY 2002 
to 82,719 in FY 2003, an increase of about .3%. 
Similarly, criminal case dispositions increased only 
by .6% from 80,757 in FY 2002 to 81,257 in FY 
2003. 

• The difference between case filings and case disposi-
tions resulted in a 7.7% increase in the total pending 
caseload, from 47,854 at the end of FY 2002 to 
51,554 at the end of FY 2003. 
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• Total case filings in FY 2003 were approximately 
the same as in FY 2002. Total case dispositions de-
creased 6.1% during the same period. 

• Civil case filings decreased about 1%, from 39,016 
in FY 2002 to 38,616 in FY 2003. Civil case disposi-
tions also decreased about 5.6% from 40,571 to 
38,318 during the same period. 

• Adult criminal case filings were up 4.6% from 5,378 
in FY 2002 to 5,594 in FY 2003. Criminal case dis-
positions increased 4.8% from 5,388 to 5,644. 

• Juvenile case filings were about the same in FY 
2003 as in FY 2002. Juvenile case dispositions de-
creased 14.3% from 9,981 to 8,555. 

• At the end of FY 2003 there were a total of 13,001 
cases pending compared with 12,028 pending at the 
end of FY 2002, an increase of 8.1% 
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• FY 2003 case filings decreased 5.1% from FY 2002. 
• Case dispositions increased 1.6% during the same 

period. 
• Civil case filings increased 4.9% from 28,910 in FY 

2002 to 30,329 in FY 2003. During the same time 
period civil case dispositions went down 7.2% from 
29,637 to 27,501.  

• Criminal and traffic case filings went down 6.4% 
from 229,817 in FY 2002 to 215,115 in FY 2003. 
Criminal and traffic case dispositions increased 2.9% 
from 213, 754 to 219,867 during the same period. 

• The difference between filings and dispositions re-
sulted in a pending caseload decrease of 3.5%, from 
54,482 at the end of FY 2002 to 52,558 at the end of 
FY 2003. 
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To Governor Ruth Ann Minner, Members of the General Assembly, and Citizens of the State of Delaware: 
 

        It is my privilege to present to you the 2003 Annual Report of the 
Delaware Judiciary.  This will be my twelfth and final submission of the 
Annual Report as Chief Justice. 
 
        I want to take this opportunity to commend the Delaware Judiciary.  
Our State is truly fortunate to have the services and expertise of extraor-
dinary and dedicated judges and staff.  The preeminence of our courts 
and Bar is nationally acknowledged, and we continue to build on our 
reputation on a daily basis by being innovative and progressive.   In fact, 
for the second year in a row, a Harris poll survey of corporate counsel 
conducted by the United States Chamber of Commerce ranked the Dela-
ware Judiciary as the Number One Judiciary in the Nation in the key ar-
eas of the competent handling of civil litigation. 
 

        The Justice of the Peace Court has: (1) instituted a statewide videophone court at Court 2 in 
Rehoboth; and (2) accepted the Program of the Year Award from the International Association for Tru-
ancy and Dropout Prevention.  In the 2002-2003 school year, more than 400 students in Delaware suc-
cessfully completed the program, staying in school.  The Court of Common Pleas is expanding its Drug 
Court program to Kent and Sussex Counties.  The Family Court has adopted new guidelines for the ex-
peditious disposition of dependency and neglect cases.  The Family Court continues to be a national 
model for child support formulas.  The Court of Chancery and the Superior Court are expanding the 
courts’ e-filing systems.  The Court of Chancery’s jurisdiction has been expanded to adjudicate technol-
ogy disputes exceeding one million dollars and is undertaking a new and creative mediation-only proc-
ess.  The Supreme Court is working with the courts and our Judicial Information Center to produce a 
unified world-class web site for the dissemination of information to the Public and the Bar.   
 
        The entire Judiciary is moving forward with the development of our commercial-off-the-shelf case 
and financial management system (COTS).  The Judiciary is not content to rest on its laurels but rather is 
a dynamic force in delivering services to our clientele – the citizens of Delaware.   
 
        During my term as Chief Justice, I have seen the number of judicial officers increase, new court-
houses built or renovated, the expansion of our technological capabilities, the promise of COTS, and 
many other improvements.  The Judiciary has prospered during economic boom times and weathered 
economic downturns.  It has been a challenging and rewarding journey for me personally to work as a 
public servant and with other public servants.  The work that we are doing is important and vital to the 
welfare of the citizens that we serve.  We are very gratified that our work has achieved swift and fair jus-
tice as the standard and that we have done our utmost to earn the trust and confidence of the public. 
 
Respectfully, 

 
 

Message from Chief  Justice E. Norman Veasey 
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     The Delaware Judiciary consists of the 
Supreme Court, the Court of Chancery, the 
Superior  Court, the Family Court, the Court 
of Common Pleas, the Justice of the Peace 
Court, and related judicial agencies. 
     In terms of interrelationships among the courts, 
the Delaware Court system is similar to a pyramid. 
The Justice of the Peace Court and the Alderman’s 
Courts represent the base of the pyramid and the Su-
preme Court the apex of the pyramid. As a litigant 
goes upward through the court system pyramid, the 
legal issues generally become more complex and, 
thus, more costly to litigate. For this reason, cases 
decided as close as possible to the entry level of the 
court system generally result in cost savings to the 
judiciary in resources used to handle the matters and 
in speedier resolution of the issues at hand for the 
litigants.  
     The Justice of the Peace Court, the initial entry 
level into the court system for most citizens, has ju-
risdiction over civil cases in which the disputed 
amount is less than $15,000. In criminal cases, the 
Justice of the Peace Court hears certain misdemean-
ors and most motor vehicle cases (excluding felo-
nies) and the Justices of the Peace may act as com-
mitting magistrates for all crimes.  Appeals from the 
Justice of the Peace Court may be taken to the Court 
of Common Pleas. Over one-half of all cases are dis-
posed of rapidly at the Justice of the Peace Court 
level without further impact on the remainder of the 
judicial system. 
     The Court of Common Pleas has jurisdiction in 
civil cases where the amount in controversy, exclu-
sive of interest, does not exceed $50,000.  In crimi-
nal cases, the Court of Common Pleas handles all 
misdemeanors occurring in the State except certain 
drug-related offenses and traffic offenses. The Court 
is also responsible for all preliminary hearings in fel-
ony cases. Appeals may be taken to the Superior 
Court. 
     The Family Court has extensive jurisdiction over 
virtually all family and juvenile matters. All civil 
appeals, including those relating to juvenile delin-
quency, go directly to the Supreme Court while 
criminal cases are appealed to the Superior Court. 
   The Superior Court, Delaware’s court of general 
jurisdiction, has original jurisdiction over criminal 

and civil cases except equity cases. The 
Court has exclusive jurisdiction over felo-
nies and almost all drug offenses. In civil 
matters, the Court’s authority to award 

damages is not subject to a monetary maximum. The 
Superior Court also serves as an intermediate appel-
late court by hearing appeals on the record from the 
Court of Common Pleas, the Family Court (in crimi-
nal cases), and a number of administrative agencies. 
Appeals from the Superior Court may be taken on 
the record to the Supreme Court.  
      The Court of Chancery has jurisdiction to hear all 
matters relating to equity. The litigation in this tribu-
nal deals largely with corporate issues, trusts, estates, 
other fiduciary matters, disputes involving the pur-
chase of land and questions of title to real estate as 
well as commercial and contractual matters. The 
Court of Chancery has a national reputation in the 
business community and is responsible for develop-
ing the case law in Delaware on corporate matters. 
Appeals from the Court of Chancery may be taken 
on the record to the Supreme Court. 
     The Supreme Court is the State’s appellate court 
which receives direct appeals from the Court of 
Chancery, the Superior Court, and the Family Court. 
As administrative head of the courts,  the Chief Jus-
tice of the Supreme Court,   in consultation with the 
other justices, sets administrative policy for the court 
system. 
    The Administrative Office of the Courts, including 
the Judicial Information Center  and the Office of the 
State Court Collections Enforcement, provides those 
centralized services to the Delaware judiciary that 
are consistent with the statewide policies and goals 
for judicial administration and support operations as 
established by the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court.    
        Other agencies associated with the Delaware 
Judiciary include these state funded agencies: Vio-
lent Crimes Compensation Board, Child Placement 
Review Board, Educational Surrogate Parent Coordi-
nator, Prothonotaries, Law Libraries, and Public 
Guardian.  The  majority of  the components of the 
Delaware judicial system are funded by the State.  
Exceptions to this are the Alderman’s Courts and the 
Registers of Wills for the Court of Chancery, and the 
Sheriffs’ Offices. 

INTRODUCTION TO THE DELAWARE COURT SYSTEM 
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SUPREME COURT 
 

Final appellate jurisdiction for criminal cases in which the 
sentence exceeds certain minimums, and in civil cases as to  
final judgments, certain orders of the Court of Chancery, the 
Superior Court, and the Family Court and court designated 
boards.  Issuer of certain writs 

COURT OF LAST RESORT 

            EQUITY COURT           
COURT OF CHANCERY 

 

Hear/determine all matters and causes in equity 
(typically corporate, trust, fiduciary matters, land 
sale, real estate, and commercial/contractual mat-
ters). 

COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 
FAMILY COURT 

 

Extensive jurisdiction over all domestic relations 
matters, including divorce, custody, guardianships, 
adoptions, visitation, child and spousal support, and 
property division. Jurisdiction over intrafamily 
misdemeanors, misdemeanor crimes against 
children, and civil domestic violence protective 
orders. Jurisdiction over all juvenile offenses except 
murder, rape, and kidnapping. 
 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 

Statewide jurisdiction in civil actions involving less 
than $50,000.  All criminal misdemeanors (except 
certain drug-related offenses and traffic offenses).  
Responsible for all preliminary hearings.  Appeals 
from the Justice of the Peace Courts, Alderman’s 
Courts, and the Division of Motor Vehicles. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
 

All civil cases involving less than $15,000.  Certain 
misdemeanors and most motor vehicle cases (except 
felonies).  May act as committing magistrate for all 
crimes.  Landlord/tenant disputes. 

ALDERMAN’S COURTS* 
 

Minor misdemeanors, traffic, parking, and minor 
civil matters occurring within town limits (specific 
jurisdiction varies with town charter, as approved 
by the General Assembly). 

SUPERIOR COURT 
 

Original statewide jurisdiction over criminal and 
civil cases (except equity cases).  Exclusive 
jurisdiction over felonies and drug offenses (except 
marijuana possession and most felonies/drugs 
involving minors). Involuntary commitments to 
Delaware State Hospital. 

            LAW COURT          

*Alderman’s Courts are not part of the Delaware court system, they are independent entities within their re-
spective municipalities. However, appealed cases are transferred to a state Court. 

THE DELAWARE COURT SYSTEM 
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FISCAL OVERVIEW 

FY 2002 Actual FY 2003 Actual FY 2004 FY 2005
Disbursements Disbursements Appropriations Request

Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC)# 1,935,108$             3,055,300$            3,275,300$             3,380,800$            
Court Appointed Attorney Programs**,### 1,858,957               1,874,100              2,508,200               2,807,000              
Interpreters 139,435                  158,500                 193,900                  275,100                 
Victim Offender Mediation Program** 424,800                  420,600                 424,800                  424,800                 
Elder Law Program** 50,000                    50,000                   50,000                    50,000                   
Judicial Information Center## 2,913,100               2,470,800              2,882,600               3,097,800              
State Court Collection Enforcement Office 409,600                  525,200                 445,200                  475,900                 
Supreme Court 3,587,100               3,822,700              3,404,100               3,484,400              
Retired Judges Program** 31,800                    55,200                   47,000                    47,000                   
Continuing Judicial Education** 75,100                    58,800                   13,300                    53,300                   
Court of Chancery#### 2,693,200               3,935,300              3,659,800               3,940,900              
Public Guardian 387,700                  419,500                 418,800                  440,500                 
Superior Court 16,862,200             17,315,200            16,527,800             17,997,600            
Law Libraries 535,000                  455,400                 473,600                  474,600                 
Family Court 17,564,200             18,235,500            17,531,300             18,479,600            
Court of Common Pleas 8,307,900               8,331,000              6,994,300               7,495,300              
Justice of the Peace Court 16,993,800             16,545,900            13,463,900             14,211,000            
Violent Crimes Compensation Board *** 2,108,000               9,177,400              3,067,900               3,067,900              
Child Placement Review Board**** 437,700                  431,200                 555,900                  571,000                 
Educational Surrogate Parent Program 79,700                    75,500                   72,300                    73,500                   
Office of the Child Advocate 439,300                  454,000                 453,100                  445,600                 
Totals 77,833,700$          87,867,100$         76,463,100$          81,293,600$          

NEW CASTLE COUNTY
  Register in Chancery 831,973$                NA NA
  Register of Wills 1,019,475               1,082,604              1,174,962               
  Prothonotary^ 32,074                    20,676                   44,000                    
  Sheriff 1,313,552               1,304,829              1,469,672               
  NEW CASTLE COUNTY TOTALS 3,197,074$             2,408,109$            2,688,634$             
KENT COUNTY
  Register in Chancery 175,000$                NA NA
  Register of Wills 169,000                  282,710                 196,600                  
  Sheriff 338,300                  358,541                 408,600                  
  KENT COUNTY TOTALS 682,300$                641,251$               605,200$                
SUSSEX COUNTY
  Register in Chancery 131,689$                NA NA
  Register of Wills 214,038                  227,563                 236,681                  
  Sheriff 358,061                  401,317                 457,611                  
  SUSSEX COUNTY TOTALS 703,788$                628,880$               694,292$                
GRAND TOTALS-JUDICIAL BRANCH 82,416,862$          91,545,340$         80,451,226$          
*Figures include all funds, including State General Funds, Appropriated Special Funds, federal funds  and/or other funds.
**These programs are funded as part of the AOC.  They are shown separately for informational purposes.
***Dramatic increase in "expenditures" is due to the FY 2003 Budget Act capping the Violent Crimes Compensation Fund
    at $6 million.  Funds in excess of the cap, totalling $7,183,100, were deposited to the General Fund.
****This Board was previously known as the Foster Care Review Board.  
#Majority of growth is due to funding related to opening the new courthouse in Wilmington.
##Majority of FY 2004 JIC Budget Request increase is related to the implementation of an integrated case and financial
      management system (COTS).
###Includes $400,000 appropriated in FY 2004 to the Contingency "Indigent Legal Aid" in the State Budget Office.
        The FY 2005 Budget request reflects transfer of that contingency to the Judicial Branch Budget.
####Majority of growth is due to transfer of the Register in Chancery offices from county to state control on 01/01/2001.
^Reflects pension monies for those employed by the County prior to the Prothonotary coming under State control.
NA: Not applicable due to the transfer of the Register in Chancery offices from county to state control on 01/01/2001.
Source: Administrative Office of the Courts

SUMMARY OF JUDICIAL BUDGETS-FISCAL YEARS 2002-2003-2004-2005
State Judicial Agencies and Bodies*

County Judicial Agencies and Bodies



                                                                                              2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary        11 

FISCAL OVERVIEW 

R
ev

en
ue

s
F

ee
s 

an
d

as
 a

 %
 o

f
C

os
ts

F
in

es
In

te
re

st
**

M
is

c.
T

ot
al

s
D

is
bu

rs
em

en
ts

A
dm

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

O
ff

ic
e 

of
 th

e 
C

ou
rt

s 
(A

O
C

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0.
0%

Ju
di

ci
al

 I
nf

or
m

at
io

n 
C

en
te

r
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0.
0%

S
ta

te
 C

ou
rt

 C
ol

le
ct

io
ns

 E
nf

or
ce

m
en

t O
ff

ic
e

22
,3

00
   

   
   

   
   

8,
10

0
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
30

0
   

   
   

   
   

 
35

,7
00

   
   

   
   

   
  

6.
8%

S
up

re
m

e 
C

ou
rt

57
,8

00
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

57
,8

00
   

   
   

   
   

  
1.

5%
C

ou
rt

 o
f 

C
ha

nc
er

y
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

,8
00

   
   

   
   

  
21

,8
00

   
   

   
   

   
  

0.
6%

O
ff

ic
e 

of
 th

e 
P

ub
li

c 
G

ua
rd

ia
n

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0.

0%
S

up
er

io
r 

C
ou

rt
2,

43
2,

10
0

   
   

   
 

41
4,

50
0

   
   

   
   

 
21

,9
00

   
   

   
   

 
39

7,
30

0
   

   
   

   
3,

26
5,

80
0

   
   

   
   

18
.9

%
L

aw
 L

ib
ra

ri
es

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0.

0%
F

am
ily

 C
ou

rt
66

6,
60

0
   

   
   

   
 

84
,4

00
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,1
00

   
   

   
   

  
77

3,
10

0
   

   
   

   
   

4.
2%

C
ou

rt
 o

f 
C

om
m

on
 P

le
as

2,
12

4,
10

0
   

   
   

 
99

5,
50

0
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

1,
20

0
   

   
   

   
3,

27
0,

80
0

   
   

   
   

39
.3

%
Ju

st
ic

e 
of

 th
e 

P
ea

ce
 C

ou
rt

2,
20

0,
20

0
   

   
   

 
90

6,
40

0
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

,2
00

   
   

   
   

  
3,

13
6,

80
0

   
   

   
   

19
.0

%
C

hi
ld

 P
la

ce
m

en
t R

ev
ie

w
 B

oa
rd

**
**

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0.

0%
V

io
le

nt
 C

ri
m

es
 C

om
pe

ns
at

io
n 

B
oa

rd
#

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
18

3,
10

0
   

   
   

7,
18

3,
10

0
   

   
   

   
78

.3
%

E
du

ca
tio

na
l S

ur
ro

ga
te

 P
ar

en
t P

ro
gr

am
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0.
0%

O
ff

ic
e 

of
 th

e 
C

hi
ld

 A
dv

oc
at

e
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0.
0%

S
T

A
T

E
 T

O
T

A
L

S
7,

50
3,

10
0

$ 
   

   
 

2,
40

8,
90

0
$ 

   
   

 
21

,9
00

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

81
1,

00
0

$ 
   

   
17

,7
44

,9
00

$ 
   

   
 

20
.2

%

F
ee

s 
an

d
C

os
ts

F
in

es
In

te
re

st
M

is
c.

T
ot

al
s

S
up

er
io

r 
C

ou
rt

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
50

4,
14

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

50
4,

14
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
F

am
ily

 C
ou

rt
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
,3

18
   

   
   

   
   

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
,3

18
C

ou
rt

 o
f 

C
om

m
on

 P
le

as
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
1,

44
9

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
68

1,
44

9
Ju

st
ic

e 
of

 th
e 

P
ea

ce
 C

ou
rt

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

03
5,

80
1

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
03

5,
80

1
A

ld
er

m
an

 C
ou

rt
s

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

6,
16

9
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
6,

16
9

R
es

tit
ut

io
n

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
83

,5
39

   
   

   
   

   
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
83

,5
39

O
th

er
-

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
31

9
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

74
6

   
   

   
   

   
22

,1
23

   
   

   
   

  
28

,1
88

V
C

C
B

 T
O

T
A

L
S

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

47
9,

74
2

$ 
   

   
 

3,
74

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

22
,1

23
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
50

5,
61

1
$ 

   
   

   

*F
ig

ur
es

 r
ep

re
se

nt
 o

nl
y 

re
ve

nu
e 

ac
tu

al
ly

 r
ec

ei
ve

d,
 n

ot
 th

e 
to

ta
l a

m
ou

nt
 o

f 
fi

ne
s 

an
d 

co
st

s 
as

se
ss

ed
.

**
F

or
 th

e 
fi

rs
t 6

 m
on

th
s 

of
 F

Y
 2

00
3,

 c
ou

nt
ie

s 
re

ce
iv

ed
 5

0%
 o

f 
al

l C
ou

rt
 o

f 
C

ha
nc

er
y 

in
te

re
st

 r
ev

en
ue

s.
  

**
*F

Y
 2

00
3 

re
ve

nu
e 

di
vi

de
d 

by
 F

Y
 2

00
3 

ac
tu

al
 d

is
bu

rs
em

en
t, 

w
hi

ch
 in

cl
ud

es
 S

ta
te

 G
en

er
al

 F
un

ds
, f

ed
er

al
 f

un
ds

 a
nd

 o
th

er
 f

un
ds

.
**

**
 T

hi
s 

B
oa

rd
 w

as
 p

re
vi

ou
sl

y 
kn

ow
n 

as
 th

e 
F

os
te

r 
C

ar
e 

R
ev

ie
w

 B
oa

rd
. 

#R
ep

re
se

nt
s 

de
po

si
t o

f 
fu

nd
s 

in
 e

xc
es

s 
of

 $
6 

m
ill

io
n 

ca
p 

on
 th

e 
V

ic
ti

m
's

 C
om

pe
ns

at
io

n 
F

un
d,

 p
er

 F
Y

 2
00

3 
B

ud
ge

t A
ct

S
ou

rc
e:

 A
dm

in
is

tr
at

iv
e 

O
ff

ic
e 

of
 th

e 
C

ou
rt

s

R
ec

ei
ve

d
 b

y 
V

io
le

n
t 

C
ri

m
es

 C
om

p
en

sa
ti

on
 B

oa
rd

C
O

U
R

T
 G

E
N

E
R

A
T

E
D

 R
E

V
E

N
U

E
* 

- 
F

IS
C

A
L

 Y
E

A
R

 2
00

3
S

u
b

m
it

te
d

 t
o 

th
e 

S
ta

te
 G

en
er

al
 F

u
n

d



   12      2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary 

FISCAL OVERVIEW 

Revenue as a %
Fees & Costs Fines Interest Miscellaneous TOTALS of Disbursement

Register in Chancery -$                        -$                       -$                   -$                      -$                        -----
Register of Wills 1,801,139            -                         -                     -                        1,801,139            166.4%
Prothonotary 33,530                 -                         -                     -                        33,530                 162.2%
Sheriff 1,925,242            -                         14,209           -                        1,939,451            148.6%
Justice of the Peace Court -                          406,732              -                     -                        406,732               -----
New Castle County Totals 3,759,911$          406,732$           14,209$        -$                     4,180,852$         156.7%

Revenue as a %
Fees & Costs Fines Interest Miscellaneous TOTALS of Disbursement

Register in Chancery -$                        -$                       -$                   -$                      -$                        -----
Register of Wills 352,837               -                         -                     -                        352,837               124.8%
Sheriff 522,937               -                         -                     -                        522,937               145.9%
Justice of the Peace Court -                          3,304                  -                     -                        3,304                   -----
Kent County Totals 875,774$             3,304$                -$                   -$                      879,078$             136.6%

Revenue as a %
Fees & Costs Fines Interest Miscellaneous TOTALS of Disbursement

Register in Chancery -$                        -$                       -$                   -$                      -$                        -----
Register of Wills 727,313               -                         -                     -                        727,313               319.6%
Sheriff 487,071               -                         -                     -                        487,071               121.4%
Justice of the Peace Court -                          686                     -                     -                        686                      -----
Sussex County Totals 1,214,384$          686$                   -$                   -$                      1,215,070$          193.1%

Revenue as a %
Fees & Costs Fines Interest Miscellaneous TOTALS of Disbursement

Prothonotary -$                        65$                     -$                   -$                      65$                      -----
Court of Common Pleas -                          947,846              -                     -                        947,846               11.4%
Justice of the Peace Court -                          2,569,274           -                     -                        2,569,274            15.5%
Alderman Courts 228,474               393,124              -                     -                        621,598               NA
Municipalities Totals 228,474$             3,910,244$         -$                   -$                      4,138,718$          NA

Revenue as a %
Fees & Costs Fines Interest Miscellaneous TOTALS of Disbursement

TOTALS 13,581,644$        6,729,866$        36,109$        7,811,000$      28,158,619$       NA

*Figures represent only revenue collected, not the total amount of fines and costs assessed.
#FY 2003 revenue divided by FY 2003 actual disbursement.
Source: Administrative Office of the Courts.

Submitted to Municipalities

Grand Totals-Judicial Branch

COURT GENERATED REVENUE*-FISCAL YEAR 2003
Submitted to New Castle County

Submitted to Kent County

Submitted to Sussex County
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FISCAL OVERVIEW 

Assessed Collected Disbursed
Supreme Court -$                              -$                              -$                              
Court of Chancery -                                -                                -                                
Superior Court 6,534,571                  1,209,281                  1,055,100                  
Family Court 588,115                     272,530                     286,394                     
Court of Common Pleas 364,048                     459,925                     426,271                     
Justice of the Peace Court 101,162                     113,001                     116,113                     
TOTALS 7,587,896$                2,054,737$                1,883,878$                

$'s As a %
Judicial 65,547,000$              2.74%
Higher Education 204,747,200              8.56%
Executive Branch 1,315,121,100           54.98%
Legislative Branch 11,814,800                0.49%
Public Education 794,961,300              33.23%
Total 2,392,191,400$        100.00%

$'s As a %
Supreme Court 2,383,300$                3.64%
Administrative Office of the Courts 5,423,100                  8.27%
Judicial Information Center 2,683,000                  4.09%
Court of Chancery 2,139,300                  3.26%
Superior Court 16,378,900                24.99%
Law Libraries 498,600                     0.76%
Family Court 14,319,800                21.85%
Court of Common Pleas 6,594,600                  10.06%
Justice of the Peace Court 13,328,600                20.33%
Other** 1,797,800                  2.74%
Total 65,547,000$             100.00%

*State General Fund monies only.
**Other: Public Guardian, Office of State Court Collections Enforcement, Child Placement Review
   Board, Educational Surrogate Program and the Office of the Child Advocate.
Source: Administrative Office of the Courts

RESTITUTION-FISCAL YEAR 2003

State Appropriations
DELAWARE GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS* - FISCAL YEAR 2003

Judicial Appropriations - Fiscal Year 2003*
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SUPREME COURT 

In Fiscal Year 2003, the 
Delaware Supreme Court re-
ceived 681 appeals and dis-
posed of 727 appeals by opin-
ion, order or dismissal.  The 
vast majority of the appeals 
were decided within 40 days 
from the date of submission 
to the date of final decision.  
In 91.2% of appeals decided 
in FY2003, the Court met the 
standard of the Delaware Ju-
diciary for deciding cases 
within 90 days of the date of 
submission for decision.  By 
continually striving for excel-
lence and the prompt adjudi-
cation of matters on appeal, 
the Court=s reputation as one 
of the finest State appellate courts remains un-
challenged. 

On March 31, 2003, Justice Joseph T. 
Walsh retired after a distinguished 32 year career 
as a member of the Delaware Judiciary serving 
as a Superior Court Judge, a Vice Chancellor of 
the Court of Chancery and, for the past 18 years, 
as a Justice of the Delaware Supreme Court.  
During his service on the Supreme Court, he au-
thored more than 300 opinions in the areas of 
civil, criminal, and corporate law.  His judgment, 
dedication, civility and work ethic were excep-
tional.  He will always be known as a judges= 
judge. 

In June, 2003, Justice Jack B. Jacobs was 
sworn in as a Justice of the Delaware Supreme 
Court to succeed Justice Walsh.  Before his ap-
pointment to the Court, Justice Jacobs served as a 
Vice Chancellor of the Court of Chancery since 
October, 1985, after having practiced corporate 
and business litigation in Wilmington since 1968.  
He is an outstanding addition to the Court. 

The Court issued several noteworthy Ad-
ministrative Directives regulating the administra-
tion of the courts and the Bar.  Administrative 

Directive 142 directed that 
the Delaware Judiciary pur-
chase and implement the 
selected commercial off-
the-shelf (COTS) system  
for all courts, including the 
Justice of the Peace Court, 
the Court of Common Pleas, 
the Family Court, the Supe-
rior Court, the Court of 
Chancery, and the Supreme 
Court.  The implementation 
of an integrated case and 
financial management sys-
tem is a top priority of the 
Delaware Judiciary.  Ad-
ministrative Directive 144 
designated Justice Randy J. 
Holland as Liaison Justice 

to the Administrative Office of the Court.  The 
appointment of a Liaison Justice was one of the 
recommendations of the Court Resources Task 
Force chaired by the late James H. Gilliam, Jr., 
Esquire who brought unparalleled leadership 
skills and vision to his dedication to serving the 
public.  The underlying concept for the appoint-
ment was that the management functions of the 
Delaware Judiciary would benefit from having a 
Liaison Justice report to and assist the Chief Jus-
tice in carrying out the complex and time-
consuming administrative demands of the office 
of Chief Justice.  Administrative Directive 148 
appointed a committee, chaired by Justice Myron 
T. Steele, to develop a protocol and uniform pol-
icy concerning: (a) applications for attorneys= 
fees and expenses; (b) agreements with contract 
counsel; and (c) court appointments other than 
contract counsel in the Supreme Court, Superior 
Court and Family Court. 

Supreme Court 

Chief Justice E. Norman Veasey 
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SUPREME COURT 

Supreme Court Justices 
 
Front Row (sitting left to right) 
Justice Randy J. Holland 
Chief Justice E. Norman Veasey 
Justice Carolyn Berger 

 
 
Back Row (standing left to right) 
Justice Jack B. Jacobs 
Justice Myron T. Steele 
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SUPREME COURT 

Legal Authorization 
The Supreme Court is created by the Constitution 
of Delaware, Article IV, Section 1.  The Supreme 
Court sits in Dover but the justices maintain their 
chambers in the counties where they reside. 

 
Court History 
The modern Supreme Court was established in 
1951 by constitutional amendment.  The State’s 
first separate Supreme Court initially consisted 
of three justices and was enlarged to the current 
five justices in 1978. 
              
Prior to 1951, Delaware was without a separate 
Supreme Court.  The highest appellate authority 
prior to the creation of the separate Supreme 
Court consisted of those judges who did not par-
ticipate in the original litigation in the lower 
courts.  These judges would hear the appeal en 
banc (collectively) and would exercise final ju-
risdiction in all matters in both law and equity. 

 
Jurisdiction 
The Court has final appellate jurisdiction in 
criminal cases in which the sentence exceeds cer-
tain minimums and in civil cases as to final judg-
ments and for certain other orders of the Court of 
Chancery, the Superior Court, and the Family 
Court.  Appeals are heard on the record.  Under 
some circumstances, the Supreme Court has ju-
risdiction to issue writs of prohibition, quo war-
ranto, certiorari, and mandamus. 
 

Justices 
The Supreme Court consists of a chief justice 
and four justices who are nominated by the Gov-
ernor and confirmed by the Senate.  The justices 
are appointed for 12-year terms and must be 
learned in the law and citizens of the State.  
Three of the justices must be of one of the major 
political parties while the other two justices must 
be of the other major political party. 
 
Administration 
The chief justice is responsible for the admini-
stration of all courts in the State and appoints a 
State Court Administrator to manage the non-
judicial aspects of court administration.  The Su-
preme Court is staffed by a court administrator, 
staff attorneys, an assistant clerk, law clerks, sec-
retaries, and court clerks. 
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SUPREME COURT 

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

Criminal Appeals 196 359 389 166 -30 -15.31%
Civil Appeals 136 264 275 125 -11 -8.09%
Original Applications* 12   58   62   8 -4 -33.33%
Total* 344 681 726 299 -45 -13.08%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal Appeals 329 359 +30 +9.1%
Civil Appeals 306 264 -42 -13.73%
Certifications 1   3 +2 +200.0%
Original Applications 56   35 -21 -37.50%
Bd. On Prof. Resp. 23   18 -5 -21.74%
Bd. Of Bar Exam. 0   2 +2 +200.0%
Un. Prac. Of Law 0   0 0                -------
Total   715   681 -34 -4.76%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal Appeals 305 389 +84 +27.5%
Civil Appeals 330 275 -55 -16.67%
Certifications 2   3 +1 +50.0%
Original Applications 54   38 -16 -29.63%
Bd. On Prof. Resp. 21   20 -1 -4.76%
Bd. Of Bar Exam. 1   1 0                -------
Un. Prac. Of Law 0   0 0                -------
Total*   713   726 +13 +1.8%

*Certifications, Board on Professional Responsibility, Board of Bar Examiners, Unauthorized Practice of Law
cases are included with the original applications in the Caseload Summary.  Each is listed seperately, however,
in the Caseload Comparison.
Bd. On Prof. Resp. = Board on Professional Responsibility
Bd. Of Bar Exam. = Board of Bar Examiners
Un. Prac. Of Law = Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Source: Court Administrator and Clerk of the Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary - Fiscal Year 2003

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Dispositions
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SUPREME COURT 

Source: Clerk of the Supreme Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Supreme Court - 10 Year Caseload Trend
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SUPREME COURT 

Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Clerk of the Supreme Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Supreme Court - 5 Year Case Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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SUPREME COURT 

Criminal  Appeals 0 0.0% 359 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 359 100.0%
Civil Appeals 47 17.8% 140 53.0% 77 29.2% 0 0.0% 264 100.0%
Certifications 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 100.0% 3 100.0%
Original Applications 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 35 100.0% 35 100.0%
Bd. On Prof. Resp. 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 18 100.0% 18 100.0%
Bd. Of  Bar Exam. 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 0.0% 2 0.0%
Un. Prac. Of Law 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 100.0%
Total   47 6.9%   499 73.3%   77 11.3%   58 8.5% 681 100.0%

Criminal  Appeals 0 0.0% 389 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 389 100.0%
Civil Appeals 56 20.4% 143 52.0% 76 27.6% 0 0.0% 275 100.0%
Certifications 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 100.0% 3 100.0%
Original Applications 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 38 100.0% 38 100.0%
Bd. On Prof. Resp. 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 20 100.0% 20 100.0%
Bd. Of  Bar Exam 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0%
Un. Prac. Of Law 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Total   56 7.7%   532 73.3%   76 10.5%   62 8.5% 726 100.0%

Criminal  Appeals 0 -30 0 0 -30
Civil Appeals -9 -3 +1 0 -11
Certifications 0 0 0 0   0
Original Applications 0 0 0 -3 -3
Bd. On Prof. Resp. 0 0 0 -2 -2
Bd. Of Bar Exam 0 0 0 +1 +1
Un. Prac. Of Law 0 0 0 0   0
Total -9 -33 +1 -4 -45

Bd. On Prof. Resp. = Board on Professional Responsibility
Bd. Of Bar Exam. = Board of Bar Examiners
Un. Prac. Of Law = Board on the Unauthorized Practice of Law
Source: Court Administrator and Clerk of the Supreme Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Total

Total

Total

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Change in Pending

Chancery Court Court
Non-Court
Originated

Court
Non-Court
Originated

Court of Superior Family

Court of Superior Family

CourtChancery

Court of Superior Family

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Filings

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Dispositions

Chancery Court Court Originated
Non-Court
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SUPREME COURT 

C
ri

m
in

al
 A

pp
ea

ls
28

4
72

.8
%

9
2.

3%
15

3.
8%

2
0.

5%
32

8.
2%

48
12

.3
%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

39
0

10
0.

0%
C

iv
il 

A
pp

ea
ls

14
0

41
.7

%
8

2.
4%

23
6.

8%
1

0.
3%

43
12

.8
%

81
24

.1
%

17
5.

1%
23

6.
8%

33
6

10
0.

0%
T

ot
al

42
4

58
.4

%
 1

7
2.

3%
38

5.
2%

3
0.

4%
75

10
.3

%
 1

29
17

.8
%

17
2.

3%
23

3.
2%

72
6

10
0.

0%

O
ri

gi
na

l A
pp

lic
at

io
ns

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
1

2.
6%

37
97

.4
%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
38

10
0.

0%
C

er
tif

ic
at

io
ns

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
1

10
0.

0%
1

10
0.

0%
B

d.
 O

n 
Pr

of
. R

es
p.

11
55

.0
%

8
40

.0
%

0
0.

0%
1

5.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

20
10

0.
0%

B
d.

 O
f  

B
ar

 E
xa

m
.

  0
  0

.0
%

  0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
 0

  0
.0

%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

  0
10

0.
0%

T
ot

al
11

18
.6

%
8

13
.6

%
0

0.
0%

2
3.

4%
37

62
.7

%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
1

1.
7%

59
10

0.
0%

C
ri

m
in

al
 A

pp
ea

ls
37

9.
5%

10
2.

6%
31

1
79

.7
%

32
8.

2%
0

0.
0%

39
0

10
0.

0%
C

iv
il 

A
pp

ea
ls

28
10

.2
%

  9
3.

3%
19

6
71

.3
%

42
15

.3
%

0
0.

0%
27

5
10

0.
0%

C
er

tif
ic

at
io

ns
1

33
.3

%
0

0.
0%

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

2
66

.7
%

3
10

0.
0%

O
ri

gi
na

l A
pp

lic
at

io
ns

0
0.

0%
0

0.
0%

37
97

.4
%

1
2.

6%
0

0.
0%

38
10

0.
0%

B
d.

 O
n 

Pr
of

. R
es

p.
1

5.
0%

3
15

.0
%

15
75

.0
%

1
5.

0%
0

0.
0%

20
10

0.
0%

B
d.

 O
f  

B
ar

 E
xa

m
.

  0
0.

0%
  1

10
0.

0%
   

0
0.

0%
  0

0.
0%

   
0

0.
0%

1
10

0.
0%

T
ot

al
67

9.
2%

23
3.

2%
55

9
76

.9
%

76
10

.5
%

2
0.

3%
72

7
10

0.
0%

*A
ct

io
n 

ta
ke

n 
 in

cl
ud

es
 d

is
ba

rm
en

ts
, s

us
pe

ns
io

ns
 a

nd
 re

in
st

at
em

en
ts

.
B

d.
 O

n 
Pr

of
. R

es
p.

 =
 B

oa
rd

 o
n 

Pr
of

es
si

on
al

 R
es

po
ns

ib
ili

ty
B

d.
 O

f B
ar

 E
xa

m
. =

 B
oa

rd
 o

f B
ar

 E
xa

m
in

er
s

U
n.

 P
ra

c.
 O

f L
aw

 =
 B

oa
rd

 o
n 

th
e 

U
na

ut
ho

ri
ze

d 
Pr

ac
tic

e 
of

 L
aw

So
ur

ce
: C

ou
rt

 A
dm

in
is

tr
at

or
 a

nd
 C

le
rk

 o
f t

he
 S

up
re

m
e 

C
le

rk
; A

dm
in

is
tr

at
iv

e 
O

ff
ic

e 
of

 th
e 

C
ou

rt
s.

   
  O

th
er

   
  T

ot
al

M
et

ho
ds

 o
f D

is
po

si
ti

on
s 

F
is

ca
l Y

ea
r 

20
03

 

O
pi

ni
on

O
pi

ni
on

O
rd

er
D

is
m

is
sa

l
O

th
er

T
ot

al
A

ss
ig

ne
d

T
yp

es
 o

f D
is

po
si

ti
on

s 
F

is
ca

l Y
ea

r 
20

03
 -

 M
is

ce
lla

ne
ou

s

A
ct

io
n 

T
ak

en
*

A
pp

ro
ve

d
A

ns
w

er
ed

   
V

ol
un

ta
ry

   
D

is
m

is
sa

l
D

is
m

is
sa

l
   

D
en

ie
d

  L
ea

ve
 to

A
pp

ea
l D

en
ie

d

T
yp

es
 o

f 
D

is
po

si
ti

on
s 

F
is

ca
l Y

ea
r 

20
03

 - 
A

pp
ea

ls

T
ot

al
   

  O
th

er
  L

ea
ve

 to
A

pp
ea

l D
en

ie
d

   
  C

ou
rt

  D
is

m
is

sa
l

  V
ol

un
ta

ry
  D

is
m

is
sa

l
  R

em
an

de
d

  R
ev

er
se

d
A

ff
ir

m
ed

 P
ar

t/
R

ev
er

se
d 

Pa
rt

   
A

ff
ir

m
ed

Pe
r C

ur
ia

m
W

ri
tte

n
V

ol
un

ta
ry

C
ou

rt



 22     2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary  

SUPREME COURT 

N um ber of
T ype of D isposition D ispositions Subm ission to  D isposition*
 A ffirm ed 424 201.2  days 42.9  days
 A ffirm ed Part/R eversed Part 17 422.2  days 105.1  days
 R eversed 36 343.5  days 61.2  days
 R em anded 3 243.7  days 59.3  days
 V oluntary D ism issal 75 138.1  days    ---
 C ourt D ism issal 131 83.3  days 25.9  days
 Leave to  A ppeal D enied 17 19.6  days 12.6  days
 O ther 23 96.3  days 34.7  days
T otal 726 178.2  days 41.1  days

N um ber of
M ethod of D isposition D ispositions Subm ission to  D isposition*
 A ssigned O pinion 68 396.6  days 98.2  days
 Per C urium  O pinion 21 325.2  days 52.9  days
 W ritten O rder 561 152.9  days 34.3  days
 V oluntary D ism issal 75 138.1  days   ----
 O ther 2 15.5 days 15.5 days
T otal 727 178.7  days 41.5  days

P erform ance B reakdow ns F iscal Y ear 2003 - E lapsed  T im e by D isposition T ype
A verage T im e From
Filing to  D isposition

A verage T im e From

P erform ance B reakdow ns F iscal Y ear 2003 - E lapsed  T im e by D isposition  M ethod
A verage T im e From
Filing to  D isposition

A verage T im e From

*Average time from date submitted for judicial decision to actual date of disposition. Not all Supreme 
Court cases require a judicial decision.                                                                                          
**Eight cases that were stayed by the filing of a bankruptcy proceeding in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court 
have been excluded from the average time from filing to disposition. If included, the average elapsed 
time from filing to disposition for cases dismissed by the court would be 185.0 days and the average 
elapsed time from filing to disposition for cases disposed by means of a written order would be 176.0 
days. 
Source: Court Administrator and Clerk of the Supreme Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.
                                                                                                  

   N um ber o f 
D ispositions

C rim inal A ppea ls 389 192 .3  days 45 .8  days
C ivil A ppeals 275 179 .4  days 34 .2  days
C ertifica tions 3 63 .7  days 27 .3  days
O rig inal A pp lica tions 38 50 .7  days 29 .6  days
B d . O n  P ro f. R esp . 20 84 .7  days 28 .4  days
B d  o f B ar E xam . 1 145 .0  days 6 .0  days
T ota l 726 180 .1  d ays 41 .1  d ays

%  C hange
C rim inal A ppea ls 240 .6  days 192 .3  days -48 .3  days -20 .1%
C ivil A ppeals 186 .6  days 179 .4  days -+ 7 .2  days -+ 3 .9%
C ertifica tions 15 .5  days 63 .7  days + 48 .2  days + 310 .8%
O rig inal A pp lica tions 53 .4  days 50 .7  days -2 .7  days -5 .0%
B d. O n  P ro f. R esp . 131 .4  days 84 .7  days -46 .8  days -35 .6%
B d. O f B ar E xam . 290  days  145 .0  days -145  days -50 .0%
T ota l 198  d ays 180 .1  d ays -17 .9  d ays -9 .0%

P erform an ce S u m m ary  F isca l Y ear  2003  - A verage E lap sed  T im e to  D isp osition
A verage  T im e F rom
F iling to  D isposition

A verage  T im e F rom
S ubm ission  to  D isposition*

C hange
C aseload  C om p arison  -  F isca l Y ears 2002-2003  - A verage T im e F rom  F ilin g  to  D isp osition

2002 2003
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COURT OF CHANCERY 

       In fiscal year 2003, 
the Court of Chancery 
completed its transition of 
the Court and the Register 
in Chancery to a statewide 
office and implemented 
statewide practices and 
procedures making the 
Court as a whole more ac-
cessible to the public and 
the bar. In addition, the 
Court completed construc-
tion of the new Court of 
Chancery building on The 
Circle in Georgetown. The 
support staff and chambers 
are now consolidated in 
one building which also facilitates improved 
access for the public and the bar. 
       In addition to improved access, the leg-
islature approved expanding the Court’s ju-
risdiction over technology disputes and the 
ability to conduct a “mediation only” pro-
gram for technology and business disputes. 
The Court recently adopted rules implement-
ing the new technology jurisdiction and 
“mediation only” program that were created 
pursuant to Senate Bill No. 58, which added 
Sections 346 and 347 to Title 10 of the Dela-
ware Code. The technology dispute jurisdic-
tion, as well as the “mediation only” pro-
gram, will further expand the services that 
the Court of Chancery offers to entities in-
corporated or formed in Delaware, or that 
have their place of business here. 

       More recently, the 
Court of Chancery launched 
it’s new electronic filing 
system. As of October 20, 
2003 all documents filed in 
pending or new civil action 
cases are required to be 
filed electronically through 
the LexisNexis e-filing sys-
tem. Thus, the Court of 
Chancery becomes the first 
statewide court in the coun-
try to adopt e-filing for all 
of its civil docket, regard-
less of the amount in con-
troversy. E-filing will en-
hance the Court’s reputa-

tion for efficiency, speed and accessibility, 
as well as reduce the amount of storage 
space needed for documents filed with the 
Register in Chancery. With the implementa-
tion of the LexisNexis e-filing system, the 
Court is now accessible not only by all 
Chambers and Register in Chancery staff, 
but by the bar and the public through internet 
access. This system will enable staff to better 
facilitate the management of the civil actions 
caseload. The Court of Chancery looks for-
ward to the implementation of COTS which 
will combine the Court’s entire caseload into 
a single case and financial management sys-
tem.  

Court of Chancery 

Chancellor William B. Chandler III 
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From Left to Right 
Vice Chancellor John W. Noble 
Vice Chancellor Leo E. Strine 
Chancellor William B. Chandler III 
Vice Chancellor Stephan P. Lamb 
Vice Chancellor Donald F. Parsons, Jr. 

Legal Authorization    
The Constitution of Delaware, Article IV, Section 
1, authorizes the Court of Chancery. 
 
Court History   
The Court of Chancery came into existence as a 
separate court under the constitution of 1792.  It 
was modeled on the High Court of Chancery in 
England and is in direct line of succession from the 
Court.  The Court consisted solely of the chancel-
lor until 1939 when the position of vice chancellor 
was added.  The increase of the Court’s workload, 
since then, has led to further expansions to its pre-
sent complement of a chancellor and four vice 
chancellors, with the addition of the fourth vice 
chancellor being made in 1989.   
 
Geographic Organization 
The Court of Chancery holds court in Wilmington, 
Dover and Georgetown.  The  chancellor and vice 
chancellors are nominated by the Governor and 
must be confirmed by the Senate for 12-year 
terms.  The chancellor and vice chancellors must 
be learned in the law and must be Delaware citi-
zens. 
 
Public Guardian 
The chancellor has the duty to appoint the public 
guardian. 
 

Support Personnel 
The register in chancery is the clerk of the court 
for all actions except those within the jurisdiction 
of the register of wills. The chancellor or vice 
chancellor resident in the county is to appoint one 
chief deputy register in chancery in each county.  
The register in chancery in New Castle County ap-
points a chief deputy register in chancery as well. 
 
Legal Jurisdiction 
The Court of Chancery has jurisdiction to hear and 
determine all matters and causes in equity.  The 
general equity jurisdiction of the Court is meas-
ured in terms of the general equity jurisdiction of 
the High Court of Chancery of Great Britain as it 
existed prior to the separation of the American 
colonies.  The General Assembly may confer upon 
the Court of Chancery additional statutory jurisdic-
tion.  In today’s practice, the litigation in the Court 
of Chancery consists largely of corporate matters, 
trusts, estates, and other fiduciary matters, disputes 
involving the purchase and sale of land, questions 
of title to real estate, and commercial and contrac-
tual matters in general.  When issues of fact to be 
tried by a jury arise, the Court of Chancery may 
order such facts to trial by issues at the Bar of the 
Superior Court (10 Del. C., §369). 
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 8,284 2,617 2,129 8,772 +488 +5.9%
Kent County 2,185 543 634 2,094 -91 -4.2%
Sussex County 3,274 775 689   3,360 +86 +2.6%
State 13,743 3,935 3,452 14,226 +483 +3.5%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 2,808 2,617 -191 -6.8%
Kent County 526 543 +17 +3.2%
Sussex County 825   775 -50 -6.1%
State 4,159 3,935 -224 -5.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 2,317 2,129 -188 -8.1%
Kent County 501 634 +133 +26.5%
Sussex County 707   689 -18 -2.5%
State 3,525 3,452 -73 -2.1%

Source: Register in Chancery; Registers of Wills; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Dispositions
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Source: Register in Chancery; Registers of Wills; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Chancery - 10 Year Total Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Register in Chancery, Registers of Wills; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Chancery - 5 Year Total Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 899 708 696 911 +12 +1.3%
Kent County 63 35 31 67 +4 +6.3%
Sussex County 127 100 69    158 +31 +24.4%
State 1,089 843 796 1,136 +47 +4.3%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 778 708 -70 -9.0%
Kent County 45 35 -10 -22.2%
Sussex County 80  100 +20 +25.0%
State 903 843 -60 -6.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 778 696 -82 -10.5%
Kent County 54 31 -23 -42.6%
Sussex County 70   69 -1 -1.4%
State 902 796 -106 -11.8%

Source: Register in Chancery; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Filings 

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Dispositions 
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Court of Chancery - 10 Year Civil Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Register in Chancery, Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Chancery - 5 Year Civil Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 3,781 490 289 3,982 +201 +5.3%
Kent County 795 141 256 680 -115 -14.5%
Sussex County 2,150 142 84 2,208 +58 +2.7%
State 6,726 773 629 6,870 +144 +2.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 581 490 -91 -15.7%
Kent County 121 141 +20 +16.5%
Sussex County 160   142 -18 -11.3%
State 862 773 -89 -10.3%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 298 289 -9 -3.0%
Kent County 69 256 +187 +271.0%
Sussex County 73   84 +11 +15.1%
State 440 629 +189 +43.0%

Source: Register in Chancery; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Miscellaneous Matters

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Miscellaneous Matters Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2001-2002 - Miscellaneous Matters Dispositions
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Source: Register in Chancery, Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Chancery - 10 Year Miscellaneous Caseload Trend

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

Fiscal Year

N
um

be
r o

f C
as

es

Filings  652  712  720  749  844  1,107  1,055  798  862  773 

Dispositions  407  864  1,085  531  539  1,040  1,062  747  845  629 

1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003



                                                                                              2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary         33 

COURT OF CHANCERY 

Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Register in Chancery, Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Chancery - 5 Year Miscellaneous Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Pending Pending     Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 3,604 1,419 1,144 3,879 +275 +7.6%
Kent County 1,327 367 347 1,347 +20 +1.5%
Sussex County 997 533 536   994 -3 -0.3%
State 5,928 2,319 2,027 6,220 +292 +4.9%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 1,449 1,419 -30 -2.1%
Kent County 360 367 +7 +1.9%
Sussex County 585   533 -52 -8.9%
State 2,394 2,319 -75 -3.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 1,241 1,144 -97 -7.8%
Kent County 378 347 -31 -8.2%
Sussex County 564 536 -28 -5.0%
State 2,183 2,027 -156 -7.1%

Source: Registers of Wills; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Estates

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Estate Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Estate Dispositions
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Court of Chancery - 10 Year Estates Caseload Trend
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Court of Chancery - 5 Year Estates Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Registers of Wills, Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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SUPERIOR COURT 

        For the second year 
in a row, I am very 
pleased to report that the 
nation's top corporate 
counsel and senior liti-
gators recognized the 
Superior Court of Dela-
ware as the premier 
court of general jurisdic-
tion in the country. The 
Harris Poll State Liabil-
ity Systems Ranking 
Study conducted for the 
United States Chamber 
Institute for Legal Re-
form measured corpo-
rate America's percep-
tion of which state is doing the best job of cre-
ating a fair and reasonable litigation environ-
ment and focused on numerous factors. 
Among the areas surveyed were overall treat-
ment of tort and contract litigation, treatment 
of class action suits, punitive damages, timeli-
ness of summary judgment/dismissal, discov-
ery, scientific and technical evidence, judges' 
impartiality, judges' competence, juries' pre-
dictability and fairness. The study's respon-
dents, corporate general counsels and senior 
attorneys at companies with annual revenues 
of at least $100 million, graded all 50 states in 
each of the categories. Delaware was ranked 
number one overall. 
        During Fiscal Year 2003, the court con-
centrated on the expansion of its electronic 
service delivery, browser-based report distri-
bution and conversion of paper-based commu-
nications to electronic communications. The 
court continued to build upon the foundation 
of its content-rich Web site. A new Web site 
was unveiled with new graphic design and dy-

namic navigation. Other 
improvements to the 
Courts' Web site included 
the addition of over 150 
new pages of ADR-related 
material, an advanced 
search capability, expan-
sion of our legal research 
links, and the addition of a 
Reentry Court section. 
The Jury Services and 
County pages were en-
hanced, supplemented and 
streamlined for user ease. 
To enhance the Courts' ex-
pansion of eFiling, infor-
mation was added, with 

direct login capability for users. A Listserv in-
formation service was begun that already 
serves over 700 members. It provides instant 
notification of orders, court opinions, rule 
changes and other information. 
        In other efforts to maximize the use of 
available technology, the Court implemented a 
criminal imaging system in Kent County, with 
expansion to Sussex and New Castle Counties 
slated for the winter of 2003-04. The Court 
will shortly install state-of-the-art presentation 
technology systems in three more of its trial 
courtrooms. The Superior Court also obtained 
a grant from the State Justice Institute to fund 
the development and implementation of crimi-
nal eFiling in Kent and Sussex Counties in 
partnership with LexisNexis. The court imple-
mented Real-Time court reporting in all three 
counties for all civil and criminal trials, as 
well as other designated court proceedings. 
        The renovation and expansion of the Sus-
sex County Courthouse was completed which 
resulted in the long-needed expansion of the  

Superior Court 

President Judge  Henry duPont Ridgely 
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Prothonotary's Office. In New Castle 
County, the Court faced the challenges pre-
sented by the move into the recently occu-
pied New Castle County Courthouse, with 
the expansion of the number of courtrooms 
from 10 to 16, at a time when hiring freezes 
and personnel shortages became common-
place. 
       In New Castle County, improvements in 
the scheduling of suppression hearings and 
trials in criminal cases, in tandem with the 
ongoing grant-funded Criminal Case Man-
agement project and the diligent work of the 
Bench, have produced measurable results.  
       Despite the chronic shortage of Protho-
notary and other court staff, because of 
budget constraints and hiring freezes, ser-
vices to the public did not falter. Further, the 
rate of disposition of non-first degree murder 
criminal cases within 120 days of indictment 
increased from 49.8% at the beginning of the 
fiscal year to 63.6% at the end of the fiscal 
year, with the rate of disposition within one 
year increasing from 91.8% to 96%. The 
number of non-first-degree murder cases 
pending over 120 days saw a dramatic de-
crease, as well, by over 56%. There were 183 
criminal trials conducted, compared to 169 
the previous year.  
       Further, trials resumed in first-degree 
murder cases as part of the concerted effort 
to bring them to disposition expeditiously. In 
the civil division, eFiling efforts were ex-
panded enabling the uploading and scanning 

of documents in asbestos and coverage cases. 
       Superior Court and the Delaware Bar 
Associations jointly presented statewide 
training sessions on the court's amended Al-
ternative Dispute Resolution Civil Rule 16.1. 
A Superior Court Judge, Commissioners and 
staff served on the panels. In addition, the 
ADR Manual was updated and published 
online. The online edition is available on the 
Courts' Web site and includes ADR practitio-
ner listings, complete with interactive e-mail 
links. Finally, uniform, statewide ADR 
forms were designed and implemented, re-
placing different forms used in each county. 
       Superior Court saw other changes as 
well, with the February retirement of Judge 
Carl Goldstein and the investiture that same 
month of Judge Calvin Scott. 
       Finally, Superior Court continued its 
dedication to its vision, mission and core val-
ues through the collaborative efforts of its 
judges and staff from across Delaware. The 
vision of Superior Court is to be the best Su-
perior Court in the nation by providing supe-
rior service to the public in pursuit of justice. 
The court has agreed that the core values as 
an organization are UNITED, which stands 
for unity, neutrality, integrity, timeliness, 
equality and dedication. The court is com-
mitted to building on the quality of justice 
and public service for which the Superior 
Court of Delaware is well known both in 
Delaware and throughout the nation. 
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Front Row (sitting left to right) 
Associate Judge Susan C. Del Pesco 
Associate Judge Richard S. Gebelein 
President Judge Henry duPont Ridgely 
Associate Judge John E. Babiarz, Jr. 
Associate Judge Jerome O. Herlihy 
 
Second Row (standing left to right) 
Associate Judge Fred S. Silverman 
Associate Judge Haile L. Alford 
Associate Judge Charles H. Toliver, IV 
Resident Judge T. Henley Graves 
Associate Judge Carl A. Goldstein 
Resident Judge Richard R. Cooch 
Associate Judge William C. Carpenter, Jr. 

Third Row (standing left to right) 
Associate Judge Joseph R. Slights, III 
Associate Judge E. Scott Bradley 
Associate Judge William L. Witham, Jr. 
Resident Judge James T. Vaughn, Jr. 
Associate Judge Richard F. Stokes 
Associate Judge Peggy L. Ableman 
Associate Judge Jan R. Jurden 
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Legal Authorization    
The Constitution of Delaware, Article IV, Section 
1, authorizes the Superior Court. 
 
Court History    
Superior Court’s roots can be traced back more 
than 300 years to December 6, 1669 when John 
Binckson and two others were tried for treason 
for leading an insurrection against colonists loyal 
to England in favor of the King of Sweden. 
 
The law courts, which represent today’s Superior 
Court jurisdiction, go back as far as 1831 when 
they included Superior Court, which heard civil 
matters, the Court of General Sessions, which 
heard criminal matters, and the Court of Oyer and 
Terminer, which heard capital cases and consisted 
of all four law judges for the other two courts. 
 
In 1951, the Court of Oyer and Terminer and the 
Court of General Sessions were abolished and 
their jurisdictions were combined in today’s Su-
perior Court.  The presiding judge of Superior 
Court was renamed president judge.  There were 
five Superior judges in 1951; there are seventeen 
today. 
 
Geographic Organization 
Sessions of Superior Court are held in each of the 
three counties at the county seat. 
 
Legal Jurisdiction 
Superior Court has statewide original jurisdiction 
over criminal and civil cases, except equity cases, 
over which the Court of Chancery has exclusive 
jurisdiction, and domestic relations matters which 
jurisdiction is vested with the Family Court.  The 
Court’s authority to award damages is not subject 
to a monetary maximum.  The Court hears cases 
of personal injury, libel and slander,  and contract 
claims.  The Court also tries cases involving 
medical malpractice, legal malpractice, property 
cases involving mortgage foreclosures, mechan-
ics’ liens, condemnations, and appeals related to 
landlord-tenant disputes, and appeals from the 
Automobile Arbitration Board.  The Court has 
exclusive jurisdiction over felonies and drug of-
fenses (except most felonies and drug offenses 
involving minors and except possession of mari-

juana cases).  Superior Court has jurisdiction over 
involuntary commitments  of the mentally ill to 
the Delaware State Hospital.    The Court serves 
as an intermediate appellate court, hearing ap-
peals on the record form the Court of Common 
Pleas, Family Court (adult criminal), and more 
than 50 administrative agencies including the In-
dustrial Zoning and Adjustment Boards, and other 
quasi-judicial bodies.  Appeals from Superior 
Court are argued on the record before the Su-
preme Court. 
 
Judges 
Superior Court judges are nominated by the Gov-
ernor and confirmed by the Senate.  The judges 
are appointed for 12-year terms and must be 
learned in the law. There may be nineteen judges 
appointed to the Superior Court bench. One of the 
nineteen judges is appointed president judge with 
administrative responsibility for the Court. Three 
are appointed as resident judges and must reside 
in the county in which they are appointed. No 
more than a bare majority of the judges may be of  
one political party; the rest must be of the other 
major political party. 
 
Support Personnel 
Superior Court may appoint court reporters, law 
clerks, bailiffs, pre-sentence officers, a secretary 
for  each judge, and other personnel. 
 
An appointed prothonotary for each county serves 
as clerk of the Superior Court for the county.  The 
prothonotary for each county serves as clerk of 
the Superior Court and is directly involved with 
the daily operations of the Court.  The office han-
dles the jury list and property liens and is the cus-
todian of costs and fees for the Court. It issues 
permits to carry deadly weapons, receives bail, 
deals with the release  of incarcerated prisoners, 
issues certificates of notary public where applica-
ble, issues certificates of election to elected offi-
cials, issues commitments to the State Hospital, 
and collects and distributes restitution monies as 
ordered by the Court in addition to numerous 
other duties.  It is also charged with security, 
care, and custody of Court’s exhibits.  Elected 
sheriffs, one per county, also serve Superior  
Court. 
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 9,739        13,080  13,385         9,434 -305 -3.1%
Kent County 1,589        3,247    3,191           1,645 +56 +3.5%
Sussex County 1,684        3,066    3,331           1,419 -265 -15.7%
State 13,012 19,393 19,907 12,498 -514 -4.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 12,463      13,080         +617 +5.0%
Kent County 2,883        3,247           +364 +12.6%
Sussex County 2,827        3,066           +239 +8.5%
State 18,173 19,393 +1220 +6.7%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 12,531      13,385 +854 +6.8%
Kent County 3,011        3,191 +180 +6.0%
Sussex County 2,848        3,331 +483 +17.0%
State 18,390 19,907 +1517 +8.2%

Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court;
             Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Dispositions
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*Filings and pending at end of year amended. 
Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries’ Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Superior Court - 10 Year Total Caseload Trend
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Superior Court - 5 Year Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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*2001 Filings are amended from FY 2001 Statistical Report. 
Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries’ Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 4,046 4,856 5,220 3,682 -364 -9.0%
Kent County 926 1,912 1,868 970 +44 +4.8%
Sussex County 978 1,929 2,043 864 -114 -11.7%
State 5,950 8,697 9,131 5,516 -434 -7.3%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 4,742 4,856 +114 +2.4%
Kent County 1,657 1,912 +255 +15.4%
Sussex County 1,696 1,929 +233 +13.7%
State 8,095 8,697 +602 +7.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 4,577 5,220 +643 +14.0%
Kent County 1,675 1,868 +193 +11.5%
Sussex County 1,639 2,043 +404 +24.6%
State 7,891 9,131 +1240 +15.7%

Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court;
              Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Case Dispositions
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*Filings and pending at end of year amended. 
Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries’ Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Superior Court - 10 Year Criminal Caseload Trend
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Superior Court - 5 Year Criminal Case Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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*2001 Filings are amended from FY 2001 Statistical Report. 
Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries’ Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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New Castle County 4,370 90.0% 303 6.2% 150 3.1% 33 0.7% 4,856 100.0%
Kent County 1,741 91.1% 7 0.4% 139 7.3% 25 1.3% 1,912 100.0%
Sussex County 402 20.8% 120 6.2% 1,397 72.4% 10 0.5% 1,929 100.0%
State 6,513 74.9% 430 4.9% 1,686 19.4% 68 0.8% 8,697 100.0%

New Castle County 183 3.5% 3,494 66.9% 771 14.8% 8 0.2% 0 0.0%
Kent County 59 3.2% 1,277 68.4% 236 12.6% 1 0.1% 0 0.0%
Sussex County 42 2.1% 1,335 65.3% 214 10.5% 4 0.2% 0 0.0%
State 284 3.1% 6,106 66.9% 1,221 13.4% 13 0.1% 0 0.0%

New Castle County 221 4.2% 321 6.1% 222 4.3% 5,220 100.0%
Kent County 35 1.9% 168 9.0% 92 4.9% 1,868 100.0%
Sussex County 98 4.8% 173 8.5% 177 8.7% 2,043 100.0%
State 354 3.9% 662 7.3% 491 5.4% 9,131 100.0%

New Castle County 1,112 30.2% 2,570 69.8% 3,682 100.0%
Kent County 349 36.0% 621 64.0% 970 100.0%
Sussex County 343 39.7%   521 60.3% 864 100.0%
State 1,804 32.7% 3,712 67.3% 5,516 100.0%

     Triable   Non-Triable

New Castle County -380 +16 -364
Kent County +82 -38 +44
Sussex County -62 -52 -114
State -360 -+74 -434

*Includes appeals, transfers, reinstatements and severances.
ADRR = Appeal Dismissed Record Remanded
FOP = First Offender Program
Source: Court Administrator and Case Scheduling Office, Superior Court;  Administrative Office of the Courts.

Triable Pending

       Total

Non-Triable
Pending Total

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Filings
    Indictment    Rule 9 Warrant     Information Other* Total

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Dispositions
Trial Guilty Plea Nolle Prosequi Remand/Transfer ADRR

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Dispositions (cont.)

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal  Pending at End of Year

ConsolidationDismissal FOP/Drug Court Total

Caseload Breakdown Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Change in Pending

    Pending       Pending
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Jury Trial Average Trial Length
New Castle County 166 90.7% 17 9.3% 183 100.0% 2.55  days
Kent County 56 94.9% 3 5.1%  59 100.0% 2.69  days
Sussex County 40 95.2% 2 4.8%   42 100.0% 2.53  days
State 262 92.3% 22 7.7% 284 100.0% 2.58  days

No Final Disposition**
New Castle County  117 58.5% 45 22.5% 38 19.0% 200 100.0%
Kent County  45 72.6% 3 4.8% 14 22.6% 62 100.0%
Sussex County  36 81.8% 4 9.1% 4 9.1%  44 100.0%
State 198 64.7% 52 17.0% 56 18.3% 306 100.0%

Pled Nol Pros/
Not Guilty Dismiss

Guilty Guilty LIO Guilty At Trial at Trial Mistrial Hung Jury Total
New Castle County 74 16 32 14 9 19 2  166
Kent County 29 1 3 12 0 10 1  56
Sussex County 30 0 2 4 2 2 0  40
State 133 17 37 30 11 31 3  262

Nol Pros/
Not Dismiss Reserved

Guilty Guilty LIO Guilty at Trial Mistrial Decision Total
New Castle County 11 2 3 1 0 74 91
Kent County 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
Sussex County 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
State 16 2 3 1 0 74 96

Pled Nol Pros/ Hung Jury/
Not Guilty Dismiss Reserved

Guilty Guilty LIO Guilty At Trial at Trial Mistrial Decision Total
New Castle County  85  18  35  14  10  19  76  257
Kent County  32  1  3  12  0  10  1  59
Sussex County  32  0  2  4  2  2  0  42
State  149  19  40  30  12  31  77  358

New Castle County 377 48.9% 394 51.1% 771 100.0%
Kent County 115 48.7% 121 51.3% 236 100.0%
Sussex County 31 14.5% 183 85.5%   214 100.0%
State 523 42.8% 698 57.2% 1,221 100.0%

LIO = Lesser Included Offense
Nol Pros = Nolle Prosequi
*Includes Dismissals at Trial and Nolle Prosequis at Trial
**Hung Juries, Mistrials, and Reserved Decisions.
Source: Court Administrator and Case Scheduling Office, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Trials - Part One

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Trials - Part Two
Jury Trial

Non-Jury Trial

Guilty

Non-Jury Trial Total

TotalNot Guilty*

All Trials

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Nolle Prosequis
Nolle Prosequis

By Special Condition
Nolle Prosequis

By Merit Total
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New Castle County 2,017 90.4% 213 9.6% 0 0.0% 2,230 100.0%
Kent County 605 86.6% 94 13.4% 0 0.0%   699 100.0%
Sussex County 662 61.6% 412 38.4% 0 0.0%   1074 100.0%
State 3,284 82.0% 719 18.0% 0 0.0% 4,003 100.0%

New Castle County 607 48.7% 629 50.5% 10 0.8% 1,246 100.0%
Kent County 302 52.2% 276 47.8% 0 0.0%   578 100.0%
Sussex County 223 85.4% 36  13.8% 2 0.8%   261 100.0%
State 1132 54.3% 941 45.1% 12 0.6% 2,085 100.0%

New Castle County 2,624 75.5%   842 24.2% 10 0.3% 3,476 100.0%
Kent County   907 71.0%   370 29.0% 0 0.0% 1,277 100.0%
Sussex County   885 66.3%   448 33.6% 2 0.1% 1,335 100.0%
State 4,416 72.5% 1,660 27.3% 12 0.2% 6,088 100.0%

Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court;
              Administrative Office of the Courts.

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Felony Guilty Pleas 

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Misdemeanor Guilty Pleas 

Types of Dispositions Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Total Guilty Pleas 

PG - Original PG - Lesser
PG - Information/
New Information Total

Total

PG - Original PG - Lesser
PG - Information/
New Information Total

PG - Original PG - Lesser
PG - Information/
New Information
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Criminal Cases Performance Explanatory Notes Fiscal Year 2003 
 

1.  The Speedy Trial Directive of Chief Justice Andrew D. Christie was effective as of May 16, 1990.  In the  
     directive it states that 90% of all criminal defendants brought before Superior Court (excluding those  
     charged with murder in the first degree) are to be disposed of within 120 days of the date of arrest, 98% 
     are to disposed of within 180 days of the date of arrest, and 100% are to be disposed of within 365 days  
     of the arrest date.  The standards were modified effective July 1, 2001 in the Speedy Trial Directive of  
     Chief Justice E. Norman Veasey,  changing the starting point for the time measures from the date of arrest 
     to the date of indictment.   
2.  The performance summary charts measure the average and median time from the date of arrest to the date 
     of disposition as well as the average and median time from the date of indictment/information to the date 
     of disposition. 
3.  In measuring the elapsed time for defendants for the purpose of determining the rate of compliance with 
     the speedy trial standards, the following are excluded by the Court : 
     a.  For all capiases, the time between the date that the capias is issued and the date that it is executed. 
     b.  For all Rule 9 summonses and Rule 9 warrants the time between the arrest and the indictment/information, 
          if any. 
    c.  For all nolle prosequis, the time between the scheduled trial date and the actual filing date of the nolle 
         prosequis. 
    d.  For all mental examinations, the time between the date that the examination is ordered and the date of the 
         receipt of the results. 
    e. For all defendants deemed to be incompetent the period in which the defendant is considered incompetent. 

Total Number
Disposed of

New Castle County 5,220 161.1 days 126.7 days 121.9 days 88.8 days
Kent County 1,868 119.1 days 100.3 days 77.6 days 56.1 days
Sussex County 2,043 121.6 days 115.7 days 71.8 days 67.6 days
State 9,131 143.7 days 118.9 days 118.9 days 118.9 days

Total Number
Disposed of

New Castle County 5,220 2,470 47.3% 3,459 66.3% 4,905 94.0%
Kent County 1,868 1,599 85.6% 1,742 93.3% 1,845 98.8%
Sussex County 2,043 1,758 86.0% 1,970 96.4% 2,040 99.9%
State 9,131 5,827 63.8% 7,171 78.5% 8,790 96.3%

Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Number Disposed of
Within 180 Days

of Indictment (98%)

Number Disposed of
Within 120 Days

of Indictment (90%)

Median Time
from Indictment
to Disposition

Performance Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Case Compliance With Speedy Trial Standard

Average Time
 from Indictment

to Disposition

Within 365 Days
Number Disposed of

of Arrest (100%)

Performance Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Cases Elapsed Time
Average Time

from Arrest
to Disposition

Median Time
from Arrest

to Disposition
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% Change
New Castle County 128.3 days 161.1 days + 32.8 days + 25.6%
Kent County 94.2 days 119.1 days + 24.9 days + 26.5%
Sussex County 156.9 days 121.6 days -35.3 days -22.5%
State 154.1 days 143.7 days -10.4 days -6.8%

% Change
New Castle County 107.7 days 126.7 days +19.1 days +17.7%
Kent County 95.0 days 100.3 days +5 days +5.6%
Sussex County 123.6 days  115.7 days -7.9 days -6.4%
State 116.6 days 118.9 days +2 days +1.9%

% Change
New Castle County 82.8 days 121.9 days +39.0 days +47.1%
Kent County 57.5 days 77.6 days +20 days +34.9%
Sussex County 115.9 days  71.8 days -44.1 days -38.1%
State 114.4 days 118.9 days +4.4 days +3.9%

% Change
New Castle County 62.6 days 88.8 days +26.1 days +41.7%
Kent County 57.6 days 56.1 days -1.5 days -2.6%
Sussex County 83.5 days 67.6 days -15.8 days -19.0%
State 78.3 days 118.9 days +40.6 days +51.9%

Source: Court Administrator and Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court;
             Administrative Office of the Courts.

Performance Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Cases
Average Time From Arrest to Disposition

Performance Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Cases

Performance Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Cases

2002 2003

Change

Median Time From Arrest to Disposition

20032002

Change

Change

Change

2002 2003

Performance Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Cases

2002
Average Time From Indictment to Disposition

Median Time From Indictment to Disposition

2003
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Fiscal Year 2003 Civil Cases Explanatory Notes 
 
1. Complaints most often are suits for damages though there are a number of other types of cases 

included in this category. 
2. Mechanic’s Liens and Mortgages are property suits. 
3. Involuntary Commitments are proceedings to determine whether individuals are to be committed 

as mentally ill. Most involuntary commitments are held in New Castle County because the Dela-
ware State Hospital, which is the State’s facility for mentally ill patients, is located in New Castle 
County. 

4. Appeals are on the record and come from a number of different courts and agencies. 
5. Miscellaneous appeals include all other civil cases in the Superior Court. 

Pending Pending Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 5,693 8,224 8,165 5,752 +59 +1.0%
Kent County 663 1,335 1,323 675 +12 +1.8%
Sussex County 706 1,137 1,288   555 -151 -21.4%
State 7,062 10,696 10,776 6,982 -80 - 1.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 7,721 8,224 +503 +6.5%
Kent County 1,226 1,335 +109 +8.9%
Sussex County 1,131 1,137 +6 +0.5%
State 10,078 10,696 +618 +6.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 7,954 8,165 +211 +2.7%
Kent County 1,336 1,323 -13 -1.0%
Sussex County 1,209 1,288 +  79 +6.5%
State 10,499 10,776 +277 +2.6%

Source: Prothonotaries' Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Dispositions



54        2003 Annual Report of the Delaware Judiciary 

SUPERIOR COURT 

Superior Court - 10 Year Civil Caseload Trend
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*2001 filings are amended from the FY 2001 Statistical Report. 
Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Prothonotaries’ Offices, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Superior Court -  5 Year Civil Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Superior Court - 5 Year Civil Filing Projections With 10 Year Base
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Pending Pending        Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 2,894 2,532 2,482 2,944 +50 +1.7%
Kent County 379 421 432 368 -11 -2.9%
Sussex County   289   260 263   286 -3 -1.0%
State 3,562 3,213 3,177 3,598 +36 +1.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 2,658 2,532 -126 -4.7%
Kent County 396 421 +25 +6.3%
Sussex County 315   260 -55 -17.5%
State 3,369 3,213 -156 -4.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 3,017 2,482 -535 -17.7%
Kent County 393 432 +39 +9.9%
Sussex County 358 263 -95 -26.5%
State 3,768 3,177 -591 -15.7%

Source: Arbitration Unit, Superior Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Arbitration

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Arbitration Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Arbitration Dispositions
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Family Court 
        The Family Court ex-
perienced a number of sig-
nificant changes during Fis-
cal Year 2003.  The first oc-
curred in August 2002 when 
the judges and staff of the 
Family Court in New Castle 
County moved from our 
courthouse at 900 King 
Street to the New Castle 
County Courthouse at 500 
King Street.  The new court-
house is a state-of-the-art 
facility creating an environ-
ment conducive to the effi-
cient and effective delivery 
of justice. 
        On July 31, 2002, Ed-
ward G. Pollard left his posi-
tion as the Family Court Ad-
ministrator to become the 
Deputy State Court Administrator within the Ad-
ministrative Office of the Courts.  Mr. Pollard 
joined the Family Court in December 1992 as the 
Family Court Administrator and worked tirelessly 
to define, develop and improve the administrative 
functions within the Family Court.  While Mr. Pol-
lard’s experience and service is missed in Family 
Court, the Judicial Branch is quite fortunate to 
have a person with his experience, knowledge and 
expertise working in the Administrative Office of 
the Courts in a position that will provide benefits 
to the entire Judicial Branch. 
        On March 31, 2003, Chief Judge Vincent J. 
Poppiti retired from the Delaware Judiciary after 
24 years on the bench in Delaware.  Judge Poppiti 
served as an Associate Judge with the Family 
Court from February 1979 to June 1983 at which 
time he became a judge in the Superior Court of 
Delaware.  Judge Poppiti served as a Superior 
Court judge until January 1992, when he was 
nominated and confirmed as the Chief Judge of the 
Family Court.  During his tenure with the Family 
Court, Chief Judge Poppiti oversaw the introduc-
tion of new and innovative programs while stabi-

lizing and enhancing the ad-
ministrative functions at both 
the statewide and county 
level. 
        Family Court Chief 
Judge Chandlee Johnson 
Kuhn was sworn in as the 
Chief Judge of the Family 
Court on June 4, 2003.  Since 
that time, Chief Judge Kuhn 
has focused much of her time 
on the transition from her 
role as an Associate Judge to 
her new role as the Family 
Court’s Chief Judge.  Chief 
Judge Kuhn’s priorities in-
clude continuing and enhanc-
ing those programs that were 
in place and performing well 

when she took office, as well 
as pursuing new initiatives 

which complement and facilitate the Court’s Mis-
sion and Strategic Plan.  Other priorities for Chief 
Judge Kuhn include: improvement of the security, 
safety and functionality of the Family Court build-
ings in all three counties; enhancement of the ser-
vices provided for self-represented litigants com-
ing before the Court; implementation of the Fam-
ily Court Performance Standards and Measures 
coupled with the development of a formal strategic 
plan for the Court; acquisition of the Judicial and 
staff resources necessary for the Court to meet its 
established performance standards; full participa-
tion in the COTS initiative so as to ensure the de-
velopment of an information and case management 
system which will facilitate the Court in meeting 
our case management objectives; expansion and 
enhancement of the degree of collaboration among 
the judges and administrative staff relative to the 
strategic direction and administrative function of 
the Court; and continuation of the full statewide 
implementation of the Court Improvement Project.  
Chief Judge Kuhn emphasizes the importance of 
focusing the resources of the Court on the quality 
of service we provide to the citizens of our state so  

Chief Judge Chandlee Johnson Kuhn 
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that matters within the Court’s jurisdiction are re-
solved as expeditiously as possible while meeting 
our obligation to provide our citizens with the 
highest quality of justice feasible. 
        On October 17, 2003, Arlene Minus Cop-
padge became the 39th individual since 1971 to be 
sworn as an Associate Judge on the Family Court 
of the State of Delaware, and the first to be sworn 
in at the Court’s new home in New Castle County.  
Judge Coppadge filled the vacancy left by Chief 
Judge Kuhn when she assumed her new role as 
Chief Judge.  Judge Coppadge sits in New Castle 
County and currently is assigned to the Civil Divi-
sion.  She most recently comes to Family Court 
from the Court of Common Pleas, where she 
served as a commissioner since 1994. 
        In June, the Court welcomed Jennifer L. 
Mayo as the Court’s newest Commissioner.  Com-
missioner Mayo was sworn in by Chief Judge 
Kuhn on June 12, 2003.  Commissioner Mayo was 
appointed by Governor Ruth Ann Minner to fill a 
position funded by the Fiscal Year 2004 budget to 
hear the Child Protection Registry caseload on a 
statewide basis.  She conducts child protection reg-
istry hearings in all three counties. 
        Fiscal Year 2003 was not only a year of sig-
nificant change for the Family Court but also a 
year of significant accomplishments. 
        Family Court continues to strive to provide 
quality services to self-represented litigants.  The 
Family Court operates Resource Centers in Dover 
and Georgetown and participates as a full partner 
in the New Castle County Courthouse Self Help 
Center.  During Fiscal Year 2003, 24,418 indi-
viduals availed themselves to the services of the 
Family Court Resource Centers in Kent and Sus-
sex Counties.  The New Castle County Courthouse 
Self Help Center assisted 18,964 visitors during 
this past fiscal year.  The Family Court has made 
great strides and has received substantial praise for 
our efforts on behalf of those citizens who repre-
sent themselves in Family Court.  Based on feed-
back from a variety of sources, implementation of 
Family Court’s pro se program has already con-
tributed to more efficient court operations, to en-
hancing the public’s access to the Court, and to 
enhancing litigants’ participation in the court proc-
ess and their meaningful right to be heard.  Liti-
gants are being referred to the Resource and Self 

Help Centers by state agencies, organizations, leg-
islators and attorneys.  Litigants continue to report 
to Family Court that they have benefited from the 
gamut of resources available at a single location to 
help guide them through the legal process.  Some 
litigants were particularly thankful to have visited 
the Centers because the resources helped them de-
termine whether they were capable of representing 
themselves.  Staff report that they spend signifi-
cantly less time trying to assist self-represented 
litigants since the Resource Centers have opened.  
Communications with self-represented litigants are 
more succinct because the resources at the Centers 
supplement the information staff provides.  Fur-
thermore, deficient and inappropriate filings have 
appeared to decrease particularly in the areas 
where instruction packets are available.  The addi-
tion of the Filings Examiner position also has con-
tributed to decreased bottlenecks and deficient fil-
ings.  Judicial Officers report spending less time 
explaining the legal process because litigants are 
more prepared and/or because they can refer liti-
gants having questions or requiring additional in-
formation to the Resource and Self Help Centers. 
        In 1999, the Delaware Supreme Court’s spe-
cial committee on Family Court Internal Operating 
Procedures recommended that the Family Court’s 
filing process could be improved materially if le-
gally-trained personnel reviewed filings at the out-
set.  In Fiscal Year 2001 the Family Court hired its 
first Filings Examiner.  This position is unique in 
Delaware’s courts and rare throughout the nation.  
The intent in developing the filings examiner con-
cept was to reduce the frustration of the self-
represented litigant who inadvertently or unwit-
tingly filed inappropriate or insufficient docu-
ments with the Court and waited sometimes 
months only to find out that the Court could not 
proceed and that he/she would have to start over.  
The law-trained position reviews all filings re-
ceived by the Court from the self-represented and 
promptly intercedes to expedite the return of any 
insufficient documents to the litigant so that the 
necessary corrections can be made early on and 
the process expedited.  As a result, the litigant’s 
time, as well as that of staff, is not wasted while 
the paperwork moves forward through what could 
be unnecessary processing.  During the six-month 
period of April through September 2003, the Fil-   
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ings Examiner reviewed 733 civil petitions filed 
by self-represented litigants.  Of these, 215 peti-
tions (29 percent of those filed) required corrective 
action.  Accordingly, these 215 deficient petitions 
were either corrected or dismissed before they 
reached a court calendar.  Additionally, the work 
of the Filings Examiner helped to ensure that the 
remaining 518 pro se petitions (71 percent of those 
filed) were ready for Court action when calen-
dared.  This proactive effort by Family Court 
makes great strides in achieving what the commit-
tee called the most important aspect of Family 
Court work from the litigant’s perspective, the 
“rendering of timely justice”.  Family Court’s sin-
gle Filings Examiner is located in the Family 
Court in Kent County.  Additional filings examin-
ers for Sussex and New Castle Counties will allow 
the Court to provide this most worthwhile program 
on a statewide basis. 
      The Court Improvement Program (CIP) is a 
multi-year, federally-funded grants project designed 
to support state courts in efforts to improve their 
handling of cases involving children in foster care, 
termination of parental rights and adoption proceed-
ings.  Delaware has participated in this project since 
its inception in 1994.  In Fiscal Year 2003, repre-
sentatives from James Bell Associates were con-
tracted by the U. S. Department of Health and Hu-
man Services to conduct an evaluability study to 
determine if and how the impact of CIP initiatives 
could be measured.  In some states, specific aspects 
of particular court reforms were recommended for 
study and evaluation.  However, because of its 
sweeping systemic reforms, the Delaware Family 
Court was recommended as a statewide study site 
and was ultimately selected as one of only two 
states to be included in a national plan for evalua-
tion of CIP, pending availability of federal funds.  
During Fiscal Year 2003, the Family Court spon-
sored several training programs grounded in child 
welfare law for judges, attorneys, children’s repre-
sentatives and providers of social services. 
        The Court Appointed Special Advocate Pro-
gram (CASA) provides trained volunteers to repre-
sent the best interests of abused and neglected chil-
dren in court proceedings.  Despite a staff shortage 
and hiring freeze, in Fiscal Year 2003, 215 CASA 
volunteers served as guardians ad litem for 639 
abused and neglected children in the Family Court.  

With a goal to diversify its volunteer pool to better 
reflect the community it serves, the CASA pro-
gram developed new public relations materials and 
specific plans for targeted volunteer recruitment in 
each county.  The statewide program served as a 
pilot site for the National CASA Association’s 
new Quality Assurance Program that measures 
compliance with national standards and is included 
in the first group of programs to complete the 
Quality Assurance process. 
        In May 2002, the Family Court implemented 
an automated financial management system in its 
collections offices, records rooms and Pro Se 
Centers.  This system is modeled after the system 
currently in use in JP Court and the Court of 
Common Pleas. With the adoption of the Financial 
Management System (FMS), the Family Court is 
on the same technological level as the other courts 
and is in a position to accept branch-wide 
collections rather than restricting activities only to 
Family Court functions.  As such, the collection 
resources of the judiciary will be broader in terms 
of knowledge, capabilities and the ability to serve 
a larger portion of the citizenry of the State.  
Additionally, the Family Court is now able to 
proactively manage accounts receivable in order to 
ensure that court orders are honored.  In an attempt 
to increase receivables from both old and new 
cases, Family Court has partnered with OSCCE 
(Office of State Court Collections Enforcement).  
In addition to their standard collection practices, 
OSCCE has been successful in collecting older 
fines via tax intercept and by the recent scheduling 
of contempt calendars in Family Court.  As for 
increasing collection of current receivables, plans 
are underway to allow OSCCE to take payments 
on Family Court cases at each of their satellite 
offices, thus increasing the number of payment 
locations from 3 to 8 statewide.  In October 2003, 
Family Court began accepting credit card 
payments for all fines and fees.  It is anticipated 
that as a result, outstanding “receivables” will be 
reduced substantially, and restitution payments to 
victims will be accelerated. 
        While the Court has settled in at its new state-
of-the-art facility in New Castle County, the Fam-
ily Court buildings in Kent and Sussex Counties, 
now fourteen (14) and fifteen (15) years old re-
spectively, have become outdated, overcrowded  
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and simply no longer adequately meet the needs of  
the Court and the public we serve.  Family Court, 
in conjunction with the Department of Administra-
tive Services and the Administrative Office of the 
Courts, has begun a multi-year initiative to reno-
vate and expand our courthouses in our southern 
counties.  Architectural space needs studies have 
been completed for both facilities, which clearly 
identify the deficiencies in both facilities and pro-
vide a multi-year plan for addressing those defi-
ciencies.  The first of several phases of renovations 
will begin shortly in Kent County, and funding has 
been requested to begin the project in Sussex 
County during Fiscal Year 2005.  The initial 
phases of renovations in both Kent and Sussex 
Counties are aimed at correcting significant defi-
ciencies relative to security, public accessibility, 
prisoner holding and management and general 
overcrowding in public and office areas. 
        House Bill #528, enacted by the 141st General 
Assembly, established the Child Protection Regis-
try and assigned jurisdiction for hearing these 
cases to the Family Court.  The Child Abuse Reg-
istry Act was signed into law and became effective 
on February 2, 2003.  The Fiscal Year 2004 
Budget provides funding for one full-time com-
missioner to hear the Child Protection Registry 
Act caseload.  At present the commissioner hears 
all Child Protection Registry cases on a statewide 
basis and conducts hearings in all three counties. 
        In Fiscal Year 2002, Family Court completed 
a review of Drug Court best practices and designed 
a new Adjudicated Drug Court model. The pro-
posed approach received legislative endorsement 
with the passage of a law that grants conditional 
licenses to misdemeanant participants, permits the 
vacating of their sentences once they have com-
pleted the program successfully and gives the 
Court authority to compel parents into assessment 
and treatment if indicated. In addition, treatment 
funding will allow the Division of Child Mental 
Health, to act as the managed care organization for 
a host of treatment agencies.  Since the first juve-
nile entered this program in January 2003, the Ju-
venile Drug Court Program has grown steadily.  At 
one point, the program had reached its maximum 
enrollment capacity in New Castle and Kent Coun-
ties.  It had grown so much in New Castle County 
that an additional judge was added to hear juvenile 
Drug Court cases in that county.  Presently, there 

are 21 juveniles enrolled in New Castle County, 15 
in Kent and 7 in Sussex (43 statewide).  The con-
tinuing subject of the bi-monthly Drug Court 
Team Meetings is reaching the goal of 75 enrolled 
youth at any given time by the end of the pro-
gram’s first year. 
        Family Court was the program recipient of a 
Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) grant to 
provide pre-trial supervision of offenders in do-
mestic violence cases.  The program is aimed at 
providing greater safety for victims of domestic 
violence by better managing their alleged abusers 
during the pre-trial period of the criminal prosecu-
tion process.  The program has served 70 cases 
since the onset of the grant.  Currently, 40 cases 
are in the active group and 40 are in the compari-
son group.  The grant activity at present is con-
fined to Family Court, as the Court of Common 
Pleas and Superior Court are revising their entry 
processes.  With the help of the Attorney General’s 
Office, a process has been developed whereby the 
Domestic Violence Investigative Services Officer 
picks up cases during arraignments and bail review 
hearings.  Pre-trial reports are submitted only 
when the defendant pleads guilty or has been 
found guilty as a result of trial.  The Court antici-
pates meeting the 90 case goal by the end of the 
year. 
        The Judicial Branch Career Ladder project 
that had been underway for several years in part-
nership with all of the courts and the State Person-
nel Office came to fruition.  A total of 7 supervi-
sors and 41 Family Court employees in the civil 
and criminal case processing units were promoted 
during the initial implementation of the career lad-
ders.  Additionally, the structure is in place so that 
employees will have continued opportunities to 
move up as they qualify for higher-level positions 
through experience and job skills attainment. 
        One of the key elements for advancement 
through the career ladders is the need for each em-
ployee to have a current performance evaluation in 
his/her human resources file.  In concert with this 
need and the recognition that all employees benefit 
from regular performance feedback, several initia-
tives were undertaken in order to sustain perform-
ance that is exceptional, improve performance that 
is below standard and provide performance-
enhanced feedback to all Court employees. 
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Family Court Judges 
 
Back Row (standing left to right) 
Associate Judge Aida Waserstein 
Associate Judge John E. Henriksen 
Associate Judge Arlene Minus Coppadge 
Associate Judge Jay H. Conner 
Associate Judge Alison Whitmer Tumas 
Associate Judge Mardi F. Pyott 
Associate Judge Peter Jones 
Associate Judge William N. Nicholas 
Associate Judge William L. Chapman, Jr. 
Associate Judge Barbara D. Crowell 

 
 
Front Row (sitting left to right) 
Associate Judge Mark D. Buckworth 
Associate Judge Kenneth M. Millman 
Chief Judge Chandlee Johnson Kuhn 
Associate Judge William J. Walls, Jr. 
Associate Judge Robert B. Coonin 
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Legal Authorization    
The Family Court Act, Title 10, Chapter 9, Dela-
ware Code, authorizes the Family Court. 
 
Court History    
The Family Court of the State of Delaware has 
its origin in the Juvenile Court for the city of 
Wilmington which was founded in 1911.  A little 
over a decade later, in 1923, the jurisdiction of 
the Juvenile Court for the city of Wilmington 
was extended to include New Castle County.  In 
1933, the Juvenile Court for Kent and Sussex 
Counties was created. 
 
From the early 1930s, there was a campaign to 
establish a Family Court in the northernmost 
county, and this ideal came to fruition in 1945 
when the legislature created the Family Court for 
New Castle County, Delaware.  In 1951, legisla-
tion was enacted to give the Juvenile Court for 
Kent and Sussex Counties jurisdiction over all 
family matters, and in early 1962, the name of 
the Juvenile Court for Kent and Sussex Counties 
was changed to the Family Court for Kent and 
Sussex counties. 
 
As early as the 1950s, the concept of a statewide 
Family Court had been endorsed.  The fruition of 
this concept was realized with the statutory au-
thorization of the Family Court of the State of 
Delaware in 1971. 
 
Geographic Organization 
The Family Court is a unified statewide court 
with branches in New Castle County in Wilming-
ton, Kent County in Dover, and Sussex County 
in Georgetown. 
 
Legal Jurisdiction 
The Family Court has had conferred upon it by 
the General Assembly jurisdiction over juvenile 
delinquency, child neglect, dependency, child 
abuse, adult misdemeanor crimes against juve-
niles, child and spouse support, paternity of chil-
dren, custody and visitation of children, adop-
tions, terminations of parental rights, divorces 
and annulments, property divisions, specific en-
forcement of separation agreements, guardian-
ship over minors, imperiling the family relation-

ship, orders of protection from abuse and intra-
family misdemeanor crimes. 
 
The Family Court does not have jurisdiction over 
adults charged with felonies or juveniles charged 
with first and second degree murder, rape and 
kidnapping, and assault and robbery in the first 
degree. 
 
Cases are appealed to the Supreme Court with 
the exception of adult criminal cases which are 
appealed to the Superior Court. 
 
Judges 
Family Court has 15 judges of equal judicial au-
thority, one of whom is appointed by the Gover-
nor as Chief Judge and who is the chief adminis-
trative and executive officer for the Court.  A 
bare majority of the judges must be of one major 
political party with the remainder of the other 
major political party. 
         
The Governor nominates the judges, who must 
be confirmed by the Senate.  The judges are ap-
pointed for 12-year terms.  Judges must have 
been duly admitted to the practice of law before 
the Supreme Court of Delaware at least five 
years prior to appointment and must have a 
knowledge of the law and interest in and under-
standing of family and children’s issues.  They 
shall not practice law during their tenure and 
may be reappointed. 
 
Other Judicial Personnel 
Family Court uses commissioners to hear spe-
cific types of cases. Commissioners are ap-
pointed for six-year terms by the Governor with 
the consent of a majority of the Senate. 
 
Support Personnel 
The Family Court has a staff of more than 290 
persons in addition  to judicial officers, including 
a court administrator, directors, clerks of court, 
administrative specialists, accountants, judicial 
assistants, mediation/arbitration officers, intake 
officers, program coordinators and volunteers 
working in all areas of the Court. 
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Total Cases Explanatory Notes Fiscal Year 2003 
 

1. The unit of count in Family Court for adult criminal, juvenile delinquency, and civil cases is the filing. 
2. A criminal or delinquency filing is defined as one incident filed against one individual.  Each incident is  
    counted separately so that multiple incidents brought before the Court on a single individual are counted  
    as multiple charges. 
    a.  A single criminal or delinquency filing may be comprised of a single or multiple charges relating to a 
         single incident. 
    b.  A criminal filing is received by the Court in the form of an information or a complaint, and a delinquency 
         filing is received by the Court in the form of a petition or a complaint. 
3. A civil filing is defined as a single civil incident filed with Family Court.  A civil incident is initiated by a 
    petition. In a divorce, although the petition may contain multiple ancillary matters to the divorce, it is counted  
    as one filing 
    . 

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 7,124 31,160 30,313 7,971 +847 +11.9%
Kent County 2,030 10,105 10,022 2,113 +83 +4.1%
Sussex County 2,874 12,225 12,182  2,917 +43 +1.5%
State 12,028 53,490 52,517 13,001 +973 +8.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 31,793 31,160 -633 -2.0%
Kent County 10,114 10,105 -9 -0.1%
Sussex County 11,807 12,225 +418 +3.5%
State 53,714 53,490 -224 -0.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 32,759 30,313 -2446 -7.5%
Kent County 10,940 10,022 -918 -8.4%
Sussex County 12,241 12,182 -59 -0.5%
State 55,940 52,517 -3423 -6.1%

Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Caseload

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Dispositions
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Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Family Court - 10 Year Total Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by linear regression. 
Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Family Court - 5 Year Total Case Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 858 3,516 3,519 855 -3 -0.3%
Kent County 100 1,010 1,023 87 -13 -+13.0%
Sussex County 135 1,068 1,102   101 -34 -+25.2%
State 1,093 5,594 5,644 1,043 -50 -4.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 3,352 3,516 +164 +4.9%
Kent County 982 1,010 +28 +2.9%
Sussex County 1,044 1,068 +24 +2.3%
State 5,378 5,594 +216 +4.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 3,379 3,519 +140 +4.1%
Kent County 974 1,023 +49 +5.0%
Sussex County 1,035 1,102 +67 +6.5%
State 5,388 5,644 +256 +4.8%

Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Adult Criminal Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Adult Criminal Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Adult Criminal Case Dispositions
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Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 1,457 5,684 5,160 1,981 +524 +36.0%
Kent County 177 1,656 1,416 417 +240 +135.6%
Sussex County 266  1,940  1,979   227 -39 -14.7%
State 1,900 9,280 8,555 2,625 +725 +38.2%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 5,742 5,684 -58 -1.0%
Kent County 1,670 1,656 -14 -0.8%
Sussex County 1,908  1,940 +32 +1.7%
State 9,320 9,280 -40 -0.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 6,214 5,160 -1054 -17.0%
Kent County 1,860 1,416 -444 -23.9%
Sussex County 1,907  1,979 +72 +3.8%
State 9,981 8,555 -1426 -14.3%

Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

    Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Juvenile Delinquency Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Juvenile Delinquency Case Dispositions

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Juvenile Delinquency Cases
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Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 4,809 21,960 21,634 5,135 +326 +6.8%
Kent County 1,753 7,439 7,583 1,609 -144 -8.2%
Sussex County 2,473  9,217  9,101 2,589 +116 +4.7%
State 9,035 38,616 38,318 9,333 +298 +3.3%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 22,699 21,960 -739 -3.3%
Kent County 7,462 7,439 -23 -0.3%
Sussex County 8,855  9,217 +362 +4.1%
State 39,016 38,616 -400 -1.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 23,166 21,634 -1532 -6.6%
Kent County 8,106 7,583 -523 -6.5%
Sussex County 9,299  9,101 -198 -2.1%
State 40,571 38,318 -2253 -5.6%

Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Dispositions
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FAMILY COURT 

Mediation Explanatory Notes Fiscal Year 2003

1. Mediation is a proceeding prior to adjudication in which a trained mediator attempts to
    assist the parties in reaching an agreement in disputes which involve child custody, support,
    visitation, guardianships, imperiling family relations, and rules to show cause.  Mediation is
    mandatory in child custody, visitation, and support matters.
2. If the parties are unable to reach an agreement, the matter is scheduled to be heard before
    a commissioner or a judge.

Pending* Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 120 9,639 9,639 120 0 0.0%
Kent County 287 2,526 2,622 191 -96 -33.4%
Sussex County 161 3,413 3,359 215 54 +33.5%
State 568 15,578 15,620 526 -42 -7.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 9,135 9,639 +504 +5.5%
Kent County 2,535 2,526 -9 -0.4%
Sussex County 3,627   3,413 -214 -5.9%
State 15,297 15,578 +281 +1.8%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 9,119 9,639 +520 +5.7%
Kent County 2,444 2,622 +178 +7.3%
Sussex County 3,865   3,359 -506 -13.1%
State 15,428 15,620 +192 +1.2%

*Sussex County and State Total amended from 2002 Annual Statistical Report.
Source: Court Administrator, Family Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Mediations

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Mediations Filed

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Mediations Disposed
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Court of 
Common Pleas 

        The Court of Common 
Pleas had a busy and produc-
tive year in FY 2003.  Much 
of the Court’s activities in 
New Castle County centered 
around planning for the 
move to the new courthouse, 
the move itself and adjust-
ments to court operations 
after the move.  The new 
building improved the 
Court’s ability to serve the 
public and provided better 
working conditions for 
Judges and staff.  The Court 
acquired one additional 
courtroom, providing hear-
ing space for all of our Judi-
cial officers for the first time 
in many years. 
        As a result of this new space, the Court was 
able to change its scheduling to increase the num-
ber of cases and to more efficiently schedule cal-
endars.  The Court was also able to increase calen-
dar time for civil cases and arraignments, and cre-
ate special calendars to expedite the cases of de-
fendants who are incarcerated. 
        The new facility also permits the Court to par-
ticipate with other courts in providing improved 
public service.  The Court has an active presence 
in the central filing/collections area, providing two 
people to collect Court of Common Pleas assess-
ments more quickly and efficiently.  The Court 
also uses the center’s central filing service, which 
reduces the level of traffic in the Clerk’s Office. 
        The Court has made a large amount of mate-
rial available for pro se litigants in the Self-Help 
Center and its public access computers are con-
stantly in use. 
        To facilitate persons coming out of court and 
reduce time away from the courtroom for bailiffs, 

the Court opened satellite 
clerk’s offices outside of its 
courtrooms.  They are used 
primarily by people arrang-
ing for the payment of court 
assessments. 
        Building projects in 
Kent and Sussex Counties 
also progressed in FY 2003.  
In Kent County, planning 
continues for the purchase of 
the O’Brien Building and for 
major courthouse renova-
tions.  This is critical be-
cause the Court’s present 
space is inadequate to meet 
the needs which have grown 
over the past several years.  
In Sussex County, the long-
delayed courthouse construc-

tion project made considerable headway and the 
Court is on target to move its Clerk staff into its 
new space in FY 2004. 
        The Court expanded its very successful drug 
diversion program in New Castle County to Sus-
sex County and the first cases in this program were 
heard in June.  Further expansion to Kent County 
is expected in FY 2004. 
        At the same time, the Court in New Castle 
County began planning for two new court con-
cepts – mental health court and traffic court.  Both 
are planned for implementation in FY 2004. 
        Most of the Court’s courtrooms were 
equipped with digital recording equipment in FY 
2003, including all of the courtrooms in the New 
Castle County Courthouse.  The Court also began 
the process of converting court files to side tab 
folders as part of a larger project to provide bar-
coded labels for all court files for better file acces-
sibility, control and tracking. 
 

Chief Judge Alex J. Smalls 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Front Row (from left to right) 
Judge Merril C. Trader 
Chief Judge Alex J. Smalls 
Judge William C. Bradley, Jr. 
 
 
 

Standing (left to right) 
Judge Joseph F. Flickinger, III 
Judge Charles W. Welch, III 
Judge Jay Paul James 
Judge Rosemary B. Beauregard 
Judge John K. Welch 
Judge Kenneth S. Clark, Jr. 

       The Court continued to revise its bail bond 
procedures and regulations and was the first 
Delaware Court to develop a program to help 
control the posting of bail bonds in the Court 
through a central registration process. 
       Two of the Court’s employees received spe-
cial honors this year.  Cheryl Simmons, the 
Court’s Chief Court Reporter, was named the 
American Association of Electronic Reporters 
and Transcribers (AAERT) Reporter of the Year.  
Tina Buckingham, one of the Court’s audio 

monitors, received the Victims Rights Task 
Force Outstanding Volunteer of the Year award 
for her work with the New Castle County Rape 
Crisis Center. 
        The Court continued to manage its busy and 
growing caseload with limited staff, even more 
limited as a result of the State’s hiring freeze.  
Notwithstanding, the Court continues to improve 
its performance and its dedication to providing a 
just resolution to all cases is firm. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Legal Authorization    
The statewide Court of Common Pleas was cre-
ated by Title 10, Chapter 13 of the Delaware 
Code, effective July 5, 1973. 
 
Court History       
Initially established under William Penn in the 
17th Century, the Court of Common Pleas served 
as the supreme judicial authority in the State.  
During the latter part of the 18th Century and 
through most of the 19th Century; however, the 
Court was abolished during an era of Court reor-
ganization. 
 
The modern day Court of Common Pleas was es-
tablished in 1917 when a Court of limited civil 
and criminal jurisdiction was established in New 
Castle County.  A Court of Common Pleas was 
later established in Kent County in 1931 and Sus-
sex County in 1953. 
 
In 1969, the three County Courts of Common 
Pleas became State Courts.  In 1973, the three 
Courts merged into a single Statewide Court of 
Common Pleas. 
 
In 1994, The Commission on Delaware Courts 
2000 recommended new jurisdiction for the Court 
of Common Pleas as vital to the Delaware court 
system.  Legislation implementing the Commis-
sion Report vested significant new areas of juris-
diction in the Court in 1995. 
 
On May 1, 1998, the Municipal Court was 
merged into the State court system, and pending 
cases were transferred to the Court of Common 
Pleas. 
 
Geographic Organization 
The Court of Common Pleas sits in each of the 
three counties at the respective county seats. 
 
 

Legal Jurisdiction 
The Court of Common Pleas has statewide juris-
diction, which includes concurrent jurisdiction 
with Superior Court in civil matters where the 
amount in controversy, exclusive of interest, does 
not exceed $50,000 on the complaint.  There is no 
limitation in amount on counterclaims and cross-
claims.  All civil cases are tried without a jury. 
 
The Court has criminal jurisdiction over all mis-
demeanors occurring in the state of Delaware ex-
cept certain drug -related offenses.  It is also re-
sponsible for all preliminary hearings.  Jury trial 
is available to all defendants. 
 
The Court has jurisdiction over appeals from Jus-
tice of the Peace and Alderman’s Courts in both 
civil and criminal cases.  It also has jurisdiction 
over administrative appeals from the Department 
of Motor Vehicles. 
 
Judges 
There are seven judges of the Court of Common 
Pleas, of which five are to be residents of New 
Castle County, one of Kent County, and one of 
Sussex County.  They are nominated by the Gov-
ernor with the confirmation of the Senate for 12-
year terms.  They must have been actively en-
gaged in the general practice of law in the State 
of Delaware for at least five years and must be 
citizens of the State.  A majority of not more than 
one Judge may be from the same political party.  
The Chief Judge, also appointed by the Governor, 
serves as the administrative head of the Court 
during their term of appointment. 
 
Support Personnel 
Personnel are appointed by the Chief Judge of the 
Court of Common Pleas, including a Court Ad-
ministrator and one Clerk of the Court for each 
county.  Other employees as are necessary are 
also added, including bailiffs, court reporters, sec-
retaries, clerks, and presentence officers. 
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 33,214 48,353 45,959 35,608 +2,394 +7.2%
Kent County 6,838 20,656 20,271 7,223 +385 +5.6%
Sussex County 7,802 25,974 25,053  8,723 +921 +11.8%
State 47,854 94,983 91,283 51,554 +3,700 +7.7%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 49,176 48,353 -823 -1.7%
Kent County 19,563 20,656 +1093 +5.6%
Sussex County 24,226 25,974 +1748 +7.2%
State 92,965 94,983 +2018 +2.2%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 47,074 45,959 -1115 -2.4%
Kent County 18,510 20,271 +1761 +9.5%
Sussex County 23,573 25,053 +1480 +6.3%
State 89,157 91,283 +2126 +2.4%

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Case Dispositions
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Common Pleas - 10 Year Total Caseload Trend
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Court of Common Pleas - 5 Year Case Filing Projections With 10 Year Base
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Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Court of Common Pleas - 5 Year Case Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 24,595 40,089 39,513 25,171 +576 +2.3%
Kent County 5,615 18,750 18,540 5,825 +210 +3.7%
Sussex County 6,265 23,880 23,204  6,941 +676 +10.8%
State 36,475 82,719 81,257 37,937 +1,462 +4.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 42,104 40,089 -2015 -4.79%
Kent County 17,892 18,750 +858 +4.8%
Sussex County 22,473 23,880 +1407 +6.3%
State 82,469 82,719 +250 +0.3%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 41,709 39,513 -2196 -5.3%
Kent County 17,162 18,540 +1378 +8.0%
Sussex County 21,886 23,204 +1318 +6.0%
State 80,757 81,257 +500 +0.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 5,156 4,838 -318 -6.2%
Kent County 1,571 1,889 +318 +20.2%
Sussex County 1,635 1,659 +24 +1.5%
State 8,362 8,386 +24 +0.3%

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal Case Dispositions

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Preliminary Hearings Held
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts 

Court of Common Pleas - 10 Year Criminal Caseload Trend
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Court of Common Pleas - 5 Year Criminal Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 8,619 8,264 6,446 10,437 +1818 +21.1%
Kent County 1,223 1,906 1,731 1,398 +175 +14.3%
Sussex County 1,537 2,094 1,849 1,782 +245 +15.9%
State 11,379 12,264 10,026 13,617 +2,238 +19.7%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 7,072 8,264 +1192 +16.9%
Kent County 1,671 1,906 +235 +14.1%
Sussex County 1,753 2,094 +341 +19.5%
State 10,496 12,264 +1768 +16.8%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County 5,365 6,446 +1,081 +20.1%
Kent County 1,348 1,731 +383 +28.4%
Sussex County 1,687 1,849 +162 +9.6%
State 8,400 10,026 +1,626 +19.4%

New Castle County 7,840 94.9% 424 5.1% 8,264 100.0%
Kent County 1,783 93.5% 123 6.5% 1,906 100.0%
Sussex County 1,976 94.4% 118 5.6% 2,094 100.0%
State 11,599 94.6%   665 5.4% 12,264 100.0%

New Castle County 833 12.9% 5,613 87.1% 6,446 100.0%
Kent County 406 23.5% 1,325 76.5% 1,731 100.0%
Sussex County 535 28.9% 1,314 71.1% 1,849 100.0%
State 1,774 17.7% 8,252 82.3% 10,026 100.0%

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts.

TotalCourt Action Counsel Action
Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Case Dispositions

Caseload Sumary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Case Dispositions

Total
Civil Judgments,
Name ChangesComplaints

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Case Filings
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts 

Court of Common Pleas - 10 Year Civil Caseload Trend
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Court Administrator, Court of Common Pleas; Administrative Office of the Courts 

Court of Common Pleas - 5 Year Civil Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 

Justice of the 
Peace Court 

        The Justice of the 
Peace Court continues to 
improve the quality of ser-
vices provided and to expe-
dite case dispositions. Dur-
ing fiscal year 2003, the Jus-
tice of the Peace Court fo-
cused much attention on im-
proving the efficacy of ex-
isting programs and ser-
vices. 
 Customer Service 
Program:  In an effort to 
improve customer service in 
general, the Court con-
ducted public surveys on the 
services it provides. Ap-
proximately 78% of the re-
spondents indicated that the 
efficiency, speed of services 
and overall experience was 
“excellent” or “good.”  To better serve the needs 
of both the public and members of the bar, all 
non-judicial employees are being provided cus-
tomer service training. This effort, funded by a 
grant from the First State Quality Improvement 
Fund and through the donated services of Ken 
Shock, Customer Service Specialist for the Divi-
sion of Motor Vehicles, promotes uniformity and 
better service to the public. With the completion 
of the training, surveys will be conducted again 
for comparison purposes. 
Pilot Project Providing Legal Representation 
at Court 20:  Midway through its second year, 
this pilot project demonstrates the benefits of co-
ordinated efforts amongst state agencies, by us-
ing existing resources (for the Judiciary) and fed-
eral grant funds (for the Attorney General and 
the Public Defender), to reduce delays and pro-
vide better services to victims and others in the 
courts.  Statistics prepared by the Statistical 
Analysis Center have consistently shown the pro-

gram’s success: since it be-
gan in November of 2001, 
the project has decreased the 
transfer rate for eligible 
cases from J.P. Court 20 to 
the Court of Common Pleas 
from 46% pre-project to 
28.7% since the pilot 
started.  More importantly, 
the overall average process-
ing time for eligible cases 
has decreased from 114 
days pre-pilot to 63 days 
post-pilot. 
Statewide Videophone 
Court:  The statewide Vid-
eophone Court continued in 
“full swing” at J.P. Court 2 
in Rehoboth during fiscal 
year 2003.  The Court has 
continued to provide sub-

stantial benefits and resource savings to the 
criminal justice community through distributing 
the Justice of the Peace Court’s videophone 
workload more efficiently and providing quicker 
and more consistent service.  The success of the 
Statewide Videophone Court is demonstrated in 
Court 2’s dramatic increase in caseload – a 43% 
increase (from 18,943 in  FY 2002 to 27,059 
cases filed in FY 2003), and its average of over 
1,000 videophone proceedings per month. 
Truancy Court:  2003 represented a banner year 
for the Justice of the Peace Court’s Truancy 
Court. The Truancy Court is being recognized as 
the “2003 Program of the Year” by the Interna-
tional Association for Truancy and Dropout Pre-
vention, because of its comprehensive approach 
and successfulness in reducing truancy — it 
combines community health and social service 
resources with intensive court oversight to 
strengthen families, improve school attendance, 
and prevent juvenile delinquency. 

Chief Magistrate Patricia Walther Griffin 
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Court Facilities: The Justice of the Peace Court 
received the funding to relocate Court 1 from its 
rental facility in Millsboro to a former bank 
building owned by the Town of Frankford.  This 
new facility, which is being renovated during FY 
2004, is larger and more suitable for a court-
house, and more centrally located in southwest 
Sussex County. It is also expected to house the 
Sussex Truancy Court operations. In addition, 
efforts continue in constructing a new facility in 
Houston to allow for the merger of Courts 5 
(Milford) and 6 (Harrington), and extended hours 
of operation at that site. It is expected that this 
long-overdue project will be completed in FY 
2004. 
 

Constable Security: Although security remains 
a concern in all Justice of the Peace Courts 
(without sufficient resources to provide security 
coverage at all shifts of operation), the Court im-
plemented a new program to enhance the secu-
rity/safety of the Justice of the Peace Court con-
stables by tracking all constable location radio 
calls through the State Police emergency person-
nel radio system. 
Tax and Lottery Intercept: The Justice of the 
Peace Court has participated in the tax and lot-
tery intercept program since 1995 and has col-
lected $110,000 in unpaid fines/costs/restitution 
through the program since its inception. FY 2003 
was a particularly successful year, with triple the 
usual amount of fines/costs being collected. 
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JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 

Justice of the Peace Court, New Castle County 
 
Front Row (sitting from left to right) 
Judge Rosalind Toulson, Judge Kathleen Lucas, Judge Marie Page, Judge Cheryl Stallmann, 
Judge Susan Cline, Judge Rosalie Rutkowski, Judge Roger Barton and Judge Stanley  
Petraschuk 
 
Middle Row (standing from left to right) 
Judge Terry Smith, Judge Thomas Cole, Judge David Skelley, Judge Sidney Clark, Judge 
William Moser, Judge Thomas Brown, Judge James Tull and Judge Lawrence Fitchett 
 
Back Row (standing from left to right) 
Judge Paul Smith, Judge Wayne Hanby, Judge Marilyn Letts, Judge Roberto Lopez, Judge 
Thomas Kenney and Deputy Chief Magistrate Bonita N. Lee 
 
Not Pictured 
Judge Robert Armstrong, Judge Linda Gray, Judge Sean McCormick, Judge Nancy Roberts, 
Judge Katharine Ross, Judge Vernon Taylor and Deborah McNesby 
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Front Row (sitting left to right) 
Judge John Hudson, Judge Jeni 
Coffelt, Judge William Hopkins, 
Judge Edward Davis, Judge Jana 
Mollohan 
 
Back Row (standing left to right) 
Judge John McKenzie, Judge Wal-
ter Goodwin, Judge Howard Mul-
vaney, Judge Joseph Melson, 
Judge John Martin, Judge Herman 
Hagan and Judge William Wood 
 
Not Pictured 
Deputy Chief Magistrate Sheila 
Blakely, Judge William Boddy III, 
Judge William Brittingham, Judge 
Marcealeate Ruffin and Judge 
John O’Bier 

Justice of the Peace Court, Sussex County 

Justice of the Peace Court, Kent County 
Front Row (sitting left  to right) 
Judge Pamela Darling, Judge Ellis 
Parrott and Judge Agnes Pennella 
 
Back Row (standing left to right) 
Judge Harvey Leighty, Judge 
Robert Wall, Judge James Murray 
and Deputy Chief Magistrate 
Charles Stump 
 
Not Pictured 
Judge Ernst Arndt, Judge Margrett 
Barrett,  Judge Frederick Dewey, 
Judge Debora Foor and Judge Fred 
Lord 
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Legal Authorization 
The Justice of the Peace Court is authorized by the 
Constitution of Delaware, Article IV, Section 1. 

 
Court History 
As early as the 1600s, justices of the peace were 
commissioned to handle minor civil and criminal 
cases.  Along with a host of other duties, the ad-
ministering of local government in the 17th and 
18th Centuries on behalf of the English Crown was 
a primary duty of the justices of the peace.  With 
the adoption of the State Constitution of 1792, the 
justices of the peace were stripped of their general 
administrative duties leaving them with minor civil 
and criminal jurisdiction.  During the period 1792 
through 1964, the justices of the peace were com-
pensated entirely by the costs and fees accessed 
and collected for the performance of their legal du-
ties. 

 
Legal Jurisdiction 
The Justice of the Peace Court has jurisdiction 
over civil cases in which the amount in contro-
versy is not greater than $15,000.  This increased 
from $5,000 in January 1995.  Justice of the Peace 
Court is authorized to hear certain misdemeanors 
and most motor vehicle cases (excluding felonies) 
and may act as committing magistrates for all 
crimes.  Appeals may be taken to the Court of 
Common Pleas effective January 1995.  In the 
past, these appeals were taken to the Superior 
Court.  The subject matter jurisdiction of the Jus-
tice of the Peace Courts is shared with the Court of 
Common Pleas, except for summary possession 
actions. 
 
The Court’s jurisdiction was increased on May 1, 
1998, to include filings in the city of Wilmington 
as a result of the Municipal Court merger. 
 

Geographic Organization 
The jurisdiction of the Court is statewide and ses-
sions are held throughout the State.  Of the 19 
courts currently operating, eight are in New Castle 
County, four are in Kent County and seven are in 
Sussex County.  The Voluntary Assessment Cen-
ter, which handles mail-in fines, is located in Do-
ver. 

 
 

Justice of the Peace 
The Delaware Code authorizes a maximum of 58 
justices of the peace.  The maximum number of 
justices of the peace permitted in each county is 29 
in New Castle County, 12 in Kent County and 17 
in Sussex County.  All justices of the peace are 
nominated by the Governor and confirmed by the 
Senate for terms of four years.  A justice of the 
peace must be at least 21 years of age and a resi-
dent of the state of Delaware and the county in 
which the justice of the peace serves.  In addition 
to the 58 justices of the peace, the Governor nomi-
nates a chief magistrate, subject to Senate confir-
mation. 

 
Support Personnel 
An administrator, two operations managers, an ad-
ministrative officer, and a fiscal administrative of-
ficer help the chief magistrate direct the Justice of 
the Peace Court on a daily basis.  The State pro-
vides clerks of the court, constables, and other per-
sonnel for the Court. 
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Pending Pending        Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

Criminal 78,617 350,651 365,460 63,808 -14809 -18.8%
Civil  9,533  30,329  27,501  12,361 +2828 +29.7%
Total 88,150 380,980 392,961 76,169 -11981 -13.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal 363,677 350,651 -13,026 -3.6%
Civil  28,910  30,329 +1419 +4.9%
Total 392,587 380,980 -11,607 -3.0%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal 332,485 365,460 +32975 +9.9%
Civil  29,637  27,501 -2136 -7.2%
Total 362,122  392,961 +30839 +8.5%

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003-Total Cases (charges)

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Cases Filed (charges)

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Cases Disposed (charges)

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

Criminal 44,949 215,115 219,867 40,197 -4752 -10.6%
Civil  9,533  30,329  27,501  12,361 +2828 +29.7%
Total 54,482 245,444 247,368 52,558 -1924 -3.5%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal 229,817 215,115 -14,702 -6.4%
Civil  28,910  30,329 +1419 +4.9%
Total 258,727 245,444 -13,283 -5.1%

2002 2003 Change % Change
Criminal 213,754 219,867 +6113 +2.9%
Civil  29,637  27,501 -2136 -7.2%
Total 243,391  247,368 +3977 +1.6%

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Cases (defendants)

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Cases Filings (defendants)

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Cases Dispositions (defendants) 

Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 10 Year Total Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 5 Year Total Filing Projections With 5 Year Base 
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Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20. 
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center 
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 
 Court   9 607 1,934 2,114 427 -180 -29.7%
 Court 10 2,317 7,378 6,506 3,189 +872 +37.6%
 Court 11 5,454 17,031 17,676 4,809 -645 -11.8%
 Court 15 2,609 6,108 6,710 2,007 -602 -23.1%
 Court 18 0 0 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 3,439 16,241 15,125 4,555 +1116 +32.5%
Kent County
 Court   6 1,043 2,909 3,455 497 -546 -52.3%
 Court   7 3,285 15,891 16,775 2,401 -884 -26.9%
 Court   8 238 2,114 2,057 295 +57 +23.9%
Sussex County
 Court   1 571 2,613 2,575 609 +38 +6.7%
 Court   2 1,031 11,361 11,498 894 -137 -13.3%
 Court   3 1,877 10,893 10,706 2,064 +187 +10.0%
 Court   4 1,360 6,840 6,845 1,355 -5 -0.4%
 Court   5 430 2,209 2,141    498 +68 +15.8%
 Court 14 324 1,677 1,391 610 +286 +88.3%
State without VAC 24,585 105,199 105,574 24,210 -375 -1.5%
 VAC 20,364 109,916 114,293  15,987 -4377 -21.5%
State with VAC 44,949 215,115 219,867 40,197 -4752 -10.6%

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Cases (defendants) 
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Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County 
 Court   9 1,427 3,792 4,542 677 -750 -52.6%
 Court 10 4,541 14,406 13,885 5,062 +521 +11.5%
 Court 11 12,596 37,702 42,664 7,634 -4962 -39.4%
 Court 15 5,187 12,041 14,042 3,186 -2001 -38.6%
 Court 18 0 0 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 5,992 35,805 34,567 7,230 +1238 +20.7%
Kent County
 Court   6 1,878 4,958 6,047 789 -1089 -58.0%
 Court   7 6,214 36,949 39,352 3,811 -2403 -38.7%
 Court   8 411 3,652 3,594 469 +58 +14.1%
Sussex County
 Court   1 1,059 4,451 4,544 966 -93 -8.8%
 Court   2 1,809 27,059 27,448 1,420 -389 -21.5%
 Court   3 4,305 31,698 32,726 3,277 -1028 -23.9%
 Court   4 2,660 14,924 15,433 2,151 -509 -19.1%
 Court   5 828 4,365 4,402    791 -37 -4.5%
 Court 14 791 4,590 4,413 968 +177 +22.4%
State without VAC 49,698 236,392 247,659 38,431 -11267 -22.7%
 VAC 28,919 114,259 117,801  25,377 -3542 -12.2%
State with VAC 78,617 350,651 365,460 63,808 -14809 -18.8%

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Cases (charges)

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20. 
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center 
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 10 Year Criminal and Traffic Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 5 Year Criminal and Traffic Case Filing Projections
With 5 Year Base
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New Castle County
 Court  9 156 8.1% 166 8.6% 1,479 76.5% 133 6.9% 1,934 100.0%
 Court 10 167 2.3% 857 11.6% 5,504 74.6% 850 11.5% 7,378 100.0%
 Court 11 450 2.6% 6,014 35.3% 9,068 53.2% 1,499 8.8% 17,031 100.0%
 Court 15 100 1.6% 405 6.6% 4,891 80.1% 712 11.7% 6,108 100.0%
 Court 18 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 100.0%
 Court 20 35 0.2% 5,834 35.9% 7,192 44.3% 3,180 19.6% 16,241 100.0%
Kent County
 Court  6 27 0.9% 216 7.4% 2,553 87.8% 113 3.9% 2,909 100.0%
 Court  7 360 2.3% 4,896 30.8% 9,405 59.2% 1,230 7.7% 15,891 100.0%
 Court  8 2 0.1% 232 11.0% 1,810 85.6% 70 3.3% 2,114 100.0%
Sussex County
 Court  1 299 11.4% 90 3.4% 2,005 76.7% 219 8.4% 2,613 100.0%
 Court  2 482 4.2% 6,503 57.2% 3,718 32.7% 658 5.8% 11,361 100.0%
 Court  3 208 1.9% 4,145 38.1% 5,486 50.4% 1,054 9.7% 10,893 100.0%
 Court  4 50 0.7% 1,127 16.5% 5,498 80.4% 165 2.4% 6,840 100.0%
 Court  5 13 0.6% 386 17.5% 1,702 77.0% 108 4.9% 2,209 100.0%
 Court 14 1 0.1% 40 2.4% 1,467 87.5% 169 10.1% 1,677 100.0%
State without VAC 2,350 2.2% 30,911 29.4% 61,778 58.7% 10,160 9.7% 105,199 100.0%
 VAC 240 0.2% 0 0.0% 109,659 99.8% 17 0.0% 109,916 100.0%
State with VAC 2,590 1.2% 30,911 14.4% 171,437 79.7% 10,177 4.7% 215,115 100.0%

New Castle County
 Court  9 160 7.6% 150 7.1% 1,650 78.1% 154 7.3% 2,114 100.0%
 Court 10 199 3.1% 600 9.2% 5,125 78.8% 582 8.9% 6,506 100.0%
 Court 11 340 1.9% 6,025 34.1% 10,028 56.7% 1,283 7.3% 17,676 100.0%
 Court 15 125 1.9% 390 5.8% 5,194 77.4% 1,001 14.9% 6,710 100.0%
 Court 18 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 100.0%
 Court 20 40 0.3% 3,707 24.5% 8,196 54.2% 3,182 21.0% 15,125 100.0%
Kent County
 Court  6 20 0.6% 367 10.6% 2,919 84.5% 149 4.3% 3,455 100.0%
 Court  7 331 2.0% 5,070 30.2% 10,025 59.8% 1,349 8.0% 16,775 100.0%
 Court  8 7 0.3% 210 10.2% 1,772 86.1% 68 3.3% 2,057 100.0%
Sussex County
 Court  1 244 9.5% 97 3.8% 2,039 79.2% 195 7.6% 2,575 100.0%
 Court  2 475 4.1% 6,545 56.9% 3,853 33.5% 625 5.4% 11,498 100.0%
 Court  3 206 1.9% 4,160 38.9% 5,223 48.8% 1,117 10.4% 10,706 100.0%
 Court  4 107 1.6% 1,201 17.5% 5,347 78.1% 190 2.8% 6,845 100.0%
 Court  5 19 0.9% 315 14.7% 1,708 79.8% 99 4.6% 2,141 100.0%
 Court 14 1 0.1% 27 1.9% 1,255 90.2% 108 7.8% 1,391 100.0%
State without VAC 2,274 2.2% 28,864 27.3% 64,334 60.9% 10,102 9.6% 105,574 100.0%
 VAC 224 0.2% 0 0.0% 114,064 99.8% 5 0.0% 114,293 100.0%
State with VAC 2,498 1.1% 28,864 13.1% 178,398 81.1% 10,107 4.6% 219,867 100.0%

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20.
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Dispositions (defendants) 
Title 21 - TrafficTitle 11 - CriminalTitle 7 - Fish/Game Miscellaneous Total

Title 21 - Traffic Miscellaneous Total
Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Filings (defendants) 

Title 7 - Fish/Game Title 11 - Criminal
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New Castle County
 Court   9 244 6.4% 265 7.0% 3,124 82.4% 159 4.2% 3,792 100.0%
 Court 10 192 1.3% 1,202 8.3% 11,717 81.3% 1,295 9.0% 14,406 100.0%
 Court 11 667 1.8% 12,303 32.6% 21,680 57.5% 3,052 8.1% 37,702 100.0%
 Court 15 84 0.7% 686 5.7% 10,649 88.4% 622 5.2% 12,041 100.0%
 Court 18 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 100.0%
 Court 20 72 0.2% 11,944 33.4% 16,866 47.1% 6,923 19.3% 35,805 100.0%
Kent County
 Court   6 29 0.6% 554 11.2% 4,218 85.1% 157 3.2% 4,958 100.0%
 Court   7 744 2.0% 12,049 32.6% 20,162 54.6% 3,994 10.8% 36,949 100.0%
 Court   8 4 0.1% 451 12.3% 3,063 83.9% 134 3.7% 3,652 100.0%
Sussex County
 Court   1 387 8.7% 212 4.8% 3,604 81.0% 248 5.6% 4,451 100.0%
 Court   2 550 2.0% 16,554 61.2% 8,049 29.7% 1,906 7.0% 27,059 100.0%
 Court   3 624 2.0% 12,435 39.2% 15,244 48.1% 3,395 10.7% 31,698 100.0%
 Court   4 97 0.6% 2,693 18.0% 11,738 78.7% 396 2.7% 14,924 100.0%
 Court   5 14 0.3% 603 13.8% 3,625 83.0% 123 2.8% 4,365 100.0%
 Court 14 1 0.0% 85 1.9% 4,303 93.7% 201 4.4% 4,590 100.0%
State without VAC 3,709 1.6% 72,036 30.5% 138,042 58.4% 22,605 9.6% 236,392 100.0%
 VAC 248 0.2% 0  0.0% 113,977 99.8% 34 0.0% 114,259 100.0%
State with VAC 3,957 1.1% 72,036 20.5% 252,019 71.9% 22,639 6.5% 350,651 100.0%

New Castle County
 Court   9 299 6.6% 294 6.5% 3,789 83.4% 160 3.5% 4,542 100.0%
 Court 10 219 1.6% 952 6.9% 11,905 85.7% 809 5.8% 13,885 100.0%
 Court 11 940 2.2% 14,821 34.7% 23,789 55.8% 3,114 7.3% 42,664 100.0%
 Court 15 119 0.8% 498 3.5% 12,790 91.1% 635 4.5% 14,042 100.0%
 Court 18 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 ----- 0 100.0%
 Court 20 78 0.2% 11,370 32.9% 16,373 47.4% 6,746 19.5% 34,567 100.0%
Kent County
 Court   6 5 0.1% 875 14.5% 4,981 82.4% 186 3.1% 6,047 100.0%
 Court   7 729 1.9% 12,835 32.6% 21,768 55.3% 4,020 10.2% 39,352 100.0%
 Court   8 4 0.1% 475 13.2% 2,950 82.1% 165 4.6% 3,594 100.0%
Sussex County
 Court   1 250 5.5% 126 2.8% 3,938 86.7% 230 5.1% 4,544 100.0%
 Court   2 399 1.5% 17,375 63.3% 7,798 28.4% 1,876 6.8% 27,448 100.0%
 Court   3 675 2.1% 13,558 41.4% 14,773 45.1% 3,720 11.4% 32,726 100.0%
 Court   4 190 1.2% 2,889 18.7% 11,879 77.0% 475 3.1% 15,433 100.0%
 Court   5 17  0.4% 574 13.0% 3,684 83.7% 127 2.9% 4,402 100.0%
 Court 14 1 0.0% 88 2.0% 4,128 93.5% 196 4.4% 4,413 100.0%
State without VAC 3,925 1.6% 76,730 31.0% 144,545 58.4% 22,459 9.1% 247,659 100.0%
 VAC 257  0.2% 0 0.0% 117,510 99.8% 34 0.0% 117,801 100.0%
State with VAC 4,182 1.1% 76,730 21.0% 262,055 71.7% 22,493 6.2% 365,460 100.0%

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20.
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Filings (charges)
Title 7 - Fish/Game Title 11 - Criminal Title 21 - Traffic Miscellaneous Total

Caseload Breakdowns Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal and Traffic Dispositions (charges)
Title 7 - Fish/Game Title 11 - Criminal Title 21 - Traffic Miscellaneous Total
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2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court  9 1,426 1,934 +508 +35.6%
 Court 10 9,832 7,378 -2454 -25.0%
 Court 11 18,031 17,031 -1000 -5.5%
 Court 15 6,532 6,108 -424 -6.5%
 Court 18 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 21,791 16,241 -5550 -25.5%
Kent County
 Court 6 2,953 2,909 -44 -1.5%
 Court 7 17,558 15,891 -1667 -9.5%
 Court 8 1,718 2,114 +396 +23.1%
Sussex County
 Court 1 2,526 2,613 +87 +3.4%
 Court 2 6,250 11,361 +5111 +81.8%
 Court 3 10,092 10,893 +801 +7.9%
 Court 4 6,903 6,840 -63 -0.9%
 Court 5 2,141 2,209 +68 +3.2%
 Court 14 1,633 1,677 +44 +2.7%
State without VAC 109,386 105,199 -  4,187 -3.8%
 VAC 120,431 109,916 -10515 -8.7%
State with VAC 229,817 215,115 -14,702 -6.4%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court  9 1,574 2,114 +540 +34.3%
 Court 10 8,492 6,506 -1986 -23.4%
 Court 11 17,458 17,676 +218 +1.2%
 Court 15 6,912 6,710 -202 -2.9%
 Court 18 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 20,451 15,125 -5326 -26.0%
Kent County
 Court 6 3,528 3,455 -73 -2.1%
 Court 7 16,961 16,775 -186 -1.1%
 Court 8 1,573 2,057 +484 +30.8%
Sussex County
 Court 1 2,330 2,575 +245 +10.5%
 Court 2 5,686 11,498 +5812 +102.2%
 Court 3 8,955 10,706 +1751 +19.6%
 Court 4 6,195 6,845 +650 +10.5%
 Court 5 2,022 2,141 +119 +5.9%
 Court 14 1,456 1,391 -65 -4.5%
State without VAC 103,593 105,574 +1981 +1.9%
 VAC 110,161 114,293 +4132 +3.8%
State with VAC 213,754 219,867 +6113 +2.9%
Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20.
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal and Traffic Filings (defendants) 

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2001-2002 - Criminal and Traffic Dispositions (defendants) 
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2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court  9 3,132 3,792 +660 +21.1%
 Court 10 17,926 14,406 -3520 -19.6%
 Court 11 37,767 37,702 -65 -0.2%
 Court 15 13,573 12,041 -1532 -11.3%
 Court 18 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 45,761 35,805 -9956 -21.8%
Kent County
 Court 6 4,995 4,958 -37 -0.7%
 Court 7 36,644 36,949 +305 +0.8%
 Court 8 3,293 3,652 +359 +10.9%
Sussex County
 Court 1 4,811 4,451 -360 -7.5%
 Court 2 18,943 27,059 +8116 +42.8%
 Court 3 29,790 31,698 +1908 +6.4%
 Court 4 13,893 14,924 +1031 +7.4%
 Court 5 4,270   4,365 +95 +2.2%
 Court 14 4,297 4,590 +293 +6.8%
State without VAC 239,095 236,392 -2703 -1.1%
 VAC 124,582 114,259 -10,323 -8.3%
State with VAC 363,677 350,651 -13,026 -3.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court  9 3,771 4,542 +771 +20.4%
 Court 10 15,853 13,885 -1968 -12.4%
 Court 11 33,671 42,664 +8993 +26.7%
 Court 15 12,485 14,042 +1557 +12.5%
 Court 18 0 0 ----- -----
 Court 20 44,196 34,567 -9629 -21.8%
Kent County
 Court 6 5,003 6,047 +1044 +20.9%
 Court 7 34,251 39,352 +5101 +14.9%
 Court 8 3,122 3,594 +472 +15.1%
Sussex County
 Court 1 4,463 4,544 +81 +1.8%
 Court 2 17,603 27,448 +9845 +55.9%
 Court 3 28,356 32,726 +4370 +15.4%
 Court 4 12,795 15,433 +2638 +20.6%
 Court 5 3,953   4,402 +449 +11.4%
 Court 14 3,770 4,413 +643 +17.1%
State without VAC 223,292 247,659 +24367 +10.9%
 VAC 109,193 117,801 +8608 +7.9%
State with VAC 332,485 365,460 +32975 +9.9%

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20.
VAC=Voluntary Assessment Center
Source: Chief M agistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal and Traffic Filings (charges)

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Criminal and Traffic Dispositions (charges)
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New Castle County 
 Court   9 18 30.0% 4 6.7% 38 63.3% 60 100.0%
 Court 10 42 17.0% 30 12.1% 175 70.9% 247 100.0%
 Court 11 441 17.1% 366 14.2% 1,765 68.6% 2,572 100.0%
 Court 15 13 16.0% 10 12.3% 58 71.6% 81 100.0%
 Court 18 0     ---- 0     ---- 0     ---- 0     ----
 Court 20 883 20.2% 694 15.9% 2,801 64.0% 4,378 100.0%
Kent County
 Court   6 3 15.0% 6 30.0% 11 55.0% 20 100.0%
 Court   7 705 18.0% 574 14.7% 2,628 67.3% 3,907 100.0%
 Court   8 10 25.6% 5 12.8% 24 61.5% 39 100.0%
Sussex County
 Court   1 6 30.0% 2 10.0% 12 60.0% 20 100.0%
 Court   2 372 21.0% 290 16.4% 1,107 62.6% 1,769 100.0%
 Court   3 429 17.8% 386 16.0% 1,591 66.1% 2,406 100.0%
 Court   4 65 15.5% 60 14.3% 295 70.2% 420 100.0%
 Court   5 6 9.2% 7 10.8% 52 80.0% 65 100.0%
 Court 14 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0%
Total 2,994 18.7% 2,434 15.2% 10,557 66.0% 15,985 100.0%

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Capiases Handled*

TotalCourt Court
Court of

Common Pleas
Superior Family

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20. 
*Capiases issued by other courts which are processed by a Justice of the Peace Court. 
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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Pending Pending       Change % Change Executions
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending Filed*

New Castle County
 Court   9 286 625 520 391 +105 +36.7% NA
 Court 12 2,600 9,432 8,869 3,163 +563 +21.7% NA
 Court 13 3,116 9,420 7,889 4,647 +1531 +49.1% NA
Kent County
 Court   8 4 8 2 10 +6 +150.0% NA
 Court 16 1,741 6,027 5,676 2,092 +351 +20.2% NA
Sussex County
 Court 17 924 2,634 2,404 1,154 +230 +24.9% NA
 Court 19 862 2,183 2,141   904 +42 +4.9% NA
State 9,533 30,329 27,501 12,361 +2828 +29.7% -----

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court   9 750 625 -125 -16.7%
 Court 12 8,812 9,432 +620 +7.0%
 Court 13 8,492 9,420 +928 +10.9%
Kent County
 Court   8 8   8 +0 +0.0%
 Court 16 5,615 6,027 +412 +7.3%
Sussex County
 Court 17 2,782 2,634 -148 -5.3%
 Court 19 2,451  2,183 -268 -10.9%
State 28,910 30,329 +1,419 +4.9%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
 Court   9 682 520 -162 -23.8%
 Court 12 9,091 8,869 -222 -2.4%
 Court 13 8,838 7,889 -949 -10.7%
Kent County
 Court   8 10   2 -8 -80.0%
 Court 16 5,910 5,676 -234 -4.0%
Sussex County
 Court 17 2,901 2,404 -497 -17.1%
 Court 19 2,205  2,141 -64 -2.9%
State 29,637 27,501 -2136 -7.2%

*Information on executions filed in fiscal year 2003 was not available at the time of publication.
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Civil Cases

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Cases Filings

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Civil Cases Dispositions
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Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 10 Year Civil Caseload Trend
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Trend lines computed by regression analysis. 
Source: Chief Magistrate’s Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

JP Court - 5 Year Civil Case Filing Projections With 5 Year Base
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2003 Rank w/o VAC Court Total Filings % of Total w/o VAC 2002 Rank w/o VAC
1 Court 11 17,031        12.6% 2
2 Court 20 16,241        12.0% 1
3 Court   7 15,891        11.7% 3
4 Court   2 11,361        8.4% 10
5 Court   3 10,893        8.0% 4
6 Court 12 9,432          7.0% 6
7 Court 13 9,420          7.0% 7
8 Court 10 7,378          5.4% 5
9 Court   4 6,840          5.0% 8

10 Court 15 6,108          4.5% 9
11 Court 16 6,027          4.4% 11
12 Court   6 2,909          2.1% 12
13 Court 17 2,634          1.9% 14
14 Court   1 2,613          1.9% 15
15 Court   9 2,559          1.9% 17
16 Court   5 2,209          1.6% 18
17 Court 19 2,183          1.6% 16
18 Court   8 2,122          1.6% 19
19 Court 14 1,677          1.2% 20
20 Court 18 0 0.0% 13

State w/o VAC 135,528      
VAC 109,916      
State w/ VAC 245,444      

Court Rankings Fiscal Year 2002-2003 - Total Cases Filed (defendants)

Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20. 
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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Note: JP Court 18 was dissolved December 2001, pending caseload was merged with JP Court 20. 
Source: Chief Magistrate's Office, Justice of the Peace Court; Administrative Office of the Courts. 

2003 Rank w/o VAC Court Total Filings % of Total w/o VAC 2002 Rank w/o VAC
1   Court 11 37,702        14.1% 2
2 Court   7 36,949        13.8% 3
3 Court 20 35,805        13.4% 1
4 Court   3 31,698        11.9% 4
5 Court   2 27,059        10.1% 5
6 Court   4 14,924        5.6% 7
7 Court 10 14,406        5.4% 6
8 Court 15 12,041        4.5% 8
9 Court 12 9,432          3.5% 9

10 Court 13 9,420          3.5% 10
11 Court 16 6,027          2.3% 11
12 Court   6 4,958          1.9% 12
13 Court 14 4,590          1.7% 15
14 Court   1 4,451          1.7% 13
15 Court   9 4,417          1.7% 17
16 Court   5 4,365          1.6% 16
17 Court   8 3,660          1.4% 18
18 Court 17 2,634          1.0% 19
19 Court 19 2,634          1.0% 20
20 Court 18 -             0.0% 17

State w/o VAC 267,172      
VAC 114,259      
State w/ VAC 381,431      

Court Rankings - Fiscal Year 2002-2003 - Total Filings (charges)
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ALDERMAN’S COURT 

Alderman’s Court 
Legal Authorization 
Alderman’s Courts are authorized by the town 
charters of their respective municipalities. 
 
Legal Jurisdiction 
The jurisdiction of an Alderman’s Court is lim-
ited to misdemeanors, traffic offenses, parking 
violations, and minor civil matters. The specific 
jurisdiction of each court varies with the town 
charter (which is approved by the General As-
sembly). Appeals are taken de novo to the Court 
of Common Pleas within 15 days of trial. 
 
 
 

Geographic Organization 
Alderman’s Courts have jurisdiction only within 
their own town limits. There were six active Al-
derman’s Courts at the end of 2003, two in New 
Castle County and four in Sussex County. When 
a town is without a court or an alderman for any 
period of time, its cases are transferred to the 
nearest Justice of the Peace Court. 
 
Aldermen 
The selection, number, tenure and qualifications 
of aldermen are determined by the towns them-
selves. Some require lawyers while others choose 
private citizens. A few aldermen serve full-time, 
while some are part-time. 
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Pending Pending      Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County
  Newark 5,188 10,671 10,361 5,498 +310 +6.0%
  Newport 2,169 4,525 5,476 1,218 -951 -43.8%
Sussex County
  Bethany Beach 0 3,777 3,777 0 0 -----
  Delmar** 262 147 409 0 -262 -100.0%
  Dewey Beach 0 1,537 1,537 0 0 -----
  Laurel 228 1,923 1,728 423 +195 +85.5%
  Rehoboth Beach 12 529 442 99 +87 +725.0%
State 7,859 23,109 23,730 7,238 -621 -7.9%

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County
  Newark 388 2,057 2,088 357 -31 -8.0%
  Newport 0 0 0 0 0 -----
Sussex County
  Bethany Beach 0 148 148 0 0 -----
  Delmar** 64 71 135 0 -64 -100.0%
  Dewey Beach 0 854 854 0 0 -----
  Laurel 11 287 260 38 +27 +245.5%
  Rehoboth Beach 5 125 120 10 +5 +100.0%
State 468 3,542 3,605 405 -63 -13.5%

Pending Pending       Change % Change
6/30/2002 Filings Dispositions 6/30/2003 In Pending In Pending

New Castle County
  Newark 4,800 8,614 8,273 5,141 +341 +7.1%
  Newport 2,169 4,525 5,476 1,218 -951 -43.8%
Sussex County
  Bethany Beach 0 3,629 3,629 0 0 -----
  Delmar** 198 76 274 0 -198 -100.0%
  Dewey Beach 0 683 683 0 0 -----
  Laurel 217 1,636 1,468 385 +168 +77.4%
  Rehoboth Beach 7 404 322 89 +82 +1171.4%
State 7,391 19,567 20,125 6,833 -558 -7.5%
*The unit of count for criminal and traffic cases is the charge.  For example, a defendant with
three charges disposed of is counted as three dispositions.
**Delmar Alderman's Court discontinued services April 2003.
Source: Alderman's Courts; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Total Cases*

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Criminal Cases*

Caseload Summary Fiscal Year 2003 - Traffic Cases*
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2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
  Newark 10,413 10,671 +258 +2.5%
  Newport 4,817 4,525 -292 -6.1%
Sussex County
  Bethany Beach 3,394 3,777 +383 +11.3%
  Delmar** 447 147 -300 -67.1%
  Dewey Beach 1,533 1,537 +4 +0.3%
  Laurel 1,935 1,923 -12 -0.6%
  Rehoboth Beach 426 529 +103 +24.2%
State 22,965 23,109 +144 +0.6%

2002 2003 Change % Change
New Castle County
  Newark 10,278 10,361 +83 +0.8%
  Newport 5,390 5,476 +86 +1.6%
Sussex County
  Bethany Beach 3,394 3,777 +383 +11.3%
  Delmar** 421 409 -12 -2.9%
  Dewey Beach 1,533 1,537 +4 +0.3%
  Laurel 1,821 1,728 -93 -5.1%
  Rehoboth Beach 467 442 -25 -5.4%
State 23,304 23,730 +426 +1.8%

*The unit of count for criminal and traffic cases is the charge.  For example, a defendant
with three charges disposed of is counted as three dispositions.
**Delmar Alderman's Court discontinued services April 2003.
Source: Alderman's Courts; Administrative Office of the Courts.

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Filings*

Caseload Comparison - Fiscal Years 2002-2003 - Total Dispositions*
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*Filings, dispositions, and pending amended. 
**Filings and dispositions amended. 
!Dispositions and pending at end of year amended. 
!!Pending at end of year amended. 
Source: Alderman’s Courts; Administrative Office of the Courts. 
 

Alderman Court - 10 Year Caseload Trend
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Administrative Office of the Courts 
500 North King Street, Suite 11600 

Wilmington, DE  19801 
(302) 255-0090 
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