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Civil Cases Over 3 Years Old*

2013 2012  2011  2010  2009

Southern District 25.7 28.8  26.7  44.3  17.7

Eastern District 13.9 14.7  14.8  15.8  16.7

Northern District 7.4 7.3  7.9  9.6  12.4

Western District 14.6 16.2  17.6  17.6  18.3

District Courts Nationwide 9.0 11.0  14.9  15.8  11.7

*As a percentage of all pending civil cases

Actions Per Judge*

2013  2012  2011   2010    2009

Second Circuit  

Number of Judgeships/ 
Sitting Senior Judges

13/8  13/11  13/12  13/12  13/12

Written decisions 220  239  205  277  218

Circuits Nationwide
 

Number of Judgeships/
Sitting Senior Judges

167/89  167/88  167/88  167/88  167/86

Written decisions 186  181  155  158  156

Southern District  

Number of Judgeships 28  28  28  28  28

Total Filings 425  460  430  458  514

Pending cases 670  707  707  1,012  997

Eastern District

Number of Judgeships 15  15  15  15  15

Total Filings 556  531  548  517  482

Pending cases 779  729  736  706  715

Northern District  

Number of Judgeships 5  5  5  5  5

Total Filings 466  540  475  478  481

Pending cases 604  650   623  623  599

Western District

Number of Judgeships 4  4  4  4  4

Total Filings 797  755  732  786  782

Pending cases 929  900  897  939  959

District Courts Nationwide

Number of Judgeships 677  677  677  678  678

Total Filings 579  571  595  582  568

Pending cases 579  540  542  557  587

*Circuit numbers measure opinions for “active judges,” which includes senior judges active during the year.  
The District Court numbers record filings per “judgeship.” 

From Filing to Disposition*

2013 2012  2011  2010  2009

Second Circuit 10.4 12.2  12.1  13.3  16.9

Circuits Nationwide 9.0 9.8  11.0  11.7  12.2

Southern District

criminal Felony 16.1 14.9  14.3  13.5  12.7

civil 8.3 7.8  38.5  8.1  6.4

Eastern District

criminal Felony 21.2 16.6  15.5  18.0  19.0

civil 8.7 8.7  8.8  8.9  9.5

Northern District

criminal Felony 12.6 11.8  11.5  8.9  7.9

civil 11.6 11.2  10.8  12.4  10.3

Western District

criminal Felony 10.7 10.8  8.9  8.6  6.9

civil 8.5 8.5  9.2  8.2  9.9

All Districts Nationwide

criminal Felony 7.3 7.2  7.0  6.9  7.0

civil 8.5 7.8  7.3  7.6  8.9

*Median time, in months

Pending Appeals in Circuit Courts
2013 2012  2011  2010  2009

Second Circuit 3,638 4,460  4,644  4,220  5,094

Circuits Nationwide 41,670 43,545  43,633  46,351  50,564

New Filings

2013* 2012 2011  2010  2009

Southern District 11,900  12,878  12,048  12,825  14,384

Eastern District 8,341  7,963  8,214  7,757  7,236

Northern District 2,328  2,702  2,373  2,392  2,405

Western District 3,187  3,020  2,928  3,144  3,126

Total N.Y. Filings 25,756  26,563  25,563  26,118  27,151

District Courts Nationwide 391,652  386,664  402,885  394,345  384,902

Second Circuit 5,093  5,531  5,541  5,371  5,747

Circuits Nationwide 56,475  57,501   55,126  55,992  57,740

* Year ending Sept. 30
SOURCE: Administrative Office for the U.S. Courts

By the Numbers: New York Federal Courts
New York federal court filings 

had some fluctuations but 
remained steady in the fiscal 
year ending Sept. 30 as funding 
tightened, according to recently 
released “court management sta-
tistics.” New filings fell 7.6 percent 
in the Southern and 13.8 percent in 

the Northern District but increased 
4.7 percent in the Eastern and 5.5 
percent in Western District. Appel-
late filings in the Second Circuit fell 
7.9 percent in fiscal 2013 compared 
2012. Pending cases per judgeship 
dropped 5.2 percent in the South-
ern and 7.1 percent in the Northern 

and rose 6.9 percent in the East-
ern and 3.2 percent in the Western 
District. The chart below shows a 
sampling of the statistics. 

Q A&
Alex Calabrese

Q: How did you become a 
community court judge? 

A: Prior to becoming a 
judge, I was a trial attor-

ney for the Legal Aid Society 
and a court attorney for Judge 
Leslie Crocker Snyder. Those 
experiences helped me to 
understand the importance 
of alternative-to-incarceration 
(ATI) programs. After becoming 
a judge, I presided over arraign-
ments in Brooklyn. With the 
permission and assistance of 
Judge Miller, the clerks, and the 
court officers, I was permitted 
to work with counsel and have 
some defendants, particularly 
young defendants with minor 
charges, placed in treatment 
programs across Brooklyn. 
With everyone’s support, I 
would adjourn these cases 
back before me for compliance. 
I believe my focus on treat-
ment led to the Office of Court 
Administration considering me 
for Red Hook. 

Q: Why does the Red Hook com-
munity court work? 

A: The Red Hook Community 
Justice Center works for sev-
eral reasons, many of which 
were highlighted in a recent 
evaluation conducted by the 
National Institute of Justice and 
the National Center for State 
Courts. 

First, we treat offenders with 
respect and give them a real 
voice in any treatment resolu-
tion of their case.

Second, we partner with 
the Center for Court Innova-
tion, who provides social work 
professionals on site, as well 
as the Kings County District 
Attorney’s office and the Legal 
Aid Society who are all sup-
portive of the problem-solving/
treatment approach. Right from 
arraignments, offenders on con-
sent of counsel can be assessed 
for treatment—-drugs, mental 
health, trauma counseling, etc. 
Frequently, participation in the 
treatment plan recommended 
will resolve the case and often, 
the prosecutor will agree to dis-
miss the charges upon success-
ful completion of treatment.

Third, we have the support of 
the legal community, the police 
and the victims, because by 
working so closely with offend-
ers and addressing the underly-
ing issues that lead to criminal 
conduct, we lower crime and 
recidivism, decrease incarcera-
tion and save money.

Finally, a community court 
judge’s workday begins in the 
courtroom but ends in the 
community, attending commu-
nity meetings, police precinct 
council meetings, community 
events, etc. to remain informed 
of the issues in our catchment 
area and programs available 
throughout the city.

We then develop program-
ing or partnerships to address 
the issues, as well as bridge 
the gap between the court, 
the police and the community, 
while also providing pro-social 
connections. One example of 
this approach is our Youth 
Court, a program where youth 
adjudicate minor offenses and 
work with their peers to under-
stand the consequences of their 
actions. 

Another example is Satur-
day Night Lights, a basketball 
program that provides profes-
sional coaches to work with 
youth aged 11 to 18 on Friday 
and Saturday nights, hours 
that are considered prime time 
for at-risk behavior. Another 
example is Peacemaking, which 
is a restorative justice program 
based on Native American cul-
ture and traditions. All of our 

services are available to the 
community on a walk-in basis.

Q: How does the approach of a 
community court judge differ from 
that of a traditional criminal court 
judge? 

A: The one word, quick answer 
is “options.” 

Instead of just considering 
whether a defendant should 
be released or if bail needs to 
be set, having the option of 
release with mandated services 
or supervised release opens up 
a world of options for me. Hav-
ing the clinic perform lengthy 
evaluations to assess the needs 
of the offender and then rec-
ommend services, allows the 
legal parties to get a better 
understanding of what brought 
the offender to court. The legal 
parties then consider the rec-
ommendations and decide if it 
is an appropriate disposition for 
the case. Of course, the defense 
attorney has a long discussion 
with the offender to make sure 
that the offender wants to par-
ticipate in treatment and under-
stands the approach.

Most importantly, I get to see 
the power of the human spirit 
on a daily basis. Many people 
who come before me have suf-
fered unimaginable abuse and 
mistreatment and have turned 
to illegal substances or behav-
ior as a result. When given the 
opportunity to change their 
lives along with close monitor-
ing and a team of ‘supporters’, 
that motivation is often a pow-
erful incentive to change. I get 
to see people stop using drugs 
after 30 or 40 years, re-connect 
with their families, go back to 
work or school and graduate 
wanting to help others.

Q: Did you have to overcome 
opposition from the community, 
other judges or court administra-
tors and/or law enforcement to get 
the court up and running? 

A: From the beginning, we were 
blessed with the support of 
Chief Judges Judith Kaye and 

Jonathan Lippman. The Kings 
County District Attorney’s 
Office and the Legal Aid Society 
have been critical partners 
since we opened and the police 
department saw quickly that 
we were reducing crime and 
recidivism. 

The Red Hook community 
is filled with incredible people. 
They were tired of crime and 
welcomed the Justice Center. 
But they did not want a local 
jail. They wanted offenders to 
be given a chance and that’s 
what the Office of Court Admin-
istration delivered. The continu-
ous relationship between the 
Justice Center and community 
is critical to Red Hook’s contin-
ued success.

Q: What more is needed to help 
the court reach its potential?

A: A challenge for all courts—-
and important factor in reduc-
ing recidivism—is re-linking 
youth with education. While 
we are fortunate to have a GED 
classroom in our courthouse 
and we will stop and take a few 
minutes to honor a GED gradu-
ate during our court day, we 
face significant delays and bar-
riers in obtaining accurate edu-
cational evaluations, accurate 
attendance reports, navigating 
school transfers and access to 
vocational programs. 

Delay in re-engagement in 
school means another day not 
in school, lessons missed and 
another day the youth has 
fallen behind. The more delay 
built into this process, the more 
chance there is that the offend-
er will stop trying—this needs 
to be a streamlined approach. 
Educational disengagement not 
only limits opportunities and 
earnings but increases the likeli-
hood that the young person is 
engaging in at-risk behavior.

Q: How much time do you put in 
the court? Do you ever get dis-
couraged by what you see?

A: We cover about 230,000 peo-
ple in our catchment 

Acting Supreme court Justice Alex CAlAbRese knows  

Red Hook. And Red Hook knows him. 

Since the Red Hook community Justice center opened in 

2000, calabrese has been the presiding judge of the multi-

jurisdictional court, taking on juvenile delinquency cases, 

misdemeanors, some non-violent felonies and public housing 

landlord-tenant disputes, among other matters. 

He doesn’t stop there. the judge is a regular at police pre-

cinct council meetings, Little League games and other func-

tions in a section of Brooklyn that was once notoriously crime-

hardened.

calabrese, on the bench since 1997 and a social work profes-

sor since 2004, said he gets “to see the power of the human 

spirit on a daily basis.”

By offering alternatives to incarceration and linking defen-

dants with a range of social services, the problem-solving court 

has attracted attention over the years. But it got a new look 

when a nearly three-year independent study concluded in 2013 

that adult misdemeanor offenders whose cases went through 

Red Hook were 10 percent less likely to re-offend than those 

whose cases were handled in the borough’s main courthouse. 

the Red Hook approach is estimated to have saved the system 

about $15 million in costs, the study found (nYLJ, nov. 18, 2013).

the justice center, tucked inside an old schoolhouse, 

took the stage again in December, when newly-elected new 

York city Mayor Bill de Blasio chose the court as the place to 

announce the closely-watched appointment of his new police 

commissioner, William J. Bratton. the mayor said the Red Hook 

court  “epitomizes what i believe in, in terms of a progressive 

approach to public safety, bringing community and public 

safety professionals together.” 

By Andrew Keshner 
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  The complete reports are 
posted at nylj.com.


