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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY 
PROVISIONS 

FOR THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
The Judicial Council was originally provided for in section la of article 

VI of the State Constitution adopted November 2, 1926. This section was 
amended November 8,1960. On November 8,1966, a revised article VI was 
adopted and the provisions of former section la were amended and 
renumbered as section 6, and further revised November 5,1974, to read: 

Sec. 6. The Judicial Council consists of the Chief Justice and one other judge of the 
Supreme Court, 3 judges of courts of appeal, 5 judges of superior courts, 3 judges of 
municipal courts, and 2 judges of justice courts, each appointed by the Chief Justice for 
a 2-year term; 4 members of the State Bar appointed by its governing body for 2-year 
terms; and one member of each house of the Legislature appointed as provided by the 
house. 

Council membership terminates if a member ceases to hold the position that qualified 
the member for appointment. A vacancy shall be filled by the appointing power for the 
remafuder of the term. 

The council may appoint an Administrative Director of the Courts, who serves at its 
pleasure and performs functions delegated by the council or Chief Justice, other than 
adopting rules of court administration, practice and procedure. 

To improve the administration of justice the council shall survey judicial business and 
make recommendations to the courts, make recommendations annually to the Governor 
and Legislature, adopt rules for court administration, practice and procedure, not incon
sistent with statute, and perform other functions prescribed by statute. 

The Chief Justice shall seek to expedite judicial business and to equalize the work of 
judges. The Chief Justice may provide for the assignment of any judge to another court 
but only with the judge's consent ifthe court is oflower jurisdiction. A retire~judge who 
consents may be assigned to any court. 

Judges shall report to the Judicial Council as the Chief Justice directs concerning the 
condition of judicial business in their courts. They shall cooperate with the council and 
hold court as assigned. 

Other constitutional provisions dealing with the Judicial Council or the 
Chief Justice are found in article VI, sections 15 and 18 (f). There are also 
a number of statutory provisions referring to the Judicial Council.* 
'Statutory provisions are found in: Civ. Code ~§ 3259, 4001, 4363, 4363.1 (a), 4450, 4530, 4701 (c); Code Civ. Proc. §§ 75, 77, 

116,117.1, 117.10, 119(f), 119.6, 120.2, 121.1-.8, 122.1, 170.6, 170.8, 201a, 204b, 204d, 394, 404, 404.3, 404.7,404.8,412.20, 
415.30,422.40,425.12,429.40, 472a, 516.010, 516.020, 527.6(k), 575, 583, 632, 723.100, 901, 911,1034,1089,1141.14,1178, 
1823.1,1823.3-.7,1833,1833.1,2036.5; Evid. Code § 451; Gov. Code §§ 18004,68070-72,68110, 685()(h'36, 68540-48, 68551-
52, 6856(}..04, 68701, 69508, 69752, 69796, 69894.3, 69899.5, 71042, 71180.4, 71386 (a) , 71601.3, 71610, 72274, 72450, 72602.14, 
72624,72631,73105,73106,75002,75003,75028,75060.6; Pen. Code §§ 853.9, 1029,1038, 1050, 1053, 1170(a) (d) (f), 1170.1, 
1170.3-.6, 1213, 1213.5, 1235,1238.5,1239, 1241, 1246,1247k, 1468,1471, 1506, 1507, 3041, 13810, 13830, 14003; Prob. Code 
§§ 303,1232,1233; Veh. Code §§40513, 40600, 40653, 40610(d); Wel£ &- [nst. Code §§ 264-65. 
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THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA ~ 

HON. ROSE ELIZABETH BIRD 
Chief Justice of California 

Chairperson of the Judicial Council 
State Building, San Francisco 

HON. WILEY W. MANUEL 
A&!:ociate Justice, Supreme Court 
State Building, San Francisco 
HON. V AINO H. SPENCER 2 

Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal 
Second Appellate District, Division One 
Los Angeles 
HON. STEPHEN K. TAMURA 
Associate Justice, Court of Appeal 
Fourth Appellate District, Division Two 
San Bernardino 
HON. WAKEFIELD TAYLOR 
Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal 
First Appellate District, Division Two 
San Francisco 
HON. RICHARD W. ABBE 
Judge of the Superior Court 
Shasta County, Redding 
HON. SPURGEON AVAKIAN 
Judge of the Superior Court 
Alameda County, Oakland 
HON. FLORENCE BERNSTEIN 3 

Judge of the Superior Court 
Los Angeles County, Los Angeles 
HON. HARRY W. Low 
Judge of the Superior Court 
San Francisco County, San Francisco 
HON. RICHARD SCHAUER 
Judge of the Superior Court 
Los Angeles County, Los Angeles 
HON. ANN MARIE CHARGIN 
Judge of the Municipal Court 
Stockton Municipal Court District 
Stockton 

HON. ARMOND M. JEWELL 
Judge of the MuniCipal Court 
Los Angeles Municipal Court District 
Los Angeles 
HON. LEWIS WENZELL 
Judge of the MuniCipal Court 
San Diego MuniCipal Court District 
San Diego 
HON. RICK S. BROWN 
Judge of the Justice Court 
Solvang Justice Court District 
Solvang 
HON. VIVIAN QUINN 
Judge of the Justice Court 
Second Justice Court District 
Columbia 
HON. OMER L. RAINS 4 

Senator, 18th District 
Santa Barbara/Ventura 
MR. JOSEPH G. HURLEY 5 

Attorney at Law 
North Hollywood 
Ms. SUSAN YVONNE ILLSTON 5 

Attorney at Law 
San Mateo 
MR. GREGORY MUNOZ 6 

Attorney at Law 
Santa Ana 
MR. EDWIN J. WILSON 6 

Attorney at Law 
Long Beach 

MR. RALPH J. GAMPELL 
Administrative Director of the Courts 
and Secretary of the Judicial Council 
San Francisco 

I Excep~ ~ otherwise indicated, the members were appointed by the Chief Justice on February 1 1979 for a two-year te 
expmng January 31, 1981. " nn 

• Appointed by the Ch.ief Justi~ on Septe?Iber.3, 1980, for a tenn expiring January 31, 1981, vice Hon. Bernard S. Jefferson 
whose membership ternunated on his retirement. ' 

3 Appointed by.the ChiefJ~tice on &:Ptem~r 3,.1980, for a tenn expiring January 31,1981, vice Hon. Vaino Spencer, whose 
m~~?ershlp lIS a Supenur Court Judge <ermmated on her elevation to the Court of Appeal Second Appellate District 
D1VlSIt'n One. " 

« Appointed by the Senate Rules Committee pursl.ant to section 6 of article VI of the Constitution and Senate Rule 13 f 
the 1981-82 Regular Session of the LeiPslature in February 1981. 0 

• Appointed by the Board of Governors oE the State Bar for a two-year tenn expiring January 31 1982 
• Appointed by the Board of Governors of the State Bar for a two-year tenn expiring January 31: 1981: 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES 

Executive Committee 
Hon. Rose Elizabeth Bird, Chairperson 
Hon. Vaino H. Spencer 
Hon. Richard Schauer 
Hon. Ann Marie Chargin 
Hon. Vivian Quinn 
Mr. Gregory Munoz 

Appellate Court Committee 
Hon. Stephen K. Tamura, Chairperson 
Hon. Wiley W. Manuel 
Hon. Wakefield Taylor 
Hon. Richard W. Abbe 
Hon. Florence Bernstein 
Hon. Richard Schauer 
Ms. SUsan Yvonne Illston 
Mr. Gregory Munoz 

Superior Court Committee 
Hon. Richard Schauer, Chairperson 
Hon. Wiley W. Manuel 
Hon. Vaino H. Spencer 
Hon. Stephen K. Tamura 
Hon. Wakefield Taylor 
Hon. Spurgeon Avakian 
Hon. Harry W. Low 
Hon. Rick S. Brown 
Mr. Gregory Munoz 
Mr. Edwin J. Wilson 

Court Management Committee 
Hon. Vaino H. Spencer, Chairperson 
Hon. Richard W. Abbe 
Hon. Spurgeon Avakian 
Hon. Florence Bernstein 
Hon. Ann Marie Chargin 
Hon. Armond M. Jewell. 
Hon. Lewis Wenzell 
Hon. Vivian Quinn 
Mr. Joseph Hurley 
Ms. Susan Yvonne Illston 

Municipal and Justice 
Court Committee 

Hon. Vivian Quinn, Chairperson 
Hon. Harry W. Low 
Hon. Ann Marie Chargin 

vi 

Hon. Armond M. Jewell 
Hon. Lewis Wenzell 
Hon. Rick S. Brown 
Mr. Joseph G. Hurley 
Mr. Edwin J. 'Wilson 

Committee of A.dministrative 
Presiding Justices 

Hon. Gordon L. Files, Chairperson 1 

Hon. Ge07rge A. Brown 1 

Hon. Gerald Brown 1 

Hon. Jobn T. Racanelli 1 

Hon. Robert K: Puglia I 

Judicial Criminal Justice 
Planning Committee 

Hon. Bernard S. Jefferson, Chairperson I 
Hon. Vaino H. Spencer 
Hon. RichardW. Abbe 
Hon. Spurgeon Avakian 
Hon. John J. Hunter I 
Hon. Roger K. Warren I 
Hon. LewisWenzell 

Sentencing Practices 
Advisory Committee 

Hon. John T. Racanelli, Chairperson I 
Hon. Richard E. Amason 1 

Hon. J. Perry Langford I 
Hon. Frank S. Petersen I 
Hon. Mary C. Rogan I 

Hon. Clinton W. White I 

Hon. Jack M. Newman I 
Mr. John J. Cleary I 
Mr. D. Lowell Jensen I 
Mr. Philip H. Pennypacker I 
Mr. James A. Pregerson I 
Mrs. Betty Trotter I 

Advisory Committee on Court 
Interpreters 

Hon. Philip M. Newman, Chairperson I 
Hon. Edward Kim I 
Hon. George W. Phillips, Jr. l 

Hon. Frances Munoz I 

Ms. Bonnie Ramirez I 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES-Continued 

Advisory Committee on Mandatory 
Arbitration Rules 

Hon. William 'Yale, Chairperson I 
Hon. Richard A. Bancroft I 
Hon. John Flaherty I 
Hon. Martin Rothenberg I 
Hon. Reginald M. Watt I 
Mr. Richard Crow 1 

Mr. Terence Mix I 

Mr. Arnold Pella I 
Mr. Mike Tamony I 

Economical Litigation Review 
Committee 

Hon. Richard Schauer, Chairperson 
Hon. Herbert L.Ashby I 
Hon. Hollis G. Best I 
Hon. August J. Goebel I 

Hon. Norman L. Epstein I 

Hon. David M. Rothman I 

Ms. Lynn E. Hall I 

Mr. Russell E. Shallcross I 
Ms. Claudia E. Smith I 
Mr. Francis M. Wheat I 

Municipal and Justice Court Advisory 
Committee on Basic In-Service Training 
Program for Entry Level Deputy Clerks 
of Trial Courts in California 

Ms. June Betschart I 
Mr. Paul E. Dato 1 

Ms. Billie A. Hansen I 

Mr. Michael P. Kurey I 
Ms. Jacqueline Mardon I 

Mr. Ernest Melonas I 

Mr. Robert J. Steiner I 

Advisory Committee on Legal Forms :1 

Hon. Elwood Lui, Chairperson I 
Mr. Fredric G. Dunn, Vice-Chairperson I 

Hon. Rafael H. Galceran, Jr. 1 

Hon. William A. Lally I 

Hon. Arthur K. Marshall I 

Hon. Linda Hodge McLaughlin I 

Mr. William Acker I 

Ms. Edna R. S. Alvarez I 
Ms. Sandra Blair I 

Mr. Clark Garbn I 

Ms. Catherine Hotchkiss I 

--------------

vii 

Mr. Bernard S. Kamine 1 

Mr. David Lowe I 

Ms. Elizabeth W. Palmer I 
Mr. Lee Palmer I 
Mr. Frank Roesch I 

Mr. Bruce S. Silverman I 
Ms. Diana C. Woodward I 

Advisory Committee on Courtroom Audio 
Recording 

Hon. Joseph Biafore, Chairperson I 
Hon. Clifford Bachand 1 

Hon. Ann Marie Chargin 
Hon. August J. Goebel I 

Hon. Jill Jakes I 

Hon. John A. Lewis I 

Hon. John V. Stroud I 

Mr. Stephen A. Sillman I 

Mr. William Wolfson I 

Advisory Committee to Review 
Weighted Caseload System ' 

Mr. Eugene Webb, Chairperson I 

Hon. Maxine Mackler Chesney I 
Hon. Myron Martin I 
Hon. Frances Munoz I 

Hon. Richard Schauer 
Mr. Joseph Freitas I 
Mr. Michael Hannan I 
Mr. Ira Lurvey I 
Mr. Jeffrey Pfeffer I 

Mr. Jerry I. Porras I 

the 

Superior Court Advisory Committee on 
Basic In-Service Training Program for 
Entry Level Deputy Clerks of Trial 
G"'ourts in California 

Mr. Robert Gordon I 

Mr. Robert L. Hamm I 

Mr. John Kazubowski I 

Ms. Carolyn Stiler I 

Mr. Robert Zumwalt I 

Advisory Committee on Complex Litigation 
Hon. Homer B. Thompson, Co-Chairperson I 
Mr. Palmer Brown Madden, Co-Chairperson 1 

Hon. Paul Egly 1 

Mr. Maxwell M. Blecher I 
Mr. Robert E. Cooper 1 
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Mr. Richard A. Elbrecht 1 

Mr. Marshall B. Grossman 1 

Mr. Thomas M; Jorde 1 

Mr. Armando Menocal III 1 

Mr. Bruce Walkup 1 

Advisory Committee on Uniform Statewide 
Law and Motion Rules 

Hon. Mario L. Clinco, Chairperson 1 

Hon. Peter Anello 1 

Hon. William E. Byrne 1 

Hon. Vernon G. Foster 1 

Hon. Michael 1. Greerl 
Hon. Donald B. King 1 

Hon. Leonard Irving Meyers 1 

Hon. Richard E. Patton 1 

Hon. Edward J. Wallin 1 

Mr. Sidney L. Berlin 1 

Mr. Rene C. Davidson 1 

Mr. Laurencf! P. Gilll 
Mr. William L. Gordon 1 

Mr. Clifford B. Mitchell 1 

Mr. James E. Towery 1 

Committee on Partial Publication of 
Appellate Opinions 

Hon. Wakefield Taylor, Co-Chairperson 
Mr. Sheldon Portman, Co-Chairperson 1 

Hon. Richard W. Abbe 
Hon. Spurgeon Avakian 
Hon. Vivian Quinn 
Hon. Lewis Wenzell 
Mr. Robert Formichi 1 

Mr. Ellis J. Horvitz 1 

Ms. Susan Yvonne IIlston 
Mr. Edward L. Lascher 1 

Mr. Leonard Sacks 1 

JOINT COMMITTEE 
Governing Committee of the Center 

For Judicial Educabon and 
Research 3 

Hon. Harmon G. Scoville, Chairperson .( 
Hon. Dorothy von Beroldingen, 

Vice-Chairperson .( . 
Hon. Florence Bernstein 5 

Hon. Coleman A. Blease 5 

Hon. Ralph M. Drummond .( 
Hon. John D. Hatzenbuhler" 
Hon. Reginald M. Watt 5 

Hon. Lewis Wenzell5 
Mr. B. E. Witkin 6 

I Not member of the Judicial Cou::Icil. 

• One-half of the members of this 'comrtlittee are nOminated by the State Bar for appointment by the Chairperson of the Judicial Council. 

• An advisory COmmittee appointed by the Chairperson of the Judicial Council with equal representation from the Judicial Council and the California Judges Association. 
• California Judges Association representative. 
• Judicial Council representative. 
• Advisory member, not member of the Judicial Council. 
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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

To HIS EXCELLENCY, EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
Governor of the State of California, 

and Members of the Legislature 

The !981 Judici~l Council Report is presented pursuant to the provisions 
of section 6 of article VI of the Constitution. 

January 1, 1981 

HON. ROSE ELIZABETH BIRD, 

Chairperson 
HON. WILEY W. MANUEL * 
HON. V AINO H. SPENCER 
HON. STEPHEN K. TAMURA 
HON. WAKEFIELD TAYLOR 
HON. RICHARD W. ABBE 
HON. SPURGEON AVAKIAN 
HON. FLORENCE BERNSTEIN 
HON. HARRY W. Low 
HON. RICHARD SCHAUER 

MR. RALPH J. GAMPELL, Secretary 
• Justice Manuel died on January 5, 1981. 
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1981 REPORT OF THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

INTRODUCTION 

The Judicial Council in the discharge of its constitutional duty is re
quired to survey the condition of business in the several courts and to 
report and make appropriate recommendations to the Governor and the 
Legislature at the commencement of each general session. (Cal. Const., 
art. VI, sec. 6.) This 1981 Judicial Council Report contains the Council's 
report to the 1981-1982 Regular Session of the Legislature. 

Continuing the practice commenced in the Nineteenth Biennial Re
port, the Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the Courts, which 
is the staff agency serving the Council, is also included. The Annual Report 
contains summaries of the continuing activities of the Judicial Council and 
its staff. It also includes detailed statistical data on the volume of business 
in all the courts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1980. 

* * >I< 

The 1981 Report was produced under the general editorial supervision of Patrick J. Clark, 
attorney, Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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PART ONE 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL REPORT 

.. 

, . 

1981 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 3 

CHAPTER 1 

SENTENCING PRACTICES ANNUAL REPORT 
California's determinate sentencing law, in Penal Code section 1170.6, 

re,quires the Judicial Council to "continually study and review the statu
tory sentences and the operation of existing criminal penalties" and report 
thereon to the Governor and Legislature. It also requires reports on 
proposed legislation affecting felony sentences. 

Reports on bills affecting felony sentences are forwarded to the Gover
nor and Legislature during each legislative session by the Administrative 
Director of the Courts under authority delegated by the Judicial Council. 
This third annual report on the overall working of the determinate sen
tencing law was prepared by the Judicial Council's Sentencing Practices 
Advisory Committee. 

I. BACKGROUND 

Summaries of the determinate sentencing law (Stats. 1976, ch. 1139, as 
amended) and of the Judicial Council's responsibilities under it have ap
peared in prior annual reports. This year's report, as last year's, will focus 
on new developments relating to sentencing, and on data becoming avail- . 
able as a greater number of cases are determinately sentenced. 

II. IMPACT OF NEW LAW ON JUDICIAL SYSTEM 
AND SENTENCING PROCESS 

In the last two reports, it was noted that coincidentally with the opera
tive date of the new sentencing law, dispositions by trial had decreased 
and guilty pleas increased relative to total dispositions in superior courts; 
and it was suggested that the change might be related to the new law. 
Data for 1979-80 continue to support this hypothesis. With 1,926 more 
dispositions than last year, the number of cases disposed of by trial de
creased a further 427 to 12.4 percent of the total, compared to about 16.5 
percent before determinate sentencing; and guilty pleas increased 2,045 
to 75.5 percent of dispositions, compared to about 70 percent before deter
minate sentencing: 
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CRIMINAL CASE DISPOSITIONS IN SUPERIOR COURTS 
1974-'15 1975-76 1976-77 1977-78 Total dispositions ......................................................................................... 50,714 (100%) 50,107 (100%) 49,102 (100%) 49,OO:J' (100%) Pretrial: 

Guilty pleas ................................................................................................ 34,858 (68.7%) 34,958 (69.8%) 35,089 (71.5%) 35,7£n (73.0%) Other pretrial ............................................................................................ 7,446 (14.7%) 6,661 (13.3%) 5,918 (12.1%) 5,723 (11.7%) Total pretrial .............................................................................................. 42,304 (83.4%) 41,619 (83.1 %) 41,007 (83.5%) 41,510 (84.7%) 
After trial: 

Uncontested trial •• .................................................................................. 924 (1.8%) 3,399 (6.8%) 1,962 (4.0%) 1,683 (3.4%) Contested trial .......................................................................................... 7,486 (14.8%) 5,089 (10.2%) 6,133 (12.5%) 5,810' (11.9%) Total trials .................................................................................................. 8,410 (16.6%) 8,488 (16.9%) 8,095 (16.5%) 7,493 r (15.3%) 
r Revised. 

·Includes cases resulting in acquittal or dismissal, or misdemeanor conviction. 
•• .. Uncontested .. is defined as a trial in which only one side offered evidence; the issue of guilt may still be contested in such a trial . 
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1976-79 1979-80 
49,264 r (100%) 51,190 (100%) 

36,586 r (74.3%) 38,631 (75.5%) 
5,913 (12.0%) 6,221 (12.2%) 

42,499 r (86.3%) 44,852 (87.6%) 

1,565 r (3.2%) 1,263 (2.5%) 
5,200 r (lo.s%) 5,075 (9.9%) 
6,765 r (13.7%) 6,338 (12.4%) 
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Had the previous pattern continued, the 1979-80 dispositions would have 
required 8,446 trials instead of 6,338, and there would have been 35,833 
guilty pleas instead of 38,361. 

Two comments made in last year's report appear even more relevant: 
• The indicated shift-now over 2,000 cases per year-from dispositions 

by trial to dispositions by guilty plea is reducing overall time for 
criminal cases in superior courts, even after allowing for some in
crease in the time for sentencing proceedings under the determinate 
sentencing law. 

• Superior court time savings are offset, to a significant degree, by 
increased appellate workload. 1n 1979-80 criminal appeals totalled 
11004 percent of cases in which there was a conviction upon contested 
trial; and while our statistical system does not analyze issues on appeal, 
it is apparent that the excess (over 100 percent) must, in large part, 
be appeals raising sentencing issues arising under the determinate 
sentencing law.1 

Many judges and attorneys have expressed the view that the determi
nate sentencing law has facilitated guilty pleas by giving certainty to the 
length of prison sentences. . 

While this report discusses. the resulting trend primarily in terms of 
decreased superior court workload (and increased appeals), it should also 
be noted that this significant decrease in dispositions by trial has policy 
implications going to' the nature of the criminal adjudication process. 

III. PRISON COMMITMENTS-OPERATION OF THE LAW 
A. Pe,cenl Commilled 

Previous reports indicated that prison commitments (as a percentage 
of total dispositio~s upon felony conviction) increased noticeably when 
the new sentencing law took effect, and that the certainty of term afford
ed by the new law was probably a factor in accelerating an existing trend 
to increased prison commitments; but that by 1978-79, commitments 
might be stabilized at the new levels. 

Statistics for 1979-80 continue to show the rate of prison commitment 
fairly stable at the new levels: 

1 In addition to sentencing questions, appeals may be taken after guilty pleas to raise fundamental legal questions (Pen. 
Code,§ 1237.5) such as the trial court's refusal to sl!ppress evidence allegedly seized illegally. The law pertaining to 
such appeals has not changed; it is possible, however, that there is some interaction between more determinate 
sentences and the incentive to appeal under § 1237.5. 
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PRISON COMMITMENTS, PERCENTAGE OF FELONY CONVICTIONS 
..4pprorinure 
Number of 
Coovicb'ons Sir Months Ending Quuter Ending 
perYe.u 12/31/7'! 6/:JJ/78 12/31/78 6/:JJ/79 9/:JJ/19 12/31/79 3/31/tlJ 6/:JJ/tlJ State Total-All Felonies ............................ 41,000 29% 33% 34% 34% 33% 34% 37% 35% Selected crimes: 

HOmicide R 
.................................................. 800 72% 00% 00% fi .~ 83% 83% 77% 76% Forcible rape b .......................................... 600 63% 64% 71% 71% 74% 77% 83% 86% Robbery ...................................................... 4,100 59% 63% 64% 62% 62% 63% 65% 63% Assault with Deadly Weapon ................ 2,300 28% 30% 28% 29% 32% 31% 27% 32% Burglary, first degree .............................. 1,000 37% 41% 44% 41% 42% 45% 43% 44% Burglary, second degree ........................ 7,000 29% 32% 35% 33% 35% 35% 36% 35% Grand Theft, amount over $200 or un-

specified .................................................. 1,700 20% 21% 26% 28% 30% 29% 30% 27% Grand Theft (auto) and Vehicle Theft 2,000 23% 28% 33% 29% 25% 34% 37% 32% Forgery ........................................................ 1,300 31% 35% 38% 35% 32% 33% 34% 33% Checks (NSF) ............................................ 600 26% 19% 19% 21% 20% 28% 26% 29% Receiving Stolen Property ...................... 2,400 22% 24% 23% 26% 21% 21% 29% 28% POssession of NarCotics ............................ 1,500 24% 33% 36% 28% 23% 26% 29% 25% POssession of Narcotics for Sale ............ 700 40% 49% 44% 43% 38% 43% 43% 39% Sale of Narcotics ........................................ 1,300 26% 31% 32% 35% 28% 30% 29% 27% All. drug law violations ........................ 7,000 20% 24% 26% 23% 22% .21% 21% 21% 
: Second degree murder and manslaughter. First degree murder not tabulated due to special sentencing rules. 

An additional, large percentage of rape convictions result in conunitments as "mentally disordered sex offenders." 
Probation is currently prohibited in rape cases. 

There is increaSing evidence that, because of differences in reporting 
methods, Judicial Council sentencing statistics cannot validly be com
pared with statistics ·published by the' Bureau of Crimin.ai Statistics 
(BCS),2 and attempted comparisons no longer appear in our publications. 
Although BCS publications serve a function in giving an overall perspec
tive on the problem of crime and on the criminal law process, those who 
receive both their publications and ours should be aware of their noncom
parability. Any attempt to compare BCS and Judicial Council statistics is 
likely to be misleading, and to result in mistaken conclusions. 
B. Length 01 P,lson Sentences 

1. Ellecl 01 Sent:lte Bill No. 7.09 
Senate Bill No. 709 (Stats. 1978, ch. 579), effective January 1, 1979, in

creased both the maximum permissible sentence and the range between 
lower, middle and upper terms, for numerous crimes. By the quarter 
ending September 30, 1979, the number of sentences governed by that law 
at least equalled those governed by the earlier determinate sentences; and 
by the end of 1979, sentences governed by Senate Bill No. 709 were the 
majority.3 Sentences imposed during the last six months of 1979 for the 
mo~t numerous crimes affected by Senate Bill No. 709 are compared in the 
follOwing table. 

• The problem of comparability is discussed in greater detail in the 1911O Annual Report, pp. 5-6. 
3 For quarterly breakdowns, see Table 9 in Sentencing Practices Quarterly, Nos. 9 and 10 (combined). 
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SELECTED OFFENSES-LENGTH OF PRISON SENTENCE BY YEAR CRIME COMMITTED 
STATE TOTAL-8IX MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31,1979 

~ .... 
!:C 
~ 
." 
0 

Mean Code Crime, Number 
Sen-and Date of 0ITense, of Penal9,:.lr:lposed fence Section Penalty Range Cases Lower-% Middle-% Upper-% (Years)B PC 192 (1) Voluntary Manslaughter 

Before 1979 (2,3,4 yrs) 56 15-27% 28-50% 1~23% 4.18 1979 (2,4,6 yrs) 113 21-19% 63-56% 29-26% 5.11 PC 261 
(2)+(3) Forcible Rape (not in concert) 

Before 1979 (3,4,5 yrs) 75 8-11% 31-41% 36-48% 6.51 1979 (3,6,8 yrs) 107 21-20% 46-43% 40-37% 7.99 PC 211 Robbery 
Before 1979 (.2,:~! yrs) 388 49-13% 230-59% 109-28% 5.01 1979 (2,3,5 yrs) 772 156-20% 444-58% 172-22% 4.68 PC 288 Lewd Acts on a Child 
Before 1979 (3,4,5 yrs) 32 4-13% 18-56% 10-31% 4.90 1979 (3;5,7 yrs) 12 5-42% ~25% 4-33% 4.91 PC 459· Burglary, First Degree 

~ 
Range d 

(Years)B ~ 
~ 

2-9.66 GJ 
2-11.00 0 

<: 
~ 
!:C 

~17.33 Z 
~15.00 0 

~ 

2-15.00 >-
Z 2-19.00 0 
o-l 

~.66 ::r, 
~.Ol' ~ 

Before 1979 (2,3,4 yrs) 67 11-16% 36-54% ~% 3.82 1979 (2,4,6 yrs) 121 34-28% 66-55% 21-17% 4.16 

a Includes effect of enhancements, e.g., firearms use, prior prison terms, and of consecutive sentencing. 
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The primary effects, therefore, have been an increase in the average 
(mean) sentence for the more violent crimes affected by the bill; and an 
increase in the range of sentences for robbery and burglary (first degree) . 
There also seems to be some tendency toward a IO'wer percentage of 
"upper" terms, possibly because the new "middle" terms approximate the 
old "upper" terms. 

2. Overall length of prison terms 

Each issue of the SentenCing Practices Quarterly contains a Table 6 
giving, for each crime with a substantial number of cases, the following 
information on determinately sentenced cases in the quarter: number of 
cases receiving lower, middle and upper terms; number of cases in which 
each enhancement was charged and found, and percent imposed and 
stricken; number of multiple count cases, and percent sentenced concur
rently and consecutively; mean (average) sentence; and range of sent
ences imposed. Some of this information is summarized on page 9 for a 
recent quarter. 
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3. Senate Bill No. 13 
Senate Bill No. 13 (Stats. 1979, ch. 944), operative January 1, 1980, super

imposed a new penalty structure for violent sex crim~s on the existing 
determinate sentencing law. The primary features of this statute are: new, 
more severe "enhancements" add'3d to the basic sentence for violent sex 
crimes when they involve weapons, when great bodily injury is inflicted, 
or when the defendant has prior convictions or has served prior prison 
terms for similar crimes; and provision for sentences for those crimes to 
be fully consecutive to any other sentences, so that the "one-third" for
mula generally prescribed by the determinate sentencing law for deter
minin:g the effect of consecutive sentences is inapplicable. These statutory 
provisions are discussed in detail in Sentencing Practices Quarterly No.8 
(quarter ending June 30, 1979) at pages 4-5. 

There have not yet been sufficient cases sentenced under Senate Bill 
No. 13 to permit a statistical analysis of the actual sentences arising under 
it. 

4. Dependence on mode 01 disposition 
Several issues of the Sentencing Practices Quarterly have compared 

type of disposition and length of prison sentences for cases in which the 
defendant pled guilty versus cases that were tried. They have consistently 
demonstrated that cases in which conviction follows trial are more likely 
to result in a prison sentence (and a longer prison sentence) than cases 
in which the defendant pled guilty. See, e.g., Sentencing Practices Quar
terly Nos. 9 and 10 (combined) Tables 7 and 8, pages 18-21 and 36-39. The 
following charts, extracted from pages 36-39, are illustrative. 
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SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS OF PERSONS CONVICTED OF FELONIES AND ALTERNATIVE FELONY 1 MISDEMEANORS 
(By most serious crime if multiple convictions) - STATE TOTAL - QUARTER ENDING 12/31/79 

SELECTED OFFENSES - BY MANNER OF CONVICTION 
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DETERMINATE PRISON SENTENCES IMPOSED 

(By crime with the greatest principal term if multiple convictions) 

STATE TOTAL - QUARTER ENDING 12/31/79 

SELECTED OFFENSES - BY MANNER OF CONVICTION 

AssauHwl 
Deadlv Weapon 

5.84 

Plea Trial 
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As noted in the Sentencing Practices Quarterly, however, the statistical 
relationship between method of conviction and severity of sentence is not 
necessarily evidence of a causal relationship. It is possible that, in enough 
cases to affect the averages, prosecutors are offering concessions to de
fendants who plead guilty, and that judges are agreeing to those conces
sions. It is equally possible, however, that a majority of defendants who 
elected to go to trial did so because their prior records or current crimes 
were so serious that they anticipated a more severe sentence than average 
even if they pled guilty, and their only hope was the chance of an acquittal 
upon trial. The statistical data suggest a need for independent research on 
the cause of the difference between the ultimate disposition of cases 
disposed of by trial !ffid by plea. 

CONCLUSION 
The overall commitment rate appears to have stabilized since the adop

tion of the determinate sentencing law. The more serious crimes have 
been subject to changes in statutory sentences whose impact is still uncer
tain; we will continue to follow their effects. It now appears probable that 
determinate sentencing is responsible for an increased frequency of guilty 
pleas and a reduced frequency of felony trials; and while the net effect 
appears to be a reduction in trial court workload, there appears to be an 
increase in appellate court workload resulting from sentencing issues. 
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CHAPTER 2 

COURT INTERPRETER STUDY 
I. BACKGROUND AND METHOD 

Legislation enacted in 1978 providing for improved court interpreter 
services 1 requires the Judicial Council to "collect, analyze, and publish 
pertinent interpreter utilization statistics, with commentary" as part of 
the Judicial Council's Annual Report to the Governor and the Legis
lature.2 

The court interpreter legislation also requires the Judicial Council to 
implement the legislation 3 and to establish (a) standards to determine the 
need for an interpreter in particular cases;4 (b) standards to ensure inter
preters are familiar with technical terminology and procedures used in 
the courts;5 (c) standards of professional conduct;6 and (d) a: requirement 
for periodic review of each interpreter's skills and for removal from the 
recommended list of those who fail to maintain their skills.7 The Council 
accordingly adopted, effective July 1, 1979, rule 984 of the California Rules 
of Court and sections 18, 18.1, 18.2, and 18.3 of the Standards of Judicial 
Administration Recommended by the Judicial Council (see Appendix).8 

Under the court interpreter legislation the superior court in each 
county designated by the Legislature must establish a list of recommend
ed court interpreters for each language program identified by any bill 
appropriating funds for interpreter services.9 All trial courts in the desig
nated counties must use interpreters who are on the superior court list of 
recommended interpreters unless a judge finds cause to appoint an inter
preter who is not on the list. In compiling the list of recommended inter
preters, superior courts must choose from candidates examined in a 
testing program administered by the State Personnel Board. Each superi
or court may also impose additional tests and standards as required by 
equity or local conditions. 

Spanish was the only language program identified in the appropriation 
section of the 1978 legislation. lo Thirty-three counties were designated to 
1 Stats. 1978, ch. 158; Assem. Bill No. 2400-Arnett. 
• Gov. Code, § 68563. The entire section reads, 

The JudiCial Council shall collect, analyze, and publish pertinent interpreter utilization statistics, with commentary, as 
P&t of the Council's Annuru Report of the Administrative Office of the California Courts and shall report such statistics 
to the Governor and to the Legislature not later than December 31,1980. In collecting these statistics, the JudiCial Council 
shall request the standards used to determine the qualifications of interpreters serving in all courts and in all languages. 
Such information shall serve as a basis for determination of the need to establish interpreter programs in additional courts 
and in additional languages and the establishment of such programs through the normal budgetary process. 

3 Gov. Code, ~~ 68561, 68.564. 
• Gov. Code, ~68.564(a). 
• Gov. Code, § 68564 (b). 
• Gov. Code, ~ 68.564 (c) . 
• Gov. Code, ~ 68564 (d). 
• The rule and standards were adopted with the assistance of an advisory committee appointed by the Chairperson of the 

Judicial Council, Chief Justice Rose Elizabeth Bird. Drafts of the committee's proposals were circulated to interested 
persons and organizations who were also invited to offer their suggestions and to attend meetings in San Francisco 
and Los Angeles. The chair of the advisory committee was Judge Philip M. Newman of the Los Angeles Superior Court, 
and the committee members were Judges Edward Kim of the Tulare Superior Court, Frances Munoz of the Orange 
County Harbor Municipal Court, George W. Phillips,Jr. of the Alameda Superior Court, and Ms. Bonnie Ramirez, Court 
Interpreter for the Los Angeles Superior Court. 

• Gov. Code, ~ 68562. 
"Stats.l978, ch.I58, §2(b) . 
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establish recommended lists of Spanish interpreters. 1 1 
The State Personnel Board issued its first list of qualified candidates in 

December 1979 and periodically administers examinations and adds 
names to the list. An updated list of qualified candidates is provided annu
ally to the superior courts.12 

Purpose of the Study 
The court interpreter legislation stated, "Reliable and uniform data are 

required on the use of court interpreters. Such data [are] currently ~na
vailable at either state or local level, and [are] needed to plan, momtor, 
and coordinate interpreter programs and services."13 The section manda~
ing a Judicial Council study states, "Such information shall serve as a baSIS 
for determination of the need to establish interpreter programs in addi
tional courts and in additionallanguages."14 

Using these guides, a statistical study was designed to produce informa
tion that would be useful to the Governor and Legislature in examining 
the following questions: 

1. Should any language other than Spanish be added to the court inter-
preter program? . . 

2. Should the Spanish language program be extended to any counties 
other than the 33 now designated? 

3. Are the courts in the 33 designated counties using recommended 
Spanish language court interpreters as required by the legislation? 

4. Are the courts in counties not designated using Spanish language 
court interpreters who have passed the State Personnel Board exami
nation even though these counties are not required to do so? 

How the Statistics Were Gathered 
These four areas of inquiry were listed in a memorandum sent in June 

1980 to a list of persons and organizations interested in court interpreting 
and to representative courts throughout the state. The memoraI'ldum 
discussed the proposed method of collecting the statistics and included a 
draft of the reporting forms. Comments and suggestions were solicited. 

Mter all comments and suggestions were received and evaluated, two 
reporting forms were supplied to the clerk of every trial court-the Daily 
\Vorksheet 15 and the Weekly Summary.I6 A full set of instructions were 
printed on the reverse of the Weekly SummaryP The Daily Worksheet 
was for use by interpreters in keeping a daily record of the number of cases 
and hours of interpreting. This form was not to be submitted to the court 
or to the Administrative Office of the Courts. Court interpreters summa-
11 Ibid The designated counties are Alameda, Colusa, Contra Co~ta, Fresno, Glenn, lmpe?ai, Kern, ~ngs, Los Ang?les, 

Madera, Merced, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, San Benito, San Bernardino, San D.ego, S~ FranCISCO, 
San Joaquin, San Luis Obispo, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano, Sonoma, StanISlaus, Sutter, 
Tulare, Ventura, Yolo, and Yuba. 

.. Gov. Code, ~ 68562 . 
• 3 Gov. Code, ~ 68560 (f). 
•• Gov. Code) § 68563. See footnote 2 for the full text. 
• & Copy on p. 22. 
•• Copy on p. 23. 
17 Copy on p. 24. 
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rized their Daily Worksheets on the We~kly Summary. This summary was 
submitted to the court interpreter assignment clerk or, if none, to the 
courtroom clerk. Each court clerk's office was instructed to supply every 
courtroom with copies of the forms. 

The study relied heavily upon courtroom clerks and court interpreter 
assignment clerks to make the reporting forms available to interpreters 
aIld to collect the forms from interpreters who were not employees of the 
court. After much study and discussion with clerks and interpreters, it was 
determined that court interpreters themselves could most accurately and 
conveniently record the number of cases and hours interpreted. The study 
relied upon interpreters to complete the Weekly Summary forms accu
rately and to submit them to the court clerks or assignment clerks. 

Every person who interpreted for a court in a language other than 
English 18 in any kind of case (civil, criminal, juvenile, small claims, traffic, 
etc.) was required to submit a Weekly Summary. Reports were required 
for any interpreting inside a courtroom or outside if on assignment by the 
court. For purposes of the study interpreters included those who inter
preted for the entire courtroom and those who only interpreted for a 
single participant (for example, at counsel table). An interpreter could 
have been an employee of the court, county, or municipality or a paid 
interpreter on assignment by the court or an unpaid volunteer. Any clerk, 
bailiff, judge, attorney, witness> juror, party, or any other participant at a 
trial who undertook any interpreting that assisted the judicial process was 
considered an interpreter who was required to submit a Weekly Sum
mary. 

The study requested interpreters to report the number of cases inter
preted and the actual number of hours of interpreting, including any time 
spent in court waiting to be called and any time spent interpreting outside 
the courtroom on assignment by the court. The number of hours of inter
preting was frequently not the same as the number of hours for which the 
interpreter was paid. Civil and criminal (including juvenile) cases and 
hours were reported separately. 

II. COURT INTERPRETER STATISTICS 
Weekly court interpreter reports were submitted to the Administrative 

Office of the Courts for eight weeks-July 28 through September 19. Over 
2,800 weekly reports were received.19 Forty-seven counties reported some 
interpreting during the study. Many of the counties or courts that had no 
interpreted cases sent letters or report forms indicating that fact. 

Adding Other .J.anguages to the Interpreter Program 
The court interpreter study, according to the stated purpose of the 

Legislature, "shall serve as a basis for determination of the need to estab
lish interpreter programs ... in additional languages .... " 20 Spanish is 
18 Sign lan/,;uage was not included. The recommended list of court interpreters for the deaf is required by separate 

legislation (Evid. Code, ~ 754). 
,. Of this number 2,645 reports were tabulated. About 150 reports were not usable because of missing or incorrect 

information. 
20 Gov. Code, ~ 68563. 
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the only language designated to have a testing program and the only 
language for which a recommended list is required in each of the 33 
designated counties.21 

The study shows that use of Spanish language interpreters far exceeds 
the use of interpreters in other languages. Spanish accounted for 98 per
cent of interpreted cases reported and 96 percent of the hours of inter
preting (Figure 1). No other language amounted to more than 1 percent 
of the total of the cases or hours (Table 1). 

Adding Other Counties 10 the Spanish Program 
Besides the need for statistics to help determine if interpreter programs 

should be established for languages other than Spanish, the Legislature 
also asked for statistics to help determine if additional counties should be 
added to the 33 designated counties in which the superior courts are 
required to establish a recommended list of Spanish language interpreters 
to be used by all trial courts in the county. The choice of the 33 counties 
originally designated appears to have been based on a recommendation 
of the Judicial Council Advisory Committee on the Study of the Language 
Needs of Non-English Speaking Persons in Relation to the State's Justice 
System.22 The advisory committee recommended selection of counties 
that had the highest portion of the state total of "Spanish origin" popula
tion according to the 1970 Census. 

The number of reports received from the nondesignated counties was 
very small, accounting for less than 1 percent of the total Spanish cases or 
hours (Table 2). It might be misleading to attempt to use these statistics 
to make decisions on adding to the list of counties.23 The 1980 Census 
might provide a better indication of the need for extending the Spanish 
language program to other counties. 

Three counties accounted for over half of the total Spanish cases and 
hours (Table 2) . Los Angeles County reported 29 percent of the cases and 
31 percent of the hours. Orange County reported 13 percent of the cases 
and 9 percent of the hours and San Diego reported 12 percent of the cases 
and 10 percent of the hours. Over three-fourths of the cases and hours 
were reported by ten counties. Forty-three counties reported interpreted 
cases amounting to 1 percent or less of the total interpreted cases state
wide (Table 2). 

Use 01 Recommended Spanish Language Interpreters in the 
Designated Counties 

The program established for Spanish language interpreting requires the 
superior court in each of the designated counties to adopt a list of recom
mended interpreters for use by all trial courts within the county.24 In 
'1 Stats. 1978, ch. 158, § 2 (b). 
•• A Report to theJudicial Council on the Language Needs arNon-Eng/ish Spealdng Persons in Relation to theStBte 'sJustice 

System-Phase III Report, pp. 34-35 (1977). 
13 For example, Sacramento County reported very few cases and hours even though Its "Spanish origin" population ranked 

twelfth In the state In 1970. 
•• Gov. Code, § 68562. 
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December 1979 the superior courts were supplied with a list of qualified 
candidates who had passed the State Personnel Board examination. Since 
then all of the designated counties reporting to this office have established 
recommended listS.25 The designated counties reported 99 percent of the 
Spanish language cases. 

About 60 percent of the reported Spanish cases in counties designated 
to have recommended lists were interpreted by interpreters from the 
superior court recommended lists (Table 3). 

The counties varied widely in their use of recommended interpreters. 
Of the counties reporting the largest number of Spanish language cases, 
recommended interpreters were used most frequently by Ventura (99 
percent), Santa Clara (90 percent), and Los Angeles (81 percent). Santa 
Barbara (15 percent), Orange (43 percent), and San Diego (44 percent) 
used recommended interpreters less frequently (Table 3). 

Use 01 the State Personnel Board /.ist in Nondesignated Counties: 
Twenty-five counties were not designated as counties required to have 

a Spanish language interpreter program. These counties do not have 
recommended lists but many interpreters available to their courts have 
taken the State Personnel Board examination and appear on its list of 
qualified candidates. The courts in nondesignated counties are generally 
aware of the testing program, and information was sought on whether 
they use interpreters who have passed the court interpreter examination 
for Spanish. (Only designated counties are required to use interpreters 
who have passed the examination.) The study asked Spanish language 
interpreters in both designated and non designated counties if they had 
passed the examination. 

Reports from the nondesignated counties indicate that 28 percent of the 
cases reported were interpreted by interpreters who had taken and 
passed the examination (Table 4) . The cases reported by the nondesignat
ed counties, however, represent only 1 percent of the total Spanish lan
guage cases and very few reports were received from these counties. Any 
conclusions based on such small numbers may be open to error. 

Reports from designated counties show that 63 percent of the cases in 
those counties were interpreted by interpreters who had passed the court 
interpreter examination (Table 5). This figure is slightly higher than the 
use of recommended interpreters in the designated counties--60 percent 
of the cases (Table 3) . Passing the examination is .'l minimum qualification 
for being placed on a recommended list. 26 

Spanish Language Interpreter Use in Civil and Criminal Cases by 
Trial Court Type 

Most of the interpreted cases involved Spanish interpreters in municipal 
court criminal trials. Ninety-four percent of the cases interpreted in Span-
•• As a part of a separate survey requesting the standards used by the courts to determine the qualifications of Interpreters, 

the courts were asked If a recommended list had been established In the county (see p. 20) . 
•• Gov. Code, § 68562. 
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ish 27 were criminal cases, and 84 percent of these cases were in municipal 
courts (Figure 2). Nine percent of the criminal cases interpreted were in 
superior courts and 7 percent in justice courts (Table 1). Civil trials ac
counted for only 6 percent of the cases interpreted in Spanish (Figure 2). 

As might be expected, the cases in superior court used proportionately 
more hours of interpreting than those in municipal and justice courts. 
Superior courts, with 9 percent of the criminal cases, consumed 18 percent 
of the hours of interpreting; municipal courts, with 84 percent of the cases, 
used 76 percent of the hours; and justice courts, with 5 percent of the cases, 
used 6 percent of the hours (Figure 2). 

Standards Used to Determine Qualilications 01 Court Interpreters 
The court interpreter legislation required the Judicial Council to "re

quest the standards used to determine the qualifications of interpreters 
serving in all courts and in all languages. " 28 The Administrative Office of 
the Courts requested these standards from each presiding judge of the 
superior and municipal courts and each justice court judge. Copies of the 
replies have been sent to the Governor, the President pro Tempore of the 
Senate, and the Speaker of the Assembly. 

Use 01 Recommended Lists and the State Personnel Board list 01 
Qualilied Candidates 

As a part of the survey requesting the standards used by the courts to 
determine the qualifications of court interpreters,29 we asked the courts 
about their use of the superior courts' recommended lists and their use of 
the State Personnel Board list of candidates who had passed the Spanish 
language court interpreter examination. In the designated counties, all of 
the superior courts who replied to the survey reported that they have 
established recommended lists 30 and that they regularly use the list to 
choose interpreters. Sixty percent of these superior courts have adopted 
the entire State Personnel Board list of qualified candidates as their 
recommended lists and 40 percent have adopted their own lists choosing 
from among the interpreters on the State Personnel Board list. 

The court interpreter legislation requires all trial courts in a designated 
county to use the superior court's recommended list.31 The survey indicat
ed that 90 percent of the municipal courts in the designated counties and 
85 percent of the justice courts use the county's recommended list. 

In the nondesignated counties (where adoption of recommended lists 
is not required), use of the State Personnel Board list is quite high in the 
superior and municipal courts-41 percent and 43 percent respectively. 
Only 10 percent of the justice courts in these counties reported that they 
use the State Personnel Board list. 

IT Spanish accounted for 98 percent of the cases interpreted and 96 percent of the hours (Figure 1 and Table 1). Au result. 
the percentage distributions for the total use in civil and criminal cases and by trial court types in all languages is almost 
exactly the same as for Spanish (Table 1). 

•• Gov'. Code. § 68563 • 
•• Ibid. 
'0 The list is required by section 68562 of the Government Code. 
3, Gov. Code. § 68562. 
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Summary 
Spanish language court interpreters are used far more frequently than 

interpreters in other languages-about 40 times more frequently than all 
others combined. About 94 percent of the interpreted cases are criminal 
trials, 6 percent civil trials. The great majority of interpreted cases are in 
municipal courts. More than half of the interpreted cases are in three 
counties-Los Angeles, Orange, and San Diego. 

The counties designated to be in the Spanish language court interpreter 
program are using court interpreters on the county recommended lists in 
a majority of the interpreted cases. Though not required by law to do so, 
a substantial minority of the courts in counties not in the program are 
using interpreters who have been examined by the State Personnel Board. 
These counties altogether reported less than 1 percent of the total cases 
using Spanish language interpreters. 

2-:-81669 
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DAILY WORKSHEET 
(DO NOT SUBMIT THIS FORM) 

JUDICIAL COU'~CIL OF CALIFORNIA 

COURT INTERPRETER STUDY 
(Required by Govarnment COde, § 68563) 

- -~----

<D COUNTY CODE 

CJ 
® COURT (Check on. only. Keep a separl.lte 

record for each court.) ® DATE: .•.•.•.•.•...••.•.•..••.•.• 
DAY OF THE WEEK o Superior 

o Municipal (Including small claims) 
o Jusllce (Including small clc,lms) 

o Monday , o Tuesday 
.0 Wednesday 

o LANGUAGE 

(Check one. Keep a separate record for each language.) 

o Spanish 

o Arabic 

o Armenian 

OChlnes9 

o Hungarian 

o Japanese 

o Korean 

o Persian 

o Filipino 

o Russian 

o Thai 

o Vietnamese 

o Other (specify): •.•.•••.••••..•....•..•.•.•....•. 

® HOURS OF INTERPRI:TINB 
TODAY IN THIS COURT 
(Round to nooreot hili hou~ 

Hours 

!cIvil 1 

o Thursday 
o Friday 

@ NUMBER OF CASES 
TODAY IN THIS COURT 

Cases 

Civil I !criminal and Juvenl!;J 
Crlmln.1 and Juvenllru 

THIS FORM IS A WORKSHEET FOR KEEPING A DAILY RECORD OF YOUR COURT INTERPRETING. SUMMARIZE THESE 
DAILY RECORDS ON THE WEEKLY SUMMARY. 00 NOT SUBMIT THIS WORKSHEET. 

(SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON BACK OF WEEKLY SUMMARy) 

7I8(J 

----_._---_ ... 
}'-- J • 
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WEEKLY SUMMARY 
(SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE) 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

COURT INTERPRETER STUDY 
(Required by Government Code, § 68563) 

23 

CD COUNTY CODE 

[L] 
COURT (Check on. only) CD REPORTING WEEK (check one) 

CD 
o 

. o Superior 
2 0 Municipal (Including small claims) 
3 0 Jusllce (Including small claims) 

• 0 July 28·Aug. 1 5 0 Aug. 25·Aug. 29 
20 Aug. 4·Aug. a eO Sept. 1·Sepl. 5 
3 0 Aug. 1,·Aug. 15 7 0 Sept. a·Sept. 12 

LANGUAGE 
(Check one. Submit a separate report for each language.) 

o. OSp~nl.h 

02 o Arabic 

03 0 Armenian 

'" o Chinese 

De 0 Hungarian 

00 0 Japanese 

010 Koraan 

oa 0 Persian 

09 0 Filipino 

.00 flusslan 

II o Thai 

.2 0 Vietnamese 

119 0 Other (specify): .............................. . 

HOURS OF INTERPRETING 
THIS WEEK IN THIS COURT 
(Round to nearost hall hour) 

Hours , 

'Civil ~ 
'Criminal and Juvenll 

(prlnl) 

• 0 Aug. la·Aug. 22 sO Sept. 15· Sept. 19 

.. FOR SPANISH ONLY ® I am on this county's recommended 
Spanish Interpratera. (chock one) 
·OYES 
20NO 

3 0 This county has no list. 

list of 

@ I have passed the State Personnel Board 
Examination for Spanish Language Court Inter. 
preters. (check one) 
'OYES 
20NO 

NUMBER OF CASES 
THIS WEEK IN THIS COURT 

Cases 

Civil J 
Criminal and Juvenile! 

Name of Interpreter (print) 
L-.J...---,:-.,.--:-__ _ 

Telephone 

Submit this form to the court clerk or the court office assigning you to Interpret for the court. 

COURT CLERKS AND ASSIGNMENT OFFICES Send this form to Judicial Council of California 

Court Interpreter Stallsllcs 
601 McAllister Street 
San FranCisco, CA 94102 

(INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE) 

Date 

\ 
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INSTRUCTIONS 
JUDICIAL COUNCIL COURT INTERPRETER STUDY 

WHO SHOULD SUBMIT THIS REPORT Anyone who In· 
terprets a languaga other than English for a superior, 
municipal, lustice, or small claims court Is required to 
report the Information requested on this W.akly 
Summary. For this study a court Interpreter Is anyone 
who Interpret. In a courtroom or outside the courtroom 
II on assignment by the court. Interpreters Include those 
who Interpret forthe entire courtroom and tIIose who on· 
Iy Interpret for a single participant (for example, at 
counsel table). An Interpreter may be an employee of the 
court, county, or municipality or a paid Interpreter on 
assignment by the court or an unpaid volunteer. Any 
clerk, bailiff, judge, attorney, witness, juror, party, or any 
other participant at a trial who undertakes any Inter· 
preting that assists the Judicial process Is an Inter· 
preter. 

OENERAL INSTRUCTIONS Keep dally records of your 
lnterpretlng aSSignments on the Dally Worklh •• t and 
summarize them each week on this form. 

G) COUNTY CODE Each county has been assigned a 
twoodlglt Identification number. Please lind your 
county number and always uso this number. 

01 Alameda' 
02 Alpine 
03 Amador 
04 Butte 
05 Calavera. 
06 Colusa' 
07 Contra Costa' 
08 Del Norte 
09 EI Dorado 
10 Fresno· 
11 Glenn' 
12 Humboldt 
13 Imperial' 
14 Inyo 
15 Kern' 
16 King.' 
t7 Laka 
18 Lassen 
19 Los Angeles' 
20 Madera' 
21 Marin 
22 Mariposa 
23 Mendocino 
24 Merced' 
25 Modoc 
26 Mono 
27 Monterey' 
28 Napa 
29 Navada 

30 Orange' 
31 Placer 
32 Plumas 
33 Riverside" 
34 Sacramento' 
35 San Sonito' 
36 San Sernardlno' 
37 San Diego' 
36 San Francl.co· 
39 San Joaquin' 
40 San Luis Obispo' 
41 San Mateo' 
42 Santa Sarbara' 
43 Santa Clara' 
44 Santa Cruz' 
45 Shasta 
46 Sierra 
47 Siskiyou 
46 Solano' 
49 Sonoma' 
50 Stanislaus' 
51 Suttsr' 
52 Tehama 
53 Trinity 
54 Tulare' 
55 Tuolumna 
56 Ventura' 
57 Yolo' 
58 Yuba' 

'County deSignated to have a list of regmmend. 
ed court Interpreters for Spanish. See ~. 

® COURT Submit a separate form for each court In 
which you Interpreted this week (superior, 
municipal, or justice). If you Interpreted In more 
than one branch of a court, combine thorn Into 
one weekly report for that court. 

CD REPORTINO WEEK Place a check next to the 
waek being reported. 

(3) LANOUAOE Check one language only for each 
report. If you Interpreted In more than ono 
language, submit a separate report lor each 
language. 

@ COUNTY RECOMMENDED LIST (SPANISH ONLy) 
The Legislature has required the superior courts 
In 33 designated counties to establish a list of 
recommended court Interpreters for Spanish. 
(Gov. Code, § 68562) The list must be used by all 
trial courts In the county-superior, municipal, 
and Justice. 

The countle. designated by the Legislature to 
establish a list of recommended court Interpreters 
for Spanish are Indicated by an asterisk (.) In <D. 
If your county Is one of the deSignated counties it 
should have a list of recommended court Inter· 
preter •. If you Interpret Spanish In one of the 33 
de.lgnated countle., check one box to Indicate If 
you are on the county recommended liSt. If the 
county Is not a deSignated county or has not 
established a list, check the box to Indicate that 
fact. 

@ STATE PERSONNEL BOARD EXAMINATION 
(SPANISH ONLy) The State Personnel Board has 
given an examination for Spanish Language Court 
Interpreters. Interpreters who have passed this ex· 
amlnatlon are "qualified candidates" eligible to 
be placed on the county recommended list. (There 
are no "certlflod court Interpreters." See Gov. 
Code, § 66562.) If you Interpret Spanish In any 
county, please Indicate v,hether you have passed 
the State Personnel Board Examination for 
Spanish Language Court Interpreters. (No other 
State Personnel Iloar!! Spanish language ex· 
amlnatlon qualifies court Interpreters.) 

® HOURS OF INTERPRETINO Report the actual 
number of hours of Interpreting, Including any 
time spent In court waiting to be called. (The 
actual number of hour. may not be the same 8S 
the number of hours for which you are paid.) 
Report the time In civil and criminal (Including 
Juvenile) ca.e. separately. Be sure to report any 
time you Interpret outelde the courtroom on 
assignment by the court. Round the number of 
hours to the neare.t half hour. 

@ NUMBER OF CASES Report the total number 01 
ca.e. In which you Interpreted in the court and 
language Indicated. Report civil and criminal (In. 
cludlng Juvenile) cases separately. o IDENTIFICATION Print your name and telephone 
number and the date you completed the Waakly 
Summlry. 

® SUBMITTINO THIS FORM Please submit this form 
• to the court office that aSSigned you to Interpret 
lor the court. If a court ollice did not assign you to 
Interpret, submit this lorm to the clerk of the 
court. . 

COURT CLERKS AND ASSIONMENT OFFICES 
Return this form to the following address no 
later than the Monday following the reporting 
week: 

Judicial Council of California 
Court Interpreter Stallstics 

601 McAllister Street 
San FranCisco, CA 94102 
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All others 1% 

Figure 1. - COURT INTERPRETER USE IN ALL LANGUAGES 

California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28 - Sept. 19, 1980 

CASES HOURS 

All others 2% 

Vietnamese < 1 % -----.., Vietnamese 1 % ------, 
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Spanish 
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26 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

Figure 2. - SPANISH LANGUAGE COURT INTERPRETER USE BY CIVIL 
OR CRIMINAL CASES AND BY TRIAL COURT TYPES. 

California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28-Sept. 19, 1980 

Total 
26,848 

Justice 7% 

M 
U 
N 
I 
C 84% 
I 
P 
A 
L 

Superior 9% 

CRIMINAL 

CASES 

Total 
1,754 

CIVIL 

Total 
16,723 

Justice 6% 

M 
U 
N 
I 
C 76% 
I 
p 
A 
L 

Superior 18% 

CRIMINAL 

HOURS 

Total 
996 

CIVIL 

• Because Spanish accounts for 98 percent of the cases Interpreted and 96 percent of the hours, the percentage distributions for the 
total of all languages (Table 1) are almost exactly the same as those shown In this figure. 

" 

) 

[. 
\ 

, . 

" 

''';}r-, 

~ ! . 

• 
u --~----..;~--------------------~ ... ~--~~~,---"-" . 

n 
1.

1 

II 
II I, II 1 
Ii 

II q 
I 
(l 

Ii 
I 
I 

.l 

1-1 
P 
I) II 
II 
!l 
II .1 
H 
11 

Ij 
[) 
II 
d 

IJ 
i r .1 

/1 
II 
I 

f 
J' 

I 
Ii 
II 
!l 
Jl 

, . f/ 

, ~ 
I 
1 

:-",::::::::::::::"~""''''''~~",, ... 

" ,~. 

1981 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 27 

TABLE 1. COURT INTERPRETER USE BY LANGUAGE 
AND BY TRIAL COURT TYPE-

California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28-Sept. 19, 1980 

Total AD Types SUE!!!.rior 
LANGUAGE Cues Hours- Cases Hours 

Total, all languages ........ 29,327 18,319 2,727 3,310 
Spanish .............................. 28,602 17,719 2,574 3,292 
Arabic ................................ 14 42 1 1 
Armenian .......................... 5 8 5 8 
Chinese .............................. 63 120 11 46 
Hungarian ........................ 11 2 
Japanese ............................ 156 SO 65 10 Korean .............................. 52 64 5 14 Persian .............................. 14 lO 
Filipino .............................. 22 72 6 45 Russian .............................. 2 5 
Thai .................................... 4 3 
Viebtamese ...................... 161 174 19 20 
Other .................................. 221 247 41 74 
• Components may not add to totals because of rounding. 

TYPE OF COURT 
Municipal 

Cases Hours 
24,591 13,943 
24,023 13,368 

13 42 

52 
11 
91 
47 
14 
15 
2 
4 

142 
177 

74 
2 

39 
51 
lO 
26 
5 
3 

154 
169 

Justice 
Cases Hours 
2,009 1,064 
2,005 1,059 

3 4 

'I 
j! 
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TABLE 2. SPANISH LANGUAGE COURT INTERPRETER USE BY COUNTY 
California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28-Sept. 19, 1980 

CUMULATIVE 
In- NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT 

COUNTY Program Cases Hours Cases Hours Cases Hours 
Total .................................................... X 28,602 17,719 100 100 

Los Angeles .................................... X 8,281 5,/553 29 31 29 31 
Orange .......... " ................................ X 3,656 1,652 13 9 42 41 
San Diego ...................................... X 3,443 1,719 12 10 54 50 
Santa Clara .................................... X 1,409 1,156 5 7 59 57 
Monterey ........................................ X 1,216 538 4 3 63 60 
Ventura .......................................... X 1,109 830 4 5 fiT 65 
Santa Barbara ................................ X 923 342 3 2 70 67 
Fresno ..................................... , ...... X 857 826 3 5 73 71 
Merced ............................................ X 856 287 3 2 76 73 
Riverside ........................................ X 681 352 2 2 78 75 
San Joaquin .................................... X 653 358 2 2 81 77 
Kern ................................................ X 616 447 2 3 83 79 
Madera ............................................ X 593 275 2 2 85 81 
Tulare .............................................. X 567 333 2 2 87 83 
San Bernardino . ........................... X 500 382 2 2 89 85 
Imperial .......................................... X 378 601 1 3 90 88 
Alameda .......................................... X 352 332 1 2 91 90 
San Mateo ...................................... X 286 166 1 1 92 91 
Stanislaus ........................................ X 246 184 1 1 93 92 
Contra Costa .................................. X 238 124 1 1 94 93 
yolo .................................................. X 225 98 1 1 95 94 
San Francisco ................................ X 182 251 1 1 95 95 
Sonoma ............................................ X 154 62 1 <1 96 95 
Solano .............................................. X 152 170 1 1 97 96 Kings ................................................ X 148 128 1 1 97 97 
Santa Cruz .................................... X 141 92 1 1 98 97 
San Benito ...................................... X 109 40 <1 d 98 98 
Mendocino .................................... 100 84 <1 <1 98 98 
Sutter .............................................. X 98 21 d <1 99 98 
Napa ................................................ 95 34 <1 <1 99 98 
San Luis Obispo ............................ X 82 78 d <1 99 99 
Butte ................................................ 80 51 <1 <1 99 99 
Yuba ................................................ X 35 12 <1 <1 99 99 
Tehama .......................................... 30 19 <1 <1 99 99 
Glenn .............................................. X 24 33 <1 <1 99 99 
Lake ................................................ 21 4 <1 <1 99 99 
Siskiyou .......................................... 19 13 d <1 99 W 
Calaveras ........................................ 11 16 <1 <1 99 99 
Colusa .............................................. X 11 14 <1 <1 99 99 
Marin .............................................. 8 8 <1 <1 99 99 
Shasta .............................................. 6 4 <1 d 99 99 
Nevada ............................................ 4 4 d d 99 99 
Sacramento .................................... X 2 2 d <1 99 99 
Mendocino .................................... 2 <1 d d 99 99 
Mariposa ........................................ 1 d d <1 99 99 
Del Norte ...................................... 1 24 d <1 99 99 
Humboldt ...................................... 1 <1 <1 <l 100 100 
•• ...................................................... 0 0 0 0 100 100 

• County designated to have a list ofrecommended court interpreters for Spanish (Stats.1978, ch.l58, § 2(b». 
•• No cases were reported by the following counties: Alpine, Amador, El Dorado, Inyo, Lassen, Mono, Placer, Plumas, Sierra, 

Trinity, and Tuolumne. 
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Total .............. ,................................................. 28,223 16,968" 11,255 100 60 
Los Angeles................................................ 8,281 6,713 1,568 100 81 
Orange ........................................................ 3,656 1,571 2,085 100 43 
San Diego .................................................. 3,443 1,507 1,936 100 44 
Santa Clara ................. ~.............................. 1,400 1,266 143 100 90 
Monterey.................................................... 1,2l6 717 499 100 59 
Ventura ...................................................... 1,109 1,101 B 100 99 
Santa Barbara ............................................ 923 138 783 100 15 
Fresno ........................................................ 857 545 312 100 64 
Merced........................................................ 856 259 597 100 30 
Riverside ........................................ ;........... 681 80 601 100 12 
San Joaquin ................................................ 653 451 l1Al2 100 69 
Kern ............................................................ 616 65 551 100 11 
Madera........................................................ 593 593 0 100 100 
Tulare .......................................................... 567 157 410 100 28 
San Bernardino ........................................ 500 455 45 100 91 
Imperial...................................................... 378 377 1 100 99 
Alameda...................................................... 352 218 134 100 62 
San Mateo .................................................. 286 38 248 100 13 
Stanislaus .................................................... 246 128 118 100 52 
Contra Costa.............................................. 23..'1 23 2115 100 10 
Yolo .............................................................. 225 90 135 100 40 
San Francisco ............................................ 182 140 42 100 77 
Sonoma........................................................ 154 3 1151 100 2 
Solano .......................................................... 152 0 152 100 0 
Kings............................................................ 148 98 50 100 66 
Santa Cruz ".............................................. 141 71 70 100 50 
San Benito .................................................. 109 1 lOS 100 1 
Sutter .......................................................... 98 70 28 100 71 
San Luis Obispo........................................ 82 70 12 100 85 
Yuba ............................................................ 35 12 23 100 34 
Glenn .......................................................... 24 0 24 100 0 

~:;~'t~':::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~ ~ ~ ~:: 1: 

40 
19 
57 
56 
10 
41 
1 

85 
36 
70 
88 
31 
89 
o 

72 
9 
1 

36 
87 
48 
90 
60 
23 
98 

100 
34 
50 
99 
29 
15 
66 

100 
18 
o 

1 Countie" designated to have a list of recommended court interpreters for Spanish (Stats. 1978, ch. 158, § 2 (b) ). 
" Includes 110 cases reported by interpreters who have not passed the State Personnel Board examination but incorrectly 

claimed to be on the recommended list. 
3 Include" those not responding to the question, those unaware of a list, and those from counties in which no list had been 

establi.'lhed. 
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TABLE 4. SPANISH CASES INTERPRETED IN NONDESIGNATED COUNTIES· 
BY INTERPRETERS ON THE STATE PERSONNEL BOAAD LIST 

OF QUALIFIED C,~NDIDATES 
California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28-Sept. 19, 1980 

Total 
COUNTY "" Cases 

Interpreter on 
List of Qualilied 

Candidates 
108 

Interpreter Not on 
List of Qualilied 

Candidates 
Total.......................................................................................................... 379 

Mendocino .......................................................................................... 100 
Napa...................................................................................................... 95 
Butte...................................................................................................... 80 
Tehama ................................................................................................ 30 
Lake ...................................................................................................... 21 
Siskiyou ................................................................................................ 19 
Calaveras .............................. ................................................................ 11 
Marin .................................................................................................... 8 
Shasta .................................................................................................... 6 
Nevada ..................................... :............................................................ 4 
Moooc ................. : ......................... ,........................................................ 2 
Mariposa .............................................................................................. 1 
DEli Norte ............................................................................................ 1 
H~lffiboldt ............................................................................................ 1 

62 
39 
o 
3 
o 
1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
1 

• Counties de::ignated to have a Spanish language court interpreter program (Stats. 1978, ch. 136, ~ 2(b». 

271 
38 
36 
80 
27 
21 
18 
11 
7 
6 
4 
2 
1 
o 
o 

•• No cases were reported by the follOwing counties: Alpine, Amador, EI Dorado, Inyo, Lassen, Mono, Placer, Plumas, Sierra, 
1rrinity, and Tuolumne. 

TABLE 5. SPANISH CASES INTERPRETED IN DESIGNATED COUNTIES'" 
BY INTERPRETERS ON THE STATE PERSONNEL BOARD LIST 

OF QUALIFIED CANDIDATES 
California Judicial Council Court Interpreter Study, July 28-Sept. 19, 1980 

On List of Qualilied Candidates 
On Not on 

Total Recommended Recommended 
COUNTY Cases Total List List 

Not on List 
of Qualilied 
Candidates 

Total........................................................ 28,223 17,855 16,836 997 
Los Angeles ...................................... 8,281 7,llll 6,6II1 4151 
Orange................................................ 3,6156 1,960 1,571 389 
San Diego .......................................... 3,443 1,495 1,495 0 
Santa Clara ........................................ 1,409 1,266 1,266 0 
Monterey ...................................... :... 1,216 717 717 0 
Ventura .............................................. 1,109 1,106 1,101 5 
Santa Barbara .................................. 923 144 138 6 
Fresno ................................................ 1lS7 MIl MIl 0 
Merced .............................................. 836 301 2.'59 42 
Riverside ............................................ 681 80 80 0 
San Jnaquin........................................ 653 436 431 5 
Kern ............................. :...................... 616 142 65 77 
Madera .............................................. 593 593 593 0 
Tulare ................................................ 567 157 157 0 
San Bernardino ................................ 500 458 453 5 
All other (18) designated cOWlties 2,863 1,317 1,300 17 

• Counties desigated to have a Spanish language court interpreter program (Stats. 1978, ch. 136, ~ 2(b». 

10,368 
1,163 
1,696 
1,948 

143 
499 

3 
779 
312 
15M 
601 
197 
474 

o 
410 

42 
1,546 
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APPENDIX 
RULE 984 OF THE CALIFORNIA RULES OF COURT 

Rule 984. Periodic review of court interpreter skills and 
professional conduct 

Each superior court shall establish a procedure for biennial, or more 
frequent, review of the performance and skills of each court interpreter 
recommended pursuant to section 68562 of the Government Code. The 
court may designate a review panel which shall include at least one person 
qualified in the interpreter's language. The review procedure may in
clude interviews, observations of courtroom performance, rating forms, 
and other evaluation techniques. The superior court shall remove from 
the recommended list interpreters who fail to maintain their interpreting 
skills or who do not conform to the Standards of Professional Conduct for 
Court Interpreters adopted by the Judicial Council. [Adopted effective 
July 1, 1979.] 

Sec. 18. 

SECTIONS 18, 18.1, 18.2, AND 18.3 OF THE 
STANDARDS OF JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION 
RECOMMENDED BY THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 

Standards for determining the need for a court 
interpreter 

(a) [When an interpreter is needed] An inter~reter is needed if upon 
I) 

I examination by the court a party or witness is unable to speak English so 
1 as to be understood directly by counsel, court, and jury, or if a party is 
1 unable to understand and speak English sufficiently to comprehend the 

II
I proceedings and to assist counsel in the conduct of the case. Separate 

interpreters may be needed for each non-English speaking party. An 
11 additional interpreter may be needed to interpret witness testimony for 

11 " 1· ~ 
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! the court. 
11 (b) [When an examination is required] Upon request by a party or coun- II! 

j

f.',I'I: sel, or whenever it appears that a party's or witness' primary language is ii' 

I 

jl not English or that a party or witness may not speak and understand 
Engli.~h sufficiently to participate fully in the proceedings, the court 
should conduct an examination on the record to determine whether a 

/! court interpreter is needed. After the examination, the court should state I 
11 its conclusion on the record, and the file in the case should be clearly , 
j marked to ensure that an interpreter will be present when needed in any II 

1" subsequent proceeding. ", 
(e) [Examination of party or witness] The examination of the party or 

t1 witness to detehrmjnle
l 

if an interpreter is needed should normally include 
t'll questions on t e rO owing: 
I (1) Identification (for example: name, address, birth date, age, place of u 

~
n:l' birth) ; .1 I, (2) Active vocabulary in vernacular English (for example: "How did _ 
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, . 

you come to the court today?" "What kind of work do you do?" "Where 
did you go to school?" "What was the highest grade you completed?" 
"Describe what you see in the courtroom." "What have you eaten to
day?"). Questions should be phrased to avoid "yes-no" replies; 

(3) The court proceedings (for example: the nature of the charge or the 
type of case before the court, the purpose of the proceedings and function 
of the court, the rights of a party or criminal defendant, and the respon
sibilities of a witness). [Adopted effective July 1, 1979.] 

Sec. 18.1. Interpreted proceedings: instructing participants on 
procedure 

In interpreted proceedings the court should instruct the participants on 
the procedure to be followed. These instructions may be given in writing 
and should normally include: 

(a) [Instructions to interpreters] The following instructions should be 
given to interpreters: 

(1) A preappearance interview should be held with the party or wit
ness to enable the interpreter to become familiar with speech patterns 
and linguistics traits and to determine what technical or special terms may 
be used. Except when consent is given by counsel, the pending proceed
ings should not be discussed with the party unless the party's counsel is 
present or with a witness unless counsel for the party calling the witness 
is present. 

(2) During the preappearance interview with a non-English speaking 
witness, the interpreter should give the following instructions on proce
dure: 

(i) Speak in a loud, clear voice so that the entire court and not just the 
interpreter can hear. 

(ii) All responses should be directed to the person asking the question, 
not to the interpreter. 

(iii) Any question should be directed to counselor to the court and not 
to the interpreter. Do not seek advice from or engage in discu')sion with 
the interpreter. 

(3) During the preappearance interview with a non-English speaking 
party, the interpreter should give the following instructions on the proce
dure to be used when the party is not testifying: 

(i) The interpreter will interpret all statements made in open court 
that are a part of the case. 

(ii) Any questions should be directed to counsel. The interpreter will 
interpret all questions to counsel and the responses. Do not seek advice 
from or engage in discussion with the interpreter. 

(4) Communications between counsel and client are not to be dis
closed. 

(5) No legal advice should be given to a party or witness. Legal ques
tions should be referred to the attorney or to the court. 

(6) , All statements made by the witness should be interpreted including 
statements or questions to the interpreter. No summary of any testimony 
should be made except on instruction by the court. 
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(7) The court should be informed if the interpreter is unable to inter
pret a word, expression, or special terminology. 

(8) All words, including slang, vulgarisms, and epithets, should be inter
preted to convey the intended meaning. 

(9) All statements made in the first person should be interpreted in the 
first person. For example, a statement or question should not be intro
duced with the words, "He says .... " 

(10) All inquiries or problems should be directed to the court and not 
to the witness or counsel. In unusual circumstances, the interpreter may 
request permission to approach the bench with counsel to discuss the 
problem. 

(11) The interpreter should be positioned near the witness or party but 
should not block the view of the judge, jury, or counsel. 

(12) The court should be informed if the interpreter becomes fatigued 
during the proceedings. 

(13) An interpreter who is to interpret for a party at counsel table 
should speak loudly enough to be heard by the party or counsel but not 
so loudly as to interfere with the proceedings. 

(b) [Instructions to counsel] The following jnstructions should be given 
to counsel: 

(1) All questions by counsel examining a non-English speaking witness 
should be directed to the witness and not to the interpreter. For example, 
do not say, "Ask him if .... " 

(2) If counsel understands both languages and disagrees with the inter
pretation, any objection should be directed to the court and not to the 
interpreter. Counsel should ask permission to approach the bench to dis
cuss the problem. 

(3) If counsel believes that a prospective interpreter lacks the qualifica
tions necessary to serve as an interpreter in the matter before the court, 
counsel may be permitted to conduct a brief supplemental examination 
before the court decides whether to appoint the interpreter. [Adopted 
effective July 1, 1979.] I 

Sec. 18.2. Interpreted proceedings: interpreter understanding 
of terminology used in the courts 

Courts should use interpretefswho can (a) understand terms generally 
used in the type of proceeding before the court, (b) explain these terms 
in English and the other language being used, and (c) interpret these 
terms into the other language being used. Interpreters recommended 
pursuant to section 68562 of the Government Code should meet these 
requirements. If no list of recommended interpreters is available, or if it 
appears an interpreter cannot understand and interpret the terms used in 
the proceeding, the judge should conduct a brief examination of the inter
preter to determine if the interpreter is qualified to 'interpret in the 
proceeding. In conducting the examination the judge should, if possible, 
seek the assistance of an interpreter whose qualifications have been estab
lished. [Adopted effective July 1, 1979.] 
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Sec. 18.3. Standards of professional conduct for court 
interpreters 

(a) [Accurate interpretation] A court interpreter's best skills and judg
ment should be used to interpret accurately without embellishing, omit
ting, or editing. 

Cb) [Conflicts of interest] A court interpreter should disclose to the judge 
and to all parties any actual or apparent conflict of interest. Any condition 
that interferes with the objectivity of an interpreter'constitutes a conflict 
of interest. A conflict may exist if the interpreter is acquainted with or 
related to any witness or party to the action or if the interpreter has an 
interest in the outcome of the case. An interpreter should not engage in 
conduct creating the appearance of bias, prejudice, or partiality. 

(c) [Confidentiality] A court interpreter should not disclose privileged 
communicati.ons between counsel and client. A court interpreter should 
not make statements about the merits of the case during the proceeding. 

Cd) [Giving legal advice] A court interpreter should not give legal ad
vice to parties and witnesses, nor recommend specific attorneys or law 
firms. 

Ce) [Professional relationships] A court interpreter should maintain a 
professional relationship with court officers, parties, witnesses, and attor
neys. A court interpreter should strive for professional detachment. 

Cf) (Continuing education and duty to the profession] A court interpreter 
should, . through continuing education, maintain and improve his or her 
interpreting skills and knowledge of procedures used by the courts. A 
court interpreter should seek to elevate the standards of performance of 
the interpreting profession. [Adopted effective July 1, 1979.] 
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CHAPTER 1 

GENERAL 

A. DIRECTOR'S REPORT 

39 

The Judicial Council's recommendations and actions which are de
scribed in the preceding section of the report, represent only a small 
proportion of the work undertaken by the Council. Many other significant 
activities, designed to assist judicial and nonjudicial personnel in further
ing the administration of justice, were carried on by the Council and its 
committees and staff, some of which are summarized in this section of the 
annual report. 

Workshops 
As in previous years, the Judicial Council devoted a significant amount 

of effort to organizing and staging an extensive program of workshops to 
assist judges, hearing officers and administrative nonjudicial personnel in 
carrying out their important responsibilities. In 1980, nine major workshop 
programs were provided for such diverse groups as presiding judges of the 
larger superior and municipal courts, judges from rural courts, hearing 
officers, appellate research attorneys and court administrators. Since par
ticipant evaluations are an important part of each program, it is possible 
to note that all of the programs were well received. 

In chronological order, the following workshops were held: 
1. Workshop for New Presiding Judges in Metropolitan Superior 

Courts, January 11, 1980 
2. Workshop fl:)1' Superior Court Presiding Judges, February 8, 1980 
3. Workshop for New Municipal Court Presiding Judges, March 28, 

1980 
4. Workshop on Arbitration, April 18, 1980 
5. Institute for Cow County Superior Court Judges, May 16-17, 1980 
6. Workshop for New Superior Court Presiding Judges, June 6, 1980 
7. Workshop for Juvenile Traffic Hearing Officers, June 13-14, 1980 
8. Workshop for Appellate Court Attorneys, September 29-0ctober 1, 

1980 
9. Workshop for Municipal Court Administrators, December 11-12, 

1980 

Public In/ormation Services 
The information program operated by the Administrative Office of the 

Courts has provided the public with information about the courts and the 
administration of justice for more than a decade. The materials are pre
pared by a Public Information Attorney and are primarily designed to 
provide the news media and public with timely and concise reports on the 
actions of the California Supreme Court and Judicial Council. 

News releases were issued in 1980 on actions of the Supreme Court, 
Judicial Council, and Commission on Judicial Appointments, as well as on 

\ 
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various judicial administration matters. The releases are distributed to the 
major metropolitan news media, the legal press, selected law schools and 
court personnel and agencies concerned with judicial· administration. A 
news release may be distributed to the legal, statewide and national 
media, depending upon its nature and relative significance. Such distribu
tion ranges from 25 to over 250 recipients. 

The news releases generate written and telephone requests for back
ground information on the reported matters. In addition, numerous inqui
ries are received from citizens, legislators, court personnel and other 
agencies regarding individual cases and the operation of the state court 
system. 

A bimonthly newsletter is prepared for judges, court personnel and 
others, including organizations interested in court administration. Dis
tributed nationally, it reaches over 2,000 recipients. The Newsletter 
focuses on reporting Council actions, programs and publications and 
proposed· and adopted rules, standards and forms. Also noted are judicial 
appointments, statistics, and important legislation. 

Economical Litigation Project 
The Economical Litigation Pilot Project-designed to reduce pleading 

and pretrial motion procedures, eliminate most discovery practice, and 
simplify court trials I-has been operating since January 1, 1978, in the 
Torrance branch of the Los Angeles Superior Court, the Fresno Superior 
Court, and the Los Angeles and Fresno Municipal Courts. 

Chapter 71 of the 1980 Statutes extended the duration of the pilot 
project from 3 to 5 years, thereby continuing the project through Decem
ber 1982. Several changes in the project rules, which are noted on page 
49 of this report, were also made by the Judicial Council. 

The Chief Justice's Special Committee to Study ihe Appellate 
Practices and Procedures in the First Appellate Districl 

Appointed in 1977, this committee initially collected numerous recom
mendations from bench, bar, academe, and other interested groups and 
~ndividuals for improving the procedures in the Courts of Appeal, the 
mtermediate appellate courts of California.2 These were then evaluated 
and major suggestions were studied by the members. 

The committee's conclusions regarding problems facing the Courts of 
Appeal and its proposals for measures to cope with high and growing 
caseloads will be set forth in its final report, which is now in preparation. 

! Code Civ. Proc., ~§ 182$-1833.2; Cal. Rules of Court 1701-1&9 . 
The members include appeUate judges, trial judges, attorneys, and lay persoDll. They are Jwtice Sidney Feinberg. Court 

of Appeal (San Francisco) and Mr. Robert Seligson. Attorney at Law. San Francisco. Co-Chairpersons; Judge Spurgeon 
Avakian. Alameda County Superior Court; Mr. MarshaU Krause. Attorney at Law. Larkspur; Mr. Palmer Brown 
Madden, Attorney at Law. San Francisco; Jwtice John T. Racanelli. Court of Appeal (San Francisco);]udge Gerald E. 
R~gB?' San Mateo County Superior Court; !wti~e Joseph Rattigan. Court of Appeal (San Francisco); Mr. Arlo Smith. 
District Attorney. ~an Francl~o; Dr. DaVId Spiegel. Public Member. Palo Alto; Jwtice Walcefield Taylor. Court of 
Appeal (San FrancISCO); Mr. Michael Traynor. Attorney at Law. San Francisco; and Ms. Norma Wright. Public Member. 
Campbell. 
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The Chief Justice's Special Committee on Ihe Courts 
and the Media 

41 

This broadly representative committee 3 was appointed by the Chief 
Justice to develop rules and procedures for conducting and evaluating the 
Judicial Council's one-year experiment with television, radio and still cam
era coverage-"extended coverage"-of court proceedings. It submitted 
proposed experimental rules at the May 1980 meeting of the Judicial 
Council. The Council adopted the rules with minor modifications, and the 
experiment went into effect on July 1, 1980. 

Prior to the advent of the experiment, the Special Committee, working 
partly through its Evaluation Subcommittee,4 played a major role in devel
oping a thorough evaluation for the test. First, the full committee selected 
the following as major research issues: 

1. Will the presence and operation of broadcast, recording, or photo
graphic equipment in a courtroom be a significant distraction for trial 
participants, disrupt proceedings, or impair judicial dignity and deco-
rum? 

2. Will trial participants or prospective trial participants, knowing that 
their words or pictures will be or are being recorded, broadcast, or 
taken for possible use on television, radio or in newspapers or maga
zines, change their behavior in a way that interferes with the fair and 
efficient administration of justice? 

The Special Committee also participated in choosing a social science 
consultant firm to conduct the evaluation, and the Evaluation Subcommit
tee met with the consultants during April to review their evaluation de
sign before it was put in operation in May 1980, two months before 
cameras went into the courts. The early start allowed the evaluators to 
gather important baseline data on the effects of traditional media cover
age of judicial proceedings for later comparison with extended coverage 
impacts. 

Finally, the subcommittee helped develop standard forms for request
ing extended coverage and seeking the required consents. These wer~ 
disseminated to all California courts in late June. 

3 The members are Justice Bernard S. Jefferson. Retired. Court of Appeal. Los Angeles, Chairperson; Mr. Joseph Benti. 
former News Anchor. KNXT-TV, Los Angeles; Ms. Marcia Brandwynne. Co-News Anchor. KNXT-TV. Los Angeles; 
Judge Harry F. Brauer, Santa Cruz County Superior Court; Justice Louis H. Burke. Retired, California Supreme Court, 
San Francisco; Justice Frances N. Carr. Court of Appeal. Sacramento; Mr. John J. Cleary. Executive Director. Federal 
Defenders of San Diego; Mr. Nathaniel S. Colley, Attorney at Law. Sacramento; Mr. Paul Conrad, Political Cartoonist, 
Los Angeles Times; Judge Roderir.: Duncan. Oalcland-Piedmont Municipal Court; Mr. William Flynn, Editor of the 
Op-Ed Page. San Francisco Examiner; Ms. Susan Gilbert. Press Photographer. San Francisco Chronicle; Judge Richard 
Hanscom, San Diego Municipal Court; Mr. Richard G. Hirsch. Attorney at Law, Los Angeles; Judge William P . 
Hogoboom, Los Angeles County Superior Court; Ms.Jo Interrante. former News Director. KFRC Radio.::Jan Francisco, 
now with RKO Radio Network. New York; Mr. Howard Janssen. Deputy District Attorney. Alameda County; Mr. 
Ephraim Margolin. Attorney at Law. San Francisco; Ms. Sue McHugh, former Producer/Writer/Host, KQVR-TV, 
Sacramento. now with KTVU-TV. Oakland; Mr. Peter Noyes, Executive Editor. KNBC-TV. Los Angeles; Ms. Audrey 
Ohlson. California Teachers Association. Burlingame; Mr. George T. Osterkamp. former Executive Producer for Public 
Affairs Broadcasting. KQED-TV, San Francisco, now Washington, D.C. Bureau Chief. KRON-TV. San Francisco; Ms. 
Joan Rich. Past President. California League of Women Voters; Mr. Randy Riddle, Reporter. KCBS-Radio. San Fran
cisco; Mr. Wayne Satz,Investigative Reporter. KABC-TV. Los Angeles; Mr. Martin Smith. Reporter and Political Editor, 
Sacramento Bee; Mr. Ray Spangler. California Freedom of Information Committee. Redwood City; Mr. Sanford 
Svetcov, Chief Assistant United States Attorney. San Francisco. 

4 Subcommittee members are Justice Jefferson, Mr. Cleary. Judge Duncan. Judge Hogoboom. Mr. Janssen, Ms. McHugh. 
Mr. Riddle. Mr. Satz. and Mr. Smith. 
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Small Claims Experimental Proiecl 

The Small Claims Monetary Jurisdiction Experiment, authorized by 
Chapter 723 of t~e Stat.utes of 1978, was completed on March 31, 1980. The 
12-mo~th ~xpenment Illcreased the small claims filing limit from $750 to 
$1500 III SIX courts. Two courts, with no monetary jurisdiction increase 
were selected and used as control courts. ' 

The legislation establishing the experiment directed the Small Claims 
Advisory Committee, with the cooperation of the Judicial Council and the 
~epar:ment of C~n~umer Aff:nrs, to study the effects of the jurisdictional 
m?rea:se. The JU~ICIaI CouncIl collected information on a random sam
plmg of small claims cases in the experimental and control courts. 

The study revealed that corporations filed a lower percentage of claims 
above $750 and .that natural persons filed a higher percentage above $750. 
Consumer credit cases were a smaller percentage of total cases above $750 
compared to cases below .$750, but continued to be the most prevalent 
type of case. There was a hIgher percentage of personal injury or property 
damage cases a.nd. personal loan cases above $750. A higher percentage of 
c~ses resulted m Judgment for plaintiff after trial, for cases above $750 
when a natural person was the plaintiff. Natural person defendants had ~ 
l~wer percentage of default judgments for cases above $750 generally, but 
hIgher default rates for consumer loans. 
C~ses ~bove $750 required more judicial time to dispose of, but not more 

clencal time. 
T~ese and oth~r findings were presented in a report to the Small Claims 

AdVIsory ("'I CommIttee 'J);' the ~udicial Coun.cil in May 1980. The Depart
men~ of ....... onsumer Affairs aSSIsted the AdVIsory Committee in preparing 
the fmal report to the Legislature which will contain the recommenda
tions of the committee. 

Weighted Caseload Study 

1\ report o? the results of the 1979 update of the superior court weighted 
caseload srsrem was presented to the Judicial Council. The Council de
ferred ~ctIon on the report while an advisory committee reexamines the 
theoretical. bases of .the weighted caseload system. In the interim, the 
prese?t weIghts an~J~dge-year values will continue to be used. Forty-two 
supenor courts particIpated in the update study conducted in October and 
November of 1979. 

Judgeship Reports 

As part of its ongoing service to the Legislature and the executive 
bra~ch of g?vernment, the Judicial Council prepares statistical reports on 
the JudgeshIp needs of courts seeking additional judgeships. In preparing 
~hese reports, the Council utilizes a weighted caseload system to measure 
JudgeshIp needs, developed on the basis of time studies for various judicial 
proceedmgs. 

In the 1980 session. of th~ Legislatu:e, the Judicial Council prepared 15 
such reports concermng tnal courts, eIght of which applied to the superior 
courts and seven to the municipal courts.s 

.'j The courts for w~ich judgeship re~orts were prepared were: Superior Courts in the Counties of Kern, Orange, Sacra
mento, San D,ego, San Bernardino, Santa Barbara, Sonoma, Stanislaus; Municipal Courts in the Districts of Desert 
North County (San Diego), RiverSide, Santa Barbara-Goleta, Santa Clara County, South Orange County, West Kern: 
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Court Management Services 
The Court Management Services unit, formerly known as the Calendar 

Management Technical Assistance Team, is a court services unit of the 
Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Technical assistance in court management is provided to any trial court 
in California upon request, in order to improve the court's management 
practices, consistent with the standards recommended by the Judicial 
Council. Theoretical studies are avoided. Care is taken to understand local
problems, in the daily operation of the courts, which directly affect ~ourt 
organization and caseflow management procedures. 

During 1980 approximately 40 courts received assistance. This level of 
service represents approximately 420 work days actually spent within the 
respective trial courts. 

B. SUMMARY OF 1980 LEGISLATIVE ACTION ON 
COUNCIL RECOMMENDATIONS AND OTHER 

SELECTED LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 

During the second year of the 1979-80 Regular Session of the Legisla
ture, the Judicial Council recommended two measures for enactment, 
both of which were enacted substantially as introduced. 

In addition to its action on these measures, the Judicial Council was 
concerned with a variety of other legislative measures significantly affect
ing the judiciary and the administration of justice. This report summarizes 
a number of these other measures. Judicial Council-sponsored measures 
are summarized first, followed by other enacted measures of particular 
interest to the judiciary and, finally, measures of interest to the judiciary 
that were not enacted. Unless otherwise indicated, all measures are effec
tive January 1, 1981. 

Senator Bob Wilson and Assemblyman Jack Fenton were the legislative 
members of the Judicial Council during the second year of the 1979-80 
session. 

1. JUDICIAL COUNCIL MEASURES 

Economical Litigation Proiect 
Assembly Bill 1939, introduced by Assemblyman Knox at the request of 

o the Judicial Council, extends the duration of the experimental project in 
the Fresno and Los Angeles courts to test simplified procedures intended 
to reduce the duration and expense of civil litigation. The extension will 
permit a sufficient number of cases to be completed under the experiment 
to adequately evaluate the procedures. This measure was enacted as chap
ter 71. 

Coordination of Actions 
Assembly Bill 2425, introduced by Assemblyman Fenton, provides that 

actions pending in a municipal or justice court may be transferred to the 
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superior court lLlld consolidated with a superior court action affecting the 
san1.e subject matter. The purpose of the measure is to provide a more 
convenient and efficient alternative to coordination of such proceedings. 
The measure was enacted as chapter 31B. 

2. OTHER MEASURES ENACTED 

Eight-Member Juries 
Senate Constitutional Amendment 14, introduced by Senator Beverly, 

amends the California Constitution by authorizing the Legislature to 
reduce the size of juries in civil actions in the municipal ancijustice courts 
from 12 to B. The measure was placed on the November 1980 ballot as 
resolution chapter 47, and was approved by the voters. 

Peripheral Canal 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 90, introduced by Assemblyman 

Kapiloff, establishes special venue and judicial review provisions relating 
to the proposed peripheral canal. Venue for actions which concern the 
peripheral canal is in Sacramento County. A one-year statute oflimitations 
applies to certain actions with some actions having calendar preference. 
The measure requires the Supreme Conrt, on request, to transfer certain 
appeals to itself unless the proceeding is unlikely to substantially affect the 
canal or compliance with certain sections of the Water Code. It provides 
time limits within which each court is to commence hearing certain ac
tions but provides that the Supreme Court's authority contained in article 
VI, section 12, to transfer cases is not affected. The measure was placed 
on the November 1980 ballot as resolution chapter 49, and was approved 
by the voters. 

Family Conciliation Courts 
Senate Bill 961, introduced by Senator Sieroty, extensively revises the 

provisions governing conciliation courts. It specifies the powers and mini
mum qualifications of supervising counselors, requires courts to provide 
for mediation of child custody disputes, and permits some additional fees 
to fund conciliation services. It was enacted as chapter 4B. 

Sentences in Burglary Cases 
Senate Bill 1236, introduced by Senator Beverly, prohibits probation in 

felony burglary sentences, and mandates a go-day jail term in misde- • 
meanor residential bnrglary sentences; except in unusual cases where the 
interests of justice would best be served by granting probation. The meas
ure was enacted as chapter 42. 

Fines, Forleilurr4s, and Assessments 
Senate Bill 140B, introduced by Senator Robbins, provides for funds to 

contribute to the overall cost of certain courthouse construction in San 
Francisco and Los Angeles Counties by establishing a locally optional 
courthouse temporary construction fund, based on criminal filings in the 
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! Ifj 1 ;/ I courts of those counties. The fund receives one dollar for every parking 1I 
j filing, two dollars for every infraction filing, and five dollars for every \l 
j misdemeanor filing, regardless of whether any fine or forfeiture is collect- il 
! ed in the particular case. In Los Angeles County, certain areas are desig- II 
1 nated for courthouse construction. The measure was enacted as chapter I! 
1 57B 1, Ii • i! 

II Assembly Bill 493, introduced by Assemblywoman Moore, simplifies the Ii 
II . penalty assessment structure by establishing a single assessment applica- 11 

I ble to all criminal cases, with distribution of funds administered by the ~ 
State Treasurer, instead of by individual court clerks. The measure estab- U 

lishes a uniform assessment on all fines and forfeitures, in the amount of 11 

J $3 for every $10, or fraction thereof, in lieu of existing assessments. The ~ 
n measure was enacted as chapter 530. Certain of the measure's key provi- II 

sions were also incorporated into Senate Bill 142B, introduced by Senator ~ 
Presley, which alters the formula for distribution of funds, enacted as ~ 
chapter 1047. ~ 

Proceedings Open to the· Public 
Assembly Bill 1374, introduced by Assemblyman Felando, provides that 

the public shall be admitted to any juvenile hearing where the minor is 
alleged to have committed certain specified serious offenses, including 
murder, armed robbery,aggravated assault, and certain offenses against 
persons over 60 years of age. The measure was enacted as chapter 322. 
Another more comprehensive measure, Senate Bill 450, introduced by 
Senator Nielsen, that would have opened all preliminary hearings and 
probation reports to the public, was dropped by its author. 

Jury Selection 
Assembly Bill 1454, introduced by Assemblyman Chappie, establishes 

uniform statutory provisions for random selection of jurors in superior, 
municipal and justice courts. It requires use of multiple source lists for 
jurors where feasible and directs the Department of Motor Vehicles to 
provide source lists to jury commissioners semi-annually. Together with 
Assembly Bill 2025, introduced by Assemblyman Statham, enacted as 
chapter 1361, it permits boards of supervisors to fix jury fees and mileage 
allowances in excess of a statewide minimum. Assembly Bill 1454 was 
enacted as chapter B1. 

Misdemeanor-Infractions 
Assembly BilllB13, as introduced by Assemblyman Kapiloff, would have 

authorized the court to reduce certain specified misdemeanor offenses 
including battery, joy riding, reckless driving, and possession of marijuana 
to infractions with a maximum fine of $250. The measure was amended to 
restrict :its effect to less serious offenses, including disturbing the peace, 
failure-to-appear under Vehicle Code section 40508, and furnishing al
cohol to a minor. It was further amended to require the defendant's 
consent to have the charge treated as an infraction and to permit the 
prosecution to charge the matter as an infraction in the first instance. As 
amended, the measure was enacted as chapter 1270. 
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Small Claims Actions 
Assembly Bill 2142, introduced by Assemblyman Bane, permits the 

small claims court to retain jurisdiction of cases where a small claims 
defendant has filed a civil action in excess of small claims jurisdiction, until 
a small claims judgment is rendered. With amendments to give the court 
discretion to transfer a small claims case to the regular civil calendar when 
the ends of justice would be served, the measure was enacted as chapter 
536. 

Civil Fees in Superior, Municipal, and Justice Courts 
Assembly Bill 2361, introduced by Assemblyman Frazee, revises filing 

fees and other miscellaneous fees payable in civil cases, and provides for 
substantially identical miscellaneous fees in the superior, municipal, and 
justice courts. The measure also establishes a $12 fee for each motion or 
other filing after the first paper which requires a hearing. In addition, the 
law library fee, as revised by Assembly Bill 1226, introduced by Assembly
man Mello, and enacted as chapter 64, together with the court reporter 
fee and judges' retirement fee, are merged into a total filing fee, to be 
fixed within specified limits by the county boards of supervisors. Assembly 
Bill 2361 was ena.cted as chapter 1372. 

Civil Forms 
Assembly Bill 2632, introduced by Assemblywoman Waters, requires the 

Judicial Council, in consultation with a representative advisory commit
tee, to adopt standard forms for interrogatories and requests for admission 
to bA used in personal injury, property damage, wrongful death, unlawful 
detainer, breach of contract, and fraud cases. Use of the forms is optional. 
The measure was amended to include an appropriation, and was enacted 
as chapter 1263. 

Juvenile Traffic Cases 
Assembly Bill 27 44, introduced by Assemblyman Mangers, permits juve

nile traffic infractions to be heard in the municipal and justice courts, 
under general provisions of law. All fines and forfeitures in such cases 
continue to go to the county general fund. Placement of such cases in the 
municipal and justice courts is at the option of the county board of supervi
sors, with the concurrence of the presiding judges of the affeuted courts. 
The measure was enacted as chapter 1299. 

3. MEASURES WHICH FAILED ENACTMENT 

Structure of the Judicial Council 
Senate Constitutional Amendment 9, introduced by Senator Dills, 

sought to restructure the Judicial Council by increasing its size from 21 to 
23, by deleting the authority of the Chief Justice to appoint judge mem
bers, and by providing, instead, for the election of judge members by 
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judges of the various court levels to represent their particular judicial 
constituency. SCA 9 was dropped by the author. 

Structure of the JUdiciary 
Senate Constitutional Amendment 35, introduced by Senator Russell 

and Assembly Constitutional Amendment 67, introduced by Assembly
man Wyman, were identical omnibus measures. They sought, among 
other things, to reduce Supreme Court and Court of Appeal terms of office 
from twelve years to eight years; to require all Supreme Court and Court 
of Appeal judges to again stand for election at the next general election, 
and to permit contested elections; to abolish the Commission on Judicial 
Appointments and provide for Senate confirmation, by majority vote, of 
alljudges to courts of record; to restructure the Judicial Council as spelled 
out in SCA 9, above, and to specify when a cause pending before the 
Supreme Court or a Court of Appeal is under submission. SCA 35 failed 
passage on the Senate floor; ACA 67 failed passage in the Assembly Judici
ary Committee. 

Retroactivity of Judicial Decisions 
Senate Constitutional Amendment 38, introduced by Senator Gara

mendi, and Senate Constitutional Amendment 45, introduced by Senator 
Foran, both sought to restrict the power of state appellate courts to apply 
decisions in criminal cases retroactively. SCA 45 was amended into SCA 
38, which failed passage in the Assembly Criminal Justice Committee. 

Creation of Special Tax Court 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 38, with implementing legisla

tion, Assembly Bill 2254, both introduced by Assemblyman Knox, sought 
to establish a special tax court, with a small claims division, within the 
judicial branch of government to determine all questions of law and fact 
arising unOter California taxing statutes. AB 2254 failed passage in the 
Assembly ~Ways and Means Committee; ACA 38 failed passage in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. 

Small Cltlims Courts 
Senate J3ill519, introduced by Senator Dills, and Senate Bill 1806, intro

duced by Senator Marks, sought to implement recommendations arising 
from the i3mall claims experiment (Stats. 1978, ch. 723). SB 519 would have 
increased small claims filing fees for heavy users of the court. SB 1806 
would have provided for small claims advisors in most municipal courts, 
and would have directed the Department of Consumer Affairs to provide 
a small claims manual for dislTibution in all courts. The provisions of SB 
519 were incorporated into SB 1806 by the Assembly and the fee increase 
was limiited to courts which utilized small claims advisors. SB 1806 failed 
on the dosing day of the session when the Senate refused to concur in the 
measure as amended. 
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Judicial Impact Analyses 
Senate Bill 720, introduced by Senator Russell, sought to require prepa

ration of a judicial impact analysis on selected legislative proposals before 
the Senate and Assembly Judiciary Committees and the Assembly Crimi
nal Justice Committee. The analyses were to be prepared by the Legisla
tive Analyst, with assistance from the Department of Finance and the 
Judicial Council. The measure failed passage on the Senate floor. 

Court Approval of Abortions 
Senate Bill 1814, introduced by Senator Schmitz, would have required 

the courts to decide on a case-by-case basis whether abortions should be 
provided for unmarried minor females, but provided no legal standards 
against which judges could evaluate a particular request. The measure 
failed passage in the Assembly Health Committee. 

Structure of the Court of Appeal 
Assembly Bill 2444, introduced by Assemblyman Imbrecht, sought to 

abolish divisions in the Court of Appeal, and to require regular rotation 
of judges from panel to panel in all of the appellate Courts of Appeal. The 
measure would also have created a new Sixth Appellate District, to consist 
of the San Bernardino division of the Fourth Appellate District. The meas
ure passed the Assembly, but failed passage in the Senate-Judiciary Com
mittee. 

C. CHANGES IN THE CALIFORNIA RULES 
OF COURT DURING 1980 

During 1980 the Judicial Council adopted a number of amendments to 
the appellate and trial court rules designed to improve court administra
tion and expedite court proceedings. 

The Council also approved 60 new and revised forms for statewide use 
which are discussed in section F of this chapter. 

1. APPELLATE RULES 

Rules on Appeal (Rules 15(b) (d), 2.~(a), 42(b)(c), 56 (a)) 
The amendments to rule 15, originally suggested by the Academy of 

Appellate Lawyers, require printed briefs to be 8~ x 11 inches in size, and 
make related changes. 

Appeals to Appellate Department (Rules 103(0), 105(a), 
107(b)(c), 108, 184(d) and 185) 

These amendments, which were originally proposed by the Appellate 
Courts Committee of the Los Angeles Bar Association, allow more time for 
certain steps in appeals from municipal and justice courts to the appellate 
departments of superior courts. 
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2. TRIAL COURT RULES 

Traffic Bail Schedule (Rule 850(b)) 

49 

The Council's uniform traffic bail schedule was revised to '~0nform to 
Chapter 71 of the 1979 Statutes (Assem. Bill No. 518), which amlnded the 
law on «notices to correct" registration, license or mechanical violations 
of the Vehicle Code. The 1979 legislation provides that this previously 
mandated procedure is now optional. 

Court Reporters' Transcript Production, Income and Time Reports 
(Rule 860) 

To conform to 1980 legislation, the Judicial Council amended rule 860 
to extend its applicability to each official reporter and temporary official 
reporter in Calaveras, Imperial, Monterey, Nevada, Placer, Sierra, Te
hama, and Yolo Counties. This rule requires that court reporters report to 
the Judicial Council regarding their income and transcript production. 
This information is used by the Council in preparing required reports to 
the Legislature and the county boards of supervisors. 

Subpena Forms (Rule 982(a)) 
Two legislative measures enacted in 1979 required revision of the form 

Subpena, Subpena Duces Tecum previously adopted for mandatory use. 
Chapter 458 (Assem. BiJl No. 561) amended Code of Civil Procedure 
section 1985 to allow attorneys in civil cases to issue subpenas. The second 
measure, chapter 67 of the Statutes of 1979 (Assem. Bill No. 89) provides 
that a subpenaed witness shall be given written notice on the subpena that 
the witness may be entitled to receive payment for fees and mileage. 

Acting pursuant to the recommendations of its Advisory Committee on 
Legal Forms, the Council adopted two separate subpena forms for manda
tory use in civil and criminal cases. The existing single Subpena, Subpena 
Duces Tecum form was revoked effective July 1, 1980. 

Waiver of Court Fees (Rule 985) 
The J udic~al Council adopted a new rule and four new forms for the 

waiver of court fees and costs (in forma pauperis) pursuant to Gov~rn
ment Code section 68511.3. In general, any papers presented by a litigant 
either with an application for waiver of fees or later will be filed without 
requiring payment of fees. If the application is denied, the appHcant must \ 
pay any applicable fees within 10 days or any papers filed are ineffective. 

Economical Litigation Pilot Project (Rules 1719, 1721, 17:12, 1723, 
1725, 1727, 1729, 1741, 1825, 1826, 1827, 1829, 1829.1, 1831, 1837, 
1849) 

The Economical Litigation Pilot Project-<iesigned to simplify pretrial 
procedare and court trials-has been operating since January 1, 1978 in'
the Torrance Branch of the Los Angeles Superior Court, the Fresno Su
perior Court, and the Los Angeles and Fresno Municipal Courts. 
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On the recommendation of the Economical Litigation Review Commit
tee, which monitors the operation of the project, the Judicial Council 
made several changes in the rules for the pilot project, so as to further 
simplify procedure and to help prevent inadvertent noncompliance with 
the rules. 

Judge's Option to Appear before the Commission on Judicial 
Performance (Rules 904 and 904.5) 

These amendments give a judge on whom the Commission on Judicial 
Performance intends to impose a private admonishment the right either 
to an appearance before the COIIh-nission or to a formal hearing under rule 
905 before the admonishment is imposed. If the judge claims either option, 
the Commission may conduct further preliminary investigation and may 
institute formal proceedings, but it may not, in lieu of the private admon
ishment, recommend the censure, retirement or removal of the judge 
unless substantial and serious new facts to justify such a recommendation 
are proved in the formal proceedings. 

The amendments to rules 904 and 904.5 were based in part on comments 
and suggestions received from judges, attorneys and interested persons 
who responded to an invitation to comment on an earlier version of the 
proposal. 

Electronic Dr Photographic Coverage of Court Proceedings (Rules 
980.2, 980.3) 

Rules 980.2 and 980.3 were adopted to govern the year-long experiment 
with "extended coverage" of proceedings in California courtrooms. (Ex
tended coverage means coverage by television, radio, phGtographic, and 
audio and video recording equipment.) The experiment will run from July 
1, 1980 to June 30, 1981. 

Any media representative interested in conducting extended coverage 
of a case must make a written request to the judge within a reasonable 
time before the coverage is to begin. The approval of the judge is required, 
but not that of the parties, attorneys, or witnesses in civil cases. However, 
in criminal cases, the courts must obtain the consent of both the defendant 
and the prosecutor before permitting television, radio or photographic 
coverage of a criminal case. This distinction was made because of the 
uncertainty resulting from the pendency of the case of Chandler v. Florida 
(probable jurisdiction noted April 21, 1980,48 United States Law Week p. 
3677) (Dock. No. 79-1260) in the United States Supreme Court:, and to 
obviate the possibility of reversals of convictions should Chandler be de
cided adversely to television, radio or photographic coverage. 

That case involves a challenge, on constitutional grounds, to a Florida 
rule permitting electronic media coverage of criminal trials over the de
fendant's objection. The Council expressly noted that the consent require
ment is subject to reconsideration when the Chandler case is decided. 

A separate set of provisioT1S governs extended media coverage that is 
conducted for educational purposes. 
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I D. JUDICIAL REDISJRICTING II 
1 In recent years the major changes in the composition of municipal and . , 

III justice court districts in California began in July of 1975. Realignments and : I 
consolidations have eliminated 96 judicial districts and reduced the total' i 

I j 
t 

I 
I 

number of judicial districts to 183. Ninety-nine justice court districts were I 
eliminated and the number of municipal court districts rose by 10, to 90, :J 
and then fell back to 83 with the consolidation of a number of distri~ts. 11 

In fiscal year 1979-80 the total number of judicial districts was reduced : 1 

by eight. In Santa Clara County the Gilroy-Morgan Hill, Los Gatos-Camp- 1 

bell-Saratoga, Palo Alto-Mountain View, San Jose-Milpitas, Santa Clara and 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino Municipal Courts consolidated to become the Santa 
Clara County Municipal Court District. In San Bernardino County the 

'Twentynine Palms Justice Court became a municipal court and almost 
immediately consolidated with the San Bernardino County Municipal 
Court as the Morongo 'Basin Division. The Monterey Peninsula, Northern 
Monterey County and Salinas Municipal Court Districts consolidated to 
become the Monterey County Municipal Court. The Redding Justice 
Court became the ,Redding Municipal Court. 

The number of districts served by justice courts has steadily decreased 
since the lower court reorganization of 1953 because of (1) redistricting 
by local boards of supervisors resulting in the consolidation of separate 
justice court districts to form either municipal courts or larger justice 
court districts, and (2) the creation of municipal courts as district popula
tions increased to levels in excess of the 40,000 constitutional limit for 
justice courts. 

Table A gives the total number of judicial districts as of June 30, 1980, 
and for each year since the lower court reorganization. 

TABLE A-CALIFORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 
As of June 30, 1953 to June 30, 1980 

Total 
judicial 

Year districts 
1953 .............................................................................................................................. 400 
1954 .................................................................................................................... ,......... 400 
1955 ............................. , ............................................................................... :................ 395 
1956 ....................................... ,...................................................................................... 395 
1957 .............................................................................................................................. 393 

1958 .............................................................................................................................. 390 
1959 ....................... :...................................................................................................... 374 
1960 .............................................................................................................................. 374 
1961 .............................................................................................................................. 371 
1962 .............................................................................................................................. 370 

1963 .............................................................................................................................. 365 
1964 .............................................................................................................................. 361 
1S65 .............................................................................................................................. 349 
1966 .............................................................................................................................. 339 
1967 .............................................................................................................................. 336 

1968 .............................................................................................................................. 326 
1969 .............................................................................................................................. 319 
1970 .............................................................................................................................. 319 
1971.............................................................................................................................. 309 

(Table A continued on page 112) 

Number 
ofjustice 

courts 
349 
348 
342 
341 
335 

329 
312 
307 
302 
298 

293 
288 
276 
268 
263 

253 
245 
244 
232 

Number 
of municipal 

courts 
51 
52 
53 
54 
58 

61 
52 
()T 

69 
72 

72 
73 
73 
71 
73 

73 
74 
75 
77 
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1!n'2 .............................................................................................................................. 303 

1!n'3 .............................................................................................................................. 'S1 
1!n'4 .............................................................................................................................. 291 
1!n'1l .............................................................................................................................. Z19 
1!n'6 .............................................................................................................................. 259 
1977 .............................................................................................................................. 200 

~ 1!n'8 .............................................................................................................................. 1!n' 
1m .............................................................................................................................. 191 
1980 .............................................................................................................................. 183 

226 

221 
214 
199 
175 
HI 

107 
102 
100 

E. JUSTICE COURT ORAL EXAMINATIONS 

77 

76 
77 
80 
84 
89 

90 
89 
83 

Judicial vacancies in justice courts may at the option of the board of 
supervisors of the county in which the court is situated, be filled by ap
pointment of the board of supervisors or by special election.6 Only attor
neys are eligible to be justice court judges.7 Oral examinations are 
required when there are more than three qualified candidates for appoint
ment to a justice court judgeship. The Chairperson of the Judicial Council 
designates a superior court judge as chairperson of the oral examining 
board. The chairperson of the board appoints two residents of the county 
to serve with him as members of the board. The board ranks the candi
dates and submits the three highest ranked to the board of supervisors.s 

During the 1980 calendar year an oral examination board was appointed 
to interview seven candidates for the office of judg0 of the Oroville Justice 
Court, Butte County. 

F. JUDICIAL COUNCIL LEGAL FORMS 
. During 1980 the Judicial Council approved 60 court forms for statewide 

use. The forms were prepared and recommended for Judicial Council 
appro,:al by the ~udicial Council Advisory Committee on Legal Forms, a 
stateWIde comnnttee with representation from the State Bar, the judici
ary, and the court clerks' organizations. 

Camera-ready copies of the new and revised forms approved for state
wide use were sent to trial courts throughout the state so that each court 
could reproduce the forms for local use. 

An explanation of the new forms and background of the changes in' 
certain existing forms follows. 

MANDA'TORY FORMS 

A. Rule 982 Forms 

1. Abstract of Judgment (Rule 982(a) (1)) 
The Abstract of Judgment (Civil) form has been revised to incorporate 

the new requirement of chapter 1281 of the 1980 Statutes to show the 
address at which the summons walS served or to which it was mailed. The 
legislation also requires ~he recorder to notify the debtor of the recorda-
• Gov. Code, ~ 7U80.3 
T Gov. Code, t 71701 
• Gov. Code, tt 71180.3, 71601.3; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 765-770 
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(

.,J tion of an involuntary lien when the recorded document contam' S the H 
;,1 [, 

I 
address of the debtor or the debtor's attorney of record.The revised form ij 

!J requests that address if known. i j ,1 'I 
!! ~ 1 
1\ 2. Subpena, Subpena Duces Tecum (Rule 982 (a) (7)) [Revoked] II 

\

1 This form was revoked effective July 1, 1980, because the Council adopt- n 
j ed two separate forms for use in civil and criminal cases (see rule II 
1 982 (a) (15) and (16)). II 

I 
II d 

,

1. 3. Civil Subpena (Rule 982 (a) (15)) II 
Two legislative measures enacted in 1979 required revision of the form I! 

Subpena~ Subpena Duces Tecum previously adopted for mandatory use. fi 

I
' Chapter 458 (Assem. Bill No. 561) amended section 1985 of the Code of 1\ 
I Civil Procedure to allow attorneys in civil cases to issue subpenas. The \' 

.~( second measure, chapter 67 of the Statutes of 1979 (Assem. Bill No. 89) .( 
, required that a subpenaed witness be given written notice on the subpena Ii 
f h h b lj 

. , > 

t at t e witness may e entitled to receive payment for fees and mileage. Ii 
The Council adopted tWo separate subpena forms for mandatory use in n 
civil and criminal cases effective July 1, 1980. Ii 

U 

4. Subpena (Criminal or Juvenile) (Rule 982(a) (16) 11. 

Adopted effective July 1, 1980. See comments on the Civil Subpena form ij 
(rule 982 (a) (15)). ~ 
In Forma Pauperis Forms I~ 

The Judicial Council adopted four new forms for the waiver of court fees 
and costs (in forma pauperis) to follow the procedure established by new ! 
rule 985. The forms and new rule were required by Section 68511.3 of the ~ 
Government Code. An Information Sheet on Waiver of Court Fees and i 
Costs containing a brief set of instructions to the applicant was also ap
proved. The following mandatory in forma pauperis forms were adopted 
effective January 1, 1981: 

5. Application for Waiver of Court Fees and Costs (Rule 
982(a) (17)) 

6. 

7. 

8. 

B. 

Order on Application for Waiver of Court Fees 'and Costs 
(Rule 982(a) (18)) 

Notice of Waiver of Court Fees and Costs (Rule 982 (a) (19)) 

Application for Waiver of Additional Court Fees and Costs 
(Rule 982(a) (20)) 

FAMIL Y LA W FORMS 
Legislation enacted in 1980 required changes in a number of mandatory 

Judicial Council family law and domestic violence forms and adoption of 
several new forms. 

3-81669 
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1. Temporary Restraining Orders (Rule 1285.05) 
This new form, intended to be attached to the Order to Show Cause~ 

provides a detailed outline of the restraining orders available under sec
tion 4359 of the Civil Code as well as an order regarding delivery of the 
orders to law enforcement agencies. The form also contains a boxed warn
ing that violation of any of the orders is a misdemeanor and advises that 
the orders expire on the date of the hearing. 

2. Application for Order and Supporting Declaration (Rule 
1285.20) 

Amendments to this form, effective July 1, 1980, were required by 
amendment of section 4359 of the Civil Code concerning ex parte protec
tive orders. This form was also revised effective January 1,1981, as follows: 
(1) the allegations relating to child custody and child support were di
vided into separate requests; and (2) the request for a wage assignment 
for child support was deleted because chapter 1341 of the 1980 Statutes 
mandates the granting of an ex parte application for a wage assignment 
if the person ordered to pay the support is in arrears at least one month's 
payment and notice of the intent to seek the wage assignment in event 
of default has been given by certified mail or personal service at the time 
of or after the final decree. This notice was placed on the Final Judgment 
(Family Law) form. The application form was also revised to permit 
requests for the delivery of restraining orders to law enforcement agen
cies. 

3. Responsive Declaration to Order to Show Cause or Notice of 
Motion (Rule 1285.40) 

Amendments effective July 1, 1980 were required to conform to changes 
in section 4359 of the Civil Code concerning ex parte protective orders. 
This form was also revised effective Jailuary 1, 1981 to conform to the 
changes in the application. 

4. Interlocutory judgment of Dissolution of Marriage (Rule 
1287) 

Chapter 329 of the 1980 Statutes adds section 4800.6 to the Civil Code 
to require an attorney representing a client in a dissolution or legal separa
tion proceeding to give notice in writing that even though a debt based 
on a contract is assigned to one party, the other party may be sued in the 
event of a default in payments. The form was revised to incorporate the 
notice required by the statute. 

5. Final judgment (Rule 1289) 

Chapter 1188 of the 1980 Statutes adds section 4352 to the Civil Code 
requiring every final judgment of nullity or dissolution to contain a notice 
that parties should review their wills. This form was revised to incorporate 
the warning verbatim from the statute. It was also revised to incorporate 
an additional warning related to wage assignments for child support. To 
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j1, assist clerks in their record keeping when dissolution proceedings are ~ 
. bifurcated, the caption of the form was revised so that it might serve as j 
1 a Final Judgment-DissoluHon of Marriage-Status Only. ! 
I 6. Joint Petition for Summary Dissoh;tion of Marriage (Rule \ 
j 1295.10) 

Chapter 627 of the i_980 Statutes changes the limitations on the use of 
the summary dissolution procedure to allow its use in a marriage of no 
more than five years' duration (rather than two) if the parties have less 
than $10,000 in community property and $10,000 apiece in separate prop
erty (rather than $5,000) and $3,000 in community obligations (rather 
than $2,000). The legislation also provides that the Judicial Council every 
two years beginning January 1,1983, compute and publish adjustments in 
these dollar amounts to reflect any change in the value of the dollar. To 
conform to the new legislation, the form was revised to incorporate the 
revised limitations. All dollar amounts appear at the end of sentences so 
that the new form can be easily revised every two years to reflect the 
newly applicable amounts. 

7. Request for Final Judgment, Final Judgment of Dissolution of 
Marriage, and Notice of Entry of Judgment (Summary 
Dissolution) (Rule 1295.20) 

Because chapter 1188 of the 1980 Statutes adds section 4352 to the Civil 
Code requiring every final judgment of nullity or dissolution to contain a 
notice that parties should review their wills, this form was revised to 
incorporate the warning verbatim from the statute. The format wa~ also 
revised to provide a separate section 4 below the request for final Judg
ment portion of the form to make clearer the requirement that the wife 
must sign if she now, for the first time, requests the return of her former 
name. 

Domestic Violence Forms 
Six new forms (rules 1296-1296.40) were adopted to implement the 

Domestic Violence Prevention Act (Code Civ. Proc., § 540 et seq.) which 
was effective July 1, 1980. A booklet, InstrucHons for Orders Prollibiting 
DomesHc Violence~ was approved effective July 1, 1980, and revised effec
tive January 1, 1981, to incorporate changes in the Domestic Violence 
Prevention Act. It contains facsimiles of completed forms as a guide to 
users of the forms. 

8. Application and Declaration (Domestic Violence) (Rule 
1296) 

This form was ad"opted effective July 1, 1980, but during the year the 
Legislature enacted chapter 1158 of the 1980 Statutes. The new law 
amends the Domestic Violence Prevention Act to eliminate the require
ment of a sexual relationship between nonrelat~d household members 
before one of them can invoke the provisions of the act and to provide for 
the delivery of restraining orders to law enforcement agencies by either 
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mailing by the clerk or personal delivery by the applicant or the ap
plicant's attorney. Both mailing and delivery are now required. This form 
was revised effective January 1, 1981, to delete reference to sexual rela
tions and to add a request for an order shortening time with space to state 
the facts supporting the application. 

9. Order to Show Cause and Temporary Restraining Order 
(Domestic Violence-Uniform Parentage) (Rule 1296.10) 

This form was adopted effective July 1, 1980, and the reverse of the form 
was revised effective January 1, 1981, to provide space for the new alterna
tive forms of order relating to delivery of the form and space for an order 
shortening time and to delete the portion of the order which directed that 
the Instructions for Orders Prohibiting Domestic Violence be served on 
the defendants. 

10. Application and Order for Reissuance of Order to Shf'W 
Cause (Domestic Violence) (Rule 1296.15) 

This new form was adopted to implement section 527 (b) of the Code 
of Civil Procedure which provides for reissuing the order to show cause 
when the plaintiff files an affidavit containing specified allegations. The 
new form replaces a portion of the existing form Order to Show Cause 
(Domestic Violence). 

11. Responsive Declaration to Order to Show Cause (Domestic 
Violence) (Rule 1296.20) 

Adopted effective July 1, 1980. 

12. Order Prohibiting Domestic Violence (Family Law-Domestic 
Violence-Uniform Parentage) (Rule 1296.30) 

This form was adopted effective July 1, 1980, and was revised effective 
January 1, 1981, to provide for the new alternatives relating· to delivery of 
the orders to law enforcement agencies. 

13. Proof of Service (Rule 1296.40) 
This form, adopted effective July 1, 1980, is designed for use in domestic 

violence, harassment, and emancipation proceedings. 

14. Summary Dissolution Information 
The Summary Dissolution Information booklet, available in English and 

Spanish, was revised effective January 1, 1981, to refer to the increased 
eligibility limits, (see discussion accompanying rule 1295.10). Additiqnally, 
language was placed in a box 01'1 the cover to read: 

Beginning on January 1, 1983, and every two years thereafter, the 
Judicial Council is required to adjust the following amounts referred to 
in this booklet to reflect any change in the value of the dollar: the $10,000 
limitation on community property; the $10,000 limitation on separate 
property; and the $3,000 limitation on community obligations. 
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It is not planned that this booklet will be revised to refer to the new 
amounts. The new amounts for each limitation will be printed on the 
form/oint Petition For Summary Dissolution of Marriage (Family Law
Summary Dissulution) which will be revised effective January 1, 1983, 
and every two years thereafter. 

C. 

1. 

CRIMINAl. I.A W FORMS 

Release Agreement, Appearance Bond, and Bail Deposit 
Receipt (10%) 

Chapter 873 of the 1979 Statutes permits deposit of 10 percent of bail by 
the defendant in a misdemeanor case. Section 1269d (g) of the Penal Code 
directs the Judicial Council to prescribe uniform forms for the release 
agreement, appearance bond, and deposit receipts for persons released on 
10 percent deposit of bail. 
" A single-page form designed to serve these three functions was devel

oped with the advice and assistance of many persons from throughout the 
state representing law enforcement, the courts, and the bar. Among the 
questions raised during the course of the development of the form was the 
question of whether the statute permits a person other than the defendant 
to make the 10 percent deposit. The great majority of persons who com
mented on this question were of the view that the law as presently written 
requires that, even though another person might pay in defendant's name, 
the receipt must be issued to the defendant and any returnable money 
must be given to the defendant. In view of this requirement, item 6 in the 
receipt portion of the form as adopted provides that the deposit is "re
ceived from or on behalf of the defendant." Item 7 of the form provides 
that an agency's own receipting validation may be attached to the uniform 
receipt form. This provision is designed to permit local agencies to use the 
new statewide form without substantially altering their recordkeeping 
procedures. 

OPTIONAL FORMS 
Until January 1978 the Judicial Council published a looseleaf version of 

the California Rules of Court in which each optional form was identified 
by two letters (indicating the subject area) and a three-digit number. For 
example, the Writ of Attachment form was given the identifying number 
AT-I35. 

BeginningJanuary 1, 1981, this system was resumed with some modifica
tions. Each form approved or revised by the Judicial Council and each 
existing form reprinted for distribution by the Administrative Office of the 
Courts bears the identifying letters and numbers in the lower margin. 
Legal publishers have been requested to include in their publications a 
current index listing the approved forms and showing the identifying 
letters and numbers for the current version of each form. 

The following modifications to the numbering system have been adopt
ed: 

1. The letter designations (AT = attachment, CD = claim and deliv
ery, EJ = enforcement of judgments, etc.) has been retained, with the 
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following exceptions: 
(a) The criminal (CR) form category has been eliminated and those 

forms previously listed in this category that are for internal court use only 
or are used exclusively by law enforcement agencies (for example, war
rant forms and traffic citation forms) are DO longer listed and will not be 
distributed to legal publishers. The remaining CR fqrms have been moved 
to other existing categories or to the Miscellaneous category. 

(b) The existing designation for probate forms PB has been dropped in 
favor of DE for forms used in decedents' estates and GC for forms used 
in guardianships and conservatorships. 

2. The three-digit number has been retained for identifying individual 
forms within a subject-matter category. Insofar as possible forms have 
been arranged within each category according to their logical sequence 
of use in practice. Decimals will not normally be used. ' 

3. To provide a convenient means of ascertaining whether a form has 
been revised, a complete list of all Judicial Council forms is distributed to 
each legal publisher and clerk's office and is periodically revised. In this 
list, the date of approval or of the latest revision is indicated parenthetical
ly immediately following the three-digit identifying number. For exam
ple, the current Writ of Attachment which was approved in 1977, is form 
ftT-135 (77) . If revised in 1982, the revised form would be AT-135(82). 

A. PROBATE FORMS 
Responding to recent legislation that has ext~nsively rewritten Califor-

nia's guardianship and conservatorship law, ';heJudicial Council revised or 
revoked all forms for use in guardianships and conservatorships and ap
proved several new forms for optional use effective January 1, 1981. The 
new law, effective the same date, adds a new division to the Probate Code 
(Stats. 1979, chs. 726 and 730). The new and revised forms include legisla
tive changes made since enactment of the principalleg:islation (for exam
ple, Stats. 1980, chs. 89, 264, and 1304). 

Several forms used for administration of decedents' estates were also 
revised because of recent legislation (Stats. 1980, chs. 136, 539, 955, and 
1366). The Petition for Probate was extensively revised' to conform to 
amendments to the Probate Code. 

The probate forms approved or revised in 1980 have identifying letters 
a.lld numbers printed on the lower left margin. Probate forms were di
vided into two categories-forms for administering decedents' estates 
with numbers prefaced by the letters DE and forms for guardianships and 
conservatorships with numbers prefaced by the letters Gc. The identify
ing number includes a number in parentheses indicating the year the form 
was first approved or last revised. The revised Petition for Probate, for 
example, bears the number DE-l00(81). Forms that !Lay be used for 
either category (for example, Inventory and Appraisement) bear two 
reference numbers, a DE number and a GC number. 
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1. Guardianship and Conservatorship Forms 

a. New Forms 

b. 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 

(10) 

Notice of Hearing-Guardianship or Conservatorship 
Order Dispensing with Notice-Guardianship or Conservatorship 
Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian or Conservator 
Order Appointing Temporary Guardian or Conservator 
Letters of Temporary Guardianship or Conservatorship 
Consent of Guardian, Nomination, and Waiver of Notice 
Letters of Guardianship 
Letters of Conservatorship 
Petition for Authority to Give Consent for Medical Treatment 
Order Authorizing Conservator to Give Consent for Medical 
Treatment 

Revised Forms 
The forms followed by an asterisk (*) needed revision only to eliminate 

references to guardianships of incompetents, which urider the new law 
will become conservatorships. The Judicial Council expressly authorized 
continued use of existing supplies of these forms if the outdated references 
are struck. These fom1s will not be reprinted and distributed to the courts 
until additional amendments are required. 

c. 

(1) Order Prescribing Notice (Probate) 
(2) Proof of Service by Mail of Order Appointing Gl1ardian or Conser-

vator 
(3) Inventory and Appraisement * 
(4) Petition for Confirmation of Sale of Real Property * 
(5) Order Confirming Sale of Real Property * 
(6) Ex Parte Petition for Authority to Sell Securities and Order * 
(7) Ex Parte Petition for Approval of Sale of Personal Property and 

Order * 
(8) Petition for Appointment of Guardian of Minor 
(9) Order Appointing Guardian of Minor 

(10) Petition for Appointment of Conservator 
(11) Citation for Conservatorship and Proof of Service 
(12) Order Appointing Court Investigator-Conservatorship 
(13) Order Appointing Conservator 
(14) Declaration of Medical or Accredited Practitioner 

Revoked Forms 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
{4) 
(5) 
(6) 

Petition for Appointment of Guardian (Incompetency) 
Citation for Guardianship (Incompetency) and Proof of Service 
Order Appointing Guardian for Incompetent 
Order Appointing Temporary Conservator 
Letters of Temporary Conservatorship 
Letters of Guardianship / Conservatorship 
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2. Decedents' Estates Forms 

a. Revised Form 
Petition for Probate 

b. Corret:fed Forms 
Existing supplies of the following forms were corrected by changing the 

references in the forms to section 1200 of the Probate Code to section 
121'.10.5. Legislation effective January 1, 1981, changes the section number 
(Stats. 1980, ch. 955). ' 

(1) Notice of Hearing (Probate) 
The section number in the notice box was changed to 1200.5. 

(2) Notice of Deanl and of Petition to Administer Estate 
The section number in item' 8 was cha..1lged to J.200.5. 

B. SMALL CLAIMS FORM 

Judgment Debtor's !aatement of Assets 
Section 117.19 ofthe Civil Code (Stats.1980, ch.10l8) requires the clerk, 

at the time judgment is rendered or notice is mailed to the parties, to 
provide a form to be completed by the judgment debtor regarding the 
nature and location of any assets. This form was approved effective Janu
ary 1, 1981, and given the identifying number SC-133 (81). 

C. MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 
Two forms were approved effective July 1, 1980, to implement the 

Emancipation of Minors Act (Civ. Code, § 60 et. seq.). 

1. Petition for Declclration of EmancipatiGn of Minor 

2. Declaration of Ellnancipation of Minor after Hearing 

G. FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS 

A. The following Judicial Council projects funded by federal Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration grants operated in 1980: 

ls Judicial Criminal Justice Planning Committee (CCC] 8035-80) 
$50,000 CCCJ (LEAA) /$100,000 total project cost. 

This grant continued to support the Judicial Criminal Justice Planning 
Committee organized pursuant to sections 13830-13833 of the Penal Code. 
The committee reviews and makes recommendations to the Office of 
Criminal Justice PlanrJng on any California court project submitted for 
funding. It also develops planning material for trial court use and serves 
to provide direction for court projects. 
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2. Workshops on Criminal Case/oads (CCCJ2790-3-79) 
$54,000 CCCJ (LEAA) /$60,000 total project cost. 

61 

This grant funds the third year of a series of workshops specifically 
designed to assist courts ~n dealing with criminal backlog and delay, and 
the needs of defendants), victims and witnesses. The workshop design was 
to assist judicial and nonjudicial personnel of the state's courts in carrying 
out their responsibilities more effectively by familiarizing them with re
cent developments and iJ.'movations in court management and by provid
ing a forum for discussion. of the most pressing problems facing the trial 
courts. 

3. Implementation 01 Statewide Lower Court ClJ'iminal Case 
Transcription Capabilities (CCCJ 4227-1-79) 
$200,000 CCCJ (LEA),.) / $222,22g total project cost. 

These funds were applied to an ar lalysis of the need for recording equip
ment in municipal and justice C011~ts throughout the state for the purpose 
of providing transcripts of cases to defendants in these courts. Once the 
courts needing such equipment were identified, recording equipment 
meeting the Judicial Council's standards for tape recorders was purchased 
and distributed to those courts. 

4. Calilornia Continuing Judicial Studies Proftram (Ccq' 4255-1 
and 2)' 1'1' 

$101,700 CCCJ (LEAA) /$113,000 total project cost, first year. 
$144,000 CCCJ (LEAA) /$144,000 total project cost, second year. 

This project funds the first and second years of a three-year experimen
tal program to institute an ongoing judicial studies program to continue 
the education and improve the performance of California trial court 
judges beyond their initial orientation and training as new judges. The 
effort was developed by the California Center for Judicial Education and 
Research. 

5. Updating and Reprinting 01 the CJER Judges Benchbook and 
Manual (GCCJ 4255-1 and 2) 
$119,000 CCCJ (LEAA) /$132,222 total project cost, first year. 
$60,309 eceJ (LEAA) /$60,309 total project cost, second year. 

This grant finances the updating, reprinting and distribution of the 
California Municipal andJustice Courts Manual and the California Judges' 
Evidence Benchbook, both of which had been out of print for several 
years. The project is being administered by the California Center for 
Judicial Education and Research. 

6. Juror Utilization and Management Incentive Program (CCCJ 
4334-1/LEAA 7-DF-AX-3233-3412-1) 
$122,193CCCJ (LEAA) /$135,769 total project cost. 

\ 
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This grant enabled California to participate in a nationwide LEAA Dis
cretionary Grant Program to improve the utilization and management·of 
prospective jurors in Butte and Ventura Counties initially and statewide 
eventually. 

7. Automation of the California Supreme Court (CecJ 4492-1) 
$99,750 CCCJ (LEAA) 1$99,750 total project cost. 

These funds are being used to finance the plamring, design, purchase, 
implementation and evaluation of a combined word processing I data proc
essing system for the California Supreme Court. 

8. Automation of the California Appel/ate Courts Clerks' 
Offices-Phase I (CCCJ 4396-1) 
$135,000 cceJ (LEAA) I $135,000 total project cost. 

This project funds the planning, design, purchase, implementation and 
evaluation of a combined word processing I data processing system for the 
First District Court of Appeal Clerk's Office. The system will be expanded 
to the other four clerks' offices if proven effective in reducing delay in the 
preparation of records on appeal and increasing the ability of the clerk's 
office to monitor the progress of respective appeals. 

9. Experimentation and Evaluation of Extended Media 
Coverage in Courts (CCC] 4387-1) 
$100,000 CCCJ (LEAA) I $100,000 total project cost. 

These funds are financing the first extensive experiment on the effects 
of extended media coverage in the courts, including the development and 
application of an effective methodology for evaluating such impact, and 
the determination. of what changes, if any, should be made in the existing 
Rules of Court or Standards of Judicial Administration which govern such 
coverage. 

B. - The following Judicial Council projects have been approved for fund
ing during 1981 by the California Council on Criminal Justice and the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration: 

1. Judicial Criminal Justice Planning Committee (CCCJ 8035-81) 
$32,913 CCCJ (LEAA) I $65,826 total project cost. 

This grant will continue to support the Judicial Criminal Justice Plan
ning Committee organized pursuant to sections 13830-13833 of the Penal 
Code. The committee reviews and makes recommendations to the Office 
of Criminal Justice Planning on any California court project submitted for 
funding. It also develops planning material for trial court use and serves 
to provide direction for court projects. 
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i 2. f%.r;~_':}l:O~~onand Management Incentive Program (LEAA 11 

II 
$132,115 LEAAI$146,795 total project cost. U 

Ii This project will continue California's participation in a nationwide 
LEAA Discretionary Grant Program to improve the utilization and man
agement of prospective jurors statewide. 

c. The following Judicial Council projects, funded by federal Intergov
ernmental Personnel Act Advisory Council grants, operated in 1980: 

, 1. Basic In-Service Training Program for Entr.y Level Deputy 
Cletks-First Year (IPA 79-CA03) 
$30,000 IP AI $66,170 total project cost. 

This project funded the first year of a three-year experimental project 
to develop training materials and training programs for entry level deputy 
clerks and line supervisors in justice, municipal and superior courts 
throughout the state. 

2. Basic In-Service Training Program 
Clerks-Second Year (IPA 80-CA03) 
$48,429 IPAI$96,840 total project cost. 

for Entry -Level Deputy 

This project provided funds for the second year of a three-year experi
mental project to develop training materials and training programs for 
entry level deputy clerks and line supervisors in justice, municipal and 
superior courts throughout California. 

3. Consolidated Court Administration (IPA 79-CA23-1) 
$30,000 IP AI $64,288 total project cost. 

This grant represents the initial effort in California to identify those 
factors required for the consolidation of support services in trial courts 
throughout the state and the development of guidelines for the use of trial 
courts desiring to pursue such consolidation. 

D. The following Judicial Council projects were approved for funding by 
federal Intergovernmental Personnel Act Advisory Council grants in 1981: 

1. Basic In-Service Training Program for Entry Level Deputy 
Clerks-Third Year (IPA 81-CA03) 
$45,000 IPAI $99,090 total project cost. 

This project will provide funds for the third year of a three-year experi
mental project to develop training materials and training programs for 
entry level deputy clerks and line supervisors in justice, municipal and 
superior courts throughout California. 
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2. Nonjudicial Slaff Weighled Caseload Sludy (IPA 81-CA-04) 
$50,000 IP AI $104,980 total project cost. 

This grant will fund the development and validation of a weighted 
caseload system for measuring the nonjudicial staffing needs of Califor
nia's municipal and justice courts. 

E. The following Judicial Council projects were approved for funding by 
federal Office of Traffic Safety grants in 1981: 

1. Traffic Adjudicalion Workshop for Juvenile Traffic Hearing 
Officers (OTS number to be assigned) . 
$15,000 OTS/$15,000 total project cost. 

This grant will finance a statewide conference for all juvenile traffic 
hearing officers to present and discuss recent legislative developments, 
management techniques and general information relevant to the role and 
responsibilities of these officers in the trial court system. 

2. Traffic Adjudication Workshop fOf" CommissioneJ's and 
Traffic Refert18S (OTS number to be as~igned) 
$15,000 OTS/$15,000 total project cost. 

This project will fund a statewide conference for all commissioners and 
traffic referees hearing adult cases to present and discuss recent legislative 
developments, management techniques and general information relevant 
to the role and reponsibilities of these individuals in the trial court system. 

H. COORDINATIOl\j OF MULTICOURT CIVIL 
At~TIONS 

The number of petitions for coordination 9 received in the Administra
tive Office of the Courts passed the 1,000 mark on July 25, 1980. The mix 
of business, described in a very general way, has remained fairly constant 
during the first 1,000 petitions. Wrongful death, personal injury and prop
erty damage litigation comes first with 530 petitions divided between 
actions arising out of motor vehicle collisions (461) and nonmotor vehicle 
events (69). Commercial disputes, accounting for 166 petitions, were the 
next most common course of coordination activity, followed by real prop
erty (142 petitions dividerl among 106 involving wrongful detainer issues 
and 36 other), construction and subdivision (59), fire casualty (35) and 
public law (21) litigation. Miscellaneous claims, including some family law 
and probate cases constituted the remainder of the filings (47). 

The first 1,000 petitions included 3,168 actions, divided among the su
perior courts (2,289), municipal courts (869), andjustrce courts (10). Sev-
9 Code ~!v. Proc •• §§. 404-404.B; Cal. Rules of Court. rules 1501-1550. Coordination is basically a two-step procedure: on 

petition. the ChlUrperson of the Judicial Council assigns a coordination motion judge to determine whether coordina
tion of cases pending in different courts and sharing a common question of fact or law is appropriate (Code Civ. Proc., 
§ 404; Cal. Rules of Court. rules 1521. 1524) :md If coordination is ordered. the Chairperson assigns a trial judge to hear 
and determine the coordinated actions (Code Civ. Froc .• § 404.3; Cal. Rules of Court. rules 1529. 1540). 
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enty-one percent included only two actions, 12 perc~nt included three 
actions and 17 percent included more than three actions. 

Fifty:seven percent of the first 1,000 petitions involved "vettical" coor
dination of superior court and municipal or justice court actions. The 1980 
Legislature amended the coordination statute 10 to permit the transfer of 
lower court cases for consolidation in the superior court in lieu of coordina
tion, which is expected to reduce the paperwork and management bur-
dens in such proceedings. ' 

Of the total number of petitions for coordination in which rulings had 
been made by July 25,1980,76 percent had been granted, with the remain
der withdrawn, become moot or denied. 

The number of petitions filed in each calendar year since the effective 
date of the coordination procedure show a growth pattern as follows: 197~, 
67 petitions; 1915,95 petitions; 1976, 118 petitions; 1977, 131 petitions; 1978, 
183 petitions; 1979, 229 petitions; 1980, 290 petitions. 

The subject-matter categories of the 290 petitions for coordination filed 
in calendar year 1980 were: personal injury, 168 (motor vehicle, 150;.other, 
18); real property, 45 (unlawful detainer, 38; other, 7); commercIal, 35; 
construction 25· fire casualties, 8; public law, 5; miscellaneous, 4. A total 
of 881 action~ w~re involved, 591 in the superior courts, 280 in the munici
pal courts, and 10 in the justice courts. "Vertical" coordinati~n totaled 186, 
U8 affecting the Los Angeles Superior Court. Of the rulmgs ma~~ by 
December 31 1980 for cases filed during 1980, 53 percent of the petItions 
were granted: Twd-action petitions totaled 224, three-action petitions to
taled 30, with the remainder being 36. 

Among the proceedings originating during 1980 which generated con
siderable interest was the "Asbestos Insurance Coverage Cases" (Jud. Co. 
No. 1072) which concerns the theories of insurance coverage applying to 
the hundreds of asbestosis cases on file in CfJifornia and which may affect 
potential exposure extending into billions .of dollars. 

I. JUDICIAL ARBITRATION 
California courts reported a total of 26,930 cases placed on the arbitra

tion hearing list during fiscal 1979-1980, the first year of operation of the 
expanded judicial arbitration program.11 The volume of filings was six 
times that of the predecessor judicial arbitration program which was oper
ative for three years ending June 30,1979 and which was limited to arbitra
tion of superior court cases upon stipulation of the parties, or when the 
plaintiff elected to arbitrate and waived damages i~ excess of $7,~OO. Th~ 
expanded judicial arbitration program ~~tended sti~ulat~d/ electiv~ a~bl
tration to all courts, and lifted the ceIlmg for arbItratIon by plamtIffs 
election to $15,000, coincident with the increase in municipa.l court ju~is
diction to that amount. Also, subject to excepted categones, supenor 
courts with ten or more judges were authorized to order arbitration when 
the amount in controversy was found not to exceed $15,000. Smaller su-
10 Stats. 1980. ch. 31B. amending Code Civ. Proc .• § 404.3. 
11 Code Civ. Proc .• ~§ 1141.10-1141.32; Cal. Rules of Court. rules 1600-1617. 
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ARBITRATION STATISTICS 
FISCAL 1979-1980 

SUPERIOR COURTS WITH TEN OR MORE JUDGES 
Conln Los Stu! Sao San Santa 

AlMnedR 0Is1B Fresno Angeles Orange Riverside Sacnunento Jler11JurJino San J)iegoFrandsco Mateo Clara Ventura TotlJ} 

CASES PLACED ON ARBITRATION 
HEARING LIST 

1. By stipulation of parties ...................................................................... 33 21 11 485 935 18 127 39 91 25 48 56 15 1,904 
2. By election of plaintiff ........................................................................ 451 174 0 6,956 842 94 259 156 459 311 40 139 66 9,947 
3. By Court order ...................................................................................... 1,099 361 40 3,804 2,034 403 755 141 560 756 470 1,688 2S1 12,378 

1,583 
= = = 

515 = = 556 
= = 

24,229 TOTAL ...................................................................................................... 556 51 11,245 3,811 1,141 ~ 1,110 I,W..! 1,883 348 

ARBITRATORS ASSIGNED 
4. By stipulation of parties ...................................................................... 14 5 10 233 1,393 29 6 6 164 29 15 18 18 1,940 
5. By selection from regular panel.. ...................................................... 1,121 507 32 5,008 1,634 392 1,027 283 929 849 473 1,729 304 14,288 

= = = = = = = = = = 
WTAL ...................................................................................................... 1,135 512 42 5,241 3,027 421 1,033 289 1,093 878 488 1,747 322 16,228 

CA~~ES REMOVED FROM THE 
ARSlTRATION HEARING LIST 

6. By settlement before arbitrator's award ........................................ 329 III 4 1,935 579 117 269 57 225 385 198 390 <J7 4,696 
7. By arbitrator's award ............................................................................ 645 174 2 2,525 <J70 156 345 135 241 496 373 849 134 7,045 
8. For administrative reasons .................................................................. 56 12 2 115 60 21 41 28 6 36 13 72 15 477 

1,030 2<J7 = 4,575 
= 

294 ----wJ 472 
= 584 = 246 12,218 TOTAL. ..................................................................................................... 8 1,609 655 917 1,311 

REQUESTS FOR TRIAL DE NOVO FILED 

l~: :~ ~~n'!;t:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 107 37 0 432 133 25 74 16 35 94 100 257 36 1,348 
94 35 0 434 173 44 73 11 51 86 81 256 23 1,361 

201 
= 

306 69 = = 
513 59 = TOTAL ...................................................................................................... 72 -0 8136 147 27 ""86 ISO 181 2,707 
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perior courts and municipal courts were permitted to adopt the manda
tory feature. 

The percentage of requests for trials de novo after an arbitration award 
has continued to increase, reaching 38 percent for fiscal 1979-1980. 
However, as in previous years, incomplete' evidence indicates that the 
great majority of cases in which a request for trial de novo is made are 
disposed of short of trial. 

During fiscal 1979-80, 25 of the 45 superior courts with 10 or fewer 
judges reported a total of 1,208 arbitration filings. A list of the courts 
follows, with the number of filings shown in parentheses. An asterisk 
following the name of the court indicates that some filings were pursuant 
to court order. 

Butte (4) 
Calaveras* (7) 
Del Norte (3) . 
Humbolt* (10) 
Imperial* (13) 
Kern (34) 
Kings (1) 
Madera (3) 
Marin* (248) 
Mariposa (2) 
Merced (36) 
Monterey (3) 

Napa* (12) 
Plumas (1) 
San Joaquin (26) 
Santa Cruz· (107) 
Shasta * (64) 
Siskiyou* (7) 
Solano (5) 
Sonoma* (293) 
Stanislaus* (282) 
Sutter* (3) 
Tehama* (7) 
Tulare (3) 
Yolo* (34) 

During fiscal 1979-80, 31 of the 83 judicial districts with municipal courts 
reported a total of 1,493 arbitration filings. A list of the courts follows, 
showing the county, the name of the judicial district with the number of 
filings shown in parentheses. An asterisk following the name of the court 
,indicates that some filings were pursuant to court order. 

Alameda Marin 
Berkeley-Albany (10) Central (17) 
Fremont-Newark-Union City (4) Merced 
Livermore-Pleasanton* (8) Merced* (42) 
Oakland-Piedmont (50) 

Contra Costa 
Bay (6) 

Los Angeles 
Culver (3) 
Glendale (1) 
Long Beach* (5) 
Pasadena (3) 
Santa Anita (1) 
Santa Monica* 184) 
Soutl,l Bay (1) 
Whittier (1) 

Napa 
Napa (3) 

'Riverside 
Mt. San Jacinto* (10) 

Sacramento 
Sacramento* (79) 

San Bernardino 
San Bernardino* (66) 

San Diego 
EI Cajon* (22) 
North County* (37) 
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San Diego* (245) 
South Bay (4) 

San Joaquin 
Lodi (1) 

San Mateo 
Northern* (8) 
Southern (10) 

Santa Barbara 
Santa Barbara-Goleta* (297) 

Santa Clara 
Santa Clara* (199) 

Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz* (63) 

Shasta 
Redding (2) 

Ventura 
Ventura* (111) 

J. CHANGE OF VENUE IN CRIMINAL CASES 
Pursuant to Penal Code section 1038 the Judicial Council in 1972 adopt

ed California Rules of Court 840-844 to provide an administrative proce
dure for a1;sisting the trial court when venue in criminal cases is changed. 
Rule 842 provides that "When the court in which the action is pending 
determines that it should be transferred pursuant to section 1033 or 1034 
of the Penal Code, it shall advise the Administrative Director of the Courts 
of the pending transfer. Upon being advised the Director shall, in order 
to expedite judicial business and equalize the work of the judges, suggest 
a court or courts that would not be unduly burdened by the trial of the 
case .... " 

The Administrative Office of the Courts was advised of 23 felony and 4 
misdemeanor cases in which a change of venue motion was granted in 
1980. 

In connection with a pending transfer, workload reports are reviewed 
and the presiding judges of possible receiving courts, including those 
suggested by the judge granting the motion, are contacted regarding their 
ability to conduct the trial. Various factors are reviewed with the judges 
contacted, such as the trial's probable length, the availability of assigned 
judges, and any special security problems. 

The judge who has granted the motion is advised of one or more courts 
that would not be unduly burdened by the case. After the judge has 
determined the proper court for the trial following a hearing pursuant to 
McGown v. Superior Court (1977) 75 Cal.App.3d 648, the Administrative 
Office is notified of the choice and advises each of the courts previously 
contacted. 

The Administrative Office of the Courts also renders assistance, on 
request, when change of venue motions are granted in civil cases. 

.), 

j 

I 

I 
, i 

11 
I' 
I) 

11 
!I 
ii 
l' d 

I 
II 
\l 
I 

I l' 
i II 
I, ~! 

rl 
-, 

1 
,I 
~ 
\1 

fl ,I 

~ 
I 

~" 

, 

J 

1981 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

CHAPTER 2 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS 

A. SUPREME COURT 
1. SUMMARY OF FILINGS AND BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

69 

In 1979-80 the Supreme Court recorded 3,858 filings, a return to the 
1977-78 peak level after a decline in 1978-79. 

There were 22 death penalty cases automatically appealed directly to 
the Supreme Court. l 

The court's workload was almost equally divided between civil matters 
(1859 or 48%) and matters arising out of criminal or quasicriminal contro
versies (1999 or 52 % ) . 

TABLE I-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1969-70 through 1979-BO a 

1969- 197()" 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976-
Type of Filing 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 

Totallllings ................................ 3,400 3,179 3,238 3.139 3.513 3,668 3,704 3,665 

Petition for hearing of cases 
previously decided dby 
the Courts of Appeal .... 2,054 2,198 2,417 2,386 2,571 2,566 2,894 2,927 

Civil appeals .......................... 564 636 649 fRT 771 .872 1,233 1,230 
Criminal appeals .................. 641 624 741 770 915 1,029 1,f117 1,033 
Original proceedings, civil 

lIllltters ................................ 635 765 849 759 709 598 314 341 
Original proceedings, 

criminal matters .............. 72 51 85 44 80 67 270 32.3 
Miscellaneous ........................ 132 111 93 126 96 _c _c _c 

D'rect appe&ls ........................... 17 38 11 0 0 18 21 27 

Original proceedings 

1977- 1978- 1979-
78 79 80 

3,881 R3,612 3,858 

3,140 RHOO6 3,183 b 
'812 1,186 944 

1,170 R 1,100 1,100 

382 R615 700 b 

402 R479 439 
_c _c _c 

3 15 22 

Civil mattern.......................... 84 lOB 178 160 185 W 197 235 272 213 215 
_ Criminal matters .................. 1,235 835 632 593 757 877 592 476 486 378 438 
RRevised 
a It appears likely that beginning In 1974-75 a change In the method of counting petitions for hearing inadvertently 

introduced a change In definition. Petitions for hearing In 1978-79 and 197!h'1O were recounted and are correct. Data 
reported for prior years may not, therefore, be fully comparable to the data for 1978-79 and 197!h'1O. 

b Three petitions were withdrawn after filing. 
C Due to small number, these filings were Included In listing by character of underlying proceeding • 
d Petl~!on for hearing statistics are based on the record of those disposed of during the fiscal year. A separate count of filings 

had not been maintained by the Clerk's office because of the short time between filing and action upon a petition (see 
rule 28(I1),(e), Calif. Rules of Court). A separate count of petitions filed is expected to be available for fiscal year 
1981-82. 

During the fiscal year, the Supreme Court disposed of 3,180 petitions for 
hearing, a 6 percent increase from last year's 3,006. It also ruled on 543 
original proceedings, an 8 percent decrease, and 17 executive clemency 
applications, in addition to numerous motions and petitions for rehearing. 
The Court disposed of 100 appeals and 40 original proceedings by written 
opinion, a total of 140 cases decided on the merits, in addition to the 
Court's workload of reviewing petitions for hearing, original proceedings 
and other matters. 
I Direct appeals to the Supreme Court are permitted only In criminal cases where judgment of death has been pronounced. 

Cal. Const., art. VI, sec. 11. In those cases, the appeal Is automatic. Pen. Code, ~ 1239 (b). 

• 
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TABLE II-CALIFORNIA SUPREM.E COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1969-70 through 1979-80 0 

J969- 1970- !if11- i972- 1973- 1974- 1975- J976- J977- 1971J.. J979-
Business tran$llcted '/0 71 ,/2 73 74 75 76 '/7 78 79 80 

Total business transacted ...... 4,772 4,1'.37 4,673 4,691 5,288 5,646 6,03.5 6,065 6,168 R 6,423 6,637 

Appeals. . . 
By wntten opuuon .............. 114 116 
Without opinion (by dis-

missPJ, affirmance or re-
versal on stipulation, 
motion, tr~r after. 
"hold," etc.) .................. .. 

Original proceedings (includ
ing ~lllbeas ~~l!S) c 

By wntten opuuon ............ .. 
Without opinion .................. .. 

Total by written opinion ........ 

r titiODS for hearing 
Granted ................................. . 
Denied .................................. .. 

Motions (miscellaneous) d 
Denied or granted ............ .. 

Rehearings 
Granted ................................. . 
Denied .................................. .. 

Orders e 

Transfers and retransfers .. 
Alternative writt or orders 

to show cause ................ .. 
Routine and miscellaneous 

Executive clemency applica-
tions B ................................ .. 

RRevised. 

0 11 

91 86 
1,121 911 

2015 002 

191 004 
1,873 1,994 

67 61 

0 1 
95 87 

177 169 

f1.11 948 

46 43 

86 117 

7 2 

76 62 
802 588 

162 179 

230 181 
2,187 2,005 

30 68 

1 2 
55 62 

198 231 

940 1,161 

61 12 

79 105 112 85 88 123 100 

.. 6 6 2 32 

76 84 79 59 42 64 40 
860 840 735 51SO 595 525 500 

155 189 191 144 130 187 140 

198 172 229 231 ~3 R 216 217 
2,373 2,394 2,665 2,696 2,867 R2,790 2,963 

64 39 124 113 118 148 179 

3 3 1 0 1 3 0 
50 72 83 69 61 82 72 

189 221 252 258 213 185 220 

52 60 61 59 87 59 44 
1,331 1,567 l,6IlO 1,885 1,770 2,109 2,250 

9 38 38 54 51 118 17 

: See note a, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data. . 
"Transfer after 'hold' "Is distinguished from "transfer and retransfer orders" in that the "transfer after hold" cases involve 

an issue the Supreme Court decided in another, "lead" case; after the "lead" case Is decided, cases involving the same 
Issue are frequently transferred to Courts of Appeal for decision in the light of the "lead" case. The number of such 
cases was unusua1ly large in 1979-80 because of the large nun.ber of cases involving the same Issue as People vs. Sage 
(1980) 26 Cal.3d 498, modified ~ Cal.3d 144a. 

" Includes those filed initially in the Supreme Court, and those previously decided by Courts of Appeal but transferred to 
d the Supreme Court on petition for hearing or on its own motion. 

Excluding granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
~ Not reported elsewhere. 
Data previous to 1973-74 included In miscellaneous. 

B Cal. Const., art. V, sec. 8. 

The Supreme Court's workload also included a number of discipHnary 
proceedings against attorneys, as reflected in Table III below. A .r.arge 
percentage of the attorneys subject to disciplinary proceedings did not 
seek review 2 of the State Bar's recommendations and, as noted in Table 
III, a number resigned while proceedings were pending. Even when the 
attorn'ey involved did not challenge the recommendation, however, the 
Supreme Court reviewed the record and made its own determination of 
the appropriate disciplinary sanction, In several cases, the Court's prelimi
nary review indicated a possible sanction more severe than that recom
mended by the State Bar; in those cases, the attorney was invited to file 
a response if one had not previously been submitted. 
• When an attorney files a petition for a writ of review in the Supreme Court, the disciplinary matter Is docketed as a civil 

original proceeding, and the case is reflected both in the summary of the filings and, when decided, In the business 
transacted tables. 
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TABLE III-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS FILED 

Fiscal Years 197~79 and 197&-80 

Record of conviction of crime filed 
-Suspension ordered because offense involved moral turpitude .......................................... .. 
-Referred to State Bar for determination whether offense involved moral turpitude .. .. 
State Bar recommendations of suspension or probation ............................................................ .. 
State Bar recommendations of disbarment .................................................................................. .. 
State Bar filing without specific recommendation a ................................................................... . 
Resignation while disciplinary proceedings pending .......................................... ·· .. ·· .......... · .. · .. ·· .. 

~~:~o~~~:st.a~~~~~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Total filings .................................................................................................................................... .. 

1978-79 

30 
15 
p:( 

3 
7 
7 
1 
o 

90 

71 

J979-80 

14 
8 

34 
4 

10 
10 

2 
6 

88 

I ...... 

a Or recommendation not noted on docket. 
b Accusations seeking independent review by the Supreme Court without a prior recommendation of the State Bar are 

now filed as disciplinary proceedings. 

2. PETITIONS FOR HEARING 

There were 3,183 petitions for hearing in matt~rs previously decided by 
Courts of Appeal. This is the largest number m the Supreme Court s 
history. Petitions for hearing in appeals (2,044) accounted for 64 percent 
of all petitions for hearing. 

Table IlIA indicates that petitions for hearing in appeals bore about the 
same relationship to appeals decided by Courts of Appeal (33.1 %) as last 
year (33.3%). 

TABLE iliA-California Supreme Court 
Relationship Between Petitions For Hearing in Appeals 

and Appeals Decided By Courts of Appeal 
Petitions for 

Hearing in Appealsll 

2,044 
R 1,912 

2,356 
2,263 
2,310 
1,901 
1,686 
1,457 

% 
33.1 

R33.3 
41.4 
40.2 
41.3 
36.3 
38.4 
37.5 

R Revised. th f "P ti . ~ H . In 
• See notes a and d, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data and e source 0 e tions or eanng 

Appeals." 

The Supreme Court agreed to review 217 cases which had previously 
been before Courts of Appeal, 6.8 percent of the petitions. 

TABLE IV-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING IN SUPREME COURT-NUMBER 

FILED, GRANTED AND PERCENT GRANTED 
Fiscal Years 1969-70 through 1979-80 0 

1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- J974- 1975- 1976- 1977- 1978-

7'0 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 

Filed ............................................ 2,064 2,198 2,417 2,386 2,571 2,566 2,894 2,m 3,140 R~OO6 
Granted ...................................... 191 204 230 181 198 172 229 231 273 '216 

Percent granted ........................ 9.3 9.3 9.5 7.6 7.7 6.7 7.9 7.9 8.7 RU 

R Revised. 
a See note a, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data. 
b Three petitions were withdrawn. 

1979-
80 

3,183 b 
217 
6.8 
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TABLE V-CALiFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING GRANTED AND DENIED 

BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 197&-80 

1978-79 1979-80 

7)pe of ProceedinG Filed 

Total ..... " ..... " ... " ..... " ..... " ...... " ........ ". R i'OO6 
Civil appeals .... " ..... " ................... " .......... " 812 
Criminal appeals ....... ""........................... R li'l00 
Civil original proceedings .. " ........... "... 615 
Criminal original proceedings.............. R 479 

R Revised. 

Granted 
No. % Denied Filed 

~16 R7.2 Ri ,700 3,183 a 
64 R'l'.9 748 944 

R63 R 5.7 R~,037 1,100 
R54 R 8.8 561 700· 
R35 R 7.3 R444 439 

Grsnted 
No. % 

217 6.8 
69 7.3 
35 3.2 
68 9.7 
45 10.3 

a Three petitions were withdrawn. 

3. ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

Denied 

2,963 
1f15 

1,06.5 
629 
394 

Filings of civil original proceedings in the Supreme Court were almost 
identical to last year (215 vs. 213). Criminal original proceedings increased 
(438 vs. 378), but remained below the level of 1977-78 and preceding 
years. 

Although relatively few petitions for original writs are granted and 
decided by the Supreme Court by written opinion, they impose a substan
tial workload on the Court, since each matter filed must be evaluated by 
the Court to determine if it presents a question of substantial merit. A 
significant number are found to be sufficiently meritorious to require a full 
hearing, which the Supreme Court may direct should be held in a lower 
court. 3 

Unlike the Courts of Appeal, the Supreme Court now classifies original 
proceedings according to the nature of the underlying controversy. Thus, 
a proceeding dealing with a criminal case is a "criminal original proceed
ing" even though the issue is raised by mandamus or prohibition, histori
cally considered civil writs; and a proceeding in which criminal law 
principles are applicable to a juvenile case would also be counted as 
"criminal". Legal questions of great significance may arise and be decided 
in these matters; for example, the case 4 in which the Supreme Court 
determined that California's 1973 death penalty law 5 was unconstitution
al came before the Court as a petition for a writ of prohibition. 

4. APPEALS 

Twenty-two direct appeals were filed 6 in 1979-80, representing crimi
nal cases in which the death penalty was imposed. Five death penalty 
cases were decided in 1979-80. 

Except for those five cases, the appeals shown as disposed of in Table 
II consisted entirely of cases in which a hearing was granted in the Su
preme Court pursuant to petition or on the Court's own motion in the 
exercise of its discretion, rather than cases within the Supreme Court's 
original appellate jurisdiction. 
3 See Table II, ''Transfers and Retransfers" and "Aitemlltive Writs or Orders to Show Cause." 
4 RockweU v. Superior Court (1976) 18 Cal.3d ~. 
S Pen. Code, tt 190-190.3. 

6 A criminal'appeal is deemed "filed" when the record, including a reporter's transcript, is received by the reviewing court. 
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B. COURTS OF APPEAL 

1. FILINGS 

73 

Filings of contested matters 7 in the Courts of Appeal increased by 1,521 
(11.8 percent) over the previous year. There were increases in all catego
ries of filings, but the greatest increases were in civil appeals (+ 587 or 
16%) and civil original proceedings (+ 429 or 11 %). 

TABLE VI-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS (INCLUDING TRANSFERS 

FROM SUPREME COURT) 
Fiscal Yoars 1969-70 through 197&-80 

1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976- 1977- 1978- 1979-Type of filing 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 
Total filings "" .... "" ... "" ... 8,039 8,684 8,548 9,186 9,805 10,349 10,797 11,939 13,018 13,278 14,757 Appeals 

4,249 
Civil ................................ 1,981 1,921 2,191 2,277 2,380 2,686 3,183 3,283 3,518 3,662 Criminal ........................ 2,562 3,025 2,764 3,106 3,300 3,229 3,279 4,040 3,947 4,279 4,586 

Total appeals .......... " ........ 4,543 4,946 4,955 5,383 5,?BO 5,915 6,462 7,323 7,465 7,941 8,835 

Original proceedings 

4,260 
Ci';ii ................................ 2,172 2,520 2,492 2,520 2,593 2,730 2,842 3,211 3,830 3,831 Criminal ................... "". 1,006 861 747 903 1,145 1,291 1,008 926 1,042 1,081 1,279 

Total contested matters 7,721 8,327 8,194 8,806 9,418 9,936 10,312 11,460 12,337 12,853 14,374 

Motions to dismiss on 
clerk's certificate 

Civil ................................ 317 357 353 377 384 411 484 476 680 420 383 Criminal ........................ 1 0 1 3 3 2 1 3 1 5 0 

Court of Appeal filings in 1979-80 included 8,835 appeals, which com
prised 61.5 percent of all contested filings in those courts, a figure consist
ent with that in prior years. 

Appeals-Civil 

The 4,249 civil appeals filed in 1979-80 represent an increase of 16.0 
percent over last year. Civil appeals had increased at an annual rate 
averaging around 7 percent from 1967-68 to 1978-79. 8 

6000 

4000 

3000 

2500 

2000 

1500 

1000 

COURTS OF APPEAL-STATE TOTAL 9 

--I --- -- . --- ----1-"-- -Criminal --- ---
~ I---... - ---~ Civil 

Civil Appeals 
Criminal Appea" -----

69-70 70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 76-17 77-78 78-711 711-80 

Figure 1 

7 "Contested mutters" includes all appeals and original proceedings; it excludes motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate, 
which do not significantly add to the courts' workload. 

8 The increase is stated as the equivalent of a compound interest rate, that is, on the average each year increases by about 
that rate over the total civil appeals in the previous year. 

9 This and other charts in this section are plotted on "semilog" scales so that a constant slope represents a constant percent 
of change, and equal vertical distances represent equal percentage differences. 
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Table VII indicates that civil appeals increased from about 14 percent 
to over 17 percent of contested superior court civil dispositions. This in
crease in the p~rcentage of civil cases appealed accounts for the increase 
in civil appeals, as the number of contested superior court civil dispositions 
actually decreased. 

TABLE VII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
RELATION~.HIP BETWEEN CONTESTED SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

AND APPEALS FILED 
Fiscal years 1969-70 through 1979-80 

1969- 1970- 1971- 197~ 19'tJ- 197~ 1975- 1976-
Fiscal year 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 

State totals: 
Superior Court 

Contested Dis-

1978-
79 

1979-
!j() 

positions 
CIVIL........................ 15,898 17,641 19,1&5 20,074 20,996 20,008 23,1&5 23,657 24,776 R 21;,S77 24,315 
Courts of Appeal 

civil appeals 
filed-Number 1,961 1,921 2,191 2m 2,380 2,686 3,183 3,283 3,518 3,662 4,249 
Percent ............ 12.5% 10.9% 11.4% 11.3% 11.3% 13.4% 13.7% 13.9% 14.2% 14.1 % 17.5% 

Superior Court 
Contested Dis-
positions • 

CRIMINAL.............. 7,203 7,015 6,114 6,189 6,509 6,373 5,089 6,133 1:',823 R 5,200 5,07ff 
Courts of Appeal 

criminal ap-
peals filed-
Number ............ 2,562 3,Q21j 2:'64 3,106 3,300 3,229 3,279 4,040 3,947 4,279 4,586 
Percent·· ........ 35.6% 43.1 % 45.2% 50.2% 50.7% 50.7% 64.4% 65.9% 67.8% 82.3% 90.4% 

Convictions after 
contested tri-
al··· ................ N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 4,242 5,Q21j 4,681 4,258 4,156 

Criminal appeals 
filed, % of 
above ................ 77.3% 80.4% 84.3% R 100.5% 110.4% 

• Includes change of plea or dismissal following start of trial for years 1969-70 through 19'74-75. The figures for subsequent 
years exclude changes of plea. I 

•• Note that this does not necessarily reflect the precise percentage of appealable dispositions actua1\y appealed. For 
example, "superior court contested dispositions" include nonappealable acquittals and exclude convictions on pleas of 
guilty, a few of which are appealable. The table is, therefore, presented only to show the general relationship between 
appeI\ate worldoad and superior tourt dispositions. 

R••• See Appendix Table 22 B; first availubJe in 19'75-76. 
Revised. 

Appeals-Criminal 
The 4,586 criminal appeals filed in 1979-80 were an increase of 307 

(7.2%) over the number filed in 1978-79. This corresponds to the long
term trend of 7 percent mentioned in last year's report and depicted in 
Figure 1. . 

Criminal appeals equaled 110.4 percent of convictions after contested 
trials in superior court; the corresponding figure last year was 100.5 per
cent. This tends to support last year's hypothesis that the increasing per
centag.e is the combined result of the higher number of defendants who 
plead guilty rather than face a trial, and an increase in the number of 
appeals by both the defense and the prosecution on sentencing questions. 
As indicated in a footnote to Table VII, this percentage is derived by 
comparing total criminal appeals to total convictions by contested trial, 
and not by tracking individual cases to see which appealable cases are 
actually appealed. 
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The trend toward fewer contested trials and more guilty pleas is dis
cussed in the Sentencing Practices Annual Report, supra; and appears 
directly in Appendix Table 22. Although guilt cannot normally be re
viewed on appeal after a guilty plea (Pen. Code, §§ 1237,1237.5), sentence 
can be questioned. It was noted in the 1979 Annual Report (page 48) that 
appellate workload was expected to reflect issues arising under the new 
determinate sentencing law. Such questions can be raised even after a 
plea of guilty. 

New statistical measures will be developed which will differentiate 
between appeals from the conviction and appeals raising only sentencing 
questions. 
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Figure 2 

Original Proceedings 
Civil original proceedings consist primarily of petitions for the writs of 

mandamus and prohibition. These writs are used to seek appellate review 
of trial court decisions when an appeal is not permitted or would be an 
inadequate remedy, as is often true of interlocutory rulings. 

Filings-Highlights by District 
District 1. Although civil appeal filings in the First District were again 
virtually unchanged from 1976-77, criminal appeals increased 181 (18.3%) 
over last year. 
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District 2. In this district, civil and criminal appeal filings increased by 
252 (24.7%) and 192 (11.3%) respectively .. 
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Figure 4 

District 3. Civil appeals increased sharply (+ 135, or 30.5%) to almost 
exactly the number suggested by projecting the long-term trend of an 
average annual increase of 14 percent. 
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Figure 5 

District 4. Civil appeals increased by 143 (18.8%), in line with the trend 
shown in Figure 6. Criminal appeals incre~sed by o.nly 52 (7.6%) but the 
long-term trend would suggest a greater mcrease m the future. 
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District 5. Civil appeals increased by 74 (23.4%). continuing the trend 
which saw increases of 27.9 percent last year, 35.7 percent in 1977-78, and 
33.8% in 1976-77. 

Criminal appeals decreased; but in view of the long-term trend shown 
in Figure 7, they are likely to return to about the 1978-79 level (504) in 
the near future . 
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2. BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Summary 

In 1979-80 the Courts of Appeal set another new record in disposing of 
6,659 contested matters 10 on the merits by written opinion (+ 495, or 
8.0%, over last year). More trial court judges and retired judges were 
assigned to assist Courts of Appeal than last year, increasing ' the number 
of judge-equivalents from 58.1 to 63.6 (+ 9.5%) (see Table IX). This 
additional assistance appears to be largely responsible for the increased 
number of dispositions on the merits. 

Dispositions by written opinion included 2,816 civil appeals (+ 5.3%), 
3,359 cdminal appeals (+ 9.2 %) (6,175 total appeals) , and 484 dispositions 
of original proceedings (+ 16.9%). 

2,523 civil appeals and 982 criminal appeals were disposed of without 
opinion. In most cases, appeals disposed of without written opinion consti
tute little burden on the court because they are settled or abandoned. In 
a court with an active preargument settlement conference program, 
however, many of these settlements may be the result of judiCial efforts 
which, while less time-consuming than deciding contested cases, still re
quire substantial judicial re~ources. 

All original proceedings, whether or not resulting in written opinions, 
require judicial review to determine whether they have merit. Thus, 
although written opinions in original proceedings increased by only 70, 
the 4,841 (+ 483 over 1978-79) original proceedings disposed of without 
written opinion represented a significant increase in judicial workload. 
10 "Contested matters" mean., appeals and original proceedings. While some motions (e.g., a contested motion to dismiss) 

may add significantly to the COI1l1ll' work, the mlijority of motions do not do so to any great extent. 
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TABLE VIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
-. BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1969-70 through 1979-80 
, 
\ 

1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976- 1977- 1978- 1979-

§ 
Business transacted 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 

I 
Total business transacted .................................... 14,500 15,891 16,482 17;rT5 18,639 18,946 18,919- 22,223 24.683 25.565 28.011 .... 

0 

I 
Appeals 

~ 
By written opinion .................................................. 3,221 3,544 3.m 3.890 4.389 5,240 5,592 5,626 5.686 5.750 6,175 
Without opinion (by dismissal. affinnance or re-

O 
0 

versa! on stipulation. motion. etc.) .................. 1.613 1.769 1.495 1,614 1.655 1,575 1.000 2,368 21m 2,917 3,505 
~ Original Proceedillgs (including habeas corpus) 

0 .... 
By written opinion .................................................. 221 269 321 Z17 296 331 351 377 407 414 484 t"' 
Without opiniOJll ........................................................ 2,897 2,975 2,902 3,t:r14 3.455 3.647 3.448 3.763 4,221 4,358 4,841 0 

"':l 
Total by written opinion ............................................ 3.442 3.813 4,318 4.167 4,685 5,571 5,943 6.003 6.093 6.164 6.659 g Motions (miscellaneous) a 

Denied or granted .................................................... 317 382 396 436 525 670 736 929 1.077 1,262 1,322 Cl Rehearings 

~ Granted ...................................................................... 65 51 73 65 62 96 89 127 139 184 136 ~ Denied ........................................................................ 721) 811 92J) 933 1.030 1.138 1,2'74 1,250 1,289 1,265 1.363 Orders (miscellaneous) b ............................................ 5.446 6.090 6.3'(8 7.086 7,2Z1 6,249 5.456 7.783 8.9f57 9.415 10.185 

0 . 
: Excluding granted motions to ~ reported under appeals . 

Not reported elsewhere. 
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In 1975, the Judicial Council concluded that "in evaluating the need for 
Court of Appeal justices ... current experience indicates generally that 
one judge is required for each 95 written opinions .... " 11 Even with the 
assistance of retired judges and trial court judges sitting on assignment, the 
Courts of Appeal are generally exceeding this standard in order to main
tain reasonable currency. All districts except the Third disposed of 100 or 
more cases per judge-equivalent by written opinion, and the state total 
was 104.7 cases per judge-equivalent. 

TABLE IX-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
DISPOSITIONS BY WRITTEN OPINION PER JUDGE-EQUIVALENT 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Orig. 
proceedings Total appeals 

Full-time Appeals disp. disp. by &- orig. proc. 
judge- by written written by written Perjudge-

t!!1uivaJents • op/nion op/nion opinion·· ec;Luivalent 
Dftti'ict 78-79 79-80 78-79 7!J.-80 78-79 7!J.-80 78-79 79-80 78-79 79-80 

1.. ................ 16.2 17.2 1,554 1,554 138 158 1,692 1,712 104.4 100.0 
2 .................. 20.2 22.6 2,134 2,228 121 149 2,255 2,377 111.6 105.2 
3 .................. 6.7 B.O 494 605 57 59 RSSI 664 82.2 83.0 
4 .................. 10.6 10.6 1,160 1,279 41 71 1,201 1,350 113.3 127.4 
5 .................. 4.3 5.1 408 509 57 47 465 556 108.1 109.0 

State ......... 58.1 63.6 5,750 6,175 414 484 6,164 6,659 106.1 104.7 

• "Full-timejudge-equivalents" includes a court's regular justices plus the time reported for judges assigned to the court, 
minus the time reported for assignments of the cou:.t's regular members to another court and for extended absence . 

•• Note that "cases disposed of by written opinion" is a somewhat higher number than "majority written opinions" (see 
Table Xl because some opinions dispose of two or more consolidated cases . 

••• May not agree with total of districts because of rounding. 
R Revised. 

Although new judgeships were authorized for the Fourth and Fifth 
Appellate Districts effective January 1, 1980 (Stats. 1979, chs. 814 and 
1020), the filing trends depicted in Figures 1 through 7 suggest that addi
tional judgeships will be needed in the near future to prevent severe 
overloads. 

Beginning in January 1975, the Third Appellate District began an ex
perimental program of holding preargument settlement conferences in 
civil appeais. The L.~tial success of this program has led to its expansion, 
in the Third Appellate District, to almost all civil appeals (beginning in 
1977) ; to its application} in much more limited form, in other districts; and 
to the adoption of a statewide rule facilitating settlement conferences,12 
While there is little question that these conferences result in a significant 
number of added settlements, saving the parties expense and uncertainty, 
it is difficult to measure the results of the program statistically, because it 
has always been true that a large number of civil caseS settle or are aban·· 
doned pendmg appeal. 

Two new statistical measures are included in this year's report to in
clude the results of settlement conferences in a way that is not dependent 
on possible subjective evaluations of their success. Table IX-A shows, per 
judge-equivalent, the number of cases disposed of, including civil appeals 
disposed of without opinion (i.e., settled or otherwise dismissed), so as to 
give equal weight to dispositions achieved by settlement and dispositions 
by written opinion. 
11 1976~ Annual Report, p. 34. 
.. Rule 19.5, C:illfomia Rules of Court, effective January 1. 1m. 
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TABLE IX·A-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
DISPOSITIONS PER JUDGE·EQUIVALENT INCLUDING 

CIVIL APPEALS DISMISSED 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

ToWappeals 
Full·time t!c orig. proc. 
judge- by written 

eqw'valenfs ' opinion " 

Civil appeals 
without 

opinion ___ _ 

ToW dispositions 
by written 

opiruonp/us 
civil appeals 

without opiruon 
Perjudge
equivalent 

1978-79 197!J-IXJ 1978-79 1979-a1 

(settled, aban· 
doned, dismissed) 

1978-79 197!J-IXJ 197it-79 197!J-IXJ 1978-79 197!J-IXJ 
1............................ 16.2 17.2 1,&92 1,712 313 314 2,t'fJ5 2,026 123.8 117.8 
2............................ 20.2 22.6 2,255 2,377 263 376 2,518 2,753 124.7 121.8 
3................. .......... 6.7 8.0 551 664 176 247 727 911 108.5 113.9 
4............................ 10.6' 10.6 1,201 1,350 197 249 1,398 1,599 131.9 1SO.8 
5............................ 4.3 5.1 465 556 94 129 559 685 130.0 134.3 

State ••• .................. 58.1 63.6 6,164 6,659 1,043 1,315 7!1ffl 7,974 124.0 125.4 

• "Full-time judge-eqwvalents" includes a court's rebular judges plus the time reported for judges assigned to the court, 
minus the time reported for assignments of the court's regular members to another court and for extended absence. 

•• Note that "cases disposed of by written opinion" is a somewl.at higher number than "majority written opmions" (see 
Table X) because some opinions dispose of two or more consolidated cases. 

... May not agree with total of districts because of rounding . 
•••• Does not include dispositions where record on appeal was never filed. An appeal is not deemed "filed" for statistical 

purposes until the record is filed. 

Table IX-B shows, as a percentage of civil appeals filed, the number 
disposed of without opinion. This measure has historically varied from 
district to district. Comparison of the trends in other districts with that in 
the Third, however, suggests the impact of the Third District's intensive 
settlement conference program: dismissals increased sharply coincident 
with the start of their experimental program (mid-1974-75), have in
creased further, and exceed the dismissal percentages in other districts. 

District 

1.. ............ 
2 ............. 
3 .............. 
4 .............. 
5 .............. 

State .......... 

TABLE IX·B-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
CIVIL APPEALS DISMISSED AfTER RECORD FILED 

Fiscal years 19)'2-73 through 1979-80 
1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1976'-76 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 
No. %' No. %' No. %' No. %' No. %' No. %' No. %' 
156-21.3% 156-20.9% . 155·18.1 % 203-19.7% 275-24.8% 319·29.3% 313·27.9% 163·21.0% 146-16.7% 211·22.1% 303·27.4% 323·33.6% 246-25.3% 263-25.9% 32-12.2% 43-16.3% 88-28.8% 121-35.0% 138-34.5% 211-46.5% 176-39.7% 81·20.2% 74-18.7% 90-21.1% 128-2,'!.5% 203·32.3% 174·23.2% 197·25.9% 30-28.9% 24-24.7% 33·23.4% 34·2.;,.0% 44·24.2% 44·17.8% 94·29.8% 462-20.3% 443·18.6% 577·21.5% 789·24.8% 983·29.9% 996-28.3% 

• Percentage of civil appeals filed in the same period. 
1,043·28.5% 

TABLE X-CALIFORNiA COURTS OF APPEAL 
MAJORITY OPII~IONS WRITTEN a 

Fiscal Years 1969-·70 through 1979-80 

1979-80 
No. %' 
314·28.4% 
376-29.6% 
247-42.7% 
249·27.5% 
129·33.2% 

1,315-31.0% 

Majority opiruons written 196!J...70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 197!J-IXJ 
Total opinions.......................... 3,384 3,746 4,259 4,120 4,605 5,449 5,815 5,905 5,959 6,031 6,510 

"By the Court" opinions .............. 225 532 872 990 1,138 1,369 1,708 1,792 1,707 1,130 1,390 
Authored opinions.......................... 3,159 3,214 3,387 3,130 3,167 4,080 4,107 4,113 4,252 4,901 5,120 

By Court of Appeal judges ...... 2,814 2,990 3,128 2,783 3,116 3,575 3,613 3,675 3,716 4,558 4,476 
By assigned judges .................... 345 224 259 347 351 505 494 438 536 343 644 

a Lower than "Disposition by Written Opinion" (Table IX) because consolidated cases produce only one opinion. 
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Outcome 01 Criminal Appeals 

A ~abulation of the outcome of criminal appeals (Table X-A) shows that 
relatively few are successful. In about one-third of the cases which the 
Supreme Court deemed suffiCiently important to review the trial court 
decision was reversed. ' 

The percentages are not significantly different from previous years. 

TABLE X·A 
CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 

OUTCOME OF CRIMINAL APPEALS TERMINATED 0 

BY WRITTEN OPINION, FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

State total 
all courts SU2.reme Court Courts of Aee.eal 

Nwnber % Nwnber % 
Total cases.......................................................... 3,351 100.0 32 100.0 

13 40.6 
7 21.9 -

20 62.5 

Affirmed in full .................................... ........... 2,595 77.4 
Affirmed with modifications.......................... 431 12.9 

Total affirmed .................................................. 3,026 90.3 

10 31.2 
1 3.1 
1 3.1 

Reversed for expected retrial ...................... 285 8.5 
Reversed, no retrial possible ........................ 32 1.0 
Dismissed............................................................ 7 0.2 

a Percentages may not add to total because of rounding. 

3. BACKLOG AND DELAY 
Total Appeals Pending 

Nwnber % 

3,319 100.0 

2,582 77.8 
424 12.8 --3,006 90.6 

275 8.3 
31 0.9 
6 0.2 

There.were 7,462 appeals pending in the Courts of Appeal on June 30, 
1980, an m~rease of 1,143 (18.1 %) over the number pending a year earlier. 
An app~alls tre~ted as "filed" for statistical purposes when the record on 
appeal IS transmItted to the Court of Appeal. It is not ready for action by 
the court, however, until briefing has been completed, which is normally 
s~v~r?l months after the appeal is filed. During the intervening period, a 
SIgnificant percentage of appeals is dismissed as a result of settlement or 
abandonment. 

Accordingly, while total appeals pending indicate the courts' potential 
workloa~: only those in the category "argued, calendared or ready for 
calendar represent appeals ready for judicial action. 
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TABLE XI-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS PENDING 

June 30, 1979 and June 30, 1980 

Iune 30. 1979 Iune 30. 1980 
Total Total 

Courts of Appeal pending Civil Criminal pending CiVIl 

State Total .................................................. 6,319 3,250 3,069 7,462 3,813 

Dishict I-Total ................................................ 2,064 1,241 823 2,502 1,474 

Division 1& ...................................................... 5IJ7 318 189 629 380 
Division 2 & ...................................................... 610 391 219 666 405 
Division 3 & ...................................................... 525 302 223 626 367 
Division 4 & ...................................................... 422 230 192 581 322 

Dishict II-Total .............................................. 1,780 750 1,030 2,089 902 

Division I & ...................................... ; ............... 328 143 185 402 142 
Division 2 a ...................................................... 308 136 172 342 140 
Division 3 a ...................................................... 372 150 222 425 203 
Division 4 & ...................................................... 378 161 217 466 224 
Division 5 & ...................................................... 394 160 234 454 19,1 

Dishict III b ........................................................ 7crt 396 3ll 723 424 

Dishict IV-Total .............................................. 943 518 425 1,122 596 

Division I c ...................................................... 438 265 173 459 242 
Division 2 C ...................................................... 505 253 252 663 354 

Di~hict Y d ................ : ......................................... 825 345 480 1,026 417 

a Authorized four judges. 
b Authorized seven judges. 

Criminal 
3,649 

1,028 

249 
261 
259 
259 

1,187 

260 
202 
222 
242 
261 

299 

526 

217 
309 

609 

cAuthorized five judges. Division One was authorized a fifth judge on January I, 1980. The position had not been filled as 
of June 30, 1980. 

d Dishict Five was authorized two additional judges on January I, 1980 for a total of six judgeships. One position filled on 
March 21, 1980; the second position had not been filled as of June 30, 1"!lO. 

Pending Appeals Argued, Calendared or Ready for Calendar 
An appeal is ready for judicial action when the last brief has been filed, 

or the time for its filing has passed. Of the total appeals pending on June 
30, 1980, there were 3,212 ready for judicial action, as compared with 2,644 
pending a year earlier, an increase of 568 (21.5%) (see Table XII). The 
increase in both ready civil appeals (+ 325) and ready criminal appeals 
(+ 243) indicates that the problem is not isolated, and is the result of the 
increased filings in both categories (see Table VI and Figure 1,. 
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TABLE XII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS ARGUED, CALENDARED OR READY FOR CALENDAR 

June 30, 1979 and June 30, 1980 

lune34 1980 

83 

lune 30. 1979 
Courts of Appeal Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 

State total .................................................... 2,644 1,483 1,161 3,212 1,808 1,404 

Dishict I-Total ................................................ 1,017 652 365 1,317 848 469 

Division 1& . ................................................... 258 176 82 337 229 lOB 
Division 2 & ..............................•..................... 327 233 94 357 243 114 
Division 3& . ................................................... 271 162 109 345 217 128 
Division 4 & .................................................... 161 81 80 278 159 119 

Dishict II-Total .............................................. 478 223 255 581 327 254 

Division I a .................................................... 80 43 37 89 42 47 
Division 2- .................................................... 76 38 38 81 38 43 
Division 3 a . ................................................... 74 37 37 123 85 38 
Division 4 & .................................................... 109 46 63 lcrt 83 24 
Division 5 & .................................................... 139 59 80 181 79 102 

District iiI b ........................................................ 311 175 136 'JSl 144 153 

Dishict IV-Total ............................................ 337 224 ll3 384 214 170 

Division l c .................................................... 195 134 61 166 91 75 
Division 2 c .................................................... 142 90 52 218 123 95 

Dishict yd ........................................................ 501 209 292 633 Z75 358 

& Authorized four judges. 
b Authorized seven judges. 
C Authorized five judges. Division One was authorized a fifth judge on January I, 1980. The position had not been filled 

as of June 30,1980. . .. .. 
d Dishict Five was authorized two additional judges on January I, 1980, for a total of S\XJudgeships. One pOSItion filled on 

March 21, 1980; the second position had not been filled as of June 30, 1980. 

TABLE XIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
ANALYSIS OF PENDING READY APPEALS 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Appeals Wsposed of Appeals argued Re6fiy-pending ratio Ready·pending ratio 
by written opinion cal611cUred or ready (/UIJe~ 1!JtJJ (JUIJe 30, 1979 
Frsca/ Year 1f1l9..&J lUIJe 30, 1!JtJJ perrent ligures) ~tRgures) 

District Total CMI Criminal Total CMI Crimins/ Total CMI ~ ToW CiYil Crimins/ 

State Total .. 6,175 2,816 3,359 3,212 I ,SOB 1,404 52.0 64.2 41.8 46.0 55.5 37.7 
I ................ 1,554 746 808 1,317 848 469 84.8 ll3.7 58.0 65.4 83.9 47.0 
2 ................ 2~ 891 1,337 581 327 254 26.1 36.7 19.0 22.4 25.9 20.0 
3 ................ 603 301 304 'JSl 144 153 49.1 47.8 50.3 63.0 80.6 49.1 
4 ................ 1,279 701 578 384 214 170 30.0 30.5 29.4 29.0 33.5 23.0 
5 ................ 509 177 332 633 275 3S8 124.4 155.4 lcrt.8 122.8 138.4 113.6 

The significance of the backlog of ready appeals may be measured by 
comparing the backlog with the number of cases the court disposes of in 
a year.13 The "ready pending ratio" in Table XIII is the court's backlog of 
ready appeals expressed as a percentage of the preceding year's disposi
tions by written opinion. There is, of course, an irreducible minimum 
number of cases that will be on hand. For example, if one month were 
allowed for calendaring and notice and one month for decision, there 
would be two months' ready appeals, or a ratio of 16.7 percent. 

,. Dispositions by written opinion are used here becaure dismissals by stipulation and the like generally occur before cases 
are "ready." 
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Statewide, there are still over six months' civil cases (64.2 percent of a 
year) ready, and ready criminal cases are up to 5 months' workload (41.8 
percent of a year) . Some of the ready backlog figures are cause for particu
lar concern; e.g., in the Fifth District, a year's criminal appeals and 1 Y:z 
years' civil cases are ready, despite that Court's high productivity per 
judge (Tables IX and IX-A). 

Delay 
Viewing the ratios in the preceding table as fractions of a year, they 

correspond closely to the reported average times for decision of ready 
appeals in the several districts. Criminal appeals receive priority in consid
eration and are normally decided promptly after briefing is completed. 

Civil appeals in some districts, however, are to an increasing degree 
pending for extended periods of time after the last brief is filed. In evaluat
ing Table XIV it should be noted that times are stated as the median 
number of months that a case was pending, based on cases decided during 
the last quarter of the fiscal year. It therefore follows, by definition, that: 
(a) one-half of all cases decided during the quarter were probably pend
ing for a greater period of time than that stated, and (b) in a court whose 
backlog of cases is increasing, appeals still pending on June 30 will, on the 
average, take longer until decision than the times shown in this table. 

TABLE XIV-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
(DELAY IN APPEALS) 

MEDIAN TIME IN MONTHS 
Quarter Ending June 30, 1980 

Notice of appesl Ready for calendar 
to 1iUng of oEinion to 1iUng of oEinion 

Courts of Appesl Civil Criminal Civil Criminal 

DisbictI 
Division 1 a ........................................................... . 22 13 12 5 
Division 2 a .......................................................... .. 22 15 11 6 
Division 3 a .......................................................... .. 16 14 6 5 
Division 4 a .......................................................... .. 17 15 8 6 

Disbict II 
Division 1 a .......................................................... .. 15 11 3 3 
Division 2 a .......................................................... .. Iii 11 2 2 
Division 3 a .......................................................... .. 15 11 4 1 
Division 4 a .......................................................... .. 17 11 7 2 
Division 5 a .......................................................... .. 18 13 5 4 

District m b ............................................................ .. 15 14 5 6 

Disbict IV 
Division 1 c .......................................................... .. 12 12 4 3 
Division 2 c ........................................................... . 11 10 2 1 

Disbict V d .............................................................. .. 18 15 10 8 

a Authorized four judges. 
b Authorized seven judges. 
C Authorized five judges. Division One was authorized a fifth judge on January 1, 1980. Th~ position had not been filled 

as of June 30, 1980. , 
d District Five was authorized two additional judges on January 1, 1980, for a total of six judgeships. One position filled on 

March 21, 1980; the second position had not been filled as of June 30, 1980. 
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4. OPINIONS PUBLISHED 

The following table indicates the percentage of majority opinions of 
Courts' of Appeal certified for publication during 1979-1980. Statewide, 
and in most appellate districts, the percentage of opinions published was 
similar to the percentage last year. 

TABLE XV-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

PERCENTAGE OF MAJORITY OPINIONS PUBLISHED 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Civil Criminal Original 
Courts of Appeal Total appeals appesls proceedings 

State total ....................................................................................... . 17.1 23.1 8.8 42.0 

District I ................................................................................................. . 17.7 21.8 10.6 37.1 

Division 1 ........................................................................................... . 00.7 24.9 11.4 60.0 
Division 2 ........................................................................................... . 15.8 24.5 6.1 ;lO.O 
Division 3 ........................................................................................... . 15.6 14.0 11.1 40.8 
Division 4 ........................................................................................... . 18.6 23.2 14.1 21.0 

Disbict II ............................................................................................... . 19.7 28.7 10.3 54.5 

Division 1 .......................................................................................... .. 20.2 18.8 14.0 7' .3 
Division 2 .......................................................................................... .. 18.3 27.8 7.3 59.4 
Division 3 ........................................................................................... . 10.5 21.7 3.2 35.0 
Division 4 ........................................................................................... . 23.8 40.4 12.7 37.1 
Division 5 .......................................................................................... .. 25.7 36.2 15.7 61.1 

Disbict III ............................................................................................ .. 13.9 18.5 6.6 28.6 

Disbict IV ............................................................................................ .. 13.8 18.6 4.7 42.6 

Division 1 ........................................................................................... . 19.8 24.0 9.1 50.0 
Division 2 .......................................................................................... .. 9.6 13.8 2.2 37.5 

Disbict V ............................................................................................... . 16.0 27.1 7.2 34.0 

c. SUPERIOR COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

Highlights 
The 710,700 cases filed in superior courts in 1979-80 reflected a decrease 

from the preceding year for the first time in eight years. About 30,200 or 
4 percent fewer cases were filed than in the preceding year. 

Fewer cases were filed in five categories. The categories were other 
civil petitions (-14,700), personal injury, death and property damage 
(-9,800), other civil complaints (-9,300) ,juvenile delinquency (-4,000) 
and family law (-200). Together, a total decrease of about 38,000 cases 
was registered. One possible factor contributing to the decline in the filing 
of personal injury, death and property damage, and other civil complaint 
cases was legislation, effective July 1, 1979, which raised the jurisdictional 
limit in lower court civil cases from $5,000 to $15,000. Thus, after the 
legislation, affected cases were filed in municipal and justice courts rather 
than in superior courts. (See Lower Court section for analysis of the effect 
on civil cases filed in municipal and justice courts.) 

4-81669 
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TABLE XVI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JUDGESHIPS, TOTAL FILINGS, AND FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP 

Fiscal 
year 
197fj..71 ............ ' ...... , ... , ................ .. 
1971-72 ..................... , .............. ,' .. .. 
1972-73 .................. , ................ , .. , .. . 
1973-74 ......................................... . 
1974-75 ............ , ..................... , ...... , 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 Through 1979-80 
Number of 
judgeshipsB 

Increase iTom 
preceding 

Total year 
443 27 
471 28 
477 6 
478 1 
501 23 

Total 
527,488 
522,256 
532,563 
562,248 
602,478 

ChangeiTom 
preceding year 

Amount Percent 
20,325 4.0 

-5,232 -1,0 
10,307 2.0 
29,685 5.6 
40,230 7.2 

ToW 
filings 
per 

judgeship 

1,191 
1,109 
l,lHi 
1,176 
1,203 

1975-76 .......................................... 520 19 666,458 63,988 10,6 1,282 
1976-77 .......................................... 542 22 713,846 47,388 7,1 1,317 
1977,·78 .......................................... 551 9 726,659 12,813 1.8 1,319 
1978-79.......................................... 561 10 R 740,933 R 14,274 1.9 R 1,321 
1979-80 .......................................... em 46 710,716 -30,217 -4.1 1,171 
a Based on authorized judgeships at end of fiscal year. See footnote b of Table XXIV, with respect to "per judge" compari

sons. 
RRevised. 

In seven categories more cases were filed in 1979-80 than in 1978-79, but 
the rise was less dramatic than the declines in other categories. The in
creases occurred in the following categories: criminal (+4,000), probate 
and guardianship (+ 1,400), juvenile dependency (+ 1,300), eminent do
main (+400), appeals from lower courts (+400) and habeas corpus 
(+300). In mental health, about the same number of cases was filed in 
both 1979-80 and in 1978-79. 

The filings per judge index which had increased the past eight years, 
although at a much slower rate during the past three years, dropped 
sharply in 1979-80 as filings declined and 15 courts were given a total of 
46 additional judges. The drop from 1,321 filings per judge in 1978-79 to 
1,171 filings per judge in 1979-80 ended, at least temporarily, the upward 
trend in such filings. The 1979-80 filings per judge, nevertheless, still 
exceeded two other years of the past decade. 

Filings by Type 01 Proceeding 
In 1979-80 the other civil petitions category reflected the largest numer

ical decline in filings. Those filings decreased by 14,700, or 12 percent from 
the record peak reached a year earlier, to 103,700 cases in 1979-80. About 
10,000 fewer cases, or two-thirds of the decrease, occurred in Los Angeles 
County. The decline reflects, in part, a reduction in the number of peti
tions filed relating to child support. 
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TABLE XVII CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CIVIL FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 
Personal Injury Death .t Property 

Total Probate DIlJ11Jlge Other Civil 
Fiscal Civil and Family Motor EmiJ7ent 
Year Filings ClJI1J'diJmship Law Total Vehicle Other Domllin Complaints Petitions 

NUMBER 
197fj..71 .................... 362,676 62,606 139,019 57,624 41,985 15,639 6,937 46,590 49,900 

71-72 ........ "." ....... 373,358 62,090 145,148 59,840 42,845 16,995 5,475 50,816 49,989 
72-73 .. " ............. ". 386,765 62,406 149,062 62,865 43,521 19,344 6,452 57,294 48,686 
73-74 ..... " ............. 407,923 62,960 154,793 70,854 48,205 22,649 4,313 66,996 48,007 
74-75 " .................. 443,356 61,975 162,938 75,239 49,266 25,973 5,299 81,387 56,518 
75-76 ........ " .......... 476,905 62,947 168,602 80,310 52,555 27,755 3,617 B4,S55 76,474 
76-77 .................... 523,391 64,910 172,211 85,604 57,193 28,411 2,249 82,232 116,185 
77-78 .. " ................ 534,686 R 63,774 175,160 86,729 R58,822 R 27,'iXf1 2,725 R 88,349 117,949 
78-79 .... " .. " .......... 551,393 62,856 R 175,837 92,962 63,lOB 29,854 2,074 99,279 R 118,383 
79-80 ....... , .......... " 519,202 64,256 175,675 83,127 53,636 29,491 2,507 89,934 103,703 

PERCENT 
197fj..71 ... " ............... 100 17 38 16 12 4 2 13 14 

71-72 .................... 100 17 39 16 11 5 1 14 13 
72-73 ............... " ... 100 16 39 16 11 5 2 15 13 
73-74 ............. " ..... 100 15 38 17 12 6 1 16 12 74-75 .... _ ......... " .... 100 14 37 17 11 6 1 18 13 
75-76 ... " ............... 100 13 35 17 11 6 1 18 16 
76-77 ........ " .......... 100 12 33 16 11 5 <1 16 22 
77-78 ....... " ........ ". 100 12 33 16 11 5 1 17 22 
78-79." ................. 100 11 32 17 11 5 <1 18 21 79--80 .................... 100 12 34 16 10 6 <1 17 20 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
197fj..71 ............ " .. " .. 5 1 6 6 5 9 -15 13 6 

71-72 .............. """ 3 -1 4 4 2 9 -21 9 <1 72-73 ....... " ......... " 4 -<1 3 5 2 14 18 13 -3 
73-74 .. " ................ t, 1 4 13 11 17 -33 17 -1 
74-75 ... " ........ "" ... 9 -2 5 6 2 15 23 21 18 
75-76 ............... "." 8 2 3 7 7 7 -32 4 35 
76-77 " ..... " ....... " .. 10 3 2 7 9 2 -38 -3 52 
77-78 ................. ". 2 2 2 1 3 -2 21 7 2 
78-79 ... " ...... " ....... 3 -1 <1 7 7 7 -24 12 <1 
79-80 " ......... ".,," .. -6 2 -<1 -11 -15 -1 21 -9 -12 

AMOUNT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
197fj..71 "" ...... " ........ 18,489 770 7,448 3,195 1,918 1,277 -1,185 5,392 2,869 

71-72 ..... " .. "" ....... 10,682 -516 6,129 2,216 860 1,356 -1,462 4,226 -89 
72-73· ............. " .... , 13,407 316 3,914 3,025 676 2,349 977 6,478 -1,103 
73-74." ............. " .. 21,158 554 5,731 7,989 4,684 3,305 -2,139 9,702 -679 
74-75 .... " ............ " 35,433 -985 8,145 4,385 1,061 3,324 986 14,391 8,511 
75-76 ." .......... ,," ... 33,549 972 5,664 5,071 3,289 1,782 -1,682 3,568 19,956 
76-77 .. " .... "" ........ 46,486 1,963 3,609 5,294 4,638 856 -1,368 -2,723 39,711 
77-78 .... " ............ " 11,295 -1,136 2,949 1,125 1,6..".9 -004 476 6,117 1,764 
78-79 ..... " ..... " ...... 16,707 -916 677 6,233 4,286 1,947 -651 10,930 434 

R 79-80 ........ " ... "" ... -32,191 1,398 -162 -9,835 -9,472 -363 433 -9,345 -14,680 
Revised 

The categories reflecting the next largest reductions in filings were 
personal injury, death and property damage, and other civil complaints. 
Personal injury, death and property damage filings decreased by 9 800 
and other civil complaint filings decreased by 9,300 from the record t~tal~ 
filed a year earlier.14 These two categories were affected most by the 
previously mentioned legislation which raised the jurisdictional limit in 
lower court civil cases from $5,000 to $15,000. As a result, many cases which 
formally would have been filed in superior courts were filed in municipal 
and justice courts. The legislation appeared to have a greater effect on 
14 The change in .lower c~u.rt civil ju;isdiction from $5,000 to $15,000 probably affected personal injury death and property 

damage, and oth~r ~lvil complamts the most. If these filings are combined, 31 of the 58 superior courts had decreases 
In those. categones m 1979-80. Those courts with the largest decreases are: Los Angeles (-12,100), San Francisco 
(-I,SOO), Alameda (-1,400), San Diego (-1,200) and Santa Clara (-1,100), 
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Figure 8-SUPERIOR COURT CIVIL FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80, 
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cases involving motor vehicles than on other personal injury cases. About 
9,500 cases or 96 percent of the overall personal injury decrease involved 
motor vehicle cases. In contrast, motor vehicle cases comprised about 
two-thirds of all personal injury cases filed in superior courts. Other per
sonal injury cases, which include medical malpractice suits, declined by 
only 400 cases, 

Probate and guardianship filings, after two consecutive years of de
clines, rose by 1,400 cases or 2 percent in 1979-80. The 1979-80 level was 
still slightly below the record number filed in 1976-77. 

Eminent dom:i.in filings which registered an increase of 21 percent, 
reflected the largest relative change of all categories. The numerical in
crease, however, was only 400 cases above the record low registered in 
1978-79. 

Juvenile delinquency cases reflect the fourth largest decrease vdth a 
reduction of 4,000 cases or 5 percent from the preceding year, The decline 
is the fourth in four years since 1975-76. Accounting for almost 3,600 or 90 
percent of the overall decline in juvenile delinquency cases were filings 
under Section 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. The record peak 
of such cases occurred in 1976-77 when 86,400 cases were filed. Subse
quently, cases filed under Section 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code 
have been decreasing and dropped to 81,000 cases in 1979-80. Similarly, 
cases filed under Section 601 of the Welfare and Institutions Code have 
been decreasing since 1975-76, the first year petititons filed under sections 
601 and 602 were reported separately. A record number of 12,800 cases 
were filed in 1975-76, In 1979-80 the figure decreased to 1,300 cases, 
reflecting in large part a decline of petitions filed concerning minors who 
ran away from home. 

Juvenile dependency petitions, contrary to the trend in juvenile delin
quency cases, have been rising each year since 1975-76, the first year the 
category subsequent petitions was included in filings. About 1,300 filings 
or 7 percent more cases were filed in 1979-80 than in 1978-79. With the 
increase a record level of 19,600 cases was established. 

About 4,000 or 7 percent more criminal cases were filed in 1979-80 than 
in the preceding year. The increase was the largest of all categories, and 
the total of 57,900 cases filed was the highest in seven years. Criminal cases 
have been. filed at the rate of 54,000 to 55,000 cases a year since 1973-74. 
The 1979-80 filings reflected the first significant increase. Superior court 
workloads are significantly affected by changes in criminal filings since 
such cases generally take precedence over civil cases in trial setting and 
account for over half of the jury trials conducted in superior courts. 

Modest changes occurred in the appeals from the lower court category 
and the habeas corpus category. About 400 or 3 percent more filings were 
reported in appeals and about 300 or 2 percent more cases were reported 
in the habeas corpus category. 

Family law and mental health filings were relatively unchanged in 
1979-80 . 
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TABLE XVII-A CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
JUVENILE FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 
DELINQUENCY 

W.tiiiIJ1 1 

DEPENDENCY' 

Fiscal Yeu 0rigirW Subsequent Tollll 0rigirW Subsequent 

NUMBER 
ToW OrigirWSubsequent ToW 0riKinMl Subsequent 

l!r10-71 ........ S6,338 13,116 
71-72 ........ 53,003 13,2!l} 
72-73 .......• 51,336 l2,881 
73-74 ........ /J),1195 lZ,843 
74-73 ........ 63,739 13,983 
73-76· ...... 93,9fJ) Il6,943 37,(Y.rf 12,1))6 9,frT5 3,131 81,174 47)Ji8 33,900 14,092 13,151 941 
76-77 ........ 93,171 1l8,142 as,029 6,801 4Jl1f1 1,914 86,370 53,l!SS 33,115 14,615 13,840 775 
77-78 ........ 87,703 SIl,lffl R 31,897 2,313 1,868 

R
445 85,390 R 53,938 R 31,452 17,524 16,frT2 R8S2 

78-79 ........ R86,29C5 RSIl,s19 30,776 Rl,741 R 1,s03 238 R84,5S4 54,016 30,538 RI8,29/! R 17,368 9'l1 
'f9..a} •••••••• 82,29\5 52,022 30,273 1,315 1,152 163 fJl,9fJ) SO,870 30,110 19,559 18,400 1,1S9 

PERCENT 
1970-71 ........ 100 100 

71-72 ......... 100 100 
72-73 ........ 100 100 
73-74 ........ 100 100 
74-73 ........ 100 100 
73-76· ...... 100 61 39 14 10 3 86 so 36 100 93 7 
76-77 ........ 100 62 36 7 5 2 93 51 36 100 95 5 
77-78 ........ 100 64 36 3 2 1 97 62 36 100 95 5 
78-79 ........ 100 64 36 2 2 <1 98 63 as 100 95 5 
79..fJ) ........ 100 63 37 2 1 <1 98 62 37 100 94 6 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
1970-71 ........ -7 -6 

71-72 ........ -6 1 
72-73 ........ -3 -3 
73-74 ........ 18 -<1 
74-73 ........ 5 9 
73-76· ...... -11 -6 
76-Tl ........ -1 2 -5 -47 -49 -39 6 13 -2 4 5 -18 
77-78 ........ -6 -4 -9 -66 -62 -77 -1 1 -5 20 20 10 
78-79 ........ -2 -1 -4 -25 -20 -46 -1 <1 -3 4 4 9 
79-80 ........ -5 -6 -2 -24 -23 -32 -4 -6 -1 7 6 25 

AMOUNT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
1970-71 ........ -4,443 769 

71-72 ........ -3,24.5 164 
72-73 ........ -I,m -399 
73-74 ........ 9,259 -38 
74-75 ........ 3,144 1,140 
73-76 ........ -6,796 -832 
'/6-77 ........ -fJ)9 1,!99 -m -6,005 -4,788 -1,217 5,196 5!J87 -791 523 689 -166 
77-78 ........ -5,468 -2,336 -3,132 -4,488 -3,019 -1,469 -91)) 683 -1,663 '2,909 2,832 77 
78-79 ........ -1,408 -287 -1,121 -512 -385 -207 -836 78 -914 771 696 75 
79-80 ........ -4,000 -3,497 -503 -426 -asl -73 -3,574 -3,146 -428 1,264 1,032 232 

1 Welf. lit Inst. Code, tOOl, Minors habitually refusing to obey parents; habitual truants; minors in danger ofleading immoral 
life. 

• Welf. lit Inst. Code, t 602, Minors violating laws defining crime; minors failing to obey court order. 
• Welf. lit Inst. Code, t:lOO: Minors in need of effective parental care; destitute; physically dangerous to public; with unfit 

home. 
~Data for subsequent filings and separate data for Welf. lit Jnst. Code, tt 601 and 602 first available for 1975-76. 

Revised. 
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Figure 8A-SUPERIOR COURT JUVENILE FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 

Tolal Juvenile Delinquency FUings ---' , o Juvenile Delinquency I-
W & I 602-Total 

l---~ 
~JUVenile Delinquency--Original Filings 

Juvenile 

~ 
~ o Dependency 

1 Total 
Filings 

Juvenie Dependency 
Original Filings 

.ANanie 

"" 
€I Delinquency 

W&I601 

" 
Total 

---.... 

---:::: 

~ 
70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 76-77 77-78 78-79 79-80 

Q) Data tor subsequent filings and separate data tor W & I 601 and 602 lirst available tor 1975--76 

€I Jan. 1977 challge in juvenile law prohibits prosecution at juveniles tor activities tor which adults cannot be 
prosecuted. Runaway minors no longer charged under W & 1601, 
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TABLE XVII-B CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COLIRTS 
FILINGS OF OTHER PROCEEDINGS 
Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 

TotRl ~ from Lower Courts 
Fisc6l Other Mental 
Ye.u i'roreedings He.lth CriminRl Total Civil CriminRl Total 

NUMBER 
1970-71 ...........• 95,358 7,775 76,386 4,812 6,385 

71-72 ............ 82,725 7,001 65,487 5,244 4,793 
72-73 ............ 81,581 6,685 61,6OIS 7,066 6,225 
73-74 .........•.. BO,BB7 6,412 54,635 10,215 9,625 
74-75 ............ 81,392 6,039 55,635 10,891 8,B27 
75-76 ............ 81,481 6,098 54,816 11,612 19,088 12,524 8,955 
76-77 ............ 82,669 5,451 54,619 12,740 1O,ro2 2,508 9,859 
77-78 ............ 86,746 4,055 55,369 14,601 11,893 2,708 12,721 
76-79 ..•......... 84,9.50 3,573 53,955 14,414 12,065 2,349 R13,00B 
79-80 ....•....... 89,660 3,579 57,932 14,854 12,366 2,488 13,295 

PERCENT 
1970-71 ............ 100 8 so 5 7 

~~ " 71-72 ............ 100 9 79 6 6 
72-73 ............ 100 8 76 9 8 
73-74 ............ 100 8 6B 13 12 
74-75 ............ 100 7 6B 13 11 
75-76 ............ 100 7 67 14 11 3 11 
76-77 ............ 100 7 66 15 12 3 12 
77-78 ............ 100 5 64 17 14 3 15 
76-79 ............ 100 4 64 17 14 3 15 
79-80 ............ 100 4 65 17 14 3 15 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
1970-71 ............ 8 ., 7 18 44 

71-72 ............ -13 -7 -14 9 -25 
72-73 ............ -1 -7 -6 35 30 
73-74 ............ -1 -4 -11 45 55 
74-75 ............ 1 -6 2 7 -8 
75-76 ............ <l 1 -1 7 1 
76-77 ............ 1 -11 <l 10 13 -1 10 
77-78 ............ 5 -26 1 15 16 8 29 
76-79 ............ -2 -12 -3 -1 1 -13 2 
79-80 ............ 6 <1 7 3 2 6 2 

~ 
AMOUNT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR . 1970-71 ............ 7,048 5B4 4,964 728 1,940 

71-72 ............ -12,603 -574 -10,899 432 -1,592 
72-73 ............ -1,144 -516 -3,882 1,822 1,432 
73-74 ............ -694 -273 -6,970 3,149 3,400 
74-75 ............ 505 -373 1,000 676 -798 
75-76 ............ 89 59 -819 721 128 
76-77 ..... " ..... 1,188 -647 -197 1,128 1,144 -16 904 

,> 77-78 ............ 4,077 -1,396 750 1,861 1,661 200 2,862 
76-79 ............ -1,796 -482 -1,414 -187 172 -359 2B7 

1 79-80 ............ 4,710 6 3,977 440 301 139 2B7 
R Components of Appeals from Lower Courts and Habeas Corpus first available for 1975-76. 

Revised. 
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Figure 8S-SUPERIOR COURT FILINGS OF OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 

93 

Thousands 

100.000 

90.000 

80.000 

70,000 

60,000 

50,000 

40,000 

30,000 

20,000 

10,000 

9.000 

8,000 

7,000 

6.000 

5.000 

4,000 

3.000 

2.000 

1,000 

~ r---
~ 

£ ®--~ 
,/ 

~v 

Criminal -

.-----""" 
~----- ------

Appeals From Lower Courts ........ ..... r--- V/ Habeas Corpus ...---- --_ ... -.. 

--- -~ -

Mental Health ............... 
I 

~ 
~ 

70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 76-77 77-78 78-79 79-80 

o 1969 Modilication 01 Penal Code allowed prosecuting ollicers to reduce certain lelonies to misdemeanors 
belore liIing in lower courts. 

(§) 1969 Lanterman·Petris·Short Act operative; generally made involuntary committment to mental institutions 
more dilficult. 

100 

90 

BO 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

9 

8 

7 

6 

5 

4 

3 

2 

1) , , , 
I 
I 
! 
I 

I 
! 
! 

I , , 

I 
! 

~ 
ij 
I) 
h 

fl 
'1 
f1 .\ 
I' 
H 
f.\ Ii 
I) 

" \.:{ 
11 , , 
j; , 
I 
I 
I 

\ 



,< 

, , 

/ ,. 

94 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

Filings In Weighted Units 
The weighted caseload represents the estimated time required to dis

pose of the various categories of cases filed in superior courts and is the 
result of multiplying the number of filings in a category by the computed 
average case-related time required to dispose of a filing of that category. 
Dividing the total weighted units of a category by the judge-year value, 
that is, the average number of weighted units a judge is able to dispose of 
in a year, determines the number of judicial positions required to dispose 
of the weighted caseload. Weighted units are used primarily to estimate 
the judgeship needs of a court. 

Multiplication of the case weights approved by the Judicial Council in 
1977 15 by the filings reported in 1979-80 produces a caseload of 54.4 million 
weighted units for the superior courts. This weighted caseload, when 
divided by the average judge-year value for all superior courts of 73,000 
units, showed a need for 745 judicial positions. In comparison, the number 
of judicial positions actually authorized in superior courts in 1979-80 was 
705, including 46 new judgeships added during the year. 

Figure 9 displays the number of judicial positions required to dispose of 
the weighted units in each major case category. It also displays the per
centage that each major category is of total filings as well as of total 
weighted units. The categories are arranged according to the volume of 
caseload with the largest located at the bottom of the chart. The categories 
for filings are listed on the left side and the categories for weighted units 
are listed on the right side. 

The listing on the right side shows that the three categories with the 
largest weighted caseload were criminal, other civil complaints, and fam
ily law. These categories accounted for over two-thirds of the weighted 
caseload filed in superior courts in 1979-80, indicating the need for 511 of 
the 745 judicial positions required to process the ca&es. 

The criminal category was responsible for 30 percent of the total weight
ed units in superior court. Even though its filings were only 8 percent of 
the total, the weighted caseload system indicated a need for 224 judicial 
positions to process these criminal cases. 

The category with the next largest weighted caseload was other civil 
complaints. Its weighted units were 24 percent of the total and represent
ed a need for 178 judicial positions. 

IS See 1978 Annual Report, page 83. A judicial time survey to update the weighted caseload system was conducted during 
the months of October and November 1979. The results of that survey were presented to the Judicial Council in May 
1980 but have not been approved for use pending a study of the theoretical basis of the weighted caseload system by 
an Advisory Committee. 
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Figure 9-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 

Categories as Percentage of Total Filings Compared with Categories as 
Percentage of Total Weighted Units and Required Judicial Positions 

Fiscal Year 197!HlO 
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TABLE XVII·C-California Superior Court 
Weighted Filings by Type of Proceeding 

Fiscal 1979-80 
State Total State less Los Angeles CounQ: Los Angeles CounQ: 

Required Required Required 
Weighted Judicial Weighted Judicial Weighted Judicial 

Type of proceeding Filings Posib'ons Weight Filings J Posib'ons' Weight Filings J Positions' 
Total ............................................ 54,368,672 745 3 35,828,520 494 18,540,152 251 

Probate and guardianship .......... 1,782,375 24 31 1,401,355 19 20 381,020 5 
Family law ...................................... 7,954,921 109 43 5,399,209 74 51 2,555,712 35 
P.i., death & property damage .. 5,925,667 81 81 3,759,777 52 59 2,165,890 29 
Eminent domain ............................ 300,600 4 72 118,296 2 211 182,304 2 
Other civil: 

Complaints .................................. 12,968,820 178 131 8,606,700 119 180 4,362,120 59 
Petitions ...................................... 1,170,428 16 II 814,088 11 12 356,340 5 

Mental Health ................................ 208,881 3 51 157,641 2 105 51,240 1 

Juvenile: 
Delinquency ................................ 4,964,215 68 53 3,297,077 45 83 1,667,138 23 
Dependency ................................ 1,896,916 26 68 910,996 13 160 985,920 13 

Criminal .......................................... 16,375,568 224 2B2 10,873,920 150 284 5,501,648 74 
Appeals fro lower court ................ 820,281 II 49 489,481 7 68 330,820 4 
Habeas corpus ................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 Filings multiplied by the weight assigned to the category. 
• Weighted filings divided by the judge-year standard of 74,000 weighted units for Los Angeles County and 72,600 weighted 

units for the remainder of the state. The 74,000 weighted units is the approved standard for courts with II or more 
judicial positions. The 72,600 weighted units is the average of the approved set of judge-year standards considering the 
number of judicial positions in each judge-year group as computed below: 

Court size in 
judicial positi ons 

1-2 
3-10 
!! or more 

Judge-year 
standard 
62,100 
71,400 
74,000 

3 Parts do not add to total because of rounding. 

x 
X 
X 

Judicial positions 
in group 

33 
100 
321 (excluding 
_ Los Angeles) 

454 

Judicial positions 
multiplied by 

judge-year standard 
2,049,300 
7,140,000 

23,754,000 

32,943,300 -;. 454 = 72,562 
rounded to 72,600 

The family law category, with 25 percent of the total cases filed in 
superior court, had more filings in 1979-80 than any other group, Its 
weighted units, however, ranked third highest with 15 percent of the total, 
reflecting a requirement for 108 judicial positions to dispose of those cases. 

Personal injury and juvenile delinquency categories ranked, respective
ly,fourth and fifth highest in weighted units with proportions of 11 per
cent and 9 percent. Their share of filings was somewhat comparable, with 
personal injury cases and juvenile delinquency petitions, each comprising 
12 percent of the total. 

The remaining seven categories, including juvenile dependency, pro
bate and guardianship, other civil petitions, appeals from lower courts, 
eminent domain, mental health, and habeas corpus, accounted for about 
one-third of the total superior court filings but only 11 percent of the total 
weighted units. The weighted units in this group represented a caseload 
for 84 judicial positions. 
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I 2. DISPOSITIONS 

Highlights 
In 1979.;..go superior courts disposed of 562,000 cases exclusive of civil 

matters dismissed for lack of prosecution. 16 This level represented a de
cline of 4 percent from the volume disposed of in 1978:-79 ~d par~l~led 
the decrease in filings. As in filings, the largest dechne III dIspOSItions 
occurred in the other civil petitions category. Dispositions of personal 
injury, death and property damage cases also declined but not to the same 
extent as filings. Dispositions of other civil complaints, contrary to the 
trend in filings, did not decrease. Apparently, personal injury, ~eath and 
property damage and other civil complaint cases filed. but. not dIsposed ?f 
in previous years (, ~)mpensated, in part, for the dechne III cases filed III 
1979.;..go. 

TABLE XVIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENTS. DISPOSITIONS 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL CASES DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) AND 
DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal 

Pi:R JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENT" 
Fiscal Years 197~71 Through 1979-80 

N':1I1lber of judicial Disposib'ons 

position (less civil dismissals for 

~uivalents lack of e.rosecution2 
Increase 

from Change from 
preceding e.recedingJ:,ear 

year Total year Total Amount Percent 

1970-71 .................. 1526 20 449,541 
1971-72 .................. 549 23 451,413 
1972-73 .................. 578 29 449,901 
1973-74 .................. S86 8 462,312 
1974-75 .................. 600 14 485,903 

197~76 .................. 622 22 552,111 
1976-77 .................. 644 22 581,037 
19T1-78 .................. 663 19 589,921 

667 4 R 588,015 1978-79 .................. 
1979-$ .................. 688 21 562.043 

a See text for explanation on judicial position equivalents. 
RRevised 

33,514 8.1 
1,872 .4 

-1,512 -.3 
12.411 2.8 
23.591 5.1 

66,164 13.6 
28,926 5.2 
8,884 1.5 

R -1,906 R -0.3 
-25,972 -4.4 

Dispositions 
per judicial 

position 
equivalent 

8.5.5 
822 
778 
789 
810 

888 
902 
890 

R882 
817 

In 1979-80 the average number of cases disposed of per judicial position 
equivalent 17 dropped by 7 percent to 817 with the reduction in total 
dispositions. This disposition rate provides a rough index of judicial output. 
It is, however, influenced not only by judicial effort but also by factors over 
which the courts have little or no control, for example: rate at which cases 
are filed, manner in which cases are disposed of, and the effect of changes 
in the statutes and case law. 
-;;u;;der Cal. Code of Civ. Proc., tt 581a and 583, courts may dismiss old cases for lack of prosecution. From time to time 

individual courts purge their records by making such "housekeeping" dismissals. In 1979--80 these dismissals totaled 
9866' in 1978-79 they totaled 8,918. Dispositions, excluding civil cases dismissed for lack of prosecution, indicate more 
l1::Cu;ately than do total dispositions the number of cases disposed of by judicial effort. In the discussion that follows, 
disIX'sition figures do not include civil dismissals for lack of prosecution. Civil dismissals for lack Of pro~ecution, 
howllver, are included in the disposition totals shown in appendix Tables II through 18. Thus, there IS a difference 
between the disposition figures shown in the text tables and those shown in the appendix tables. 

11 Judicilil position equivalents are defined as authorized judgeships, plus full-~e co~oners and. referees, -w:hen 
adjusted to reflect judge vacancies, assistance rendered to other courts by supenor court Judges and assistance received 
by superior courts from assigned judges or from temporary judges serving by stipulation of the parties. 
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The work of the judges, however, did not diminish as much as the 
~position rate might sugge~t since of the total decrease of 26,000 disposi
tions about 16,900 or two-thirds occurred before reaching the trial stage. 
~bout 8 percent fewer cases were disposed of before trial in 1979-80 than 
~n ~978-79. Cases going to trial-contested matters and jury trials-as 
m?icators of heavy workload changed only slightly. Cases disposed of after 
trIal only decreased by 2 percent while contested matters were only down 
by 1 percent and jury trials did not decline. 

TABLE XVIII·A CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

(EXCLU.DING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 
FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

Change in dispositions from 

Type of Proceeding 
Total dispositions ....................................................................... . 

Probate and guardianship .............................................................. . 
Family law ...........•.....••.................•.......•.............................•................. 
P.i., death llt property damage: ..................................................... . 

Motor vehicles ................................................................................. . 
Others ............................................................................................... . 

Eminent domllin .......... : ...................................................................... . 
Other civil: ........................................................................................... . 

Complaints ..................................................................................... .. 
Petitions ........................................................................................... . 

Mental Health ..................................................................................... . 

Juvenile: ............................................................................................... . 
Delinquency: .................................................................................. .. 

Original ......................................................................................... . 
Subsequent· .............................................................................. .. 

Dependency: ................................................................................... . 
Original ......................................................................................... . 
Subsequent • ............................................................................... . 

Criminal ............................................................................................... . 

AP~.~~~~~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~i:~~.: .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Other" ............................................................................................. . 
~Data for this classification first reported in 1975-76. 

Revised. 

1979-80 
1l62,043 
60,944 

145,517 
62,100 
41,076 
21,024 

1,246 
117,019 
53,682 
63,337 
3,628 

94,594 
76,839 
49,239 
27,600 

17,755 
16,832 

923 

51,190 
13,521 
11,355 
2,166 

12,284 
3,784 
8,500 

Dispositions 
1978-79 19S-1970 

R 588,015 416,027 
R 60,891 53,898 

R 149,359 100,542 
R 63,290 37,175 

41,781 25,523 
R 21,509 11,652 

1,301 
R 138,294 
R52,OlO 
R86,£34 

3,520 

R 96,516 
R79,911 
R51,452 
R28,459 

R 16605 
R15~ 
R 1,063 

R49,2&1 
R 13,793 
R 11,623 

2,170 

R 11,787 
R3,514 
R8,273 

6,851 
86,439 
26,791 
39,648 
7,500 

59,582 

13,052 

63,554 
3,340 

4,094 

Disposed 01 Belo,e T,ial and Aile, T,ial 

1978-79 1969-'/0 
Amount Percent Amount Percent 
-25,972 -4.4 146,016 35.1 

53 .1 7,046 13.1 
-3,842 -2.6 44,975 44.7 
-1,190 -1.9 24,924 67.0 

-705 -1.7 15,553 60.9 
-485 -2.2 9,372 ~.4 

-55 -4.2 -5,605 -81.8 
-21,275 -15.4 SO,58O 76.1 

1,672 3.2 26,891 100.4 
-22,947 -26.6 23,689 59.8 

lOS 3.1 -3,872 -51.6 

-1,922 -2.0 
-3,072 -3.8 
-2,213 -4.3 -10,3113 -17.4 

-859 -3.0 

1,1SO 6.9 
1,290 8.3 3,7eJJ 2!fi) 
-140 -13.2 

1,926 3.9 -2,364 -19.4 
-272 -2.0 10,181 304.8 
-268 -2.3 

-4 -0.2 

497 4.2 8,190 200.0 
270 7.7 
227 2.7 

Of all superior court cases, about 209,200 or 40 percent were disposed 
of without trial in 1979-80. This level was about 16,900 cases or 8 percent 
less than the number disposed of before trial in 1978-79. (See Table 
XVIIIB.) The largest decline of 20,800 (-36 percent) occurred in the 
category of other civil petitions where customarily about two-thirds of the 
cas~s are disposed of before trial. (See Figure 10.) Other categories in 
whICh the number of the cases disposed of before trial declined but in 
much smaller magnitudes were personal injury, death and property dam
age (-1,300), other civil complaints (-800), eminent domain (-100) 
and al?peals from lower courts (-100). Offsetting increases were regis
tered m the other categories with the largest in criminal (+2,400), family 
law (+ 1,300), and habeas corpus (+ 1,000) . 
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TABLE XVIII·B California Superior Court 
Dispositions Before and After Trial by Type of Proceeding 

(Excluding Civil Dismissals for Lack of Prosecution) 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

DisposibOns Before Trial Dispositions Aller Trial 
ChllIlgc from Change from 

197~79 197~79 

Type of Proceeding 1979-80 197~79 Amount Percent 1979-80 197~79 Amount Percent 

Total .............................................. 209,185 R226,131 -16,946 -7.5 352,858 R361,884 -9,026 -2.5 

Probate and guardianship •............. 4,692 3,972 720 . 18.1 56,252 R56,919 -667 -1.2 
Family law .......................................... 8,084 R6,81B 1,266 18.6 137,433 R 142,541 -5,IOS -3.6 
P.i., death llt property damage: ••.• 58,039 RS9,357 -1,31B -2.2 4,061 3,933 128 3.2 

Motor vehicles ................................ 39,057 39,781 -724 -1.8 2,019 2,<XXl 19 1.0 

Others .............................................. 18,982 R 19,576 -594 -3.0 2,042 1,933 109 5.6 

Eminent domain ................................ 883 1,009 -126 -12.5 363 292 71 243 
Other civil: .......................................... 73,126 R94775 -21,649 -22.8 43,893 ~43,519 374 0.9 

Complaints ...................................... 37,001 R371A7 -846 -2.2 16,661 14,163 2,518 17.8 
Petitions ......................................... 36,12.5 R56,928 -20,803 -36.5 27,212 R29,356 -2,144 -7.3 

Mental Health .................................... 303 226 77 34.1 3,325 R3,294 31 .9 

Juvenile: .............................................. 10,949 RJO,174 775 7.6 83,645 R86,342 -2,697 -3.1 
Delinquency: .................................. 8,535 R 7,860 675 8.6 68,304 R72,0111 -3,747 -5.2 

Original ........................................ 5,893 R 5,487 406 7.4 43,346 R45,965 -2,619 -5.7 
Subsequent .................................. 2,642 2,373 269 11.3 24,958 R26,086 -/,128 -4.3 

Dependency: .................................. 2,414 R2,314 100 4.3 15,341 R 14,291 1,050 7.4 
Original ........................................ 2,292 ~ 84 3.B 14,540 R 13,334 1,206 9.0 
Subsequent .................................. 122 16 15.1 ~1 957 -156 -16.3 

Criminal .............................................. 44,852 R42,499 2,353 5.5 6,338 R6,765 -427 -6.3 
Appeals from lower court: .............. 997 1,075 -78 -7.3 12,524 : 12,718 -194 -1.5 

Civil .................................................. 393 498 -105 21.1 10,962 11,125 -163 -1.5 
Criminal .......................................... 604 577 27 4.7 1,562 1,593 -31 -2.0 

Habeas corpus: .................................. 7 ;JiAl R6,226 1,034 16.6 5,024 R 5,561 -537 -10.0 
Criminal .......................................... 3,159 R 2,891 268 9.3 625 R623 2 <.1 
Other ................................................ 4,101 R3,335 766 23.0 4,399 R 4,938 -539 -10.9 

R Revised. 

About 352,900 cases or 60 percent of all superior court cases were dis
posed of after trial in 1979-80. (See Table XVIIIB.) This volume was only 
9,000 cases or 2 percent less than the number tried during the preceding 
year. Because of this relatively small decline, and since trials are the most 
time-consuming activity, judicial work in superior courts remained at a 
high level. Categories that reflected fewer trials in 1979-80 than in 1978-79 
were family law (-5,IOO), juvenile delinquency (-3,700), other civil 
petitions (-2,100), probate and guardianship (-700), habeas corpus 
(-500), criminal (-400) and appeals from lower courts (--200), 

Even though the change in municipal court civil jurisdiction moderate
ly reduced the number of superior court cases filed in the categories of 
personal injury, death and property damage and other civil complaints, 
the number of such cases that were tried did not decline in 1979-80. 
Instead, about 2,500 (+18 percent) more cases in the other civil com
plaints category were tried in 1979-80 than in 1978-79. Trials of personal 
injury, death and property damage category cases increased by only 128 
cases. Juvenile dependency was the only other category with a large gain 
in trials in 1979-80, with an increase of about 1,000 trials over the number 
reported in the previous year, 
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Figure 1O-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
Manner of Disposition by Type of Proceeding a 

(Excluding Civil Dismissals for Lack of Prosecution) 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Before 
Trial 

Imtwttt:nl 

After 
Uncontested 

Trial 

After 
Contested 

Trial 

~ 

Jury 
Trials b 

~ 
All 

proceedings .:::i:Ilji:::iili::~z:;;':iiIliliil:!I~iijii!i!ili:liiilIlill!! 51.5 B~ 1.3 

Personal 

Inlury 1:;:ilili~!!ii:!iiii~iiiliiiliiiiiiiiii!ilili!iiI:iiiiiiiiiiii!iii!ii!iiii!ii!iiiiiiiiiil!iii!iii!iiiii!iiiiii!i{~2::~J!!iiliiiiiiiiiiiii!!~i!!!iiiiii!iii!iii!iiiiiI!i!ii!!i!i!iiiii!!iiiii!i:!!iii!i!iiii!iiii:i~iii1iii!iiii~!ii~!i~r~ ~ 3.1 
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Table XIX shows the number of criminal defendants who were convict
ed or acquitted before and after trial and the number of criminal cases that 
were dismissed or transferred before trial. A large portion of superior 
court criminal cases are normally disposed of before trial by pleas of guilty. 
In 1979-80, 88 percent of such cases in superior court were disposed of 
before trial; 76 percent by pleas of guilty and 12 percent by dismissals and 
transfers. About 6,300 or 12 percent of all criminal cases were disposed of 
by trial. Although the number of cases proceeding to trial is relatively 
small, jury trials absorb a substantial portion of the judicial effort expended 
on criminal matters. 

TABLE XIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONVICTED, ACQUITTED, DISMISSED OR 

TRANS·FERRED AND MANNER OF DISPOSITION 

All manner of disposition .................... 
Percent of total .................................. 

Before trial .............................................. 
Dismissed or transferred ................ 
Plea of guilty ...................................... 

After trial ................................................ 
Court trial .......................................... 
Jury trial .............................................. 

Contested Malle,s 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Totsi 
defendants 

Nwnber Percent 
51,190 100.0 

100.0 

44,852 87.6 
6,221 12.2 

38,631 75.5 

6,338 12.4 
1,916 3.7 
4,422 8.6 

Acquitted 
dismissed 

or transferred 
Nwnber Percent 

7,471 100.0 
14.6 

6,221 83.3 
6,221 83.3 

1,250 16.7 
462 6.2 
788 10.6 

Convicted 
Total Misde-

Nwnber Percent Felony meanor 

43,719 100.0 40,889 2,830 
85.4 79.9 5.5 

38,631 88.4 36,186 2,445 

38,631 88.4 36,186 2,445 

5,088 11.6 4,703 385 
1,454 3.3 1,256 198 
3,634 8.3 3,447 187 

Contested matters are those cases disposed of after a trial or a hearing 
that has progressed to a point where both parties have introduced evi
dence. These are the most time-consuming types of dispositions. 

Table XX shows that about 63,300 cases disposed of in 1979-80 were 
contested matters. This figure was 800 cases or just over 1 percent less than 
in 1978-79. The decline was smaller than for cases disposed of after trial, 
which decreased by 9,000 cases (2 percent) from the earlier year, as might 
be expected in view of the large drop in uncontested matters. The catego
ries that experienced decreases from a year earlier were personal injury, 
death and property damage, other civil complaints, other civil petitions, 
criminal, appeals from lower courts and habeas corpus. 

Table XX-A shows the number of contested matters disposed of each 
year since 1970-71 for four selected categories of proceedings that require 
substantial judicial effort. These categories accounted for nearly 27,000 or 
43 percent of all contested matters disposed of in 1979-80. The total was 
about the same as the number contested in 1978-79 and only 6 percent 
below the peak of 28,800 contested matters disposed of in 1976-77. 
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TABLE XX-California Superior Court: 
Contested Dispositions by Type of Proceeding 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 
Contested Dispositions 

Type of proceeding 
197~ 1978-79 1969-70 

Total .............•.......................................................... 
Probate and guardianship ......................................... . 
Family law ................................................................... . 
P.i., death & property damage: ............................... . 

Motor vehicles ......................................................... . 
Others ........................................................................ .. 

63,283 64,065 
3,912 3,675 

12,159 12,016 
2,047 2~ 

9&1 1,037 
1,f1.1{ 1,183 

Eminent domain ......................................................... . 
Other civil: ................................................................... . 

Complaints ............................................................... . 
Petitions ..................................................................... . 

Mental health ............................................................... . 

212 109 
6,985 R 7,9!Y1 
4,002 R 5,293 
2,1.)23 j.664 

457 335 

Juvenile: ......................................................................... . 
Delinquency: ........................................................... . 

~~~~~tb:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
14,888 14,274 
12,715 R 12,396 
7,779 R7487 
4,936 R4:909 

Dependency: ........................................................... . 

~~~~tb:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,173 : 1,878 
1,967 1,715 

206 163 

criIniruJ ........................................................................ .. 
Ap~:r lower court: ............................................. . 

~~b·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
5,075 R5,200 

12,524 R 12,718 
10,962 R 11,125 
1,562 1,593 

=~~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5,024 R 5,l561 
6215 R(i23 

4,399 R4,938 

~ Not listed as total was not comparable to 1975-79 and 1979-80 data. 
R Data for this classification first reported in 1975-76. 

Revised. 

907 
6,256 
3,090 
1,810 
1,280 

756 
4,889 
4,265 

624 
4158 

4,604 

1,281 

8,961 
2,879 

924 

3. JURY TRIALS 

a 

Change in Contested Dispositions 
From 

1978-79 1969-70 
Amount Percent Amount Percent 

-782 -1.2 
237 6.4 3,005 331.3 
143 1.2 5,903 94.4 

-173 -7.8 -1,043 -33.8 
-87 -8.4 -860 -47.5 
-86 -7.3 -183 -14.3 

103 94.5 -544 -72.0 
-972 -12.2 2,096 42.9 
-331 -6.2 697 16.3 
-641 -24.1 1,399 224.2 

122 36.4 -1 -0.2 

614 4.3 
319 2.6 
292 3.9 3,175 69.0 
27 0.6 

295 15.7 
252 14.7 686 53.6 
43 26.4 

-125 -2.4 -3,888 -43.4 
-194 -1.5 9,645 335.0 
-163 -1.5 
-31 -2.0 

-537 -9.7 4,100 443.7 
2 0" .... 

-539 -10.9 

The number of jury trials held is another important measure of judicial 
activity in superior courts. Prior to 1975-76 this information was not col
lected and the number of juries sworn was used as an index. Table XXI 
shows the number of juries sworn each year since 197~71 for all cases and 
the two selected categories of personal injury, death and property dam
age, and criminal. 

In 1979-80 jury trials in superior courts disposed of about 7,400 cases. 
This total was about the same as the number disposed of by jury in 1978-79, 
even though the number of contested matters decreased slightly from the 
preceding year. 

Jury trials of personal injury and criminal cases together accounted for 
about 6,300 cases or 86 percent of the total number of jury trials held in 
superior court. The criminal category alone accounted for 60 percent. The 
number of jury trials held in criminal proceedings was about the same as 
in 1978-79. In personal injury proceedings, about 5 percent more cases 
were tried by juries in 1979-80. 
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Fiscal Year 
1970-71 ................................... . 
1971-72. .................................. . 
1972-73 ................................... . 
1973-74 .................................. .. 
1974-75 .................................. .. 

Number 

41,764 
40,504 
42,560 
48,811 
47,621 

Total 
PenvmtoF 

total 
dispositions M 

9.3 
9.0 
9.5 

10.6 
9.8 

-------- ----' -------------

TABLE XX·A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CONTESTED DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 197D-71 Through 1979-80 

Other civil 
Personal injury 

PerrentoF 
total 

complaints Criminal b 

Number 
3,111 
3,119 
3,516 
3,141 
2,843 

dispositions M 

7.3 
6.6 
6.5 
6.1 
5.3 

Number 
4,573 
5,081 
5,152 
5,166 
4,921 

Percent of 
total 

dispositions a 

10.9 
12.5 
12.1 
12.6 
11.0 

Number 
11,032 
8,571 
7,881 
7.80'2 
7,486 

Percent of 
total 

dispositions 

16.0 
13.9 
14.4 
15.7 
14.8 

Juvenile" 

Number 

6,746 
6,457 
7,482 
8,597 
8,457 

Percent of 
total 

dispositions 

10.2 
10.1 
12.1 
12.0 
11.4 

1!m-76.................................... 54,948 10.0 2,677 4.6 4,889 10.5 5,089 10.2 13,747 13.3 
197f>..T1.................................... 58,906 10.1 2,631 4.4 5,043 10.2 6,133 12.5 14,979 15.0 
1977-78.................................... 62,359 10.6 2;)77 3.8 5,085 10.4 5,810 11.9 14,365 14.5 
1975-79.................................... R &>,065 10.9 2,22n 3.5 R 5,293 10.2 R 5,200 10.6 14,274 14.8 
197~.................................... Ga,283 11.3 2,047 3.3 4,962 9.2 5,075 9.9 14,888 15.7 
• Exclusive of dismissals for lack of prosecution. 
b On July I, 1975, due to changes in reporting instructions, some criminal dispositions which were previously classified as contested matters were reclassified as uncontested matters. 
" Beginning on July I, 1975, juvenile dispositions have included subsequent petitions disposed of. In prior periods dispositions of only initial petitions were counted. 
RRevised. 
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TABLE XX'-CALIFORNIA SUPEfUOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN AND JURY TRIALS a AND JURIES SWORN AND JURY TRIALS a 

AS PERCENT OF DISPOSITIONS 
(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 

Fiscal }'NT 

1970-71 ...................................... .. 
1971-72. ..................................... .. 
1~73 ...................................... .. 
1973-74 ...................................... .. 
1974-75 ...................................... .. 

Juries 
sworn 

7,757 
8,012 
8,676 
8,tm 
8,249 

Fiscal Years 1970-'1 through 1979-80 
All proceecliryrs 

As.percent 
of dispositiODS 

(Jury Juries (Jury 
TrWs) swom TrWs) 

1.7 
1.8 
1.9 
1.9 
1.7 

Juries 
SWlIm 

2,594 
2,738 
3,021 
2,740 

As. percent 
of dispositions 

.UI!.L"Y.. Juries (Jury 
Trials) swom Trials) 

6.1 
5.8 
5.6 
5.3 

2,648 4.9 
1971>-76........................................ 8,439 (7,826) 1.5 (l.4) 2,447 (2,266) 4.2 (3.9) 
1976-TT........................................ 8,868 (8,272) 1.5 (l.4) 2,357 (2,203) 3.9 (3.7) 
19'TT-78........................................ 8,471 (7,892) l.4 (1.3) 2,193 (2,042) 3.5 (3.3) 
1976-79........................................ R7,911 R (7,309) R l.4 (1.2) R2,024 (1,810) 3.2 (2.9) 
1979 .. 8Lh................................... 7,798 (7,375) U. (1.3) 1,723 (1,909) 2.8 (3.1) 
• Fiscal year 1971S-76 was the first year that jury bials were reported separately. The!e data are shown w. parentheses. RRevised. 
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Crimins.! 
Asspercent 
of dispositions 

Juries (Jury Juries (Jury 
swom Trials) SWlIm trisls) 

4,278 6.2 
4,320 7.0 
4,690 8.5 
4,851 9.8 
4,600 9.1 

5,028 (4,695) 10.0 (9.4) 5,556 (5,179) 11.~1 (10.5) 5,194 (4,914) 10.6 (10.0) R4,752 R (4,473) 9.7 (9.1) 4,986 (4,422) 9.7 (8.6) 
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4. CONDITION OF CIVIL CALENDARS_ 
METROPOLITAN COURTS 

In 1980, for the first time since 1972, the condition of the civil calendars 
in the larger metropolitan superior courts did not continue to worsen but 
remained relatively unchanged from the preceding year. 

The two indices that the Judicial Council uses to describe the condition 
of civil calendars are the number of civil cases awaiting trial and the 
elapsed time to trial measured from the filing of the at-issue memoran
dum. These indices are closely related and an increase or decrease in the 
number of cases awaiting trial often forecasts a similar change in elapsed 
time to trial. 

The following discussion of civil calendar conditions is based on the 21 
superior courts with six or more judges. IS Together these courts account 
for about 90 percent of civil filings statewide and for a corresponding 
proportion of both case inventory and jury trials. Also, problems of calen
dar congestion and lengthy waiting time to trial generally are most severe 
in these larger courts. Even though the courts are often discussed as a 
group, each calendar is unique and conditions will, of course, differ from 
one Court to another. 

Number 01 Civil Cases A wailing Trial 

The inventory of civil cases awaiting trial (cases on the civil active list 
as the result of filing an at-issue memorandum) as of June 30, 1971 through 
1980 is shown in Table XXII. The total of 126,894 civil cases that awaited 
trial in the 21 courts as of June 30, 1980 was the highest for any June since 
these records have been compiled. The 1980 total was, however, only 502 
cases, or less than one-half of 1 percent over the total for the previous year. 
Jury cases, which·are the critical component of the inventory, increased 
again this year. The June 30, 1980 jury list of 77,031 cases represents an 
increase of 1,409 cases or 2 percent over the same figure for 1979. 

It is important to note that only a small percentage of the inventory of 
"cases awaiting trial" will be disposed of by trial. For instance, only 20 
percent of civil cases recorded as awaiting trial on June 30, 1979 were 
actually disposed of at a contested trial in 1979-80. 

While the number of cases awaiting trial remained relatively un
changed between June 30, 1979 and June 30, 1980, 12 of the superior courts 
experienced decreases, 8 courts experienced increases and 1 Court showed 
virtually no change. The superior courts which experienced a substantial 
decrease in their civil calendars were Marin, Orange, Riverside and So
noma. The superior courts which had a substantial increase in their civil 
calendars were San Bernardino, San Francisco and Santa Clara. 

The number and proportion of civil jury cases awaiting trial for one year 
or more as of June 30, 1980 are shown in Table XXIII. Also shown is a 
comparison of that proportion for each court as of June 30, 1979 . 

18 Superior courts of Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sucralllento, 
San Bernardino, San Diego, San FranCisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sonoma, Stanislaus, 
Tulare and Ventura Counties. Tulare received its sixth jUdgeship on January I, 1980. 
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TABLE XXII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE 
JUDGES Q-NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

AS OF Jurur: 30, 1971 THROUGH 1980 

Court --==----:-:-:::-__ -:-:-:::-__ --:-=,...--!Numbt?r of civil cases awaiting trial 
l!P1 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Alameda ................................................................... . 
Contra Costa ........................................................... . 
Fresno ...................................................................... .. 
Kem ........................................................................... . 
Los Angeles ............................................................. . 

Marin ......................................................................... . 
Monterey ................................................................. . 
Orange ...................................................................... .. 
Riverside .................................................................. .. 
Sacrarnento ............................................................... . 

San Bernardino ....................................................... . 
San Diego ................................................................. . 
San Francisco ........................................................... . 
San Joaquin ............................................................... . 
San Mateo ................................................................. . 

3.686 3,549 4.054 
I.BI7 2,090 ~110 

838 816 "915 
563 fm 643 

44,586 38,383 38,813 

931 829 842 
255 262 258 

3.112 2,428 2,826 
1.221 1.152 1.194 
2,055 1,92Xl 2,050 

1.332 
2,806 
9,841 
1.109 
1.416 

1.173 
2,821 
7.831 
1.104 
1.307 

1.301 
3.433 
6,246 
1.059 
1,331 

4.351 
2,157 

879 
4':T1 

37,222 

593 
391 

3.638 
1,384 
2.335 

1.398 
4.065 
5,823 
1.042 
1.356 

Santa Biilbara .......................................................... 682 611 361 426 
Santa Clara ................................................................ 2,774 2,584 1,594 1.346 
Sonoma ...................................................................... 446 514 647 925 
Stanislaus.................................................................... 324 338 316 31B 
Tulare ........................................................................ 21B 176 215 174 
Ventura...................................................................... 632 574 553 779 

Total.................................................................... 8 80044 871.149 870~1 8 71•
099 

Total excl din Los Ang I R 35.'458 R 32 766 R 31948 R 33.""'" 
Total civil Juryg cases aw~~~ .. tri;;i .. :::::::::::: R -46.200 R 43:ssa R 43:SSO R 42,780 

• As of June 30. 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its s'ath judgeship on January 1. 1980. 
b July 31. 1':T13. 
RRevised. 
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Figure 11-SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE JUDGES 
Civil Cases Awaiting Trial on June 30, 1971-1980 
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TABLE XXIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

NUMBER OF CIVIL JURY CASES AWAITING TRIAL 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1980 

Total civil 
jurycsses 

Court awaiting trial 
Alameda................................................ 3,014 
Contra Costa........................................ 1,837 
Fresno .................................................. 949 
Kern...................................................... 631 
Los Angeles.......................................... 43,121 

Marin .................................................... 456 
Monterey.............................................. 126 
Orange .................................................. 7,414 
Riverside .............................................. 989 
Sacramento .......................................... 1,715 

San Bernardino .................................. 1,804 
San Diego ............................................ 4;377 
San Francisco ...................................... 4,949 
San Joaquin .......................................... 980 
San Mateo ............................................ 467 

Santa BarblU'a ...................................... 377 
Santa Clara .......................................... 1,983 
Sonoma.................................................. 361 
Stanislaus .............................................. 418 
Tulare.................................................... 127 
Ventura ................................................ 936 

Total .............................................. 77,031 
Total excluding Los Angeles .. 33,910 

Cases in which at-issue 
memoranda were 

filed over one year 
as of June 30, 1980 

Number Percent of total 

596 1!1.S 
1,359 74.0 

137 14.4 
196 31.1 

~,630 7S.0 

126 27.6 
0 0 

1,015 13.7 
4lS8 46.3 

0 0 

876 48.6 
2,51S 57.5 
1,824 36.9 

580 59.2 
0 0 

20 5.3 
0 0 

124 34.4 
0 0 
0 0 

288 30.8 

43,747 56.S 
10,117 29.S 

Percent of cases 
in which at-issue 
memoranda were 

filed over one year 
as of June 30, 1979 

15.4 
4.5.2 
34.0 
20.2 
70.1 

46.7 
o 

23.1 
41.2 
0.3 

44.3 
57.4 
93.7 
43.5 

o 

0.4 
4.4 

42.7 
o 
o 

21.2 
8 53.6 
8 33.0 

a As of June 30, 1980, Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January I, 1980. 
RRevised. 

It is noteworthy that of the 15 courts that reported an interval in excess 
of one year, 9 show increases from 1979 to 1980 in the percentage of civil 
jury cases awaiting trial in which the at-issue memoranda had been on file 
for more than one year. 

Table XXIV shows in detail the number of civil cases awaiting trial per 
authorized judge a~ of each June 30 commencing in 1971 through 1980. 

Elapsed Time 10 T,ial 
It has been noted in previous reports that the term "delay" is misleading 

when used to describe some of the various time elements in court pro
ceedings terminating in trial. Therefore, in lieu of that designation the 
Judicial Council has adopted the term "el~psed time to trial" which more 
accurately describes the time from the point of fili.ng various documents 
(e.g., complaint, at-issue memorandum, certificate of readiness, etc.) to 
the start of trial. This interval not only includes time that courts require 
to bring a ready case to trial, but also the substantial amount of time 
attorneys regularly require to prepare cases for trial. To label such com
posites of time periods as "court delay" is inaccurate, for it implies that the 
time being measured results exclusively from conditions within the court. 
It is true, however, that if the interval to trial is larger than present 
medians in other courts, or in the past, then it can be reasonably inferred 
that ready cases are probably being delayed by court congestion. 
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TABLE XXIV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE 
JUDGES a_NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

PER AUTHORIZED JUDGE b AS OF JUNE 30, 1971 
THROUGH 1980 

Court 1971 1972 1973 
Number of civ:il cases RWaiting trial per RuthoriZed judge 

1974 1975 1976 1977 
Alameda .............................................................................. 147 142 162 174 177 203 206 Cootra Costa .•..•.....•.••....•.••....••..••.•............•••....••..•..........•• 182 190 192 196 214 208 198 Fresno ................................................................................ 105 110 c 114 110 115 154 129 Kern .................................................................................... 94 105 107 83 81 110 114 Los' Angeles ........................................................................ 299 238 241 231 229 258 323 

Marin .................................................................................. 186 166 168 119 147 183 184 Monterey .................•.......................................................... 64 52 52 78 81 119 73 Orange ................................................................................ 130 84 91 117 171 224 220 Riverside ............................................................................ 111 96 100 115 134 138 ISO Sacramento .......•...•...•........................................................ 137 128 137 156 171 171 159 

San Bernardino ................................................................ '111 90 93 100 106 129 148 
San Diego .......................................................................... 112 101 118 140 159 196 203 
San Francisco .................................................................... 355 301 240 224 215 209 191 San Joaquin •...................•................................................... 185 184 151 149 158 152 186 
San Mateo .......................................................................... 109 101 102 104 138 143 105 

Santa Barbara •.........•......................................................... 97 87 52 61 47 72 107 
Santa Clara ..•.........•..........................•........................•....... 132 108 66 56 58 83 96 
SOooma ................................................................................ 112 129 162 231 219 273 247 Stanislaus ............................................................................ 65 68 63 64 105 107 69 
Tulare ...........•...•...•.............................................................. 73 59 54 44 71 110 ISO, 
Veotura .............................................................................. 90 82 79 III 168 231 140 

Average cases awaiting trial per authorized 
judge: R R R 

Total for the above courts ........................................ R W1 R 172 R 169 R 170 
Total excluding Los Angeles .................................... ISO R 130 124 131 

1978 1979 
183 131 
219 244 
145 142 
141 152 
371 416 

181 201 
51 41 

274 324 
189 151 
128 134 

154 168 
203 192 
179 159 
192 216 
94 76 

141 103 
129 94 
262 231 
99 185 
71 71 

151 194 

1980 

126 
193 
130 
131 
368 

127 
41 

254 
117 
117 

221 
189 
226 
225 
65 

111 
109 
106 
186 
44 

156 

237 
161 a As of June 30, 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship 00 January 1. 1980. 

b Note that comparisons relate to the total oumber of judges authorized as of June 30 of each fiscal year aod are not adjusted to reflect the number actually available to dispose of civil backlog. 
c July 31, 1973. 
RRevi!Jed. 
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TABLE XXV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE JUDGES· 
-MEDIAN INTERVAL TO TRIAL FROM AT-ISSUE MEMO FOR CIVIL JURY CASES TRIED IN 

JUNE 1971 THROUGH 1980 

Jfedian interval in months from: 
At issue memo to trial 

June June June June June June June June June June 
Court 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 

Alameda ........................................ 18 12.5 13 11 13 22 24.5 24 18 13 
Contra Costa ................................ 15 19 22 23 19 19 22 20 22 32 
Fresno ............................................ 11 16 b 10.5 10.5 10.5 9 13.5 15 15 19 
Kern .............................................. 11 13 9 16 9.5 15 14 16 18 
Los Angeles .................................. 23 30 25 24 20 21 24 31 32.5 35.5 

Marin .............................................. Zl 28 24 11 17 16 20 26.5 15 15 
Monterey ...................................... 6 7 6 9 10 13 11 3.5 3.5 5 
Orange .......................................... 20 17 11 12 13 18 20 22 30 25 
Riverside ...................................... 11 18 14 10 16 18 21 Zl 23 23 
Sacramento .................................. 11 10 10 11 13 17 15 12 11.5 11 

San Bernardino ............................ 12 14 18 23 35 16 32 35 15 16 
San Diego ...................................... 15 11 15 16 17 21 21 31 24 30 
San Francisco .............................. 33 33 32 25 20 20 20 23 22 22 
San Joaquin .................................. 16 36.5 42 31 Zl 18 22 25 36 25.5 
San Mateo .................................... 13 11 9 7 11 15 9 7 5 5 

Santa Barbara .............................. 16 12 7 5 6 6 9 18 21 14 
Santa Clara .................................. 6 8 5 4 4 6 6 6.5 7 11 
Sonoma .......................................... 10 12 14 18 18 23 Zl 42 Zl 
Stani3laus ...................................... 6 5 5 5 7 5 5 7 16 9 
Tulare ............................................ 9 12.5 21 21 15 16 12 8 7 
Ventura .......................................... 7 10 7 11 15.5 21 17 18 36.5 

: As of June 30, 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January I, 1980. 
For month of July 1973. 

Table XXV displays the median elapsed time to trial, in months, from 
the filing of the ~t-issue memorandum, as of June 30, 1971 through June 
30, 1980, in the 21 metropolitan courts. In nine of the courts the interval 
to jury trial increased between 1979 and 1980. 

The interval from the at-issue memorandum to trial measures the 
elapsed time from the point at which attorneys first request a trial date. 
Even though taken from the point at which a trial is requested, this 
interval is not a fully reliable measure of delay chargeable to the coutts. 
Attorneys often file at-issue memoranda for tactical reasons in cases where 
an early trial is neither desired nor anticipated. The at-issue memoranda 
has a different meaning from court to court in terms of trial readiness. 
Because of this, attorneys may time their filings in accordance with their 
knowledge of the time frame that a particular court follows in processing 
the case. For these reasons the index cannot be considered an entirely 
valid measure of the delays arising from internal court conditions. 

The average interval from at-issue memorandum to trial increased 
between June 1979 and June 1980 in many metropolitan courts, and in 
several of the courts the increase was substantial. In June 1980, in only 6 
of the 21 courts did the median jury case reach trial within a year of the 
filing of the at-issue memorandum. In all but 2 of these 21 courts (Monte
rey and San Mateo) the interval exceeded six months. The elapsed time 
increased significantly in the superior courts of Contra Costa (up 10 
months), Fresno (up 4 months), Los Angeles (up 3 months), San Diego 
(up 6 months), Santa Clara (up 4 months), and Ventura (up 18.5 months). 
Eight courts-Alameda, Orange, Sacramento, San Joaquin, Santa Barbara, 
Sonoma, Stanislaus and Tulare, each recorded a reduction in the interval 
between at-issue memorandum and trial. 
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5. CONDITION OF CRIMiNAL CAlENDARS
METROPOLITAN COURTS 

111 

Data for 1980 submitted by the superior courts indicate an overall in
crease in the number of criminal cases set for trial in the metropolitan 
courts.19 The rise was quite substantial and the total is the highest since 
1970. Trial calendars increased from a total of 7,515 cases set for trial as of 
June 30,1979 to 8,802 on June 30,1980, an increase of 17 percent. However, 
if the trial calendar for the Los Angeles court is excluded, the cases set for 
trial showed an increase of 13 percent from 4,506 cases set in 1979 to 5,083 
in 1980. 

Criminal calendar conditions are discussed in terms of the same 21 
courts that were used to describe civil calendars. These larger courts 
together accounted for 94 percent of criminal cases calendared for trial as 
of June 30, 1980 and hence their problems of congestions and extended 
time to trial generally are more acute than other courts. Although the 
courts are described as a group, each court's calendar is unique and condi
tions will, of course, differ from one court to another. The Los Angeles 
court is discussed separately because its size would tend to obscure trends 
in other courts. 

Cases Calendared lor Trial 
Except for good cause, a superior court must dismiss a criminal case if 

the defendant has not been brought to trial within 60 days of the indict
ment or information, unless the defendant waives the right to trial within 
this time .. 20 Even though many defendants demand a trial and waive time, 
the 6O-day requirement nevertheless tends to limit the time cases remain 
awaiting trial and, in contrast to civil calendars, to limit the number of 
cases in the inventory of criminal cases awaiting trial. 

Table XXVI lists the number of criminal cases calendared for trial 21 as 
of June 30, 1971 through June 1980 for the courts under consideration. It 
shows that 14 of the 21 courts had increases over the previous year in 
criminal cases set for trial while 4 of the courts showed decreases and 3 
showed practically no change. The 20 courts, exclusive of Los Angeles, 
showed a net increase of 577 criminal cases awaiting trial, an increase of 
13 percent. Criminal filings during the year for the same 20 courts in
creased by 1,242 cases from 31,663 to 32,905 or 4 percent. In comparison, 
Los Angeles recorded an increase of 710 cases awaiting trial (up 24 per
cent) while its filings rose by 14 percent from 17,025 in 1978-79 to 19372 
in 1979-80. ' 

As with civil trial inventories, criminal inventories considerably over
state the number of cases that will actually reach trial. Many criminal cases 
are calendared for trial where, despite a trial demand, defendants neither 
wish nor anticipate a trial. Cases against many such defendants will ulti
mately be disposed of by pleas of guilty. In 1979-80, pleas of guilty (includ
ing certifications on pleas of guilty from lower courts) accounted for 77 
percent or 21,843 of the 28,208 total dispositions in the 20 superior courts 
excluding Los Angeles. In the previous year, 76 percent of all criminal 
dispositions were pleas of guilty. 
19 Superior Courts of Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Oran~e, Riverside, Sacramento, 

San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sonoma, Stanislaus, 
. IlO Tulare and Ventura Counties. Tulare received its sixth iudlleshiD on Tanuarv 1. 1980. 

21 P~m. Code, § 1382(2}.. . 
Smce the great ml\lonty of trial demands are for a jury trial, the figures in Table XXVI represent jury trial calendars 

for all practical purposes . 
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TABLE XXVI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES 0 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL CASES CALENDARED FOR TRIAL 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1971 THROUGH 1980 

Criminal cases a waitinlJ. trial 
Court 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
Alameda .................... 355 589 375 194 463 663 462 539 581 
Contra Costa ............ 98 262 202 94 124 114 93 202 212 
Fresno ...................... 74 80 56 79 80 137 106 161 123 
Kern .......................... 73 82 73 73 65 83 94 141 148 
Los Angeles .............. 4,816 3,516 3,840 3;JJr1 3.,632 3,539 4,182 3,545 3,009 

Marin ........................ 54 51 41 51 4" 69 84 62 26 
Monterey .................. 56 71 100 91 102 95 72 94 70 
Orange ...................... 429 248 202 211 246 229 274 336 365 
Riverside .................. 178 91 122 132 112 107 176 242 221 
Sacramento .............. 136 132 113 126 180 194 182 272 194 

San Bernardino ...... 276 343 402 299 163 154 165 217 278 
San Diego ................ 344 323 349 613 261 407 392 479 657 
San Francisco .......... 664 291 136 119 115 116 191 234 205 
San JoaqU1n .............. 124 102 77 69 103 108 131 165 148 
San Mateo ................ 194 162 138 150 114 146 104 125 lOS 

Santa Barbara .......... lIO 73 42 34 27 45 47 92 97 
Santa Clara .............. 300 307 185 215 323 501 443 628 689 
Sonoma ...................... 34 17 27 40 69 81 125 82 97 
Stanislaus .................. 91 190 118 75 100 58 104 115 106 
Tulare ........................ 49 79 61 54 77 lOS 58 66 60 
Ventura .................... 56 46 46 66 73 83 122 74 124 

Total ...................... R8,511 R7,055 R6,7OS R 6,072 RIl,476 R7,034 R 7,587 R7,871 R7,515 
Total excluding 

Los Angeles ...... R 3,695 R 3,539 R 2,865 R2,785 R 2,844 R 3,495 R 3,4Q5 R 4,326 R 4,506 

a As of June 30, 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January 1, 1980. 
R Revised. 

1980 

530 
321 
146 
184 

3,719 

52 
54 

423 
223 
251 

343 
928 
260 
192 
108 

113 
555 

49 
136 
62 

153 --
8,802 

5,083 

Many of the pleas of guilty came after the defendant had first pleaded 
not guilty and demanded a jury trial. Although precise figures are not 
available, it is known that a substantial proportion of these changes of pJea 
occur as a result of negotiations between the prosecution and defense. 

There are no empirical data available as to the effects of the" various 
types of plea negotiation on the condition of criminal trial calendars. 

Relatively few criminal cases are actually disposed of by trial.22 There 
were 2,936 juries sworn in 1979-80 in criminal cases in the 20 metropolitan 
courts, exclusive of Los Angeles, comprising 10 percent of the criminal 
dispositions in those courts. A comparison of the number of initial trial 
demands with the number of juries actually sworn indicates that courts 
generally set about five cases for tr.bl for each trial that results, and con
versely, that guilty pleas are subsequently entered in the other four cases 
that had been set for trial. 

In 1979-80, 10 of the 21 metropolitan courts showed an increase in the 
ratio of juries sworn to total filings and 11 showed decreases. The overall 
ratio o~ juries sworn to cases filed for the 21 courts did not change signifi
cantly III 1979-80 from 1978-79. In. 1979-80, juries were sworn in 9 percent 
~~ criminal cases in the metropolitan courts. 
•• Unless otherwise indicated "trial" excludes cases disposed of on the transcript of the preliminary hearing. 

. \, '" 

\ 

\ 

'. .$ 

.. , 
" .. -

" 

,," ~ 

~ I • 

1981 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

TABLE XXVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MOnE JUDGES 0 

CRIMINAL FILINGS AND NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Criminal 
Court Filings Juries sworn 
Alameda .............................................................................................................. .. 3,180 165 
Contra Costa ....................................................................................................... . I,OS9 170 
Fresno ................................................................................................................... . 1,138 147 
Kern ..................................................................................................................... . 1,099 123 
Los Angeles ......................................................................................................... . 19,372 1,269 

Marin ..................................................................................................................... . 257 68 
Monterey ............................................................................................................. . 939 102 
Orange ................................................................................................................. . 2,811 270 
Riverside ............................................................................................................. . 1,528 135 
Sacramento ......................................................................................................... . 2,185 185 

San Bernardino ................................................................................................... . 2,164 220 
San Diego ............................................................................................................. . 4,533 282 
San Francisco ..................................................................................................... . 3,070 266 
San Joaquin ......................................................................................................... . 844 77 
San Mateo ........................................................................................................... . 814 72 

Santa Barbara .................................................................................................... . 745 77 
Santa Clara ......................................................................................................... . 3,663 177 
Sonoma ................................................................................................................. . 548 82 
Stanislaus ............................................................................................................. . 813 110 
Tulare ................................................................................................................... . 553 109 

Ventura ................................................................................................................. . 962 99 

Total Excluding Los Angeles ..................................................................... . 32,905 2,936 

a As of June 30, 1980, Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January I, 1980. 
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Percent of 
junessworn 
to totallilings 

5.2 
16.0 
12.9 
11.2 
6.6 

26.5 
10.9 
9.6 
8.8 
8.5 

10.2 
6.2 
8.7 
9.1 
8.8 

10.3 
4.8 

15.0 
13.5 
19.7 

10.3 

8.9 

TABLE XXVIII-CALIFORNIA COUNTIES WITH SIX OR MORE 
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES "-FELONY FILINGS IN LOWER 

COURTS AND FELONY FILINGS IN SUPERIOR COURT 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Felony filings 
Municipal and 

Court justice courts 
Alameda ........................................................................................................ 7,086 
Contra. Costa ................................................................................................ 2,102 
Fresno ............................................................................................................ 3,685 
Kern................................................................................................................ 3,038 
Los Angeles .................................................................... .............................. 28,817 

Marin.............................................................................................................. 730 
Monterey ...................................................................................................... 1,862 
Orange............................................................................................................ 4,674 
Rivelllide ........................................................................................................ 3,446 
Sacramento.................................................................................................... 5,181 

San Bernardino ............................................................................................ 4,972 
San Diego ...................................................................................................... 8,759 
San Francisco................................................................................................ 6,629 
San Joaquin.................................................................................................... 2,808 
San Mateo...................................................................................................... 2,463 

Santa Barbara .............................................................................................. 1,235 
Santa Clara .................................................................................................... 6,839 
Sonoma .......................................................................................................... 1,276 
Stanislaus........................................................................................................ 2,102 
Tullire ............................................................................................................ 1,370 

Ventura .......................................................................................................... 1,312 

Total............................................................................................................ 100,386 

Superior court 
3,180 
I,OS9 
1,138 
1,099 

19,372 

257 
939 

2,811 
1,528 
2,185 

2,164 
4,533 
3,070 

844 
814 

745 
3,663 

548 
813 
553 

962 

52,2'77 

Approximate percc·"t 
disposed of by 
municipal and 
justice courts 

55.1 
49.6 
69.1 
63.8 
32.8 

64.8 
49.6 
39.9 
55.7 
57.8 

56.5 
48.2 
53.7 
69.9 
67.0 

39.7 
46.4 
57.0 
61.3 
59,6 

26.7 

47.9 

Total excluding Los Angeles ................................................................ 71,569 32,905 54.0 

a As of June 30, 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January 1, 1980. 
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Many offenses charged as felonies in the municipal and justice courts are 
disposed of in those courts either by dismissal or by sentencing as mis
demeanors under the provisions of Section 17 (b) of the Penal Code. Table 
XXVIII displays the difference in the felony filings in the municipal and 
justice courts and the superior courts of the 21 metropolitan countie1> ~Ll 
1979-80 municipal and justice courts in the 20 metropolitan counties, ex
clusive of Los Angeles municipal and justice courts, disposed of about 54 
percent of the felony filings. The proportion disposed of ranged from a low 
of 27 percent in Ventura to a high of 70 percent in San Joaquin. It should 
be noted that in some cases the defendants were held to answer in the 
lower court but the prosecuting officer did not file an information in the 
superior court. 

Elapsed Time 10 Trial 
Except for good cause, or unless a defendant waives the right to a speedy 

trial, criminal cases must be brought to trial within 60 days of filing of the 
indictment or information in the superior court. When the time to trial 
exceeds this statutory limit the delay is usually caused by the defendant 
seeking or agreeing to the extended trial setting. The majority of defend
ants initially plead not guilty at arraignment, following which many may 
demand a jury trial and waive their right to a speedy trial. 

Commencing about 1973-74, the superior courts have reported in
creases virtually every year in both the number and proportion of cases 
where the commencement of trial exceeded the 6O-day limit. This trend 
receded temporarily in 1978-79 but in 1979-80 the metropolitan courts 
again reported increases in the number and proportion of cases with juries 
sworn more than 60 days from filing. In 1979-80, 15 of the 21 courts 
reported overall increases in the percentage of cases with juries sworn 
more than 60 days from the filing of the indictment or information. Of the 
4,205 criminal juries sworn in these courts last year, 2,414 or 57 percent 
were sworn more than 60 days from filing, ranging from a low (excluding 
Tulare which did not report any such cases) of 20 percent in Contra Costa 
to a high of 96 percent in Sa..."1ta Clara. Of the 21 courts, 16 reported that 
half or more of their criminal jury cases were tried after 60 or more days 
from filing. In three courts, over 75 percent of the criminal jury cases tried 
exceeded the 6O-day limit. 
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TABLE XXVIII-A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

115 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Total 
criminsi juries 

Juries sworn 
more than 

60 days 
!Tom indictment 
or infonnation 

Court sworn Nwnber Percent of total 

Alameda............................................................................................................ 165 lOB 65.4 
Contra Costa................................... ................................................................. 170 34 20.0 
Fresno .............................................................................................................. 147 99 67.4 
Kern .................................................................................................................. 123 89 72.4 
Los Angeies...................................................................................................... 1,269 633 49.9 

Marin ................................................................................................................ 68 34 SO.O 
Monterey .......................................................................................................... 102 
Orange.............................................................................................................. 270 
Riverside .......................................................................................................... 135 

66 64.7 
144 53.3 
12i 89.6 

Sacramento ...................................................................................................... 185 101 54.6 

San Bernardino .............................................................................................. 220 160 72.7 
San Diego ........................................................................................................ 282 
San Francisco .................................................................................................. 266 

242 85.8 
101 38.0 

San Joaquin ...................................................................................................... 77 38 49.4 
San Mateo ........................................................................................................ 72 36 SO.O 

Santa Barbara .................................................................................................. 77 56 72.7 
Santa Clara .......................................... ........................................................... 177 169 95.5 
Sonoma.............................................................................................................. 82 SO 61.0 
Stanislaus .......................................................................................................... 110 63 57.3 
Tulare................................................................................................................ 109 0 0 

Ventura ............................................................................................................ 99 70 70.7 

Total ................................. ............................................................................. 4,205 2.414 57.4. 

Total excluding Los Angeles .................................................................. 2.936 1.781 60.7 

a As of JWle 30. 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January 1, 1980. 

Los Angeles Superior Courl 
The Los Angeles Superior Court has been considered separately in 

discussing criminal proceedings since inclusion of its criminal filings, pres
ently 33 percent of the state total, would tend to obscure trends in other 
courts. 

Since the marked decrease in felony filings in 1971-72, felong filings in 
the Los Angeles Superior Court have continued to drop virtually every 
year. In 1979-80, the trend was reversed and criminal filings increased 14 
percent over the preceding year. In the 20 other metropolitan courts, 
criminal filings rose only 4 percent. 

The number of criminal cases calendared for trial, which fluctuated 
between 3,000 and 4,000 cases during the preceding eight years, rose 24 
percent from the decade's low of 3,009 cases in 1978-79 to 3,719 cases in 
1979-80. Criminal cases set for trial in the 20 other metropolitan courts 
increased at the lower rate of 13 percent. 

In the Los Angeles Superior Court the ratio of pleas of guilty to total 
dispositions was similar to that of the other superior courts in the state. In 
1979-80, there were 17,958 criminal dispositions of which 13,614 were pleas 
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of guilty, a ratio of 76 percent. During this same period the statewide 
(exclusive of Los Angeles) ratio of pleas of guilty to total criminal disposi
tions was 75 percent. 

In 1979-80 in Los Angeles County, municipal and justice courts disposed 
of 33 percent of the felony filings. This proportion was the lowest among 
the 21 courts with six or more judges except for Ventura (see Table 
XXVIII). In 1979-80, the Los Angeles Superior Court disposed of7 percent 
of its total felony filings as misdemeanors under Section 17 (b) (5) of the 
Penal Code and other statutory provisions. This was down slightly from 
last year's percentage of 8; but still above the 6 percent average for the 
20 other metropolitan courts for the same period. Table XXIX sets forth 
the percentages of felony and misdemeanor convictions in these superior 
courts under Section 17 (b) of the Penal Code and other statutory provi
sions. 

The Los Angeles Superior Court had a smaller percentage of juries 
sworn after 60 days from the filing of an indictment or information than 
the 20 other larger superior courts. In the Los Angeles court, about 50 
percent of the total juries were sworn after 60 days from filing, but in the 
20 other metropolitan courts about 61 percent of the total juries were 
sworn after 60 days from the filing of an indictment or information (see 
Table XXVIII-A). 

TABLE XXIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT WITH SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

Felony Convictions and Misdemeanor Convictions Under Section 17b 
of the Penal Code and other Statutory Provisions 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Percent 
Total defendants Felony Misdemeanor misdemeanor 

Court convicted 
Alameda .................................................................................................. 2,000 
Contra Costa .......................................................................................... 7f57 
Fresno ...................................................................................................... 8'l:1 
Kern ........................................................................................................ 739 
Los Angeles ............................................................................................ 15,105 

Marin........................................................................................................ 263 
Monterey ............................... .,............................................................... 768 
Orange .................................................................................................... 2,318 
Riverside ................................................................................................ 1,129 
Sacramento ............................................................................................ 1,464 

San Bernardino...................................................................................... 1,565 
San Diego................................................................................................ 3,537 
San Francisco ........................................................................................ 2,279 
San Joaquin ............................................................................................ 412 
San Mateo .............................................................................................. 584 

Santa Barbara ........................................................................................ 584 
Santa Clara ............................................................................................ 3,485 
Sonoma.................................................................................................... 335 
Stanislaus ................................................................................................ 367 
Tulare ...................................................................................................... 334 

Ventura.................................................................................................... 675 

convictions convictions convictions 
1,971 29 1.4 

786 1 0.1 
818 9 Ll 
732 7 1.0 

14,094 1,011 6.7 

262 
661 

2,273 
1,082 
1,269 

1,545 
3,174 
2,199 

411 
519 

525 
3,215 

333 
362 
284 

605 

1 
107 
45 
47 

195 

20 
363 

80 
1 

65 

59 
Z10 

2 
5 

50 

70 

0.4 
13.9 
1.9 
4.2 

13.3 

1.3 
10.3 
3.5 
0.2 

ILl 

10.1 
7.8 
0.6 
1.4 

15.0 

10.4 

Total .................................................................................................... 39,557 37,120 2,437 6.2 

Total excluding Los Angeles .......................................................... 24,452 23,026 1,426 5.8 

• As of June 30, 1980. Tulare was added to the list as it received its sixth judgeship on January 1, 1980. 
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TOlal Filings 

D. LOWER COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

117 

Th~ historical 1O-year trend data presented in this sectio h b 
combIned for the ~unicipal ~d justice Courts. This facilitates ~ud~ of ~h~ 
e~ect~ ?f ch~ges In legIslation and permits the reporting of filin s and 
dhISpOSIti~ns.wI~h~ut. the need to adjust the justice court figures for ;ecent 
c anges In Junsdiction.23 

Total filings for the 83 municipal courts and 100 justice courts increased 
by ~ percent to !8.1 million during the 1979-80 fiscal year. Over the 10- ear 
penod, total ?lings have risen from 12.9 to 18.1 million, an increase ~ 40 
percent. Dunng the sam~ !O-ye~r. period, nonparking filings increased 22 
percent from 6 to 7.3 million. FIlings for illegal parking increased by 57 
percent from 6.9 to 10.8 million during the 10 years shown in Table XXX. 

Fiscal 
year Total 

1970-71 ............ 12,890,306 
1971-72 ............ 12,835,518 
1972-73 ............ 12,805,785 
1973-74 ............ 13,423,274 
1974-75 ............ 14,648,152 

1975-76 ............ 15,239,115 
1976-77 ............ 15,795,794 
1977-78ji .......... 16,563,712 
1976-79 ........ 17,439,272 
1979-80 ............ 18,093,718 

1970-71 ............ 100 
1971-72 ............ 100 
1972-73 ............ 100 
1973-74 ............ 100 
1974-75 ............ 100 

1975-76 ............ 100 
1976-77 ............ 100 
1977-78 ............ 100 
1978-79 ............ 100 
1979-80 ............ 100 

1970-71 ............ 3 
1971-72 ............ -<1 
1972-73 ............ -<1 
1973-74 ............ 5 
1974-75 ............ 9 

1975-76 ............ 4 
1976-77 ............ 4 
1977-78 ............ 5 
1978-79 ............ 5 
1979-80 ............ 4 

TABLE XXX-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT . 
FILINGS BY TYPE OF t'ROCEEDING 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 

Criminal 
Selected Other Other Parking traJ1lc traJ1lc Felonies noritrsIBc 

NUMBER 
6,8':8,812 236,312 4,506,662 137,368 
6,BOO,:s5/l 255,757 4,490,178 

534,407 
130,046 549,127 11.992,298 286,638 4,180,759 

7,~S4J542 
117,867 562,721 

317,128 4,247,104 109,333 578,141 8,OOS,885 321,724 4,820,006 109,076 610,255 

8,674,737 280,173 4,797,587 105,421 615,275 8,958,If57 Z16,111 5,039,905 102,849 
9,568,843 647,354 Z15,441 5,153,976 105,465 

10,183,814 284,363 631,316 
5,313,057 106,061 642,625 10,770,144 302,537 5,210,519 115,769 651,44.2 

PERCENT" 
53 2 35 1 <I 53 2 35 
55 

1 4 
2 33 1 

56 4 
2 32 1 4 55 2 33 1 4 

57 2 31 1 4 57 2 32 1 4 58 2 31 1 4 58 2 30 1 4 80 2 29 1 4 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 

7 -<1 <1 9 
-1 8 -<1 -5 

-3 

3 3 
12 -7 -9 2 7 11 2 -7 3 7 1 13 -<1 6 

8 -13 -<1 -3 1 3 1 5 -2 5 7 -1 2 2 -2 6 3 3 1 2 6 6 -2 9 

;; i::=~ents may not add to 100 percent due to rounding. 
1 

Civil 
SmaD 
claims Other 

323,389 Z13,356 
347,171 260,683 
393,771 271,731 
419,478 287,548 
462,716 318,490 

434,672 331,250 
4Z1,224 344,164 
453,727 374,944 
496,999 412,353 
543,945 499,362 

3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 

3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 3 

-4 -6 
7 -5 

13 4 
7 6 

10 11 

-6 4 
-2 4 

6 9 
10 10 
9 21 

23Le . I ti " th 
gIS a on gmng . e justice courts the sa j'sdi ti .. 

1977-78 fisc;al year was the first full year :: ~ang~ ;::s ~ r::~~~Pal courts became effective January 1, 1977. The 

5-81669 
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Figure 12-LOWER COURT FILINGS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT FILINGS 

Fiscal Year 1970-71 through 1979-80 
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Filings by Type 01 Proceeding 
Felony filings registered a 9 percent increase in 1979-80 to 115,800. This 

is the largest increase since 1970-71 when felony filings reached 137,000 
and is substantial compared to the previous four years when filings had 
remained at about 105,000. Fifty-seven municipal courts had increases in 
their felony filings during the 1979-80 fiscal year. The Los Angeles Munici
pal Court had the largest increase in felony filings, 2,577 over the 1978-79 
fiscal year, or 27 percent of the statewide increase. Los Angeles County 
municipal courts, including the Los Angeles Municipal Court, accounted 
for 64 percent of the statewide increase in felony filings, with 6,222 more 
than last fiscal year. Other municipal courts with large increases in felony 
filings were: San Francisco, an increase of 591; Santa Clara County, 552; 
West Kern, 450; Sacramento, 396; Riverside, 3.50; Stockton, 320; San Ber
nardino County, 293; Central Orange County, 291; and Fremont-Newark
Union City, 212. The decline in felony filings between 1970-71 and 1975-76 
followed the amendment of Section 17 of the Penal Code in 1969, which 
gave prosecuting officers discretionary authority to file as misdemeanors 
certain types of cases which previously would have been filed as felonies . 

Nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions increased 1 percent to 651,400. 
This includes a 4 percent increase in Group A misdemeanors 24 with de
creases in the other categories of non traffic misdemeanors and infractions. 
(See Table XXXI.) 

Selected traffic 25 cases increased 6 percent to 302,000 in fiscal year 
1979-80 and other traffic 26 offenses decreased by 2 percent to 5.2 million. 
Other traffic offenses continued their lO-year decreas41g trend in percent 
of total filings by dropping to 29 percent of total filings from 35 percent 
in 1970-71. Within other traffic, Group D filings decreased 1 percent to 
279,000 and traffic infractions decreased 2 percent to 4.9 million during 
1979-80. (See Table XXXI.) 

Small claim filings increased 47,000 or 9 perce-frt, the third annual in
crease since the maximum recovery limit was raised from $500 to $750 in 
January 1977. All but eight of the municipal courts experienced an increase 
in small claim filings. There were 15 courts with increases of more than 
1,000 cases. Included in these 15 courts were: Oakland-Piedmont Munici
pal Court with an increase of 1,435 filings; Consolidated Fresno Municipal 
Court, 1,821 additional filings; Compton Municipal Court, 1,741 additional 
filings; and West Orange County Municipal Court, 1,981 additional filings. 
These four courts participated in the Small Claims Monetary Jurisdiction 
Experiment which included the months of July through March of the 
1979-80 fiscal year. The monetary jurisdiction experiment increased the 
small claims limit temporarily from $750 to $1500 in six courts, the four 
courts mentioned above plus the Chino Division of the San Bernardino 
County Municipal Court and the East Los Angeles Municipal Court. 
lI4 Group A misdemeanors include Penal Code violations and other state statutes excluding Fish & Game and Intoxication, 
2:l Group C Vehicle Code misdemeanors ~~ 20002 (hit and run property damage), 23102 (misdemeanor drunk driving), 

23104 (reckless driving with injury), and 23105 (driving under the influence of drugs), and Vehicle Code felonies filed 
as misdemeanors under Penal Code ~ 17(b) (4), 

26 Group D traffic misdemeanors (all traffic misdemeanor offenses except those specified, In Group C) and traffic infrac
tions. 
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Other civil filings increased 21 percent to 500,000. This increase includ
ed a 20 percent increase in the justice courts (2,995 filings) and a 21 
percent increase in the municipal courts (84,014 filings). Only two munici
pal courts did not experience an increase in civil filings for the 1979-80 
fiscal year: the Imperial County Municipal Court with nine fewer filings 
than the previous fiscal year, and the Merced County Municipal Court 
with 185 fewer filings than in 1978-79. Of the remaining 81 municipaJ 
courts, 26 had increases of more than 1,000 civil filings. These 26 courts 
accounted for 62,626 filings, or 75 percent of the increase in civil filings. 
The eight courts with the largest increases in civil filings were: Los Ange
les Municipal Court, with 16,542 additional civil filings; San Diego Munici
pal Court, 4,645; San Francisco Municipal Court, 4,189; Santa Clara County 
Municipal Court, 3,095; Sacramento Municipal Court, 3,043; San Bernar
dino County Municipal Court, 2,810; Consolidated Fresno Municipal 
Court, 2,386; and Central Orange County Municipal Court, 2,272. These 
eight courts accounted for 46 percent of the total increase in civil filings 
for the municipal courts. The effect of the jurisdictional change for civil 
cases in the lower courts is discussed in the next section. 

TABLE XXXI-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
Municipal and Justice Court Filings and Dispositions by Type 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Percent change 
Percent from 

Number distribution • prior year 
Type of Proceeding Filings Dispositions Filings Dispositions Filings Dispositions 
Total all proceedings .............................. .. 18,093,718 14,041,758 100 100 4 -3 
Felonies ..................................................... . 115,769 79,582 1 1 9 7 
Felonies reduced to misdemeanors ..... . 17,142 <1 -1 
Nontraffic 

Group A Misdemeanors ..................... . 392,814 354,862 2 3 4 -7 
Group B Misdemeanors ..................... . 201,455 182,836 1 1 -2 -4 
Infractions ............................................. . 57,173 42,858 <1 <1 -2 -5 

Traffic 
Group C Misdemeanors .................... . 302,537 241,265 2 2 6 2 
Group D Misdemeanors ..................... . 279,137 295,525 2 2 -1 -26 
Infractions ............................................. . 4,931,382 4,257,570 27 30 -2 ·-4 
Parking ................................................... . 10,770,144 7,835,443 60 56 6 -2 

Small claims .............................................. .. 543,945 395,171 3 3 9 6 
Other Civil ................................................ .. 499,362 339,502 3 2 21 16 

• Components may not add to total due to rounding. 

Estimated Impact 01 Civil Jurisdictional Increase 
OnJuly 1, 1979, the limit on civil cases filed in the lower courts increased 

from $5,000 to $15,000. This change contributed to a 21 percent increase 
in civil filings in the lower courts. 

Superior court filings in the categories of Personal Injury, Death and 
Property Damage (Motor Vehicle and Other) and Other Civil Complaints 
were significantly affected by the civil jurisdictional change. Superior 
court civil filings in these combined categories decreased from 192,241 in 
fiscal year 1978-79 to 173,061 for the 1979-80 fiscal year, a 10 percent 
decrease. 
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Figure 12A is a graph of the monthly civil filings in municipal and 
superior courts from July 1977 through June 1980. The broken vertical line 
indicates when the jurisdictional change took place. Trend lines for each 
court are drawn using the civil filings for the 1977-78 and 1978-79 fiscal 
years. The purpose of the trend lines is to estimate the change in civil 
filings if no jurisdictional change had taken place. It is estimated that civil 
filings in the municipal courts would have increased approximately 10 
percent without the jurisdictional change. It is estimated that the jurisdic
tional change accounts for about half of the 21 percent civil filings in
crease, and natural growth accounts for the balance. 

The trend line foI' superior courts suggests that combined civil filings 
would have increased approximately 10 percent without the municipal 
court civil jurisdictional increase to $15,000. The decline ill superior court 
civil filings was 18 percent in relation to the expected filings using the 
trend line. Civil filings in both types of courts show an increasing trend 
over the 24-month period prior to the change but the municipal court 
trend is steeper than the superior court trend, indicating a faster growth 
in civil filings. Both types of courts display a marked shift (up for the 
municipal courts, down for the superior courts) in July of 1979 when the 
jurisdictional change took effect. Table XXXI-A shows the estimated im
pact of the jurisdictional increase on the municipal and superior courts. 

Characteristic 

CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
TABLE XXXI·A: ESTIMATED IMPACT OF JURISDICTIONAL 

INCREASE • IN CIVIL LIMIT FOR LOWER COURTS 
Municipal 

courts 
1979-80 Average Filings per month: 

Superior 
courts·· 

Actual...................................................................................................................................... 40,139 14,422 
Expected (if no jurisdictional change) .......................................................................... 36,405 17,691 
Difference.............................................................................................................................. +3,734 -3,269 
Percent difference from expected .............................................................................. ,... +10% -18% 

Estimated 1979-80 Impact (difference times 12) .......................................................... +44,808 -39,226 
• On July 1, 1979, the jurisdictional limit for civil cases in lower courts was increased from $5,000 to $15,000. 
•• Estimated impact on superior court civil filings limited to combined filings for other civil complaints and personal injury, 

death and property damage. 

2. DISPOSITIONS 
The lower courts disposed of 14 million cases during 1979-80, a decrease 

of 3 percent from the previous year. Fifty-six percent or 7.9 million disposi
tions were parking violations and the remaining 44 percent, 6.2 million, 
were either nonparking criminal offenses or civil cases (see Tables XXXI 
and XXXII). 
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TABLE XXXII-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 Through 1979-80 

Before trial Atter trial 
Convicted 

Dismissals or bound 
Fiscal Bail and over alter All Juvenile 
year Total forfeitures transfers plea of guilty other Uncontested Contested orders 

NUMBER 
197()..71 ................ 5,555,711 2,935,913 773,fl73 1,268,347 88,002 232,045 218,233 38,698 1971-72 ................ 5,568,438 2,810,691 800,980 1,374,096 95,760 234,241 213,284 39,386 1972-73 ................ 5,390,600 2,582,650 819,665 1,388,403 90,646 255,493 214,818 38,925 1973-74 ................ 5,376,450 2,611,264 830,796 1,325,754 91,195 262,256 214,435 40,750 1974.-75 ................ 5,905,337 2,972,444 910,824 1,357,196 104,751 284,766 232,533 42,823 

19'15-76 ................ 5,963,102 2,960,753 945,952 1,371,091 120,288 ?89,6I'li 236,910 38,443 
IfTl6-77 ................ 6,150,091 3,023,114 989,964 1,451,688 125,226 274,224 242,079 43,796 1977-78 ................ 6,215,574 2,985,621 1,101,687 1,421,046 133,093 284,296 241,687 47,944 1978-79 ................ 6,392,554 3,028,047 1,168,718 1,451,403 145,5fl7 303,873 247,264 47,682 1979-80 ................ 6,206,311 2,776,465 1,232,498 1,403,377 171,715 336,332 245,905 40,019 

PERCENT· 
197()..71.. .............. 100 53 14 23 2 4 4 1 1971-72 ................ 100 50 14 25 2 4 4 1 1972-73 ................ 100 48 15 26 2 5 4 1 1973-74 ................ 100 49 15 25 2 5 4 1 1974-75 ................ 100 50 15 23 2 5 4, 1 

1975-76 ................ 100 50 16 23 2 5 4 1976-77 ................ 100 49 16 24 2 4 4 1977-78 ................ 100 48 18 23 2 5 4 1978-79 ................ 100 47 18 23 2 5 4 1979-80 ................ 100 45 20 23 3 5 4 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
197()..71 ................ -2 13 4 -20 <1 3 -5 1971-72 ................ <1 -4 4 8 8 1 -2 2 1972-73 ................ -3 -8 2 1 -5 9 1 -1 1973-74 ................ -<1 1 1 -5 1 3 -<1 5 1974-75 ................ 10 14 10 2 15 9 8 5 

1975-76 ................ 1 -<1 4 1 15 2 2 -10 1976-77 ................ 3 2 5 6 4 -5 2 14 1977-78 ................ 3 -1 11 -2 6 3 -1 9 1978-79 ................ 3 1 6 2 9 7 2 -<1 1979-80 ................ -3 -8 5 -3 18 11 -1 -16 

• Components may not add to 100 percent due to rounding. 
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Figure 13--LOWER COURT NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS 
Municipal and Justice Court Nonparking Dispositions 

Fiscal years 197G-71 through 1979-80 
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Table XXXII and Figure 13 show nonparking dispositions by type of 
disposition, Dismissals and transfers increased 5 percent in 1979-80 to a 
total of 1.2 million and accounted for 20 percent of all nonparking disposi
tions, Bail forfeitures, accounting for 45 percent of all nonparking disposi
tions, decreased 8 percent. Dispositions by conviction or by being bound 
over after plea of guilty, after increasing in 1978-79, decreased to 1.4 
million. All other before trial dispositions increased to 172,000 or 18 per
cent, the largest percentage increase in all types of dispositions. "All other 
before trial" dispositions consists of the categories "summary judgments" 
and "all other judgments." These categories of dispositions were affected 
by the increase in the lower courts' civil jurisdiction limit from $5,000 to 
$15,000. Only 14 municipal courts did not experience an increase in these 
categories of dispositions. 

Uncontested trials increased 11 percent to 336,000 and contested trials 
decreased 1 percent to 245,000. The increase in uncontested trials is mainly 
due to the increase in small claims filings (9%) and other civil filings 
(21 %). There was only a 7 percent increase in criminal uncontested trial 
dispositions while there was a 12 percent increase in civil (small claims and 
other civil) uncontested trial dispositions. Juvenile orders declined 16 
percent to 40,000, the category of dispositions with the largest decline. 
Juvenile orders declined 27 percent in the justice courts (2,002 disposi
tions) and 14 percent in the municipal courts (5,661 dispositions). Juvenile 
orders are processed at the discretion of the court and several municipal 
courts discontinued processing juvenile orders, either partially or com
pletely, when their caseload became too large. Only 18 municipal courts 
processed 50 or more juvenile orders during the 1979-80 fiscal year. This 
is down from 20 courts which processed 50 or more juvenile orders during 
the 1978-79 fiscal year. 
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TABLE XXXIII-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND JUDGES 
Fiscal Years 197G-71 Through 1919-80 

Municipal courts l ustice courts 
Number Number 

Fiscal of Authorized Judicial Judge • of Attorne)!.jud!l.es 
year coUrts judgeships positions equivalents courts Number Percentage 
1970-71 .......................... 77 356 384 370 232 71 31 
1971-72 ....... , .................. 77 365 394 388 226 75 33 
1972-73 .......................... 76 380 414 405 221 79 36 
1973-74 .......................... 77 384 428 424 214 B2 38 
1974-75 ....... , ................. 80 406 459 438 199 84 42 

1975-76 .................. , ....... 84 425 4B2 459 175 79 ·15 
1976-7'7 ..................... , .... B9 447 511 493 111 109 98 
1977-78 ......... , ................ 9(j 455 527 506 107 lOS 98 
1976-79 .......................... B9 465 539 510 102 102 100 
197~ .......................... 83 472 544 522 100 101 100 

• Judge equivalents are the number of authorized judgeships adjusted to reflect vacancies, assistance rendered to other 
courts and assistance received by municipal courts from assigned judges and from temporary judges serving by 
stipulation of the parties. 

Table XXXIII shows the number of lower courts and the number of 
judges in those courts over the last 10 years. There has been a 41 percent 
decline in the number of courts from 309 to 183, due to the consolidation 
of justice courts, the assimilation of justice courts into municipal courts, 
and the consolidation of municipal courts. The number of authorized 
judicial positions in the lower courts has increased over the 1O··year span 
from 616 to 645, an increase of 5 percent; nonparking filings and disposi
tions increased about eight and two times faster, respectively, than judicial 
positio~s in the same period. Table XXXIII also reflects that all justice 
court Judges are attorneys. In the 5~ years since the Gordon decision 
(Gordon v.Justice Court (1974) 12 Cal.3d 323), the percentage of attorney 
judges increased from 42 percent to 100 percent. 

Table XXXIV shows the dispositions per 100 filings for certain categories 
of cases during the last 10 fisCGll years. Dispositions per 100 filings is an 
approximation of the percentagaof cases filed that reach ajudicial disposi
tion. For example, small claims have 73 dispositions per 100 filings, which 
could be interpreted to mean that about one-fourth of the cases filed are 
not resolved through the judicial processes. 

TABLE XXXIV-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS PER 100 FILINGS 

Fisca! Years 197G-71 Through 1979-80 

CRIMINAL 
Felony 

Fiscal pre!imi. Non· TRAFFIC 
Ye,!l/" ntIlies trltilic Se/~ted Other Parking 
1970-71 ....•................................... 76 99 90 94 38 
1971-72 ............................. " ......... 70 100 89 94 92 
1~tz..:73 ., ................... " ................. 71 97 90 95 90 
1973-74 ........................................ 69 92 90 93 88 
1974-75 ..................... , .................. 71 92 B9 91 8.5 

r-~ 
92 r"Bii 1975-76 ........................................ I 8.5 I 94 86 

!:t~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : : : 93 : B2 I 92 87 
92 I 81 I 91 8.5 

1976-79 ........................................ I 86 I 91 I 83 I 91 r-m" 
197~ ...... , ................................. I 84 J S9 I 80 I 87 I 73 I ... - .. _-' L_..J 

CIVIL 

Small 
claims Other 

'is 74 
715 79 
78 75 
76 74 
73 73 

77 75 
75 76 
75 715 
75 71 
73 68 
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Generally, the number of dispositions per -lQO . :- gs is stable from year 
to year, but there have been thr~~~ooptiOriS to this trend in recent years. 
Dispositions per 100 filings for felony preliminary cases increased sharply 
in 1975-76 and since then have dropped to 84. One possible reason for this 
change is that district attorneys throughout the state adopted uniform 
crime charging standards at about the time of the change. With a rigorous 
screening of cases, a higher proportion of cases filed as felonies received 
a judicial disposition. At the same time, dispositions per 100 filings for 
selected traffic (Group C) violations declined to 81 dispositions per 100 
filings in 1975-"'16 and are 80 for this fiscal year. This change coincides with 
the shift in July 1975 of Vehicle Code section 14601, driving with a suspend
ed or revoked driver's license, and Vehicle Code section 23103, reckless 
driving without injury, from the Group C category to Gro~p D (other 
traffic) misdemeanors. This change seems to have had the effect of caus
ing a decline in the number of Group C misdemeanor filings and of 
lowering the dispositions per 100 filings for Group C misdemeanors. 

Parking dispositions per 100 filings declined substantially again this year 
from "f8 to 73 dispositions per 100 filings. It was suggested that the decline 
to 78 dispositions per 100 filings from 85 in 1978-79 was due to a delay in 
reporting dispositions which were processed through the Department of 
Motor Vehicles (DMV) , made possible by Vehicle Code section 4760. It 
was expected that the drop in dispositions per 100 filings would only be 
temporary, and the dispositions per 100 filings would return to their nor
mal rate. This did not happen. Investigation reveals that some courts are 
~ot reporting parking dispositions handled by the DMV. which would 
account for the continued decline in dispositions per 100 filings. It is 
expected that parking dispositions per 100 filings will return to between 
85 and 90 when this reporting problem is corrected. 

Table XXXV shows the number and types of dispositions per judge 
equivalent in municipal courts over the last 10 fiscal years. Justice courts 
were omitted because many of the small justice courts have less than a full 
workload and their inclusion would distort the figures. Parking as well as 
before trial and contested trial dispositions per judge equivalent show a 
decline from the previous year, while all other dispositions per judge 
equivalent increased. Juries sworn per judge equivalent have declined 
steadily over the last 10 years to the current level of 17 juries per judge 
equivalent. 
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TABLE XXXV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITION MATTERS PER JUDGE EQUiVALENT" 

Fiscal Years 1970-71 Through 1979-80 
Nonparking 

Fiscal Dlegal Total Before After Uncontested Codested 
year parking nonparking trial trial trials b trials 
1!110-71 .............................. 15,728 12,654 11,510 1,144 559 530 
1!111-72 .............................. 15,450 12,063 10,988 1,(116 537 493 
1!112-73 .............................. 14,865 11,338 10,252 1,087 561 473 
1!113-74 .............................. 14,788 10,861 9,804 1,057 554 451 
1!114-75 .............................. 14,995 11,540 10,428 1,112 583 473 

1!115-76 .............................. 15,744 11,378 10,289 1,089 573 461 
1!11f>..77 .............................. 15,383 11,327 10,302 1,025 514 443 
1977-78 .............................. 15,776 11,362 10,315 1,047 528 440 
1!11S-79 .............................. 15,454 11,594 10,509 1,085 559 446 
1!119-00 .............................. 14,815 11,055 9,954 1,101 603 431 

furies 
slVorn 

33 
31 
30 
29 
24 

22 
20 
19 
18 
17 

• "Judge equivalents" is the number of authorized judgeships adjusted to reflect vacancies, assistance to other courts by 
municipal courts and assistance received by municipal courts from assigned judges and from temporary judges serving 
by stipulation of the parties. 

b Excludes juvenile orders. 

Disposilions by Type 01 Proceeding 
Methods of disposition of felony cases in lower courts are depicted in 

Figure 14. Only 12 percent of the felony cases were disposed of by guilty 
plea, while 94 and 95 percent of felonies reduced to misdemeanors under 
Penal Code section 17 (b) (5) and under other statutory provisions were 
disposed of by pleas of guilty. 

The percentage distributions for non traffic misdemeanor and infraction 
dispositions are shown in Figure 15. The percentages of cases disposed of 
by bail forfeitures and pleas of guilty V;:J~y significantly among the three 
categories with bail forfeitures varying inversely to pleas of guilty. 

Dispositions are shown in Figure 16 for the four traffic categories. The 
ratio of pleas of guilty to bail forfeitures declines as the offenses are ranked 
from most serious to least serious. A statutory provision (Veh. Code, 
§ 13103) requires a forfeiture of bail to be considered equivalent to a plea 
of guilty for most purposes. The only significant workload difference in 
these two methods of disposition is the judicial time involved in taking a 
plea of guilty . 

It is interesting to note that only 2 percent of the illegal parking disposi
tions are after trial. This 2 percent, however, amounts to almost 157,000 
dispositions. San Francisco, which had 1.6 million parking dispositions for 
fiscal year 1979-80, or 22 percent of all parking dispositions, accounted for 
151,000 or 99 percent of the parking disp01litions after trial. 

Types of dispositions of small claims and other civil matters are shown 
in Figure 17. In small claims, 33 percent of the dispositions were after 
contested trials, while in other civil matters only 6 percent were disposed 
of in this manner. The percent of dismissals before trial is approximately 
the same in both categories. 
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Figure 14-FELONY DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' 

Contested 
Hearings 7% 

Contested 
Trial 1 % "'---.... 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

FELONIES 

n = 79.582 

[

Excludes felonieS] 
reduced to 
misdemeanors 

FELONIES 
REDUCED TO 
MISDEMEANORS 
through 17(b)(5) P.C. 

n = 12.879 

OTHER FELONIES 
REDUCED TO 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 4,263 

• Percentages may nol lolal 100% due 10 rounding. Cases transferred to another court 
are included with dismissals 
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Figure 15-NONTRAFFIC CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

GROUP A 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 354,862 

Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code 
and other state statutes except 
intoxication and Fish and Game. 
Examples: 
Battery 242 PC 
Disturbing Peace 415 PC 
Disorderly Conduct 647 PC 
Joy Ride 499b PC 
Trespass 602 PC 

After Trial----. 
2% 

After Trial-----. 
2% 

GROUP B 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 182,836 

Nontraflic misdemeanor violations 
of city and county ordinances and 
intoxication and Fish and Game 
violations 

NONTRP.FFIC 
INFRACTIONS 

n = 42,858 

Violaiions of city and county 
ordinances specified as infractions. 

'Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding. Cases transferred to another court 
are included with Dismissals, . 
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Figure 16-TRAFFIC DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' 

Dismissals 
before __ _ 
Trial 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

5% 

Pleas of 
Guilty 1% 

Bail 
Forifeitures 

21% 

After 
Trial .... L._--4 % 

Dismissals 
r--~- before 

Trial 
20% 

GROUP C TRI\Ff:fC 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 241,265 

Hit and Run 
Drunk Driving 
Reckless Driving-lnjury 
Driving Under Influence of Drugs 

GROUP D TRAFFIC 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 295,b25 

Examples: 
Speed contests 
Driving without valid license 
Violation of truck weight limit 
Reckless driving without injury 

TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS 

n = 4,257,570 

Examples: 
Speeding 
Improper operation 
Faulty equipment 
Improper regl!'ltration 

ILLEGAL 
PARKING 

n ,= 7,835.443 

'Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding. Cases transferred to another court 
are included with dismissals 

-, 

131 

\ 



132 

/ 

, f 
I 

/ 

," 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

Figure 17-CIVIL DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Contested 
Trials 
33% 

Judgments by 
clerks and 

summary judgments 
51% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
23% 

Uncontested 
Trials 
45% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
23% 

Uncontested 
Trials 
20% 

• Percentages may not lotal100% due to rounding. 
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n = 395,171 

CIVIL 

n= 339,502 
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,! n 
11 Conviction Rates in Criminal Trials 1,.1 

\ I The number of convictions after uncontested and contested trials by II court or by jury according to type of proceeding and the conviction rates 
lj are presented in Table XXXVI. A graphic representation, for comparison, Ii of the conviction rates is shown in Figure 17. 
l!j TABLE XXXVI-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
II CONVICTIONS AND CONVICTION RATES FOR CRIMINAL TRIALS IN 
Ii MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURTS ! Flscol Voo' 1979-811 

i 
Conviction Rates· 

Uncontested Contested 
Nwnber of Convictions 

Uncontested Contested 

N 

~ 
~ 

trial trial trial trial 
Type of proceeding Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury 

93 b 89 
71 88 55 
78 b 56 45 

40,749 4,884 
387 10 85 33 
103 5 14 14 

Felonies ................................................. . 
Felonies reduced by 17(b)(5) PC .. 
Other reduced felonies .................... .. 
Nontraffic 

Group A misdemeanors .............. .. 43 49 66 59 1,131 174 2,979 2,428 
Group B misdemeanors .............. .. 53 35 66 58 ()15 13 1,181 172 
Infractions ......................................... . 53 70 141 401 

Traffic 
Group C misdemeanol'S .............. .. 79 82 75 73 1,019 224 1,386 2,213 
Group 0 misdemeanors .............. .. 71 64 74 71 2,350 44 3,291 259 
Infractions ......................................... . 48 73 18,606 50,364 
Parking ............................................. . 98 68 150,417 2,246 

a Number of cases convicted or bound over divided by the number of cases tried (excludes Juvenile Orders) times 100. 
b Conviction rate not calculated when total cases are less than 25. 

The conviction rates for uncontested nontraffic misdemeanors and in
fractions were generally lower than in contested cases for the same of
fenses. Likewise, the conviction rate for uncontested traffic infractions 
was ~ower than for contested traffic infractions. The opposite was true for 
parking trials; uncontested parking trials produced a higher conviction 
rate than did contested parking trials. 

~Veighted Filings 
In 1967, a weighted caseload system was developed for estimating the 

need for additional judges in municipal courts. Weights were established 
for seven categories OIf cases. Later, a weight was also established for 
parking. The weights represent the average number of judicial minutes 
required to dispose of a filing. A judge-year value, representing the aver
age number of minutes per judge available in a year for case-related work, 
is used in conjunction with the weights to determine the number of judges 
needed to dispose of a given ·caseload. 

The weight for each category of case is multiplied by the number of 
filings in that category. The total weight for all categories of cases are then 
divided by the judge-year value to obtain the required number of judges. 

In 1971 and 1973, a consultant firm conducted six-week surveys in 22 and 
21 municipal courts respectively to determine the case weights. In 1975 
the number of categories of cases was expanded to 10, and in 1977 a 
56-court survey was conducted by the staff of the Administrative Office 
of the Courts for two months to determine new weights for the 10 catego
ries of cases. The courts that participated in the 1977 survey accounted for 
73 percent of the nonparking filings in fiscal year 19\77-78. 
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Figure 18-CONVICTION RATES IN LOWER COURT CRIMINAL TRIALS 
Fiscal Year 1979-80 
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TABLE XXXVII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
WEIGHTED FILINGS' AND REQUIRED JUDICIAL POSITIONS 2 BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

/ 

Sblte Tow Sblte less Los Angeles Los Angeles Court 
Weighted Required 

Type of Proceeding filings judicial positions 
Tolal 3 ............................................................................... . 44,144.337 6C2 

Felony preliminary ................................................................ 8,086,219 110 
Nontraffic 

Group A misdemeanors ................................................... . 
Group B misdemeanors ................................................... . 
Nontraffic infractions ......................................................... . 

Traffic 
Group C misdemeanors ................................................. ... 
Group D misdemeanors ................................................... . 
Traffic infractions ..................•.............................•.•............. 
Parking ................................................................................. . 

Civil 

11,505,891 
1,083,096 

009,900 

8,7111,822 
996,948 

4,IlIM,700 
319,231 

157 
15 
3 

118 
14 
55 
4 

Weighted Required 
Weight Iilings judicial positions Weight 

73 

31 
6 
4 

31 
4 
0.9 
0.03 

37,(YT81'J)S 511 

6,913,392 

9,657,957 
981,252 
004,328 

7,346,752 
932,844 

3,528,982 
251,056 

95 

133 
14 
3 

101 
13 
49 
3 

97 

34 
9 
4 

30 
6 
0.7 
0.03 

Weighted 
filings 

7,065,532 

1,172,827 

1,847,934 
101,844 

5,572 

1,361,(YT0 
64,104 

475,718 
68,175 

Required 
judicial positions 

91 

15 

24 
1 

<1 

17 
1 
6 
1 

Small claims •••••.............••.•....•••••••••.•.....•.......•..•.••..............•.. 3,995,492 54 8 3,491,632 48 7 503,860 6 
Other civil ............................................................................ 5,235,038 71 10 3,770,610 52 14 1,464,428 19 

'Weight times filings, an estimate of judicial minutes of case-related time to dispose of filings . 
• An estimate of the number of judicial positions needed to dispose of Ii given amount of filings. Requiredjudicial positions are calculated by dividing weighted filings by an appropriate judge-year 

value. Judge-year values vary by size of court as follows: 
1...2 (Judges) 71,1lOO 
3-10 (Judges) 72,000 
11 and over 78,000 

A judge-year value of 78,000 was used for Los Angeles and a (weighted) average judge year value of 72,SOO for the rest of the courts . 
• ComJ?llDents may not add to totals due to rounding . 
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Figure 19-PERCENT DISTRIBUTION' OF FILINGS AND WEIGHTED FILINGS, 
MUNICIPAL COURTS 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Gro'up A Misdemeanors 2 % --l_.lJ;i;::::':::==, 
Group C Misdemeanors 2 % 

Small Claims 3 % 

Civil 3% 

Group B 2% 

Group D 2% 

Traffic 
Infractions 

26% 

Group A 
26% 

Group C 
20% 

Group D Misdemeanors 1 % 

Group B Misdemeanors 1 % 

Felony Preliminaries 1 % 

Parking 1 % 

Filings 

Weighted 
Filings 

'Components may not total 100% due to rounding. 
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In 197B, the Judicial Council approved the weights and judge-year val
ues derived from the survey for use in judgeship needs studies for munici
pail courts until new weights are derived. The current weights and 
judge-year values are shown in Table XXXVII. Two sets of weights have 
been approved for use, one set for the Los Angeles Municipal Court and 
the second for all other municipal courts in the state. In Table XXXVII, 
filings for fiscal year 1979-80 have been multiplied by the appropriate 
weight for each category and divided by ajudge-year value to estimate the 
nc:nber of judges needed to dispose of the filings in that category. 

Under the weighted caseload system, 602 judicial positions were needed 
to <Ji:spose of the 1B.1 million municipal court filings in fiscal year 1979-80. 
Sixty-four percent of the required judicial positions were needed for three 
categories of cases; felony preliminary hearings 110 positions, non traffic 
Group A misdemeanors 157, and traffic Group C misdemeanors 11B. Civil 
matters required 21 percent of the judicial positions: small claims 54 po~i
tions, and other civil 71. Traffic infractions needed 9 percent of the judicial 
positions, while the remaining four categories of cases required only. 6 
percent, 

Figure 19 compares the percent distribution of filings by type of case 
with the judicial time (weighted filings) needed to dispose of each of the 
categories of cases. For example, illegal parking had 61 percent of total 
municipal court filings but required only 1 percent of judicial time. In fact, 
parking and traffic infractions together represented B7 percent of total 
filings but required only 10 percent of judicial time. The other proceed
ings, none of which exceeded 3 percent of filings, required the remaining 
90 percent of judicial time. Group A and Group C misdemeanors repre
sented ,4 percent of filings but required 46 percent of all municipal court 
judicial time. Felony complaints, however, were the most time-consuming 
type of case since they comprised only 1 percent of total filings but re
quired IB percent of the available judicial time. 

E. 
1. 

JUDICIAL ASSIGNMENTS AND ASSIST ANtE 

SUMMARY-NUMBER OF DAYS OF ASSIGNED 
ASSISTANCE 

The California Constitution directs the Chief Justice to seek to expedite 
judicial business and to equalize the work of judges, and it authorizes her 
to assign judges to assist in courts other than their own.27 

At the request of presiding judges of both trial and appellate courts, the 
Chief Justice issues assignments for reasons such as vacancies, illnesses, 
disqualifications and calendar congestion. The following table reflects the 
days of assistance provided during fiscal years 1970-71 through 1979-80. 
Overall, there was a 4 percent increase in the total days of assistance in 
1979-80 compared to the previous fiscal year. 
17 Cal. Const .• art. VI. § 6, 
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TABLE XXXVIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
TOTAL DAYS OF ASSISTANCE THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS TO COURTS O~ 

APPEAL. SUPERIOR COURTS, MU~JICIPAL COURTS, AND JUSTICE COURTS a, 

AND DAYS GIVEN BY RETIRED JUDGES 
Fiacal Years 1970-71 through 1979-80 

Percentage of' 
Totaidays 

Fiscal year oJ assistance 
197(}"71 "",.""., .... ".,." ........ ",,, .... ,,,,,,,., .................... "."., ....•. "'"., ............. " .. ,,.. 10.074 
1971-72 .... """" .............. " ..... " .... ,'"."" .. " ....... ".,, ..... "." .. "".""" ..... ,, ......... """ 9,294 
19"12-73 " .............. "" ......... " ......... " ........ " ..... " ....... " ..... " ................ "" ..... ", •• "". 11.085 
197:>'74 " .. "" .. " ...... "" ... " .... "" ....... " .... " .... "." ... " ........ " ..... """ .......... "." ..... ,,... 15,MO 
1974-75 ."" .... ""."."." ... "" .. "" .. """"" .............. "",,.,, .. ,, ....... ""."" ... "" ........ "... 18.707 

Days given by total given by 
retired judges retired judges 

4.805 48 
4.004 45 
5.141 48 
5.684 'J7 
7,3fJ7 4(l 

1975-76 ."" ...... "" .. " ..... " .... " .... " ............. " ...... " .. """" .. ".""" .. "" ....... " .... ,, .. ,,.... 19.924 
1976-77 "" ........... "" .. """""" ...... "" ........ " ... "" .... " .... ,, ......... " .......... "."" ........ " 17.404 
1977-78 .... "" .... ""." .... " ...... " .. " ......... " .............. " ..... " .... " ... " .... """" ..• "" ... ,,.... 19.110 
1976-79 " ..... """ .. " ... " ..... " .. "" ........ " .... " .. """."" ... " ... " ... ,,,, ....... " ........ ""."",,. 18.104 
1979-80 "." ..•.. " .. " ............. "." ... " .. " ."" ............ " ... ""." ......... " .. " ..... " ......... ""... 18,801 

8.602 43 
8,350 48 
7,521 39 
6.077 34 
5,366· 29 

a Information not available prior to January 1. 1973. 

2. ASSISTANCE PROVIDED PARTICULAR COURTS BY 
ASSIGNED JUDGES 

TABLE XXXIX-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY JUDGES THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS, 

BY TYPE OF COURT RECEIVING ASSISTANCE 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

i'-om:ent distribution' of IlSSistmce received bl:. 
ToW Oourtsof Sur-,ivr Municipal lur/ice 

Assimnce AlJCourts Appeti Courts Courts Courts 
given by: 19'J'9..aJ 1978-19 1!J79..8J J978-i'!J J9'/!I.1J) 1978-19 1!J79..8!J 1978-19 J979-IJJ J!ll8-19 

Total .................................... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 Supreme Court justices ..... , .... 0 0 0' , 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Retired judges ................... .. ... 29 34 3' 14 47 52 24 'n <1 1 Court of Appeal justices ........ <1 <1 0 1 <1 <1 0 <1 0 0 Superior Court judges ............ 21 l6 B3 76 20 20 1 1 3 2 Municipal Co,lrt jUl1;les .......... 18 15 14 9 32 26 <; 6 2 3 Justice Court judges ................ 32 35 !l 0 1 2 70 66 95 94 

Total pays .................................. 18,801.0 18.104.0 2.647.0 1.631.5 8,373.0 8.048.5 5,564.5 5.9.:)25 2,216.5 2,471.5 Percent Change ........................ +4 +62 +4 -7 -10 

• Components may not equal 100 percent due to rounding. 

Courts 01 Appeal 

In 1979-80,2,647 days of assigned assistance were received by the Courts 
of Appeal. The assistance provided in 1979-80 came from superior court 
judges (83 percent), municipal court judges (14 percent) and retired 
judges (3 percent). 

$ups,io, Courts 

In 1979--80,8,373 days of assigned assistance were received by the superi
or courts .. The assistance provided to the superior courts through assign
ments crune from retired judges (47 percent), municipal court judges (32 
percent) and other superior court judges (20 percent). One percent of 
assistance came from justice court judges and Court of Appeal justices 
contributed less than 1 percent. 
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Figure 20-ASSIST ANCE RECEIVED AND GIVEN THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 
Rscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Court or 
Assistance Received Source Assistance Given 
Thousands of Days and Year Thousands of Days 

6 4 2 0 0 2 4 6 

I I 
Courts of 
Appeal 

1978-79 

1979-80 

Superior 
Courts 

1978-79 

1979-80 

Municipal 
Courts 

1978-79 

1979-80 

I 
Justice 
Courts 

I' 1978-79 

1979-80 

Retired 
Judges 

1978-79 

1979-80 
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Municipal Courts 
In 1979-80, 5,564 days of assigned assistance were received by the munic

ipal courts. The largest assistance to municipal courts came from justice 
court judges (70 percent). Retired judges contributed 24 percent, other 
municipal court judges gave 5 percent and superior court judges 1 percent 
of the assistance. 

Justice Courts 
In 1979-80,2,216 days of assigned assistance were received by the justice 

courts. Almost all of the assistance (95 percent) was provided by other 
justice court judges. 

Days 01 Assistance Received and Rendered by Courts through 
Assignments 

Tables XL and XLI display days of assistance received and rendered by 
the superior courts and the municipal courts, respectively, for fiscal years 
1978-79 and 1979-80 on (a court-by-court basis. The last column indicates 
net days of assistance. A minus item indicates that the court rendered 
more days of assistance than it received. 
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TABLE XL-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DAYS OF A.Sff';ISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

Fiscal Years 191~79 and 19~ 
1979-80 1978-79 

Net days Net days 
£tAYS Days received (or Days Days received (or County TeCfJived rendered rendered)" received rendered rendered) a 

State total ........................ a;rt3 3,989.5 4,383.5 B,048.5 2,909.0 5,139.5 
Alameda .............................. 377 179 198 34B 165 183 Alpine .................................. 10 137.5 -127.5 19 98.5 -79.5 Amador ................................ 45 48.5 -3.5 37.5 25.5 12.0 Butte ................................... 74 41.5 32.5 50 5 45 Calaveras .............................. 69 45.5 22.5 19 4(;.5 -27,5 Colusa .................................. 42,5 83,5 -21 22 63.5 -41.5 Contra Costa ...................... 104 7:1 31 63 105 -42 Del Norte ............................ 62 47 15 41 33 B El Dorado ............................ 93 38 55 93 39,5 53.5 Fresno .................................. 174 73 101 232 225 7 Glenn .................................... 54 80.5 -26.5 46.5 38.5 B Humboldt ............................ 37 48 -11 50 53 -3 Imperial ................................ 70 58 12 48 3 45 inyo ...................................... 45 '40.5 4.5 31 26.5 4.5 Kern ..................................... 92 26 66 98 20 7B Kings .................................... 128 14.5 113,5 32 37.5 ~5.5 Lake ...................................... 149 29 120 98 17.5 80.5 Lassen .................................. 109 52 57 41 13.5 27.5 Los Angeles ........................ 760 906.5 -146.5 825.5 207.0 61B.5 Madera ................................ 60.5 43 17.5 297.5 20.5 277.0 Marin .................................... 79 7 72 163.5 22 141.5 Mariposa ........................ , ..... IB 14.5 3.5 14 33.5 -19.5 Mendocino .......................... 20.5 16.5 4 17.5 9 B.5 Merced ................................ :16 60 -4 22.5 13.5 9 Modoc .................................. 29 87 -58 9.5 74.5 -65.0 Mono .................................... 25.5 12 13.5 11.5 14 -2.5 Monterey ............................ 109.5 23.5 56 III 63 48 Napa ...................................... 167.5 3 164.5 124.5 44 80.5 Nevada .................................. 29 13 16 25.5 29 -3.5 Orange .................................. 329 66 263 535 160.5 374.5 Placer .................................... 148.5 65 83.5 92 15.5 76.5 Plumas .................................. 52 42 10 40 32.5 7.5 Riverside .............................. 93 64 29 384.5 73.5 311 Sacramento .......................... 317 174,5 l4-.2.5 151 207 -56 San Benito .......................... 19 56 -fSl U.5 99 -87.5 San Bernardino .................. 144 79 65 148 16 132 San Diego ............................ 1,927.5 236 1,691.5 1,328.5 223 1,105.5 San Francisco ...................... 425 lOB 317 439 15 424 San Joaquin .......................... 73 1 72 89 0 59 San Luis Obispo ................ 66 6B -2 49 21 28 San Mateo ............................ 51 .5 50.5 99 1 98 Santa Barbara .................... 249 1.5 247.5 173 9 164 Santa Clara .......................... 366 142 224 4C6 52.5 393.5 Santa cruz .......................... 70 3 67 77 3 74 Shasta .................................... 103.5 70.5 33 47 25 22 Sierra .................................... 20 129.5 -109.5 34 99 -65 Siskiyou ................................ 51 14.5 36.5 Bl 62 19 Solano . ................................. 13 5 8 34 5 29 Sonoma ................................ 85.3 6 79.5 140 4 136 Stanislaus .............................. 46 29 17 1 35 -34 Sutter ............................ ,. ...... 59 70.5 1B.5 54 22 62 Tehama ................................ B1 61.5 19.5 44 52 -B Trinity .................................. 20 28.5 -B.5 31 17 14 Tulare .................................. 1.8 7B.5 -60.5 41.5 39 2.5 Tuolumne ............................ 54 13.5 40.5 54 25.5 58.5 Ventura ................................ 301 2 299 290 5.11 284.5 Yolo ...................................... 46.5 24 22.5 35.5 6 29.5 yuba ...................................... 25.5 38 -12.5 47.5 37.5 10.0 

• Minus sign (-) indicates ~e court rendered more days of asoistance than it received during the year through assignments 
~y the Chairperson of tf'e Judicial Council under Section 6 of Article VI of the State Constitution. Each day worked 
m excess of three hours was reported as a full day with th..ee hours or less as a half day. 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDEREr: BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 0 

Fiscal Years 1979-aO and 1978-79 
1979-80 1978-'19 

Net days NetdllYS Days Days received (or Days Days received (or County andjudicial district received rendered rendered) a recvived rendered rendered) a Stat::: total ............................................ 5,564.5 3.349.5 2,215 5.952.5 2,686.5 3,266 
Alameda: 

Alameda .................................................. 41 0 41 31 0 31 
Berkeley·Albany ............... : .................... 20 7 13 62 72 -10 Fremont·Newark·Union City .............. 37 3 34 25 0 25 Livermore-Pleasanton .......................... 5 3 2 53 (;1 -14 Oaldand·Piedmont ................................ 98 BO.5 -12.5 155 94 61 San Leandro-Hayward .......................... 0.5 8 -7.5 91 104 -13 

Butte: 
Chico ........................................................ 99 3 96 47 13 34 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ............................................................ 110 0 110 90 0 90 Delta ........................................................ 3 0.5 2.5 0 0 0 Mt. Diablo ................................................ 45.5 3 42.5 8 0 8 Walnut Creek·Danville ........................ 0.5 0 0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno ............................ 64.5 18 46.5 20 89 -69 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ...................................................... 50 1.5 48.5 30 2 28 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .................................... 38 43 -5 15 38 -43 

Kern: 
East Kern ................................................ 11 61 -50 13.5 117 -103.5 West Kern .............................................. 70 56 14 44 28.5 15.5 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ................................................ 88.5 0.5 88 66 0 66 Antelope ................•................................. 104 4 100 5 0 5 Beverly Hills .......................................... 0 66 -66 30 3 27 Burbank ........... , ........................................ 2.5 0 2.5 8 1.5 6.5 Citrus ........................................................ 29 1 28 0 30 -30 Compton ................................................ o. 10 0 10 72 27 45 Culver ...................................................... 27 0 27 23 0 23 Downey .................................................... 39 0 39 0 0 0 East Los Angeles .................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 Glendale .................................................. 55 0 55 100 0 100 Inglewood ................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 Long Beach ............................................ 107 0 107 0 0 0 Los Angeles ....................................... , .... 744 304 440 486 67.5 418.5 Los Cerritos ............................................ 16 0 16 0 1 -1 Malibu ...................................................... 0 0 0 1 0 1 Newhall .................................................... 0 2 -2 0 0 0 Pasadena .................................................. 10 0 10 0 0 0 Pomona .................................................... 23 13 10 42 0 42 Rio Hondo .............................................. 83 0 83 36 26 10 Santa Anita .............................................. 6.5 5.5 1 33.5 2.5 31 Santa Monica .......................................... 33 0 33 7 2 5 South Bay ................................................ 0 0 0 1 0 1 Southeast .................................................. 96 0 96 41 0 41 Whittier .................................................... 0 0 0 58 0 58 

Marin: 
Central .............................................. , ....... 22.5 0 22.5 17 0 17 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1978-79 
I 

I 
i 
J 

1 
i 
\' 
11 
/\ 

I) 

J 
I \ I 

19'T!J...8) 
1!J'T8-'19 

Net days 
Net days County end judicial district Days Days received (or Days Days received (or received rendered rendered) a received rendered rendered) a Merced: 

Merced County ...................................... 71.5 20 51.5 55.5 0 55.5 
MO!lterey: 

Monterey County b , ............................. 8.5 36.0 49 Monterey Peninsula'J> .. "'b ................... 90 22.5 67.5 174 10.5 163.5 North ~onterey Coun~y .................. 56.5 3 53.5 61.5 9 52.5 Salinas .................................................... 92.5 38.5 34 170 81.5 88.5 
Napa: 

Napa County .......................................... 100 13 87 134 8 126 

J 
I 

j 
I 

t I 
~ 

I 
I 

" 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ...................... 0 41 -41 0 61 -61 North Orange County .......................... 15 6 9 0 0 0 Orange County Harbc;!r ........................ 15 0 15 16 37.5 -21.5 South Orange County .......................... 106 0 106 181.5 0 181.5 W1!'.st Orange County ............................ 60.5 0 60.5 5 0 5 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................. , ................... 2 0 2 5 0 5 Desert ............................... ~ .................... 164 15 149 300 7 293 Mt. San Jacinto ...................................... 40 0 40 35 0 35 Riverside .................................................. 39 5 34 13 55 -42 TIu-ee Lalces ............................................ 27 0 27 20 0 20 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .............................................. 449 227.5 221.5 151 38 113 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County b .................... 289 29 260 612 87.5 524.5 

San Diego: 
Ei Clijon .................................................. 0 393 -393 55 294 -239 North County· ........................................ fT1 299.5 -202.5 308 37 271 San Die.go ................................................ 004 614.5 -410.5 180 351.5 -171.5 South Bay ................................................ 9 412 -403 7 286 -279 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .......................................... 168 107 61 524 181 343 

San ]OiIquin: 
Lodi ......................... : ................................ 9 9.5 -0.5 33 9 24 Manteca.Ripon·EscaJon.Tracy ............ 82.5 8.5 74 39 31 8 Stockton .................................................. 38 1 37 22 1 21 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County ...................... 38 25.5 32.15 110 109 

San Mateo: 

\ 

''$I. 

-; .. 
1 

.. 

-c· " .' , 

Northern .................................................. 29.5 0 29.5 9 0 9 Southern .................................................. 17 0 17 0 0 0 
Santa Barbara: 

Lompoc .................................................... 25 24 1 21 8.5 12.5 Santa Barbara.Goleta ............................ 76 12.5 63.5 65.5 4 61.5 Santa Maria ............................................ 7 37.5 -30.5 7 16 -9 
Santa Clara: 

Gilroy·Morgan Hill b ............... -.; ........... 
36 13 23 Los Gatos.Campbell-Saratoga .......... 
22.l'I 0 22.5 Palo Alto-MOW1~ View b ................ 
1 15.5 -14.5 San Jose-M~ltas ................................ 

36 30.5 5.5 Santa Clara ........... ji ............................. 
9 20 -11 Santa Clara County Ij .......................... 222 86 136 Sunnyvale-Cupertino ........................ 
0 12 -12 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

Fiscal YfJars 1979-80 and 1978-79 
1979-80 1978--79 

Net days Net days County and judicial district Days 
received 

Days received (or Days 
rendered rendered) a received 

Days received (or 

Santa Cruz: 
rendered rendered) • 

Santa Cruz County ............................... . 109 22 87 62 24 38 

Shasta: b 
Redding ................................................ 65 4 61 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................... 65 
Vallejo-Benicia........................................ IS 

2 63 
1 17 

SI.5 1 SO.5. 
57 0 57 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County...................................... 89 7 82 167 0 167 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .................................. 45 9 36 195 43.5 151.5 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ........................................ 10.5 11 -0.5 44 16 28 

Tulare: 
Porterville................................................ 35.5 
Tulare-Pixley.......................................... 103 
Visalia........................................................ 49.5 

15.5 20 
19 84 
4 45.5 

55 15.5 39.5 
59 21 38 
58.5 S SO.5 

Ventura: 

34.5 -10.5 27 30 r -u 
Ventura County .................................... 24 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ............................................ IS 0 IS 17 16 

a Minus sign (-) indicates the court rendered more days of assistance than it r,eceived during the year through assignments 
by the Chairperson of the Judicial Council under Section 6 of Article VI of the State Constitution. Each day worked 
in excess of three hours was reported as a full day with three hours or less as a half day. 

b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
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3. ASSISTANCE BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 

TEMPORARY JUDGES 
Some superior and municipal courts also received assistance in fiscal 

year 1979-80 other than by assignment from the Chief Justice. This assist
ance, as shown in the follOwing Tables XLII and XLIII, was provided by 
commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as temporary judges. Such 
assistance should be considered when analyzing workload or productivity 
of these courts.28 

TABLE XLII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS. 
REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Court 

State total ...................................... .. 

A1!Uneda ................................................... . 
Amador ................................................... . 
Contra Costa ........................................... . 
Fresno .................................................... .. 
hnperial ................................................... . 

Kern ......................................................... . 
Kings ......................................................... . 
Los AngeleG ............................................. . 
Marin ...................................................... .. 
Monterey ................................................. . 

Orange .................................................... .. 
Riverside ................................................ .. 
Sacramento ............................................. . 
San Bernardino .................................... .. 
San Diego .............................................. .. 

San Francisco ........................................ .. 
San Joaquin ............................................ .. 
San Luis Obispo .................................... .. 
San Mateo .............................................. .. 
Santa Barbara ......................................... . 

Santa Clara ............................................ .. 
Santa Cruz ............................................. . 
Solano ....................................................... . 
Sonoma .................................................... .. 
Stanislaus ................................................. . 

Tulare ....................................................... . 
Ventura ................................................... . 

• Excludes jury COmmissioners' 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Total days 

2.5)121.5 

374 
1 

8.24 
466 
39 

784 

11.617.5 
2111 

1 

1.487 
698.5 
968 

1.IOS.5 
1,314.5 

1,702.5 
232 
95 

483 
8S7.5 

693 
114 
69 

2411.5 
237 

222 
672 

Commissioners • 
As temporary As 

judges commissioners 
3.173 10,451 

269 

38 

240 

15 

511.11 
460 
338 

m.1I 

25.11 

73.5 

124 

187 

2311 

6,702 
215 

1,090.5 
12.11 
84 

506.11 

725 

2.5.5 
241 

IS 

33 
252 

Referees 

10.003.5 

248 
1 

368 
464 

'JS7 

4.900.5 

227 
153.5 
372 
183 
S17 

232 

242 
453 

232 
114 
28 

2411.5 
237 

189 

Lawyers 
.'is 

temporary 
judges 

1.1?1)4 

2 

2 
1 

12 
1 

169.5 
21 
52 
81 

497.5' 

44 

331 

443 

41 

195 

la In a number of instances thoughout this report statistics are analyzed on a "per judge" basis. Such treatment reflects only 
the number of authorized judgeships and does not reflect assistance given or received through judicial assignments 
or through the use of COmmissioners, referees and temporary judges. A more complete assessment of workload or 
productivity in such courts requires that "per judge" figures be adjusted to reflect such additional assistance. 
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TABLE XLIll-CAlIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS DAYS OF ASSISTANCE 
GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Fiscal Year 197&.aG 

Court Total dJlys 

State total .............................................. 21.347.0 

F'remont-Newark-Union City .................. .. 
Oakland-Piedmont ..................................... . 
Consolidated Fresno ................................... . 
IJ[nperial County ........................................ .. 
JillJambra ....................................................... . 

Jlntelope ....................................................... . 
IJeverJy Hills ................................................. . 
nurbank ......................................................... . 
Citrus ............................................................ .. 
Compton ....................................................... . 

Culver ........................................................... .. 
J[)owney ......................................................... . 
East Los Angeles ........................................ .. 
Glendale ...................................................... .. 
Inglewood ..................................................... . 

Long Beach .................................................. .. 
Los Angeles .................................................. .. 
Los Cerritos ................................................ .. 
Mdibu ........................................................... . 
Pasadena ...................................................... .. 

Pomona ........................................................ .. 
Rio Hondo ..................................................... . 
Santa Anita .................................................. .. 
Santa Monica ............................................... . 
South Bay .................................................... .. 

Southeast ...................................................... .. 
Whittier ........................................................ .. 
Central (Marin) .......................................... .. 
Merced County .......................................... .. 
Monterey County C .................................... .. 

North Orange County .............................. .. 
Orange County Harbor ............................ .. 
South Orang!> County .............................. .. 
West Orange County ................................. . 
Desert ............................................................ .. 

Mt. San Jacinto ............................................. . 
Riverside ....................................................... . 
Sacramento ................................................... . 
San Bernardino County ............................ .. 
El~on ......................................................... . 

North County .............................................. .. 
San Diego .................................................... .. 
S!luth Bay ..................................................... . 
San Francisco .............................................. .. 
Lodi ................................................................ .. 

Stockton ......................................................... . 
San Luis Obispo County .......................... .. 
Northern (San Mateo) .............................. .. 
Southern (San Mateo) .............................. .. 

110.0 
409.0 
307.0 
100.0 
26211 

147.0 
437.15 
11515.15 
446.0 

1,111.0 

152.0 
280.0 
470.15 
2815.0 
33.5.15 

492.15 
15,189.0 

271.5 
289.0 
386.0 

249.0 
280.15 
000.15 
1215.0 
IOS.0 

.583.0 
242.l5 

.58.0 
393.0 
293.0 

2115.15 
334.15 
225.0 
496.0 
104.0 

210.15 
2B8.15 
480.0 
1578.5 
88.0 

M.15 
302.0 
228.0 
228.0 
226.0 

219.0 
9O.S 

2l5O.0 
487.0 

Commisrioners 
As temporary As 

judges commissioners a 

9,008.15 15,7.58.0 

8.0 

171.0 

147.0 
81.0 
80.0 

444.0 
882.0 

26.0 
229.0 
441.15 
164.0 
199.0 

199.0 
4,331.0 

233.0 
171.0 
213.0 

104.0 
17.0 

4151.0 
14311 

1515.0 
115.0 

3.0 

93.0 
61.0 

64.0 

43.5 

52.0 
106.0 

219.0 
1152.0 

.58.0 

241.0 
715.15 

26.0 

1.0 
62.0 
815.0 

199.0 

1515.0 
23.0 

240.0 
278.0 

88.15 
8.0 

92.0 

91.0 

234.5 

168.15 
000.0 
196;0 
463.0 

247.0 
182.0 
004.15 

23l5.0 

228.0 
162.0 

198.0 
377.0. 

Lawyers 

Referees b 
as temporary 

judges 
2,291.15 3,689.0 

110.0 
.23.0 167.0 
69.0 78.0 

100.0 
315.15 

1115.15 

2.0 
229.0 

51.0 
28.0 

9.0 SO.O 
51.15 

94.15 
8l58.0 

17.15 21.0 
16.0 47.0 

lSO.0 

9.0 
2.15 
8.0 

100.0 
16.0 

112.0 
8.0 

.58.0 
384.0 9.0 

.58.15 

38.15 8.5 
79.15 
14.0 
33.0 

101.0 

205.15 15.0 
41.15 

170.0 315.0 
193.5 113.15 

88.0 

34.15 
67.0 

228.0 

1715.5 
90.15 

4.0 
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TABLE XLIII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS DAYS OF ASSISTANCE 
GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 

TEMPORARY JUDGES-(Continued) 

Court 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ................................. .. 

. Santa Clara County .................................... .. 
Northern Solano ......................................... . 
Sonoma County .......................................... .. 
Porterville ..................................................... . 
Visali!l ......................................................... ", .. 

~:e~~:.! iI":::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Fiscal Year 1979-80 

Total days 

2715.0 

772.5 
212.0 
3915.0 
52.0 
51.0 

83.5 
333.5 

Commissioners 
As temporary As 

judges commissioners a 

.143.0 49.0 

224.0 408.5 
210:0 

3.0 

8.0 

Lawyers 
as temporary 

Referees b judges 
58.0 25.0 

140.0 
2.0 

249.0 146.0 
49.0 3.0 
48.0 

83.5 
64.0 261.5 

a Includes tndIic ~um.T~oners a..'1d excludes j~r:" co:n..-raissioners. 
b Includes days of assistance given bof trafnc referees. 
C These figures include data for Monterey Peninsula, North Monterey County and Salinas Municipal Court Districts, which 

;:vm;e!i:L:ted en Janl,1ll1'}' I, 1980 to bccviii6 MQJl{:erey County Municipal Court District. 
d Represents 18 courts, each receiving less than SO days of total assistance; nine courts received no assistance. 
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Superior Courts 
In 1979-80, 25,522 days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 

attorneys acting as temporary judges were received by the superior 
courts. Referees furnished 39 percent of this assistance, with 12 percent 
provided by commissioners acting as temporary judges, 41 percent by 
commissioners acting as commissioners and 7 percent by lawyers acting 
as temporary judges. 

Table XLII lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges for superior courts receiving such 
assistance. Los Angeles received 43 percent of the total assistance for all 
superior courts. In almost all cases, commissioners perform functions 
which would otherwise require a judge. In some courts they hear matters 
on stipulation and sign orders as temporary judges, while in other courts 
they do not sign orders but prepare them for a judge's signature. The 
assistance provided to superior courts by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges amounted to the equivalent of 118 
full-time judges in 1979-80. 

Municipal Courts 
In 1979-80, municipal courts received a total of 21,347 days of assistance 

from commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as temporary judges. 
Table XLIII lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges for municipal courts receiving such 
assistance. 

Commissioners acting as temporary judges provided 45 percent of the 
assistance. Lawyers acting as temporary judges contributed 17 percent of 
the total assistance. Referees contributed 11 percent and commissioners 
acting as commissioners provided 27 percent. 

Seventy-four municipal courts received assistance from commissioners, 
referees or temporary judges. Eighteen courts each received fewer than 
50 days of assistance and 11 courts received more than 432 days of assist
ance (the equivalent of two full-time judges). 

The 21,347 days of assistance given to municipal courts from commis
sioners, referees and temporary judges in 1979-80 were the equivalent of 
99 additional full-time municipal court judges. 
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TABLE 1-CALI~ORNIA SUPREME COURT SUMMARY OF FILINGS 
Fiscal Years 1978-70 and 1979-80 

1)pe of filing 
Total filings ............................................................................................................................................... . 

Appeals: 

Civil ............................................................................................................................................................. . 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 

Original proceedings: 

o 
22 

Civil.............................................................................................................................................................. 215 
Criminal ...................................................................................................................................................... 438 

Molions to dismiss on clerk's certificate: 
Civil............................................................................................................................................. ................ 0 
Criminal ...................................................................................................................................................... 0 

Ketitions for hearing of cases previously decided by the Courts of Appeal.................................. 3,183 ~ 
Revised. 

a Three petitions were later withdrawn. 

1978-79 
R 3,612 

o 
15 

213 
378 

o 
o 

R3,OO6 

TABLE 2-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Busin~ tranSllcted 1979-80 
Total business transacted .................................................................................................................... 6,637 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ......................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................. . 

Without opinion (by dismissal. affirmance or reversal on stipulation. motion. etc.): 
Civil ......................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................ .. 

60 
40 

28 

" Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................... . 
Without opinion ...................................................................................................................................... .. 

40 
503 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted:a 

By written opinion ................................................................................................................................... . 
V/ithout opinion ...................................................................................................................................... .. 

0 
179 

Heanngst 

Granted ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 
Denied ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 

217 
2,963 

Rehearings: 

Granted ........................................................................................................................................................ . 
Denied ......................................................................................................................................................... . 

0 
72 

Orders:b 

Transfers and retransfers ....................................................................................................................... . 
Alternative writs or orders to show cause ........................................................................................ .. 
Miscellaneous ............................................................................................................................................ .. 

220 
44 

2,250 

Executive clemency applications C .......................................................................................................... .. 17 

RRevised 
: Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

Not reported elsewhere. 
C Cal. Const .• art. V. ~ 8 . 

1978-79 
R6•423 

75 
48 

0 
1 

64 
525 

0 
148 

R216 
R2,790 

3 
82 

185 
59 

2,109 

118 
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TABLE 3-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL FILINGS AND TRANSFERS FROM SUPREME COURT 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total filings and transfers 
from Supreme Court .. 

Appeals: 
Civil .................................... 
Criminal ............................ 

Original proceedings: 
Civil .................................... 
Criminal ............................ 

Motions to dismiss on 
clerk's certificate .......... 

R Revised 

ToW 
All Courts 
ofAppeai 

1979-lJO 1978-79 

14.757 R 13,278 

4,249 3,662 
4,586 4,279 

4,260 R 3,831 
1,279 1,081 

383 425 

First District Second District 
1979-lJO 1978-79 1979-lJO 1978-79 

4,162 3,818 5,435 4,754 

1,107 1,124 1,269 1,017 
1,170 989 1,884 1,692 

1,248 1,126 1.622 1,458 
381 323 542 434 

256 256 118 153 

Third District Fourth District Fifth District 
1979-lJO 1978-79 1979-lJO 1978-79 1979-lJO 1978-79 

1,428 1,247 2,504 2,006 1,228 1,253 

578 443 905 762 390 316 
352 409 737 685 443 504 

364 I'A'l 717 642 309 342 
126 127 145 106 85 91 

8 5 0 11 0 
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TABLE 4-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

5ipeme Court uxi Toals 
Courts of Appe.J 1919-8J 1978-79 

Total, Supreme 
Court and 
Courts of 
Appeal ........... . 

Supreme Court •... 
Courts of Appeal, 

total ............... . 
First District ... . 
Second District 
Third District .. 
Fourth District 
Fifth District .... 

RRevised 

34,651 R31,988 
6,640 R6,423 

28,011 25,565 
8,713 8,460 

10,056 8,936 
3,136 2,606 
4,581 4,187 
1,525 1,376 

J!J79...IK) J978-79 

9,812 8,791 
132 124 

9,680 8,f:Jjf 
2,344 2,439 
3,631 2,976 
1,005 811 
1,893 1,741 

8CY1 700 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. ' 
C Cal .. Const., art. V, § 8. 
d Three petitions were withdrawn. 

" 

Fiscal Yeers 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Motions" HeJUings ReheJUings 
J!J79...IK) J978-79 J!J79...IK) J9'l8-79 J!J79...IK) J978-79 

5,868 5,361 1,501 1,410 3,183 d R3,OO6 1,571 1,534 
543 589 179 148 3,183 d R3,OO6 72 85 

5,325 4,772 1,322 1,262 1,499 1,499 
1,571 1,376 5(J'f 520 449 483 
2,059 1,825 150 124 545 519 

459 395 409 405 185 153 
854 789 72 68 262 227 
382 387 184 145 58 67 

• , .. 
il' 

" 
" ... 

ro¢; 

i!t. ~ 
:.~\ ~,., 

lit . '.-
'.,,,: .$ \> 
~" (> 

V . )'. 

J!J79...IK) J978-79 

12,699 11,768 
2,514 2,353 

10,185 9,415 
3,842 3,642 
3,671 3,492 
l,CY18 842 
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1981 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINTSTRATIVE OFFICE 

TABLE &-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiacal Vear. 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Business tnuJS/lcted 1!J'l9..8fJ 
Total business transacted ............................................................................................................. . 28,011 

Appeab: 
By written opinion: 

Ovil ........................................................................................................ ; ......................................... .. 
Criminal ............................................................................................................................................ .. 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affIrmanCfj or revenal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Ovil .................................................................................................................................................. .. 
Criminal ............................................................................................................................................ .. 

2,816 
3,359 

2,1523 
982 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ......................................................................................................................... . 484 
Without opinion .............................................................................................................................. .. .,841 

MotionJ (~~~us) denied 'or granted:· 
By wntten opllUon ........................................................................................................................ .. 11 
Without opinion .............................................................................................................................. .. 1,311 

RehearingJ: 
Granted ............................................................................................................................................ .. 138 
Denled ................................. , ............................................................................................................. . 1,363 

Orden (miIce\l.lmeous) b .................................................................................................................... .. 10,185 

: Excludes granted motionJ to dismUs reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

TABLE &-f:!RST APPELLATE (SAN FRANCISCO) DISTRICT 
(Four Divi.iona-16 Judge., 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fi.cal Year. 1978-79 and 1979-&0 

Busin_ tnInSIIcted 1!179-1J1} 

Total bwinesa transacted ................................................................................................................. . 8,713 

Appeab: 
By written opinion: 

Ovil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 746 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 808 

Wlthou~ opink'1l (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on ltipulation, motion, etc.): 
Ovil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 1173 
Crimhul .............................................................................................................................................. .. 217 

Original proceedings (including habeas oorpus): 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................ .. 158 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 1,413 

Motions (miscella.'leolll) denied or granted:· 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 1 
Without opinion ........................................................................................................... ~ .................... . 1!06 

Rehearings: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................. . 1!6 
Denied ................................................................................................................................................... . 393 

Orden (miscellaneous) b ......................................................................................................................... . 3,842 

--- . 
: Excludes granted motionJ to dismIu reported under appeab. 

Not reported elsewhere. 

159 

l!l'l8-79 
25,1165 

2,673 
3,m 

2,003 
914 

414 
4,358 

46 
1,216 

184 
1J65 

9,4111 

1978-79 
8,460 

777 
777 

61!8 
'J!l1 

138 
1,238 

14 
1!06 

1!3 
430 

3,642 
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TABLE 7--SECOND APPELLATE (LOS ANGELES) DISTRICT 
(Five Divisions-20 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-aO 

Business transarted 
Total business transacted ................................................................................................................. . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ............................................................................................. ~ ................................................ . 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. ,. 

Original proeeedL"lgs (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................ . 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: a 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................ . 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 

Rehearings: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................. . 
Denied .................................................................................................................................................. .. 

Orders (miscellaneous) b ......................................................................................................................... . 

a Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 

197!J...80 
10,056 

891 
1,337 

932 
471 

149 
1,910 

4 
146 

37 
508 

3,671 

TABLE 8-THIRD APPELLATE (SACRAMENTO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-7 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRA~)SACTED 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Business transacted 
Total busmess transacted ................................................................................................................. . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................... ., ........ . 

~it~~ut opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
CIvil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ............ ., ....................................................... ., ........................................................................ . 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion.' ........................................................................................................................... . 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or grant::·d: & 

By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 

Rehearings: 
Granted ............. ; ........................ ;.~ ........................................................................................................ .. 
~nied .................. .",~.: .......................................................................................................................... .. 

Orders (miscella'leousi..h ....................................................................................................................... .. 

a Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reporte.~lsewhere. 

1979-80 

3,136 

301 
304 

330 
70 

59 
400 

1 
408 

28 
15;' 

1,078 

. ~. 

1978-79 

8,936 

860 I 1,274 .( I, 
439 

~ 
403 

121 
1,704 

H 
14 , II 110 

Ij 
89 1 
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3,492 
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2,606 

217 
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263 
54 
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338 
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TABLE 9-FOURTH APPELLATE (SAN DIEGO AND 
SAN BERNARDINO) DISTRICT 

(Two Divisions-10 Judges) a 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 197~ 

Business transacted 197!J...80 
Total business transacted ................................................................................................................. . 4,581 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil. ...................................................................................................................................................... . 701 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 578 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. ·169 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 145 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 71 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 783 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: b 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................ .. 0 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 72 

Rehearings: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................ .. 11 
Denied .................................................................................................................................................. .. 251 

Orders (miscellaneous) C ........................................................................................................................ .. 1,500 

: Effective January I, 1980 one judge was added to first division, for a total of ten judges in district. 
Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

C Not reported elsewhere. 

TABLE 1O-FIFTH APPELLATE (FRESNO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-6 Judges) a 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Business t:nrns.cted 1979-80 
Total business transacted ....................................................................................................................... . 1,525 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ............................................................................................................................................................. . 177 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 332 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ......................................... , ................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal .................................................................................................................................................... .. 

219 
79 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion .................................................................................................................................. .. 47 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 335 

Motions (mlacellaneous) denied or granted: b 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................... . 5 
Without opinion ...................................................................................................................................... .. 179 

Rehearings: 
Granted ....................................................................................................................................................... . 4 
Denied ......................................................................................................................................................... . 54 

Orders (mlacellaneous) C .............................................................................................................................. .. 94 

: Effective January I, 1~ two judges were added for a total of six. 
Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

C Not reported elaewhere. 
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?J TABLE 11-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

SUMMARY OF ALL FILINGS ANO OISPOSITIONS I 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Number of Total Total 
Dispositions 

Disl!!!!!.nons after trial 
Juds:esilil!!. a fihnG!. dip!!!!'tions before trial 

Uncontested matters Contested matters 

County 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1!J79...80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1!J79...80 1978-79 
State total ........................ &11 561 710,716 itr4O,933 571,909 R596,933 219,051 Rzls,049 289,575 1WT,819 63,283 R64,065 

Alameda .............................. 31b 
30 32,520 34,779 31,987 33,244 12,167 12,186 17,028 17,347 2,792 3,711 

Alpine .................................. 1 1 49 45 35 45 29 31 3 5 3 9 

~ 

Amador ................................ 1 1 555 498 312 322 41 62 241 221 30 39 

Butte .................................... 3 3 4,364 3,884 3,073 3,149 1,323 1,224 1,510 1,637 240 288 

Calaveras ............................ 1 1 698 673 510 451 205 232 239 166 66 53 

~ 
Colusa .................................. 1 1 336 304 289 272 107 73 155 122 27 77 

Contra Costa ...................... 14b 12 16,979 20,145 13,573 15,810 3,947 5,120 8,300 9,340 1,326 1,350 

Del Norte ............................ 1 1 774 731 498 620 186 210 272 329 40 81 C") 
0 

EI Dorado .......................... 3 3 2,615 2,763 2,013 1,976 779 757 1,070 1,034 164 185 
~ 

Fresno .................................. 13 13 15,313 17,478 12,561 11,991 3,791 3,751 7,766 7,041 1,004 1,199 

Glenn .................................. 1 1 572 590 493 510 147 163 2fIT 293 59 54 ~ 

Humboldt ............................ 3 3 3,698 3,775 2,701 3,020 853 1,113 1,431 1,536 417 371 

Imperial .............................. 3 3 2,342 

~ 1,683 It: 644 SOl 674 540 365 

it! 0 

Inyo ...................................... 1 1 740 
517 

148 RI29 331 ~2 38 ~ 

Kern .................................... 8 8 12,134 11,958 12,187 11,295 3,335 3,408 7,467 6,761 1,385 1,126 

~ 

Kings .................................... 2 2 2,655 2,340 1,959 

~ 712 771 984 893 263 241 

Lake ...................................... 1 1 1,444 R1,14O 1,001 
310 R317 563 503 128 102 a 

Lassen .................................. 1 1 577 535 594 500 174 147 316 288 104 65 

Los Angeles ........................ 196" 171 214,919 234,820 171,132 192,599 81,725 95,854 70,569 77,638 18,638 19,107 = 
~ 

Madera ................................ 2 2 2,345 2,338 1,851 1,709 451 421 1,140 1,0:31 260 257 Z 

Marin .................................... 6 6 6,726 6,236 5,386 5,472 2,065 2,108 2,770 2,797 551 567 > 
Mariposa .............................. 1 1 344 298' 257 268 101 126 128 114 28 28 

Mendocino .......................... 2 2 2,677 2,574 2,115 2,075 588 822 1,285 1,075 242 178 

Merced ................................ 3 3 4,486 4,181 3,240 4,299 1,551 2,540 1,451 1,518 238 241 

Modoc .................................. 1 1 356 336 3li.3 279 83 90 175 137 65 52 

Mono .................................... 1 1 347 319 215 130 83 30 47 29 85 71 

Monterey ............................ 7 7 10,271 9,828 8,638 8,093 2,960 2,615 4,928 4,609 950 869 

Napa .................................... 2 2 3,022 R3,437 2,S35 ~,657 602 738 1,137 1,226 596 R693 

Nevada ................................ 
2b 2 1,593 1,467 1,319 1,060 449 325 644 580 226 155 

Orange ................................ 42 40 58,355 58,467 44,929 44,628 14,212 15,447 27,313 25,845 3,404 3,336 

" 

;1 

4b Placer .................................. 3 3,592 3,823 2,272 2,508 654 926 1,272 1,305 346 277 

6 
Plumas ................................ 1 1 705 575 628 595 169 137 363 354 96 104 

. 
Riverside ............................ 17b 

16 20,413 20,478 16,527 16,559 6,574 6,310 8,392 8,592 1,561 1,657 / 
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Sacramento ........................ 23b 
22 26,892 

San Benito .......................... Ib 1 670 
San Bernardino .................. 20 18 27,140 
San Diego ............................ 41b 40 51,928 
San Francisco .................... 27b 

26 25,838 San Joaquin ........................ 8b 
7 11,081 

San Luis Obispo ................ 4 4 4,415 
San Mateo .......................... 14 14 15,841 
Santa Barbara .................... 

7b 7 9,482 
Santa Clara ........................ 33 29 39,063 
Santa Cruz .......................... 4 4 5,529 "" 
Shasta .................................. 3 3 4,170 

~. 

Sierra .................................... 1 1 93 " 
Siskiyou ................................ 1 1 1,254 
Solano .................................. 15b 

4 6,222 
Sonoma ................................ 6 6 8,369 
Stanislaus ............................ 6 6 9,429 
Sutter .................................... 2 2 1,645 
Tchama ................................ 1 1 1,229 
Trinity .................................. 1 1 346 Tulare .................................. 6b 

5 6,814 Tuolumne ............................ 1 1 1,307 
Ventura ................................ U b 

9 18,623 yolo ...................................... 3 3 3,024 Yuba .................................... 2 2 1,796 

a Number of authorized judgeships at end of the fiscal year. 
b Statute provided for increase effective January 1, 1980. 
C Statute provided for increase effective March 4, 1980. 
R Revised. 
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27,494 21,606 22,1J17 7,273 7,380 12,254 12,450 2,079 2,247 
695 643 608 293 244 330 318 20 46 

26,662 19,783 RI9,853 7,315 ~,212 10,180 R1O,312 2,288 2,329 
52,893 38,543 41,391 11.854 11.629 21.611 25.477 5,078 4.285 

{I 

28,090 21,680 23,076 9,917 10,664 8,488 9,263 3,275 3,149 10,406 9,148 8,475 3,338 2,929 4,342 4,411 1,470 1,135 4,375 3,709 3,302 1,211 1,242 2,198 1,793 300 267 
RI6,674 11,901 R13,046 .3,880 R4,500 6,998 7,325 1,043 Rl ,221 .... i 

i§l I 

9,526 8,173 7,370 3,476 .2,754 3,827 3,800 870 816 ... I 
41,951 35,456 33,951 12,808 11,186 20,534 19,553 2,114 3,212 

~ 
5,348 4,395 4,1J17 1,451 1,213 2,417 2,396 527 468 4,042 3,410 3,419 1,070 1,103 1,729 1,738 611 578 Z 

74 38 63 6 7 18 20 14 36 

~ 
1,101 943 852 369 331 479 449 95 7" 
6,117 4,942 R4,377 1,290 1,005 3,061 ~,992 591 380 

=:I 
8,092 6,921 7,589 1,919 1,865 4,021 4,728 981 996 t"3 
9,679 6,929 6,692 1,906 1,721 3,567 3,729 1,456 1,242 ." 1,841 1,162 1,133 425 433 582 598 155 102 0 

=:I 
1,178 912 806 273 278 539 453 100 75 "":l 

358 294 304 119 93 129 165 46 46 0 
7,002 5,282 5,703 1,853 2,321 2,777 2,628 652 754 "'l 
1,136 950 885 301 347 575 500 74 38 

~ 
17,308 13,733 12,722 4,188 4,055 6,361 5,348 3,184 3,319 
3,120 2,567 2,708 921 1,050 1,464 1,471 182 187 t"3 1,850 1,436 1,433 452 503 843 764 141 166 :> 
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164 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA I ! I TABLE 13-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS FAMILY LAW FILINGS AND j:" 
! i, 

j DISPOSITIONS I·' 

TABLE 12-CAlIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
11 

l! Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
PROBATE AND GUARDIANSHIP FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS Disposib·ons aber trisJ ! j 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 I! ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

DisPfE/tions after trisJ 1:.1 
Ii/ings disparitions before trisJ matters matters 

County 1!J79..80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested l'1 
filinG!. dispositions before trial matters matters f J 

State total ........ 1711,675 R 175,837 147,896 R 151,513 10,463 R8J112 125,274 R 130,525 12,159 12,016 

County 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 ! j Alameda ................ 8,318 8,612 7$T1 8,284 916 1,019 6,388 6,490 573 775 
:) 

853,244 
}. ; il 

State total .............. 64,2.56 Rs2,858 60,988 860,914 4,736 3,995 52,340 3,912 3,675 1: Alpine .................... 6 9 5 1 3 1 1 0 1 0 'I 

1 ' Amador ................ 150 130 99 106 0 0 94 102 5 4 q 
1 ' 

Alameda ...................... 3,618 3,800 4,006 4,477 467 297 3,416 3,776 123 404 i i Butte ...................... 1,048 999 eos 837 41 77 713 714 52 46 i 

Alpine .......................... 3 2 2 4 2 4 0 0 0 0 Calaveras .............. 165 136 117 98 4 2 98 78 15 18 
1, 

fi 
il 

Amador ...................... 71 71 62 52 0 0 62 52 0 0 COI~ ..•................. 81 92 76 66 8 6 61 13 '/ 
,I 

47 H 
Butte ..•......................... 467 445 319 381 118 0 199 378 2 3 Contra Costa ...••.•. 4,440 5,014 3,252 3,690 114 141 2,905 3,230 233 319 II 
Calaveras .................... 66 108 42 42 9 34 31 7 2 1 I! Del Norte ............ 165 150 145 140 13 5 126 119 6 16 l' 

Colusa .......................... 80 60 56 63 1 0 53 54 2 9 Ii EI Dorado ............ 708 665 556 521 34 26 498 477 24 18 H 

Contra Costa .............. 1,490 1,575 1,486 1,400 125 147 1,346 1,243 15 10 
! f Fresno .................. 3,7&1 3.721 2,876 3,266 139 145 2,702 3.084 35 37 

li , , 
II Del Norte ....... , .......... 63 55 49 66 2 2 47 64 0 0 ji Glenn •................... 160 159 157 141 21 13 120 112 16 16 

"'~'> El Dorado .................. 244 218 216 178 16 10 197 167 3 1 Ii Humboldt ............ 960 993 852 892 154 62 736 732 62 98 , . 11 

\ .. k Fresno ........................ 1,305 1,330 2,022 1,855 29 32 1,975 1.802 18 21 /! Imperial ................ 456 466 399 351 31 30 325 ;: 43 24 fi 

\ 
H 

Glenn .......................... 74 70 72 104 2 13 69 90 1 1 Ii lnyo ........................ 1~ R 162 112 R92 4 8 3 101 7 0 {l 

Humboldt .................. 461 481 315 290 43 44 260 242 12 4 Kern ...................... 3,295 3.049 3,210 3.076 125 ),24 2.711 2,565 314 3B7 II 
Imperial ...................... 254 246 185 128 14 37 157 90 14 1 

11 
Kings ...................... 1561 474 474 436 31 23 370 338 73 75 

Inyo .............................. 46 R58 19 828 2 0 17 828 0 0 Lake ...................... 280 250 225 215 14 18 196 187 15 10 

Kern ............................ 832 899 ~ 827 0 10 786 814 39 3 

Il 
Lassen .................... 194 200 198 165 10 8 162 137 26 20 

Kings ............................ 180 141 175 153 5 3 170 148 0 2 Los Angeles .......... 56.112 50.724 40,510 41.961 2,630 2,183 34.820 37;JS9 3.000 2,479 

Lake ............................ 167 175 155 175 3 1 152 170 0 4 Madera .................. 394 423 329 304 15 18 255 248 59 38 

Lassen .......................... 75 87 75 78 2 8 71 69 2 1 

lJ 
Marin .................... 1.742 1.791 1.435 1.604 41 64 1,244 1.411 150 129 

Los Angeles ................ 19,051 18,729 16,079 18.085 2.573 2,487 12.823 14,993 683 605 Mariposa .............. 74 76 63 59 10 13 47 38 6 8 ~ 

Madera ........................ 157 151 142 138 1 3 139 135 2 0 Mendocino .......... 708 600 608 518 36 30 520 461 152 27 ~ 
Marin .......................... 744 735 856 724 1 0 853 718 2 6 jj Merced .................. 900 945 803 1.055 96 331 679 683 28 41 fl 
Mariposa .................... 38 42 36 43 1 2 34 39 1 2 Modoc .................... 83 64 62 49 6 3 49 40 7 6 

, 

Mendocino ................ 350 347 362 264 71 50 277 209 14 5 ~ 
Mono ...................... ' 78 63 52 36 9 0 2 4 41 32 ~ 

Merced ........................ 296 362 301 345 10 5 285 338 6 2 Monterey .............. 2,233 2,375 2,130 1.982 364 85 1.645 1.746 121 151 ~ 

Modoc .......................... 61 70 89 66 4 9 77 56 8 1 Napa ...................... 739 719 IS82 624 39 51 492 518 51 55 ~ 
Mono ................... , .. , .... 22 31 18 4 9 0 0 1 9 3 1 Nevada .................. 473 428 356 321 91 28 241 272 24 21 

Monterey .................... 944 930 814 833 33 46 770 773 11 14 I 
Orange .................. 15.606 15.358 14.178 14,812 1,572 1.926 11.791 12.027 815 859 iI 

11 

Napa ............................ 410 346 260 248 3 4 240 241 17 3 t Placer .................... 939 952 625 739 16 45 509 616 100 78 

Nevada ........................ 176 161 183 134 2 2 177 119 4 13 Plumas .................. 170 128 144 122 5 11 123 106 16 5 

Orange ......... , .............. 3.066 3,183 2,613 2.314 40 39 2.554 2,257 19 18 Riverside .............. 5.076 4.738 4.409 3,884 859 205 3,224 3.411 326 268 

Placer .......................... 23B 226 269 122 0 1 227 110 42 11 j Sacramento .......... 7.070 6.971 5,545 6.047 329 350 4.7~ 5.190 436 507 

Plumas ..... , .................. 64 50 (j{ 59 0 1 66 56 1 2 I San Benito ............ 150 161 141 140 13 5 125 115 3 20 

a Riverrlde .................... 1.885 1.791 1.672 1,683 89 81 1.538 1,539 45 63 San Bernardino .. 7.475 7.190 5.402 5.371 267 1154 4,201 4,323 934 894 ~ 
Sacramento ................ 2.152 1,987 2.377 2,231 39 41 2,289 2,168 49 22 San Diego ............ 13,846 14,343 11.869 13,203 535 362 9.744 11,573 1,590 1,268 

~ San Benito .................. 81 74 81 101 4 6 77 94 0 1 San Francisco ...... 4.145 4,312 3.630 3.875 71 126 3.362 3.483 197 268 

San Bernardino .... , ... 2.571 2,293 1,941 1,844 319 60 1,568 1.743 34 41 San Joaquin .......... 2,579 2,611 2,400 2,140 142 109 1.944 1.866 334 1&'5 

, ' San Diego .................. 4.957 4,251 1,512 4.092 0 2 3,578 3.434 934 656 San Luis Obispo .. 1.114 1.168 931 912 36 ?.J.l 822 831 73 55 

II San Francisco ............ 3.484 3.781 3.707 3,684 1 1 2.661 2.707 1.045 976 San Mateo ............ 4.008 4,279 3.467 3.932 127 lllJ 3,151 3.491 189 318 

San Joaquin ................ 1.400 1,156 l,213 1,269 278 245 834 959 101 65 Santa Barbara ...... 2,231 2,249 2,280 1.872 573 85 1.572 1.654 135 133 

I ' " 
San ,Luis 

Santa Clara .......... 10.879 10.650 9.480 9.048 119 174 11,966 7,949 :)95 925 

Obispo ................ 441 434 722 427 3 1 719 412 0 14 Santa Cruz .......... 1,479 1.442 1,241 1,240 55 45 1,092 1,105 94 90 

San Mateo ............... · .. 2,089 2,079 1.956 1,711 185 56 1.773 1,651 7 4 Shasta .................... 1,233 1.121 1.185 1.103 62 44 847 842 276 217 

Santa Barbara ............ 956 950 756 761 16 6 735 746 5 9 Sierra .................... 26 23 14 16 4 0 8 4 2 12 
,I 

Santa Clara ................ 2,806 2.742 4.509 4.018 2 5 4.491 3.969 16 44 Sisldyou ................ 294 2!!2 250 250 14 9 218 224 18 17 II 
Santa Cruz ................ 654 63B 580 584 0 2 531 540 49 42 Solano .................... 1.886 1.906 1.716 1,589 64 73 1.481 1,396 171 120 

11 \ 
Shasta .......................... 403 336 236 239 1 1 213 228 22 10 Sonoma .•................ 2,438 2,355 2,087 2,172 104 64 1.837 1.873 146 23.'S 

Sierra ........... , .............. 11 12 7 16 0 0 7 9 0 7 Stllnislaw .............. 2,410 2,201 1.790 1.726 127 177 1,264 1.382 399 167 j. 

Siskiyou ...................... 214 181 165 117 20 6 141 III 4 0 Sutter .................... 393 431 404 342 41 15 305 297 158 30 'I 
402 346 8 22 

.. ~. 
Tehama ................ 282 247 208 186 15 175 

[\ Solano .......................... 531 498 423 375 13 7 "$ 
11 151 18 24 

Sonoma ........................ 1,131 1,047 1.024 1,218 58 48 927 1.129 39 41 TI-lnity .................. 79 87 74 78 5 4 49 49 20 25 

Stanislaus .................... 850 856 1.027 1,024 27 24 624 636 376 364 Tulare .................... 1.737 1.674 1.330 1,334 79 72 1.191 1.130 60 132 

Sutter .......................... 156 160 66 147 3 4 81 142 2 1 .. , Tuolwnne ............ 340 264 261 220 9 7 250 208 2 5 !\ 
'J Tehama ................ , ..... 145 136 143 105 3 0 140 105 0 0 Ventura ................ 3.9M 3.850 3,290 3.168 227 172 2,884 2.777 179 219 1\ 

- Trinity ........................ 38 36 27 28 6 3 20 23 1 2 yolo ........................ 809 814 674 856 32 23 621 614 21 19 U , 386 411 3 15 yuba ...................... 1521 1531 485 446 62 46 377 
Tulare ................ , ........ 626 597 397 450 8 24 

354 46 46 I' 
85 75 2 4 83 71 0 0 

, 
Tuolumne .................. 109 104 [\ 

616 501 26 18 499 375 91 108 
'ft_. 

Ventura ..................... , 953 1,002 4' ft Revised. I 
:',." yolo ............................ ,. 337 385 378 3B9 41 59 314 315 23 15 I<~ 

1: 1 

Yuba .................. , ...... , .. 163 148 169 145 4 0 159 142 6 3 
~ \ ., 
f! 
'ri 
j·i l\ Revised. 'I 

" 
/' 
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County 

State total ............ 

Alameda .................. 
Alpine .................... _ 
Amador .................... 
Butte ........................ 
Calaveras ........... : ...... 
Colusa ...................... 
Contra Costa .......... 
Del Norte ................ 
El Dorado ................ 
Fresno ...................... 
Glenn ........................ 

", Humboldt ................ . 
\ 

Imperial .................... 
Inyo .......................... 
Kern .......................... 
Kings ........................ 
Lake .......................... 
Lassen ...................... 
Los Angeles ............ 
Madera .................... 
Marin ........................ 
Mariposa .................. 
Mendocino .............. 
Merced .................... 
Modoc ...................... 
Mono ........................ 
Monterey ................ 
Napa .......................... 
Nevada ...................... 
Orange ...................... 
Placer ........................ 
Plumas ...................... 
Riverside .................. 
Sacramento .............. 
San Benito .............. 

0 , San Bernardino ...... 
San Diego ................ 
San Francisco .......... 
San Joaquin .............. 
San Luis Obispo .... 
San Mateo ................ 
Santa Barbara ........ 

., Santa Clara .............. 
Santa Cruz .............. 
Shasta ........................ 
Sierra ........................ 
Siskiyou .................... 
Solano ...................... 
Sonoma .................... 
Stanislaus .................. 
Sutter ........................ 
Tehama .................... 
Trinity ...................... 
Tulare ...................... 
Tuolumne ................ 
Ventura .................... 
Yolo .......................... 
yuba .......................... . 

/ 

~-------.-~--------- ----------~ 

-~-----.--.~ .. ,~",.....~--~-,.". '",-.-._-~-"---.- - .~--~.~---

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABlE 16-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
EMIN~JH DOMAIN FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Dispositions a./ter trial 
Total Total 

liUnC! diseE.sitions 
1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

2;sf11 2,704 1,291 1,334 

58 100 22 19 
0 0 0 0 
5 13 6 0 

15 0 4 4 
0 2 0 1 
2 13 9 2 

31 42 16 10 
1 15 3 20 

18 1 7 3 
167 61 56 16 

6 11 7 9 
6 6 17 7 
0 0 0 2 
0 0 0 4 

15 8 4 28 
1 3 4 0 
1 3 1 21 
0 0 0 0 

864 719 .519 617 
2 2 1 2 
0 1 8 3 

26 1 4 0 
32 Ii 35 29 
2 0 1 2 
0 2 0 1 
0 0 0 0 

40 39 14 8 
2 11 10 6 
0 4 0 1 

160 222 31 24 
6 6 4 1 
0 0 0 0 

212 116 71 26 
.58 82 6 11 
0 12 9 1 

128 134 228 172 
166 129 23 48 

3 2 1 0 
17 23 11 50 
12 44 9 32 

103 33 3 3 
33 33 19 3 
.54 54 23 20 
4 23 7 7 
3 6 0 1 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 19 
0 6 2 4 

23 8 1.5 29 
34 23 3 .5 
7 6 .5 0 
0 0 0 0 
2 0 0 0 
1 7 4 2 
8 1 .5 1 

48 37 37 27 
lOB .5 24 26 

3 0 3 7 

Disposibons 
before trial 

1979-80 

928 

14 
0 
0 
1 
0 
9 

15 
2 
7 

.51 
6 
4 
0 
0 
3 
3 
0 
0 

471 
0 
5 
0 

27 
1 
0 
0 
8 
7 
0 

.', 
" 

11 
0 
0 

39 
3 
8 

83 
4 
1 

11 
.5 
3 

16 
19 
6 
0 
0 
0 
1 

13 
2 
.5 
0 
0 
3 
.5 

36 
19 
1 

1978-79 

1,042 

8 
0 
0 
1 
0 
2 
4 

20 
1 

12 
9 
7 
1 
4 

24 
0 

15 
0 

606 
1 
1 
0 

27 
2 
0 
0 
6 
4 
0 

1.5 
1 
0 

19 
3 
1 

59 
20 
0 

47 
6 
3 
3 

10 
3 
0 
0 

17 
2 

20 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

24 
24 
7 

Uncontested Contested 
matters matters 

1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

151 183 212 109 

2 6 6 5 
0 0 0 0 
6 0 0 0 
1 1 2 2 
0 1 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 4 1 2 
1 0 0 0 
0 2 0 0 
0 0 .5 4 
1 0 0 0 
3 0 10 0 
0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 
0 1 1 3 
1 0 0 0 
0 6 1 0 
0 0 0 0 
6 0 42 11 
0 0 1 1 
2 0 1 2 
0 0 4 0 
7 0 1 2 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 
3 0 1 2 
0 1 3 1 
0 0 0 1 

12 9 8 0 
0 0 4 0 
0 0 0 0 
1 3 31 2 
0 0 3 8 
1 0 0 0 

89 83 56 30 
9 19 10 9 
0 0 0 0 
0 1 0 2 
2 2.5 2 1 
0 0 0 0 
1 0 2 0 
0 8 4 2 
1 4 0 0 
0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 () 

0 0 0 2 
0 0 1 2 
0 3 2 6 
0 1 1 2 
0 0 0 .0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 1 
0 1 0 0 
0 1 1 2 
0 1 .5 1 
0 0 2 0 

-~~----
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TABLE 17-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS Of OTHER CIVIL COMPLAINTS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Dispositions a./ter trial 

Total· Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

Ii/in!!!. dispositions before trial matters matters 

County 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

R 99,279 R 55,IOB R 4O,945 R 5,293 
State total... ......... 89,934 57,262 40,581 11,719 8,870 4,962 

Alameda .................. 4,063 5,008 3,565 3,831 2,713 2,924 575 521 277 386 

Alpine ...................... 21 15 14 12 13 9 0 0 1 3 

Amador .................... 143 87 41 42 7 8 28 18 6 16 

Butte ........................ 794 412 381 257 323 240 41 11 17 6 

Calaveras ................ 191 168 109 lOS 52 63 33 21 24 21 

Colusa ...................... 35 31 21 13 17 9 0 1 4 3 

Contra Costa .......... 1,473 1,820 941 899 585 593 270 201 86 lOS 

Del Norte ................ 153 125 50 68 40 39 7 16 3 13 

EI Dorado .............. 421 543 328 352 230 229 29 72 69 51 

Fresno ...................... 3,411 3,721 2,098 1,748 1,058 1,024 941 594 99 130 

Glenn ...................... 85 57 30 26 15 16 8 6 7 4 

Humboldt ................ 48 126 64 lOS 24 47 7 33 33 25 

Imperial .................. 196 267 140 139 123 120 14 8 3 11 

Inyo .......................... 76 R97 21 R5 3 Rl 16 0 2 R4 

Kern ........................ 1,512 1,391 979 768 682 574 191 98 106 96 

Kings ........................ 263 161 102 131 59 60 39 56 4 15 

Lake .......................... 394 203 155 128 90 81 35 25 :;0 22 

Lassen ...................... 88 77 86 77 55 42 10 14 21 21 

Los Angeles ............ 24,234 30,386 18,698 17,871 15,078 14,785 2,541 1,991 1,079 1,09.5 

Madera .................... 181 354 124 211 78 120 13 58 33 33 

Marin ........................ 1,039 953 762 739 566 581 lOS 86 91 72 

Mariposa .................. 79 7.5 51 69 36 56 4 8 11 .5 

Mendocino .............. 346 31.5 213 197 64 91 97 56 32 50 

Merced .................... 162 239 223 598 171 563 23 12 29 23 

Modoc ...................... 37 52 39 44 13 20 9 4 17 20 

Mono ........................ 115 lOB 56 35 35 16 3 4 18 1.5 

Monterey ................ 2,139 1,603 1,436 1,003 525 423 825 47'3 86 107 

Napa ........................ 295 330 137 156 106 133 12 10 19 13 

Nevada .................... 405 31.5 24.5 172 170 12.5 41 ~\ 34 23 

Orange .................... 9,899 8,815 5,334 4,566 3,173 3,080 1,942 1,208 217 278 

Placer ...................... 690 828 179 333 128 231 16 43 35 .57 

Plumas .................... 76 84 110 104 42 27 12 17 56 60 

Riverside ................ 3,546 3,912 1,954 2,243 1,621 1,807 171 2.51 162 185 

Sacramento ............ 3,919, 3,356 1,400 1,265 1,071 903 175 148 154 212 

3an Benito .............. 51 73 38 49 31 31 6 15 1 3 

San Bernardino ...... 1,765 2,173 1,034 887 77.5 586 109 119 170 182 

San Diego ................ 6,619 7,409 3,431 3,516 2,402 2,586 617 495 432 433 

San Francisco ........ 3,669 4,545 2,797 2,748 2,039 1,8.53 467 .583 291 312 

San Joaquin ............ 1,188 987 639 517 391 359 134 72 114 86 

San Luis Obispo .... 996 890 486 443 219 251 193 149 74 43 

R 1,229 R 132 
San Mateo .............. 2,533 2,887 1,1OB 824 905 162 172 122 

Santa Barbara ........ 813 904 652 546 499 379 84 79 69 88 

Santa Clara ............ 3,928 4,870 2,100 2,913 1,.522 2,163 428 439 240 291 

Santa Cruz .............. 645 712 320 378 238 249 29 78 53 51 

Shasta ...................... 645 732 391 272 258 179 48 41 83 52 

Sierra ........................ ?J~ 17 0 15 0 2 0 4 0 9 

Siskiyou .................... 180 166 83 100 52 63 16 24 17 13 

Solano ...................... 785 595 293 164 260 135 22 8 11 21 

Sonoma .................... 879 907 641 522 399 364 103 56 139 102 

Stanislaus ................ 1,173 1,377 1,043 438 463 292 529 103 .51 43 

Sutter ........................ 134 318 120 176 75 136 30 2.5 1.5 15 

Tehama .................... 136 246 70 84 34 55 27 21 9 8 

Trinity ...................... 51 44 25 32 14 14 2 10 9 8 

Tulare ...................... 541 731 468 338 233 231 185 44 50 63 

Tuolumne ................ 160 357 150 237 112 199 26 33 12 .5 

Ventura .................... 1,628 1,310 562 524 419 377 64 51 79 96 

yolo .......................... 456 674 359 488 243 390 96 87 20 11 

Yuba ........................ 404 341 234 ISO 111 104 109 52 14 24 

R Revised. 
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County 
State total ...... 

Alameda ........... . 
Alpine ............... . 
Amador ............. . 
Butte ................. . 
Calaveras ......... . 
Colusa ............... . 
Contra Costa •••. 
Del Norte ......... . 
El Dorado ....... . 
Fresno ............... . 
Glenn .............. .. 
Humboldt ......... . 
Imperial ........... . 
Inyo ..............•..... 
Kern ................. . 
Kings ................. . 
Lake ................... . 
Lassen ............... . 
Los Angeles ..... . 
Madera ............ . 
Marin ................. . 
Mariposa ........... . 
Mendocino ....... . 
Merced ............. . 
Modoc ............... . 
Mono ................ .. 
Monterey ........ .. 
Napa ................ .. 
Nevada ............ .. 
Orange ............ .. 
Placer .............. .. 
Plumas ............ .. 
Riverside ........ .. 
Sacramento .... .. 
San &-iuto ...... .. 
San Bernardino 
San Diego .......... 
San Francisco .. 
San Joaquin ...... 
San Luis Obispo 
San Mateo ........ 
Santa Barbara .. 
Santa Clara .... .. 
Santa Cruz ...... .. 
Shasta ................ . 
Sierra ................ .. 
Siskiyou ............ .. 
Solano .............. .. 
Sonoma ............ .. 
Stanislaus ........ .. 
Sutter ................ .. 
Tehama ............ .. 
Trinity .... ' .......... . 
Tulare .............. .. 
Tuolumne ......... . 
Ventura ............. . 
yolo .................. .. 
Yuba ................ .. 

R Revised. 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABLE 18-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL PETITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-. 

Dispositions alter hearing 
Total 

filin8$ 
Total 

disposjbons 
1979-80 197~19 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1979-80 197~79 

Uncontested Contested 

1979-80 197~19 

103.703 R 118,3&3 

3,272 

• 37 
717 
92 
31 

2,326 
104 
.91 

1.3!IO 
98 

1.050 
547 
181 

1,197 
815 
249 
48 

:<::.1,695 
~ 

1.132 
30 

.77 
1,558 

68 
21 

, 1.145 
221 
120 

6.3«i 
375 
247 

2.166 
2,518 

177 
6,(119 
9.7OS 
3.456 
1 •• 12 

372 
1.808 
2,006 
6.395 

925 
564 

2 
275 
643 

1,260 
1.770 

• 93 
304 
76 

1,373 
2IS4 

.... 1 
377 
254 

3Jj57 
1 

40 
665 
70 
20 

3,276 
120 
506 

2,162 
1\ 104 

995 
596 

R95 
1,850 

696 
203 
35 

39.631 
.77 
777 
37 

483 
1.168 

73 
32 

1.498 
243 
221 

7.852 
545 
154 

2,528 
3."1 

197 
R5•880 

9,304 
3.794 
1,259 .1. 
1.91. 
2,063 
7,1l44 

955 
511 

1 
235 
788 

1.036 
1.791 

487 
204 
55 

1.302 
83 

3.809 
'J!11 
2S9 

64.331 R87•405 

3.612 
3 

14 
567 
75 
10 

1.7.7 
12 

291 
834 
31 

673 
255 
152 

2,340 
487 
146 
35 

15.664 
254 
601 
27 

257 
506 
41 
10 

1.01. 
116 
46 

3,547 
99 

1.7 
1,566 
2,631 

158 
.,532 
3.438 
1.626 
1 •• 19 

317 
1.403 
1,377 
5.421 

659 
384 

o 
185 
249 
571 
810 
243 
1 .. 
60 

906 
73 

2,121 
283 
140 

3.833 
4 

14 
618 
.9 
11 

2,442 
104 
276 
867 
61 

853 
310 

R78 
2,IOS 

446 
96 
37 

33,578 
200 
626 
38 

363 
~:o 

47 
11 

1.162 
1.1 
,94 

5.1119 
339 
1.9 

2,209 
3,228 

159 
R •• 828 

4,41. 
2.124 

893 
271 

1.778 
1.405 
•• 122 

532 
460 

o 
161 
212 

1.11. 
7&5 
151 
160 .. 

1,221 
82 

1.724 
250 
181 

37.119 R 58.049 

1 •• 17 
3 
3 

4IS4 
45 
5 

1~ 
8 

147 
350 

11 
473 
199 
85 

666 
331 
82 
11 

8.649 
78 

443 
25 

140 
437 
23 

4 
580 

39 
26 

2,340 
76 
48 

I.OSI 
1,319 

140 
2.464 
2.028 
1,202 
1.115 

208 
918 

1.080 
3,277 

313 
292 

o 
125 
91 

106 
195 
136 
89 
48 

692 
23 

IJj57 
165 
64 

1.485 

• 12 
524 
a.-

3 
1.907 

59 
154 
622 
22 

s:;s 
284 

R78 
992 
408 
72 
22 

24.773 
52 

462 
36 

273 
794 
31 
o 

808 
69 
57 

•• 000 
314 

42 
1.430 
1.896 

130 
3.154 
2,079 
1,582 

560 
148 

1,345 
1.112 
1.790 

202 
348 

o 
99 
55 

156 
~ 

88 
93 
26 

1.104 
2 

1,240 
143 
129 

matters matters 
1979-80 1rn~19 1979-80 197~19 

25.189 R 26.692 2,023 2,664 

2,097 
o 

11 
109 
30 
5 

477 
4 

1 .. 
460 

19 
150 
45 
67 

1.600 
156 
58 
21 

6,201 
152 
151 

2 
114 
66 
10 
2 

.14 
69 
19 

1.195 
18 
96 

.75 
1.118 

18 
2.012 
1,282 

397 
265 

99 
480 
282 

2.088 
333 
84 
o 

58 
1~ 
433 
595 
79 
52 
11 

194 
45 

495 
106 
73 

1.736 
o 
2 

67 1. 
4 

S09 
39 

108 
202 
35 

249 
24 
o 

1,092 
37 
21 
14 

8.035 
120 
160 

1 
87 
~ 
15 
1 

337 
63 
26 

1.067 
22 
97 

719 
,1,156 

28 
R 1,641 

2,243 
471 
321 
118 
387 
261 

2.103 
321 
95 
o 

61 
147 
930 
563 
~ 
66 
17 
83 
80 

439 
100 
52 

98 
o 
o 
4 
o 
o 

47 
o 
o 

24 
1 

50 
11 
o 

74 
o 
6 
3 

814 
24 
7 
o 
3 
3 
8 
4 

20 
8 
1 

12 
5 
3 

42 
194 

o 
56 

128 
27 
39 
10 
5 

15 
56 
13 
8 
o 
2 
5 

32 
20 
28 
3 
1 

20 
5 

69 
12 
3 

612 
o 
o 

27 
1 
4 

26 
6 

14 
43 

4 
66 

2 
o 

21 
1 
3 
1 

770 
28 
4 
1 
3 

13 
1 

10 
17 
9 

11 
12 
3 

10 
60 

176 
1 

33 
92 
71 
12 
5 

46 
32 

229 
9 

17 
o 
1 

10 
28 
15 
10 
1 
1 

40 
o 

45 
7 
o 

-----------------------~ 

County 
State total ............ .. 

Alameda ..................... . 
Alpine ......................... . 
Amador .................... .. 
Butte ........................... . 
Calaveras ................... . 
Colusa ......................... . 
Contra Costa ............ .. 
Del Norte ................ .. 
EI Dorado ................ .. 
Fresno ...................... .. 
Glenn ......................... . 
Humboldt ................ .. 
Imperial ..................... . , Inyo ............................. . 
Kern .......................... .. 
Kings ........................... . 
Lake ........................... . 
Lassen ......................... . 
Los Angeles ............... . 
Madera ...................... .. 
Marin ......................... . 
Mariposa .................. .. 
Mendocino .............. .. 
Merced ....................... . 
Modoc ......................... . 
Mono ........................... . 
Monterey .................. .. 
Napa .......................... .. 
Nevada ...................... .. 
Orange ....................... . 
Placer ........................ .. 
Plumas ...................... .. 
Riverside .................. .. 
Sacramento .............. .. 
SdJl Benito ................. . 
San Bernardino ...... .. 
San Diego ................. . 
San Francisco .......... .. 
San Joaquin ............... . 
San Luis Obispo ...... .. 
San Mateo ................ .. 
Santa Barbara .......... .. 
Santa Clara .............. .. 
Santa Cruz .............. .. 
Shasta ........................ .. 
Sierra ......................... . 
Siskiyou .................... .. 
Solano ......................... . 
Sonoma ...................... .. 
Stanislaus ................... . 
Sutter ........................ .. 
Tehama .................... .. 

, " . 
Trinity ....................... . 
Tulare ........................ .. 
Tuolumne ................. . 
Ventura .................... .. 
yolo ............................. . 
Yuba ........................... . 

R Revised 

" 

.~ ''' .. , 

, , 

1981 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 171 

TABLE 1~,CAI.IFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
MENTAL HEAL'rH FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Totlil 
filings 

1979-80 197~79 

3,579 83,573 

20 
o 
5 

25 
o 
o 

78 
8 
6 

157 
1 
o 

22 
10 

272 
49 
10 
o 

488 
33 
27 
o 

10 
28 

4 
o 

145 
4 
o 

109 
a.
o 

64 
120. 

1 
180 
603 
149 
39 
36 

133 
47 

189 
27 
28 

1 
10 
46 
66 
37 
3 
7 
1 

60 
7 

148 
25 
7 

11 
o 
o 

24 
3 
o 

93 
13 
14 

212 
2 

12 
14 

llro 
229 
31 
12 
o 

596 
19 
9 
1 

10 
a.-
3 
o 

66 
2 
o 

108 
8 
2 

62 
133 

1 
197 
606 
201 

32 
50 
94 
52 

269 
15 
15 
o 
6 

32 
19 
a.-
o 
4 
2 

52 
2 

116 
27 

4 

Total 
dispositions 

1979-80 197~79 

3.628 83,520 

49 
o 
5 

25 
o 
o 

78 
4 
6 

105 
6 
9 

31 
15 

229 
45 
8 
o 

412 
17 
18 
o 
1 
o 
3 
1 

135 
4 
4 

150 
80 
o 

95 
210 

o 
149 
594 
132 
44 
35 

133 
88 

226 
30 
35 
o 
8 

72 
32 
30 
3 

12 
o 

51 
16 

154 
26 
7 

9 
o 
o 

15 
3 
o 

104 
13 
14 

141 
1 

16 
16 

R14 
181 
37 
11 
o 

558 
4 
9 
1 

12 
1 
3 
o 

~ 
1 

119 
4 
1 

67 
226 

o 
148 
646 
209 
22 
30 
96 
67 

256 
18 
a.
o 
5 

53 
16 
55 
o 
4 
2 

46 
8 

149 
28 

4 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1979-80 197~79 

303 226 

9 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 

22 
o 
1 
o 
o 
2 
3 
o 

10 
2 
o 
o 

75 
3 
2 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 

38 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

25 
43 
o 
2 
1 
5 
5 
7 
o 

10 
4 
o 

13 
o 
1 
6 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
3 
o 
2 
1 
2 

1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

51 
5 
1 
3 
o 
o 
1 
o 

26 
3 
o 
o 

13 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
9 

43 
o 
1 
o 

24 
1 
o 
o 
5 
2 
o 
6 
o 
1 

13 
o 
4 
o 
1 
o 
2 
o 
4 
3 
o 

Dispositions alter hearing 
Unco.'1tested Contested 

matters matters 
1979-80 197~79 1979-80 197~79 

2.868 ~,959 457 1.1335 

7 
o 
1 

13 
o 
o 

49 
3 
5 

93 
6 
o 

27 
14 

161 
42 

8 
o 

316 
8 
o 
o 
5 
o 
1 
1 

81 
o 
1 

131 
66 
o 

61 
124 

o 
143 
567 
123 
32 
21 

113 
60 

195 
11 
18 
o 
7 

48 
28 
27 

3 
6 
o 

46 
16 

148 
24 
2 

1 
o 
o 
4 
3 
o .. 
6 
9 

116 
1 

11 
14 

R14 
153 
a.-
10 
o 

539 
1 
3 
1 
6 
o 
2 
o 

32 
o 
o 

III 
4 
1 

52 
127 

o 
142 
620 
175 
17 
20 
67 
51 

237 
8 

23 
o 
4 

39 
14 
46 
o 
2 
2 

43 
8 

118 
24 
o 

33 
o 
3 

12 
o 
o 
7 
1 
o 

12 
o 
7 
1 
1 

58 
1 
o 
o 

21 
6 

16 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 

16 
4 
3 

13 
14 
o 
9 

43 
o 
4 

26 
4 
7 
7 

20 
18 
27 
19 
4 
o 
o 

18 
4 
3 
o 
3 
o 
2 
o 
4 
1 
3 

7 
o 
o 

11 
o 
o 
9 
2 
4 

22 
o 
5 
1 
o 
2 
o 
1 
o 
6 
3 
6 
o 
4 
1 
1 
o 

~ 
1 
8 
o 
o 
6 

56 
o 
5 

26 
10 
4 

10 
29 
11 
17 
10 
5 
o 
o 
1 
2 
5 
o 
1 
o 
1 
o 

27 
1 
4 



.. 

Total 
OJunty 1979-80 1978-79 

State total ................................ 82,295 R86,295 

Alameda ...................................... 4,506 4,679 
Alpine .......................................... 8 5 Amador ........................................ 42 50 
Butte ............................................ 421 462 Calaveras ...................................... 40 41 \. 
Colusa .......................................... 39 30 
Contra Costa .............................. 3,282 3,976 
Del Norte .................................... 103 92 EI Dorado .................................... 205 236 
Fresno .......................................... 1,616 2,839 
Glenn ............................................ 44 35 
Humboldt .................................... 371 290 
Imperital ........................................ 390 R376 !nyo .............................................. 78 90 
Kern .............................................. 2,131 1,923 
Kings ............................................ 350 

~ Lake .............................................. 122 
Lassen .......................................... 43 44 Los Angeles ................................ 20,086 20,481 
Madera ........................................ 561 461 
Marin ............................................ 397 519 
Mariposa ...................................... 39 25 
Mendocino .................................. 256 337 
Merced ........................................ 559 504 
Modoc .......................................... 27 25 Mono ............................................ 36 26 
Monterey .................................... 1,571 1,417 l~Qpa .................. ".-. ........................ 273 376 6 N~,ada. ......................................... 178 113 

,. 

Orange .......................................... 9,576 9,455 
Placer ............................................ 608 595 
Plumas .......................................... 49 66 
Riverside ...................................... 2,601 2,471 

.) 

~7~:~~ ~ 

/ .f 
-Co 

'. ~ '\ 

• 

/ 

TABLE 2O-CALIFORNIA SUPER!OR COURTS 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Filings 
Original Subsequent 

1fJ79..80 1978-79 1fJ79..80 1978-79 
52,022 R55,519 30,273 R30,776 

2,796 2,935 1,710 1,744 
7 5 1 0 

32 40 10 10 
254 279 167 183 
40 41 0 0 
36 27 3 3 1,827 2,271 1,455 1,705 
62 58 41 34 

138 129 67 107 
677 1,571 939 1,268 
40 27 4 8 

229 170 142 120 
344 R334 46 42 
78 t!T 0 3 1,283 1,128 848 795 

185 ;15 165 181 
84 59 38 R29 
43 44 0 0 

12,759 13,032 7,327 7,449 
291 248 270 213 
203 249 194 270 
34 19 5 6 

170 233 86 104 
358 333 201 171 
23 25 4 0 
31 18 5 8 1,005 ~ 566 594 

174 205 99 171 
146 94 32 19 6,105 6,506 3,471 2,949 
390 346 218 249 
46 59 3 7 1,850 1,679 751 792 

;, 

'. 

/ , 

.t. ... 

Total 
Dispositions 

1fJ79..80 1978-79 
76,839 R79,911 

4,153 4,380 
:1 5 

3ij 54 
354 395 
60 49 
46 29 

3,051 3,800 
96 86 

178 228 
1,672 1,485 

48 34 
200 235 
281 

R
317 

75 82 
2,109 1,954 

311 318 
125 R73 
41 49 

11,906 19,194 
567 448 
369 377 
39 23 

270 313 
605 535 
26 21 
35 22 

1,400 1,340 
327 337 
246 131 

9,424 8,773 
518 520 
51 84 

2,561 2,492 

,,,lijI, .. 
'" .' 

Dispositions 
Before hearing 

1fJ79..80 
8,535 

57 
0 
0 

31 
13 
17 
12 
25 
12 
65 
0 
6 

11 
0 

225 
68 
21 
0 

3,818 
35 
51 
1 

36 
170 

6 
0 
0 

12 
35 

278 
140 

8 
211 

{~ . 

, 

1978-79 
R7,860 

135 
2 
0 

41 
10 
4 

10 
13 
30 
00 
0 

42 
47 
0 

141 

R48 
7 
4 

3,661 
16 
25 
2 

t!T 
102 

1 
2 
0 
9 

10 
327 
58 
8 

257 

. 
\> 

Dispositions Ilher heuing 

fl 
Uncontested OJntested 

matters matters 
1fJ79..80 1978-79 1fJ79..80 1978-79 
55,589 ~,655 12,715 R l2,396 

3,678 3,815 418 370 
2 2 1 1 § 31 42 5 12 

283 326 40 28 -40 33 7 6 

~ 29 23 0 2 
2,785 3,571 254 239 

62 59 9 14 C') 
165 178 1 20 0 

1,353 981 254 414 ~ 41 30 7 4 C') 
164 171 30 22 -t"' 71 50 199 220 0 73 R81 2 1 "'l 1,513 1,584 371 229 

~ 
152 195 91 75 
100 61 4 5 
41 44 0 1 

,I 
8,751 10,246 5,337 5$1 = 476 383 56 49 Z 294 333 24 19 5: 37 21 1 0 

201 207 33 19 
347 373 88 60 
19 14 1 6 
32 19 3 1 

1,026 1,042 374 298 
265 284 50 44 
137 lOS 74 13 

8,692 8,1SO 454 266 
362 442 16 20 

I 38 61 5 lr; 
2,143 2,026 207 009 

I \ 
.---.~,-.-. 

~ 

j' 

·"it 



~-------~--~-------- ---------------------------z;L"'--_. __ ._ ., _~ ____ __ 

I 

:-' 

If 
~ ... 

Sacramento .................................. 3,595 3,9-~ 1,973 2,108 1,622 1,834 3,531 3,511 246 272 2,942 2,882 343 357 r~ San Benito ......•................•.......... 97 (jl 76 ffl 21 0 99 74 7 14 84 150 8 10 San Bernardino .......................... 2,311 2,489 1,754 1,801 557 688 2,032 2,300 32'1' 281 1,472 1,828 233 211 

Ii 
San Diego .................................... 5,082, 6,151 ,1,742 4,119 1,340 2,032 4,8150 6,059 475 240 4,056 5,489 319 330 San Francisco .............................. 2,116 2,130 1,426 1,4f![ 690 663 1,848 2,048 242 272 985 1,260 621 516 San JOilquin .................................. 1,553 1,561 .936 937 717 624 1,236 1,43(} 5 33 891 989 340 408 [ San Luis Obispo ........................ 330 'P31 £49 186 81 51 296 ~ 16 9 261 189 19 26 San Mateo .................................... 1,760 1,867 l,lOl 1,328 579 S39 1,371 1,568 1 53 1,198 R 1,307 172 R208 ... 

h ~ 
Santa Barbara ............................ 1,331 1,338 M.~ 628 682 710 1,166 1,002 57 84 892 869 217 249 ... Santa aara .................................. 5,144 5,889 3,f1n 4,266 2,0ffl 1,623 5,263 5,496 1,047 581 3,fflO 4,136 546 779 > II 
Santa Cruz .................................. 689 493 5015 362 184 131 528 428 65 70 334 268 129 90 Z Shasta ............................................ 1501 526 244 312 257 214 498 581 54 68 403 432 41 81 

~ /:-

Sierra ............................................ 3 4 3 4 0 0 3 5 0 2 1 1 2 2 Sisldyou ........................................ 42 34 31 26 11 8 31 26 2 5 26 15 3 6 Solano .......................................... 1,072 l,o:n 677 ffl8 395 359 1,001 1,003 129 181 769 769 100 53 !:I:I I Sonoma ........................................ 736 749 483 613 253 136 794 840 58 81 499 572 P31 187 tzj 

.~ ." 
Stanislaus ...................................... 1,285 1,494 834 988 451 506 855 1,231 87 93 437 794 33~ 344 0 
Sutter ............................................ 98 95 74 62 24 33 71 83 5 12 53 61 13 10 ~ 

,. Tehama ........................................ 1M }.f9 99 119 156 30 154 121 1 2 128 92 25 27 

1 
Trinity .......................................... 33 44 26 35 7 9 43 46 7 2 34 40 2 4 0 Tulare .......................................... 1,337 1,383 816 812 521 571 1,142 1,178 209 170 645 774 286 234 I'%j Tuolumne .................................... 146 96 117 80 29 16 141 91 5 4 124 80 12 7 ~ 
Ventura ........................................ 1,876 1,549 1,155 942 721 fJ11 2,296 1,680 91 116 1,941 1,335 264 229 tzj 
Yolo .............................................. 2M 251 148 159 107 92 274 277 28 14 232 242 14 21 

~ J yuba .............................................. 140 197 107 131 33 66 133 186 7 12 109 136 17 38 

i -RRevised. 
Z 

t -; 1 

11 
I 

0 

t ~ 
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Gormly 

State total ............................................ 

Alameda .........................••...•...........•......... 
Alpine ........................................................ 
Amador .................................................... 
Butte .......................................................... 
Calaveras .................................................. 
Colusa ........................................................ 

\, 
, 

Contra Costa ............................................ 
Del Norte ................................................ 
El Dorado ................................................ 
Fresno ...................................................... 
Glenn ........................................................ 
Humboldt ................................................ 
Imperial ...................... ; ............................. 
Inyo ............................................................ 
Kern .......................................................... 
Kings .......•.................................................. 
Lake ............•..............................•....•......... 
Lassen •....................................................... 
Los Angeles ................•............................. 
Mooera ...................•.................................. 
Marin .................................•...................... 
Mariposa .................................................. 
Mendocino .............................................. 
Merced ...................................................... 
Modoc ........................................................ 
MOilO .......................................................... 
Monterey .................................................. 
Napa ......................................................... 
Nevada ...................................................... 

d Orange ...................................................... 
Placer ........................................................ 
Plumas ...................................................... 
Riverside .................................................. 

~ 

,> 

" 
.' 

,,/ 

'cd," 

TABLE 2OA-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
601 WkJ 

Total Original Subsequent Total 
1~ 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

1,3111 R 1,741 1,1112 R 1,503 

16 34 16 34 
0 0 0 0 
1 1 0 1 
0 0 0 () 

11 11 11 11 
0 1 0 1 

10 111 10 14 
11 6 11 4 
0 3 0 3 

68 99 47 71 
3 13 3 12 

24 20 22 12 
1 2 1 2 
8 R11 8 R11 

12 21 12 18 
0 0 0 0 
1 0 1 0 
7 6 7 6 

208 334 169 294 
8 10 7 10 

12 9 9 9 
11 4 11 4 
0 !J 0 0 
4 6 3 6 
2 0 2 0 
0 0 0 0 
3 0 2 0 
11 0 1 0 
6 2 6 0 

114 95 111 82 
24 8 17 6 
4 11 4 11 

161 1115 139 118 

. /' ' 

~ . ' . 

163 238 

0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 1 
0 2 
0 0 

21 28 
0 1 
2 8 
0 0 
0 0 
0 3 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

39 40 
1 0 
3 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
4 0 
0 2 
3 13 
7 2 
0 0 

22 37 

, . 
0;..'.' 

80,980 

4,490 
8 

41 
421 

311 
39 

3,272 
98 

201l 
1,1l48 

41 
347 
389 
70 

2,119 
31lO 
121 
36 

19,878 
M3 
381l 
34 

2116 
1l1l5 

21l 
36 

1,l568 
268 
172 

9,1122 
1184 

411 
2,440 

" 

't~' 

, . ...•. 

R84,M4 

4,641l 
11 

49 
462 
36 
29 

3,961 
86 

233 
2,740 

22 
270 
374 

R79 
1,902 

396 
R88 

36 
20,147 

4111 
1110 
21 

337 
498 

2.'1 
26 

1,417 
376 
111 

9,360 
1187 

511 
2,316 

,'(i, 

" 

, 
>t 

~ 

602 WkJ 
Original Subsequent 

1979-80 1978-79 1!J79.80 1978-79 

110,870 :a 114,016 30,110 R30,1l38 

2,780 2,901 1,710 1,744 
7 11 

32 39 
2114 279 

1 0 

§ 9 10 
167 183 

311 36 0 0 .... 
C") 

36 26 
1,817 2,M7 

3 3 ~ 1,451l 1,704 
117 114 

136 126 
41 32 8 67 107 

630 I,SOO 
37 111 

207 1118 
343 332 
70 R76 

1,271 1,110 
1811 J15 
83 59 
36 38 

12,1l90 12,738 
284 238 
194 240 
29 111 

918 1,240 ~ 4 7 n 140 112 
46 42 I:"' 

0 3 0 
848 792 ''OJ 

1611 181 g 38 R29 
0 0 6 7,288 7,409 

269 213' = Z 
191 270 .... 

11 6 > 
170 233 86 104 
31l1l 327 000 171 
21 21l 4 0 
31 18 5 8 

1,003 823 
173 201l 
140 94 

6,O1l4 6,424 
373 340 
42 48 

1,711 1,561 

561l 1194 

I 95 171 
32 17 

I 3,468 2,936 
211 247 

\ 

3 7 
729 7115 

I \ 
~, . . 

,. ~ 

,j.' 
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" 

'/ 

, , 

~, 

\ ... 

s.cr.mento .............................................. 
San Benito ................................................ 
San Bernardino ...................................... 
San Diego ................................................ 
San FranciJco .......................................... 
San Joaquin .............................................. 
San Lola Obispo ...................................... 
San Mateo ................................................ 
Santa Bubua .......................................... 
Santa Cara .............................................. 
SantaCruz .............................................. 
Shasta ......................................................... 
Sierra ........................................................ 
Siskiyou .................................................... 
Solano ........................................................ 
Sonoma ...................................................... 
StauiIIaus ........................ , ......................... 
Sutter ........................................................ 
Tehama .................................................... 
Trinity ...................................................... 
Tulare ........................................................ 
Tuolumne ................................................ 
Ventura .................................................... 
yolo ............................................................ 
yut. .......................................................... 

BReviIed. 

;I' 

, 

98 l22 
0 0 

38 39 
17 17 

137 104 
49 45 
0 0 
0 10 

11 37 
188 245 

0 0 
3 15 
0 51 
2 1 
9 23 
8 21 
6 86 
0 0 
8 10 
8 19 

110 110 
10 9 
9 7 
7 6 
0 2 

ff1 100 11 22 
0 0 0 0 

36 39 2 0 
17 16 0 1 

132 93 5 11 
39 29 10 16 

0 0 0 0 
0 8 0 2 
7 22 4 15 

176 233 12 12 
0 0 0 0 
3 14 0 1 
0 2 0 0 
2 1 0 0 
9 23 0 0 
8 21 0 0 
6 86 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
7 10 1 0 
5 14 3 5 

42 38 8 12 
9 9 1 0 
9 6 0 1 
6 3 1 3 
0 2 0 0 

.' 

" 

/ -

I • . ),~ 

/ 

3,61 3,800 1,886 2,008 1,611 1,812 
!11 111 76 111 m 0 

2,273 2,4.'50 1,718 1,762 lI55 688 
5,065 6,134 3,725 4,103 1,340 2,031 
1,979 2,026 1,2!H 1,374 685 652 
i,504 1,516 7!11 908 7aT 608 

330 237 249 186 81 51 
1,760 1,857 1,181 1,320 IS79 537 
1,320 1,301 642 606 1118 695 ... 
4,9i56 5,644 2,901 4,033 2,as5 1,611 ~ ... 689 493 50S 362 184 131 

~ 498 511 241 298 257 213 
3 2 3 2 0 0 

~ 40 33 29 25 11 8 
1,063 1,014 668 655 395 359 

728 728 475 592 253 136 

~ 1,279 1,408 828 902 451 506 
98 95 74 62 24 33 0 147 139 92 109 55 30 

~ 25 25 21 2J 4 4 
1:JJf1 1,333 774 774 513 559 0 

136 ff1 108 71 28 16 "!j 
1,867 1,542 1,146 936 721 606 ~ 248 245 142 156 106 89 

140 100 1aT 129 33 66 
[%l 

~ a:: -z 

I 
~ 
0 

~ 
C':l 
[%l 

\ 
'-

,~ 

, .. 
" >i' 



TABLE 21-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS ~ 
.....:J JUVENilE DEPENDENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS (1.) 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
"t 

Dispositions sRer hearing 
FiUn8!. Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Total OriginaJ Subsequent disJJositions before hearing matters matters County 1979-80 197~79 1979-80 197~79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

State total .............................................. 19,559 R 18,295 18,400 R 17,368 1,159 R927 17,755 R 16,605 2,414 ~14 13,168 R 12,413 2,173 R 1,878 
Alameda ................................................ 899 964 899 956 0 8 831 891 26 63 759 772 46 56 Alpine •....•.••....•.....•.•....•••••.......•.......••.... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 § 

, Amador .................................................. 9 3 9 3 0 0 9 3 0 0 8 2 1 1 Butte ...................................................... 171 177 134 152 37 25 155 162 13 12 126 121 16 29 .... Calaveras ................................................ 14 17 14 17 0 0 14 15 8 7 15 8 1 0 Ci .... 
"" 

Colusa .................................................... 6 12 6 3 0 9 15 27 8 8 7 18 0 1 ~ 
\ ) 

Contra Costa ........... , ............................ 491 485 433 424 58 61 450 515 6 9 384 457 60 49 Del Norte .............................................. 32 49 29 36 3 13 28 36 12 6 15 25 1 5 Ci 
0 

El Dorado .............................................. 34 23 22 22 12 1 35 16 5 2 30 14 0 0 
~ 

Fresno ................................................... 537 491 462 374 75 117 324 289 35 23 184 185 105 81. Glenn ...................................................... 25 41 24 41 1 0 32 19 0 3 22 15 10 1 Q Humboldt .............................................. 100 105 88 92 12 13 91 86 3 3 76 72 12 11 t"' Imperial .................................................. 109 J~ 99 
R
152 10 3 61 J~ 9 47 28 48 24 30 0 Inyo ........................................................ 44 44 18 0 0 37 0 1 37 R 18 0 0 ~ Kern ........................................................ 510 459 510 458 0 1 347 473 83 34 393 367 71 52 

~ 
Kings ...................................................... 104 131 82 117 22 14 65 126 12 

~ 40 83 13 17 Lake ........................................................ 17 R28 15 23 2 R5 20 R25 1 12 21 7 0 .... , Lassen .................................................... 11 15 11 15 0 0 12 11 1 1 11 10 0 0 6' Los Angeles .......................................... 6,162 6.049 6,049 6,001 113 48 5,687 5,359 798 925 3,958 3.611 931 823, ~' Madera .................................................. 110 74 105 71 5 3 104 90 8 3 89 85 7 2 Marin ..... : ................................................ 140 91 136 82 4 9 138 75 26 2 104 70 8 3 > Mariposa ................................................ 12 8 11 7 1 1 6 3 1 0 4 3 1 0 Mendocino ............................................ 67 60 63 55 4 5 55 58 3 14 52 44 0 0 Merced .................................................. 191 209 190 ~ 1 2 249 187 196 143 44 41 9 3 Modoc .................................................... 26 10 18 9 8 1 29 10 10 0 9 3 10 7 Mono ...................................................... 9 3 8 3 1 0 6 1 0 0 6 0 0 1 Monterey .............................................. 127 187 127 186 0 1 118 199 0 3 lOB ISO 10 16 Napa ........................................................ 71 109 59 79 12 30 66 109 1 0 48 107 17 2 Nevada. ................................................... 28 7 23 7 5 0 10 21 4 1 4 16 2 4 0 Orange .................................................... 1,270 1,070 1,173 989 97 81 1,071 1,007 135 112 900 885 36 10 PlaciilI ...................................................... 86 60 86 60 0 0 III 83 36 24 65 53 10 6 Plumas .................................................... 8 14 6 12 2 2 18 17 9 0 9 14 0 3 Riverside ................................................ 812 718 804 711 8 7 777 646 61 81 667 520 49 45 

.) 
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... 

1-;1 1 

1/ 
f/ " Sacramento .................................................... 817 747 (;10 608 147 139 788 704 40 :rr (;10 rm 78 70 San Benito ...................................................... 9 9 9 9 0 0 11 10 3 3 8 7 0 0 It-San Bernardino ............................................ 739 617 734 616 IS 1 640 4In 123 90 509 382 8 15 San Diego ...................................................... 1,668 1,315 1~32 1,261 136 54 1,619 1,301 204 64 1,321 1.165 94 72 San Francisco ................................................ SCM 533 491 492 13 41 4:rl 445 103 85 ~ 307 (;1 53 

11 

San JOIIQuin ......................................... , .......... 4m 361 354 :l25 66 36 Z78 249 11 31 223 173 44 45 San Luis Obispo ............................................ 72 66 61 58 11 8 69 56 3 16 62 R38 4 R 2 San Mateo ...................................................... 31M 328 Z78 304 26 24 155 R285 1 10 119 243 35 32 
11 

Santa Barbara ................................................ 357 244 256 182 101 62 296 203 46 41 183 127 (;1 35 .... Santa Clara .................................................... 841 7f11 835 787 6 10 856 831 195 170 611 589 50 72 ~ 

I 
.... Santa Cruz .................................................... 62 35 62 34 0 1 50 48 8 6 35 24 7 18 S; Shasta .............................................................. 103 114 83 99 20 15 102 92 10 12 90 52 2 28 Sierra .............................................................. 10 5 10 5 0 0 5 4 0 2 1 2 4 0 Z Sisldyou .......................................................... 18 15 17 14 1 1 17 15 4 1 12 10 1 4 ~ SOla.uo .............................................................. 235 226 218 214 17 12 264 190 42 20 165 157 57 13 Sono,ma ............................................................ 192 143 Hi9 127 23 16 194 148 17 22 121 103 56 23 :&::J Stani!'laus ........................................................ 176 164 157 159 19 5 92 101 8 39 36 79 48 43 l'11 Sutter .............................................................. 48 30 39 26 9 4 30 21 3 2 22 19 5 0 ." 
0 Teham.\ .......................................................... 17 25 17 25 0 0 16 15 0 2 9 12 7 1 ~ Trini~ ............................................................ 6 27 6 22 0 5 10 23 0 4 10 19 0 0 TuJare ............................................................... 193 219 193 219 0 0 188 178 44 27 109 111 35 40 0 Tuolumn~' ...................................................... 40 20 34 20 6 0 39 20 4 1 30 14 5 5 "%j Ventura .......................................................... 387 ~ 341 246 46 21 '323 262. 16 41 278 203 29 18 ~ yolo .................................................................. 90 109 76 97 14 12 93 114 19 11 (;1 81 7 22 yuba ................................................................ 19 :rr 19 :rr 0 0 12 :rr 0 0 6 28 6 9 1; 
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CoU1Jty 
State total .............................................. 

Alameda ...................................................... 
Alpine .......................................................... 
AmIIdor ...................................................... 
Butte ............................................................ 
Calaveras .................................................... 
Colusa .......................................................... 
Contra Costa .............................................. 
Del Norte .................................................. 
El Dorado ............................................. ; .... 
Fresno ........................................................ 
Glenn .......................................................... 
Humboldt .................................................. 
Imperial ...................................................... 
Inyo .............................................................. 
Kem ............................................................ 
Kings ............................................................ 
Lake ............................................................ 
Lusen .......................................................... 
Los Angeles ................................................ 
Madera ........................................................ 
Marin .......................................................... 
Mariposa .................................................... 
Me'4docino ................................................ 
Mereed ........................................................ 
Modoc .......................................................... 
Mono ............................................................ 
Monterey .................................................... 
Napa ............................................................ 
Nevada ........................................................ 
Orange ........................................................ 
Placer .......................................................... 
Plumas .................................................. : ..... 
Riverside .................................................... 

f ' . 

-- -.- ---------_. ----_ .. _-- - - , .~ --TABLE 22-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIMINAL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

TobU Total Dispositions before trW 
IilinJp c/isposjtia.'IS TobU GuU~l!!.etIS 1!l'l9-8O 1!n8-79 1!l'l9-8O 1!n8-79 1!l'l9-8O 1!n8-79 1!l'l9-8O 1!n8-19 

57,932 R53,915.'S 51,190 R06,264 44,852 R42,499 38,631 R36,lI86 

3,180 3,019 2,420 2,142 2,243 1,9M 1,862 1,488 1 2 3 9 3 5 1 4 42 39 22 42 20 39 19 39 331 313 182 151 120 106 110 97 73 74 67 67 61 64 56 59 16 19 26 33 18 17 11 16 1,0159 1,214 912 1,194 736 993 642 922 75 50 64 54 06 37 44 29 142 194 126 174 109 157 90 114 1,138 1,069 1,029 1,057 848 778 689 615 64 75 72 76 64 61 47 55 302 2'13 198 153 80 126 64 74 212 
~ 210 ~9(j 161 ~60 119 a: 91 70 42 46 37 46 1,099 923 800 912 fB1 726 648 660 175 191 204 180 132 135 87 87 80 74 72 70 06 47 36 40 33 36 50 42 37 32 30 25 19,372 17,025 17,958 16,416 15,978 14,~ 13,614 12,346 221 201 21!1 202 177 156 129 97 257 255 29C 321 216 258 196 209 16 12 8 17 8 7 5 5 197 210 178 178 137 131 9(j 100 3S7 369 321 383 273 313 249 274 32 22 27 21 19 14 19 12 27 17 19 12 16 11 14 8 939 823 910 830 781 760 666 612 129 R111 130 78 100 53 96 52 78 94 123 111 54 50 47 38 2,811 2,423 2,453 2,221 2,166 1,975 2,087 1,8Sl 197 140 141 121 107 90 77 60 48 31 51 27 23 25 23 24 1,528 1,510 1,365 1,284 1,193 1,116 1,000 853 

'/ ~ 

I , 

-----(~., , 

Other 
19'!9-8J 1!n8-79 

6,221 5,913 

381 417 
2 1 
1 0 

10 9 
5 5 
7 1 

94 71 
5 8 

19 43 
159 163 
17 6 
16 52 
42 71 
0 2 

51 66 
45 48 
13 7 
7 7 

2,364 1,704 
48 59 
20 49 
3 2 

42 31 
24 39 
0 2 
2 3 

115 148 
4 1 
7 12 

79 106 
30 30 
0 1 

193 263 

. '~," 

Dispositions aRe trW 
Uncontested Contested 

m.tters DUltters 
1!l'l9-8O 1918-79 1979-80 1!n8-79 

1,263 Rl ,565 5,075 R5.ooo 

22 52 155 185 
0 0 0 4 
0 0 2 3 

24 11 38 34 
2 1 4 2 
0 7 8 9 

28 24 148 177 
7 1 8 16 
2 I' 15 16 

45 75 136 204 
0 2 8 13 

15 1 103 26 
7 9 42 a: 6 2 18 

16 68 1IrI' 118 
12 1 60 44 
0 1 23 22 
0 0 13 10 

486 648 1,494 1,718 
8 1 42 45 

14 11 60 52 
0 2 0 8 

12 4 29 43 
2 13 46 57 
1 2 7 5 
1 0 2 1 

35 14 94 56 
6 2 24 23 

24 14 45 47 
36 37 251 209 
8 9 25 22 

19 2 9 0 
63 18 109 150 

~ 
~ 
00 

~ 
~ 
C') 
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2 
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~ 
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f'r IJ 
!~ 
I' 
11 
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f' 

I 
I 
) 

\ 

/' 



--------- ---------~------

, 

. -'-"--"-- .-.---~ _ .. _c ____ ~,_~.~· ---~=====-=,~ n 

~ 
Sacramento ................................................ 2,165 2,105 1,814 1,873 1,640 1,676 1,314 1,319 326 357 44 34 130 163 
San Benito .................................................. 61 67 158 46 49 36 41 32 8 4 2 1 7 9 
San Benlardino ........................................ 2,164 2,166 1,7n 1,714 1,496 1,439 1,380 1,322 116 117 17 30 214 245 
San Diego .................................................. 4,533 4,343 4,010 3,7gr 3,690 3,513 3;zt7 3,115 413 396 154 45 266 229 

Y. 

San Francisco ............................................ 3,070 2,889 2,675 2,713 2,425 2,524 2,074 2,088 351 436 30 34 200 155 
San Joaquin ............ ;;" ................................ 844 f61 483 511 407 463 341 410 66 53 1 0 75 48 
San Luis Obispo ........................................ 3& 321 243 225 212 199 174 166 38 33 4 2 27 24 
San Mateo .................................................. 814 7gr 618 843 563 773 529 666 34 107 0 6 55 64 .... 
Santa Barbara ............................................ 745 631 669 595 ~ 543 514 478 73 65 3 2 79 50 ~ .... 
Santa Clara ................................................ 3,663 3,841 3,81 .. 3,731 3,595 3,484 3,284 3,184 311 300 43 54 176 193 

~ Santa Cruz ................................................ 515 451 508 418 468 3S2 380 284 88 68 14 35 26 31 
Shasta .......................................................... 335 391 :rT6 401 261 290 236 273 25 17 17 19 98 92 
Sierra .......................................................... II 5 8 7 2 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 5 6 C::. 

> Si!ldyou ...................................................... 101 81 99 69 73 55 68 46 5 9 0 0 26 14 t:" 
Solano .......................................................... 645 433 536 llaal 419 153 344 114 75 39 16 RI23 101 55 

~ SOnoma. ....................................................... 548 662 436 539 346 445 2158 319 88 126 13 19 77 75 
Stanislaus .................................................... 813 766 515 ro( 391 447 268 340 123 107 28 45 96 112 
Sutter .......................................................... 126 132 88 113 68 94 63 93 5 1 9 1 11 18 = Tehama ...................................................... 106 89 98 76 82 69 74 52 8 17 0 3 16 4 ":3 
Trinity ........................................................ 29 39 27 45 22 35 15 22 7 13 1 5 4 5 0 
Tulate .......................................................... 553 610 446 593 3S2 4154 256 425 96 29 14 27 8) 112 ~ 

Tuolumne .................................................. 8) 90 89 67 70 50 51 32 19 18 0 5 19 12 ~ Ventura ...................................................... 962 970 802 836 f61 706 560 569 97 1:rT 43 :rT 102 93 
1[010 .............................................................. 216 190 184 182 1154 150 120 127 34 23 3 5 27 27 

t:J 

rba ........................................................... 128 150 119 130 102 114 92 104 10 10 5 0 12 16 ~ 

3d. ~ 

I 
t:J 
0 
~ -&5 

\ 

~, . 

. ..... 



County 
State total .................... _________ ....... 

Alameda .............................................. 
Alpine .................................................. 
Amador ................................................ 
Butte .................................................... 
Calaveras .............................................. 
Colusa .................................................. 
Contra Costa ...................................... 
Del Norte ............................................ 
El Dorado ............................................ 
Fresno .................................................. 
Glenn .................................................... 
Humboldt ............................................ 
Imperial .................................... " .......... 
Inyo ...................................................... 
Kern ...................................................... 

~ , Kings .................................................... 
Lake ...................................................... 
Lassen .................................................. 
Los Angeles ........................................ 
Madera ................................................ 
Marin .................................................... 
Mariposa .............................................. 
Mendocino .......................................... 
Merced ................................................ 
Modoc .................................................. 
Mono .................................................... 
Monterey ............................................ 

1;;1 Napa ...................................................... . 
Nevada. ................................................. 
Orange .................................................. 
Placer .................................................... 
Plumas .................................................. 

/ Riverside .............................................. 

., 

/ 

- - --fABLE 22A':"':CALlF'ORNiA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER UNCONTESTED TRIAL 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
TolRl Disposed of Aller UIlCODtested 1'rW Acqui~ or Dismissed 

All Defend6nts B.t: Court B.t:l'!!.l.. B.t: Court B.t:I'!!2. 
J~ J978-79 J~ J978-79 J~ J978-79 J979-8J J978-79 J~ J978-79 

1,263 R 1,565 800 R 1,208 373 357 261 301 70 88 

22 52 17 37 5 15 4 8 3 3 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 {I 0 0 0 0 

24 11 13 4 11 7 0 0 0 0 
2 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
0 7 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 

28 24 22 20 6 4 4 0 1 0 
7 1 0 0 7 1 0 0 2 1 
2 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 

45 75 45 75 0 0 32 10 0 0 
0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 

15 1 14 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 
7 9 7 7 0 2 5 0 0 0 
6 2 6 0 0 2 0 0 n 0 

16 68 13 65 3 3 11 19 0 1 
12 1 2 0 10 1 0 0 3 0 
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

466 648 360 469 126 179 113 160 38 53 
8 1 8 1 0 0 8 1 0 0 

14 11 1 5 13 6 0 2 2 3 
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

12 4 11 2 1 2 4 0 0 0 
2 13 2 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

35 14 33 13 2 1 5 3 2 0 
6 2 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 

24 14 21 13 3 1 0 0 0 0 
36 37 36 32 0 5 13 5 0 5 
8 9 3 2 5 7 1 0 0 1 

19 2 18 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
63 18 43 18 20 0 16 8 1 0 

/ 

'c ... .. , 
" ,', ,,: 

\' 

~ 

~'f.' 
~ 

'/ ' 

,..~' . 

.~ I • 

. " .. 

Coavicred 
B.t: Court B.t:I'!!2. 

J~ J978-79 J!f~ J978-79 
629 R907 303 269 

13 29 2 12 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

13 4 11 7 
2 0 0 1 
0 6 0 1 

18 20 5 4 
0 0 5 0 
0 0 1 1 

13 65 0 0 
0 0 0 2 

14 1 0 0 
2 7 0 2 
6 0 0 2 
2 46 3 2 
2 0 7 1 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

247 309 88 126 
0 0 0 0 
1 3 11 3 
0 2 0 0 
7 2 1 2 
2 13 0 0 
1 2 0 0 
0 0 1 0 

28 10 0 1 
6 1 0 1 

21 13 3 1 
23 27 0 0 
2 2 5 6 

18 1 1 
27 10 19 0 

'\ .. , 

§ -Cj 

~ 
Cj 
0 

~ 
Cj -t'" 
0 
~ 
Cj 

t 
6 = Z -> 

., 
I 

/' 

\ 



.' 

Sacramento .......................................... 44 34 19 19 25 15 r San Benito .......................................... 2 1 0 0 2 1 
San Bemaniino .................................. 17 30 16 24 1 5 

... San Diego ............................................ 54 45 30 36 24 9 ~ San Francisco ...................................... 30 34 13 11 17 23 
San Joaquin .......................................... 1 0 1 0 0 0 
San Luis Obispo ................................ 4 2 4 0 0 2 
San Mateo ............................................ 0 6 0 6 0 0 Santa Barbara .................................... 3 2 3 1 0 1 
Santa Cl&ra .......................................... 43 54 40 48 3 6 
Santa Cruz .......................................... 14 311 7 18 7 17 
Shasta .................................................... 17 19 3 12 14 7 
Sierra .................................................... 1 0 1 0 0 0 
SiskiYOU ................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Solano .................................................. 16 Rl23 13 R 122. 

3 1 

,:. <.", 

Sonoma ................................................ 13 19 3 10 10 9 

"", 
Stanislaus .............................................. 28 45 7 43 21 2 
Sutter .................................................... 9 1 3 1 4 0 
Tehama ................................................ 0 3 0 3 0 0 
Trinity .................................................. 1 5 1 5 0 0 
Tulare .................................................. 14 27 5 26 9 1 Tuolumne ............................................ 0 5 0 4 0 1 
Ventura ................................................ 43 37 29 29 14 8 
Yolo ...................................................... 3 5 3 1 0 4 
yuba ...................................................... 5 0 2 0 3 0 
I'Revised. 
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4 4 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 17 3 1 7 4 3 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 4 0 1 0 13 0 4 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 2 5 21 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 8 3 0 0 4 0 1 5 1 4 1 1 1 0 2 2 0 1 0 

,~ 

;, 1 
~ 

,;.~. 

$: 

i,~ 

15 15 
0 0 

16 24 
19 19 
6 7 
1 0 
3 0 
0 3 
2 1 

37 44 
7 5 
3 11 
1 0 
0 0 

12 R 122 
3 6 
2 22 
4 1 
0 3 
\I 5 
4 18 
0 0 

24 28 
2 0 
0 0 

\ 

23 
2 
1 

21 
14 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
7 

13 
0 
0 
3 

10 
21 
4 
0 
0 
6 
0 

10 
0 
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'. ~ 
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1 
5 
8 
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TABLE 22B-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS ~ 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER CONTESTED TRIAL ~ 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

" ToUl /Jirpared of ARer Contested Tri8l A$..uitted or Dismissed Convicted All DefendmJls BlCourt Bll'!!X. BlCourt By]'!!X. BlCourt Bll'!!X. County 1!J79...1» 197M9 1!I'/9-IKJ 1978-79 1!I'/9-IKJ 1978-79 1!J'l9...8J 1978-79 1!J'l9...8J 1978-79 1!J79..9J 1978-79 1!I'/9-IKJ 1978-79 State total .......................................................... 5,075 R 5,200 1,026 1,084 4,049 R4,116 201 W 718 705 825 847 3,331 R3,411 
Alameda ................................................................ 155 185 2S 23 127 162 9 3 23 25 19 20 104 137 Alpine .................................................................... 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 Arnador .................................................................. 2 3 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 2 Butte ...................................................................... 38 34 7 4 31 30 2 0 2 3 5 4 29 27 Calaveras .............................................................. 4 2 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 2 'a Colusa .................................................................... 8 9 2 0 6 9 2 0 5 4 0 0 1 5 0 Contra Costa ........................................................ 148 177 10 6 138 171 1 3 25 12 9 3 113 159 .... 

CJ 
Del Norte .............................................................. 8 16 2 2 6 14 1 0 2 3 1 2 4 11 

~ 
El Dorado ............................................................ 15 16 1 3 14 13 0 1 3 2 1 2 11 11 Fresno .................................................................... 136 204 8 27 128 177 2 5 9 8 6 22 119 169 CJ 
Glenn .................................................................... 8 13 0 2 8 11 0 0 2 2 0 2 6 9 0 Humboldt .............................................................. 103 26 81 20 22 6 3 2 1 2 78 18 21 4 ~ 
Imperial ................................................................ 42 

~ 17 1 25 
~ 0 0 6 3 17 1 19 rPi CJ 

Inyo ........................................................................ 18 5 1 13 0 1 9 0 5 0 4 -Kern 107 118 7 6 100 112 3 0 16 20 4 6 84 92 t"' 
...................................................................... 

Kings ...................................................................... 60 44 2 1 38 4.') 0 0 7 4 2 1 51 39 0 
"1j 

Lake ........................................................................ 23 22 1 2 22 20 0 0 5 2 1 2 17 18 

~ 
Lassen .................................................................... 13 10 4 I) 9 10 1 0 0 1 3 0 9 9 Los Angeles .......................................................... 1,494 1,718 416 600 1,078 1,113 113 161 225 264 303 444 853 849 Madera .................................................................. 42 45 4 4 38 41 1 0 14 16 3 4 24 25 

'c 
Marin ...................................................................... 60 52 7 8 53 44 0 2 5 5 7 6 48 39 0 Mariposa ................................................................ 0 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 7 ~ Mendocino ............................................................ 29 43 1 11 28 32 1 0 12 8 0 11 16 24 ;;: Merced .................................................................. 46 57 12 8 34 49 2 1 8 10 10 7 26 39 Modoc .................................................................... 7 5 2 2 5 3 0 0 0 0 2 2 5 3 Mono ...................................................................... 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 Monterey .............................................................. 94 56 12 8 82 48 2 1 18 19 10 7 64 29 Napa ...................................................................... 24 23 2 3 22 20 0 0 0 1 2 3 22 19 Nevada .................................................................. 45' 41 37 25 8 22 0 0 0 0 37 25 8 22 Orange .................................................................. 251 209 19 5 232 204 7 1 36 33 12 4 196 171 Placer .................................................................... 26 22 4 0 22 22 2 0 6 2 2 0 16 20 0 Plumas .................................................................. 9 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 8 0 

. 
Riverside . ............................................................. 109 150 18 31 91 119 5 13 21 25 13 18 70 94 

\ 
~, 

.(it. 

.. , 
' . , . .. -

I' 

~; 

., .. 
5:J -- - . ...c.. .. ___________ ~~_~ 



<, '-', 

I. 

.. 

0 . 

" 

! 1* 

Sacramento .......................................................... 
San Benito ............................................................ 
San Bernardino .................................................... 
San Diego .............................................................. 
san Francisco ...................................................... 
San Joaquin .......................................................... 
San Luis Obispo .................................................. 
San Mcteo .........•.................................................. 
Santa Barbara ...................................................... 
Santa Clara .......................................................... 
Santa Cruz ............................................................ 
Shasta ..................................................................... 
Sierra ................................•........•............................ 
Si.sldyou •...................•...............................•...•......... 
Solano .................................................................... 
Sonoma .................................................................. 
Stanislaus ......................................................... ' .... 
Sutter •..................................................................... 
Tehama ........•......•.................................................. 
Trinity ........................................•........................... 
Tulare .................................................................... 
Tuolumne .............................................................. 
Ventura .................................................................. 
yolo ......•................................................................. 
Yuba ...................................................................... 

II Revised. 

it· ' 
-'" 

130 
7 

214 
266 
200 
75 
27 
SS 
79 

176 
26 
98 
5 

26 
101 
77 
96 
11 
16 
4 

80 
19 

102 
27 
12 

163 6 
9 1 

245 11 
229 56 
ISS 7 
48 1 
24 3 
64 9 
50 5 

193 29 
31 2 
92 78 
6 5 

14 5 
SS 26 
75 9 

112 11 
18 1 
4 4 
5 2 

112 6 
12 2 
93 33 
27 1 
16 2 

:' 

'/' ' 

• t.-

10 124 153 3 
0 6 9 0 

15 203 230 1 51 210 178 9 
9 213 146 3 
0 74 48 0 
8 24 16 1 
0 46 64 0 
3 74 47 1 25 147 168 4 
5 24 26 0 

58 20 34 3 
2 0 4 0 0 21 14 2 
6 75 49 2 
6 68 69 0 

32 85 80 1 
2 10 16 0 
0 12 4 0 
1 2 4 2 15 74 97 4 
2 17 10 1 

15 69 78 7 
6 26 21 0 
5 10 11 0 

.' , 

~~, 

I, 

~,.--

5 15 31 3 5 109 122 0 0 0 1 0 6 9 2 45 47 10 13 158 183 15 37 30 47 36 173 148 2 32 7 4 7 181 139 0 5 8 1 0 69 40 0 4 2 2 8 20 14 0 0 4 9 0 46 60 ... 1 10 10 4 2 64 37 ~ 1 11 29 25 24 136 139 ... 
S; 

1 5 7 2 4 19 19 2 3 2 75 56 17 32 

~ 
0 0 0 5 2 0 4 0 9 9 3 0 12 5 2 11 6 24 4 64 43 4 13 3 9 2 SS 66 f;j 2 19 8 10 30 66 72 '1:1 0 2 1 1 2 8 15 0 0 4 1 4 0 8 3 ~ 1 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 4 8 10 2 11 86 87 ~ 1 3 2 1 1 14 8 

~ 
0 14 7 26 15 SS 71 0 6 1 1 6 20 20 to:l 0 0 2 2 5 10 9 ~ ::: -Z 

I I 
r 

to:l 
0 

~ 
&3 

\ 

-, 

, 
.,' 

I' 

~ 

\!<, 



I 



Sacramento ............ 1,464 1,472 ),269 1,289 195 183 1,121 1,144 193 175 16 17 2 3 132 128 0 5 San Benito .............. 150 42 150 41 0 1 41 31 0 1 1 0 0 0 8 10 O· 0 San Bernardino ...... 1,565 1,547 1,545 1,513 20 34 1,360 1,288 20 34 26 37 0 0 1119 188 0 0 San Diego .............•.. 3,lS37 3,326 3,174 2,991 383 335 2,92.5 2,791 352 324 64 49 2 6 185 151 9 5 San Francisco ........ 2,279 2,261 2,199 2,1119 80 102 1,994 1,988 80 100 10 14 0 0 195 157 '0 2 San Joaquin ............ 412 4150 411 445 1 5 341 406 0 4 2 0 0 0 68 39 1 1 San Luis Obispo .... 199 190 197 181 2 9 172 157 2 9 5 8 0 0 20 16 0 0 San Mateo .............. 584 729 519 6119 65 70 464 600 65 66 9 3 0 0 46 56 0 4 ..... Santa Barbara ........ 584 519 525 455 119 64 456 416 58 62 6 3 0 0 63 36 1 2 ~ Santa Clara ............ 3,485 3,396 3,215 3,133 270 263 3,022 2,934 262_ ~ 60 62 2 6 133 137 6 7 ..... 
"~ Santa Cruz .............. 415 325 388 314 27 11 355 277 25 7 9 9 0 0 24 28 2 4 S; \ •. ! Shasta ...................... 344 379 331 355 13 24 230 256 6 17 76 67 2 0 25 32 5 7 Z Sierra ........................ 8 7 4 5 4 2 0 1 2 0 4 2 2 0 0 2 0 2 

~ Sisldyou .................... 83 51 72 43 11 8 59 38 9 8 2 0 1 0 11 5 1 0 Solano ...................... 447 R284 402 R265 45 19 305 95 39 19 35 R 126 1 0 62 44 5 0 Sonoma .................... 335 400 333 395 2 5 256 318 2 1 12 8 0 0 65 69 0 4 ~ Stanislaus ................ 367 466 362 461 5 5 268 340 0 0 11 49 1 3 83 72 4 2 "'d Sutter ........................ 80 III 74 110 6 1 58 92 5 1 5 3 0 0 11 15 1 0 0 Tehama .................... 86 58 68 53 18 5 57 49 17 3 3 2 1 1 8 2 0 1 ~ Trinity ...................... 16 29 13 27 3 2 12 20 3 2 {) 5 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 Tulare ...................... 334 542 284 517 50 25 209 410 47 15 6 25 0 4 69 82 3 6 '>j Tuolumne ................ 66 41 63 40 3 1 50 32 1 0 1 1 0 0 12 7 2 1 
~ Ventura .................... 675 690 605 576 70 114 493 456 67 113 48 42 2 1 64 78 1 0 yolo .......................... 143 155 131 139 12 16 lOB 113 12 14 3 6 0 0 20 20 0 2 t:l Yuba ........................ 106 118 105 113 1 5 91 99 1 5 2 5 0 0 12 9 0 0 E; 

RRevised. 
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'. ~')ECllAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA i ij 

DISPOSITIONS OF 
TABLE 24-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS Ii 

, GI!.flI?~Ii'JB@lRl ~tOll1.!l[j?rjj"~ u:nUNGS AND i HABEAS CORPUS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 11 

l\[')i?[~t\l~ ~~Itll~'J iL@WfElR COURTS Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 ~ 
L'uc©oij VQGli'O 'iI®U'l&-1® ::lind 1979.-80 Dispositions II 

" Dispositions alter heuing ToW Total Dispositions alter hearing (I 
<1 

(" TotDl TaW Dispositions Questions Trillls fi/jngs dispositions before hearing CO!1tested matters i! , ... f' 

filings !lispo:;itions before hearing of law de novo County 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-19 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 J9'78-79 'I 

CoWlty 197fJ-8!) JWt1-1!J 19'19-80 J97tJ-'J9 JfTl9..!J{) 1978-79 J979-80 1 "'rP.19 1979-80 J978-79 State total ............ 13,295 R 13,008 12,284 R1l,787 7;JHJ 1Is,226 1l,024 1l,561 !I 
:!o torol .............. 14,854 n 14,414 13,521 Ja13,793 WT 1,075 2,155 2,154 10~ lI.1O.3l* II 

Alameda .................. 409 374 643 3l5O 4Il4 247 189 103 J 
~:l(l .................... 76!l 752 738 ()f3 3 8 123 136 612 Il29 Alpine ...................... 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 (! 

'I =' •••••••••••••••••••••••• () 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Amador .................... 3 1 3 1 3 1 0 0 I) 

.::1. ....................... 9 5 6 3 1 1 0 0 Il 2 Butte ........................ 25 ISO 26 2,,) 8 6 18 17 li , . 
.......................... m 70 32 64 2 8 3 10 27 46 Calaveras .................. 1 10 0 Il 0 Il 0 0 H 

.L;..) •••••••••••••••••••• 0 6 13 2 1 0 0 0 12 2 Colusa ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 :1 
J " ...................... 

tj 5 3 1 0 0 0 0 3 1 Contra Costa .•••.•.•.. 126 101 111 99 92 78 19 21 h 
r ;11:;!n •••••••••••• (~3 SSl 490 408 65 119 87 44 338 3015 Del Norte ................ 10 4 7 3 3 1 4 2 n 

Il 4 0 2 0 0 Il 2 EI Dorado ................ 20 8 13 9 5 8 
I' 

3 .................. t) 7 6 3 l~ 

.:.J .................. £;5 40 44 14 7 1 3 25 34 Fresno ...................... 116 110 82 98 45 81 37 17 U 
2'", £:55 215 180 1 11 61 Il7 153 112 Glenn ........................ · 2 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 

:j 
.. , .... , ................ 11 
....................... i3 7 12 2 8 0 2 Il 2 Humboldt ................ 78 77 30 29 10 18 20 11 

\1 " ... ~~ .......... " ....... .', :13 35 59 5 7 30 33 0 19 Imperial .................... 4 3 8 R7 5 Rl 3 6 - lis .. ::J ...................... ['-1 fS 21 16 1 0 1 0 19 J6 Inyo .......................... 3 3 3 0 0 
I, 

" 4 4 I! 

, , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• h 
'£) IJC Il R6 0 0 0 4 Il 2 Kern .......................... 260 171 271 187 214 165 117 22 11 

!,'~ ?83 156 169 1 10 23 18 132 141 Kings ........................ 23 13 13 2 2 0 11 2 Ii 
~.:; .... , ........................... ~'" 

2D ;n 12 8 4 0 0 0 8 8 Lake .......................... 18 21 18 24 9 21 9 3 \j 

f, ... , .... ,.j .......................... 

33 4 5 2 1 27 27 Lassen ...................... 28 7 23 Il 7 11 :~ :.:~~c ............................ 31 1~ 33 16 4 1 

·.;::::zn ........................ 21 i3 20 10 0 3 0 0 20 7 Los Angeles ............ 3,280 3,226 2,847 2,392 2,336 1,510 511 882 Ii 

,,"':)3 Angeles ............. 4""" tj,CS1 4,6'NI 5,175 :wi 3Il4 IlIl9 769 3,701 4,052 M.dera .................... 12 28 17 39 2 9 III 30 II 
L1~,l':~" ...................... B 21 10 22 0 2 1 4 9 16 Marin ........................ 342 2Il2 310 268 2M 209 56 59 

:. 
179 163 113 185 0 0 24 • SI 89 11M Mariposa .................. 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 :1 r .. 1crm .......................... 

Muripn:>a .................... 1 3 2 4 0 2 1 0 1 2 Mendocino .............. Il 18 6 16 4 10 2 6 II Meildccino ................ 7! ~ 52 40 5 26 47 13 0 1 Merced .................... 12 16 3 2 0 0 3 2 

Merced ...................... 33 2!) 12 21 2 0 0 4 10 17 Modoc ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

II Mcrlcc ........................ 4 4 4 4 0 1 3 1 1 2 Mono ........................ 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Mono .......................... 8 5 8 4 1 0 0 0 7 4 Monterey ................ 3Il6 230 298 000 223 156 71l 42 P 
Monterey .................. 153 100 137 163 27 26 32 36 78 101 N.ps .......................... 562 890 1117 804 172 279 34Il 525 ,1 

Napa ............................ 55 26 52 13 0 1 9 0 43 12 Nev.da ...................... Il Il 4 2 3 1 1 1 f1 
Nevada ....................... 24 i6 36 18 2 1 2 6 32 11 Orange ...................... 360 1178 204 409 103 172 101 237 Il 
Orange ....................... 1,503 1,398 1,489 1,4m 71l 119 181 000 1~ 1,148 .. t 

Placer ........................ M 23 ISO 12 33 7 17 Il 
11 Placer .......................... 84 94 62 65 l) 0 5 6 Il7 59 Plumas ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Plumas ........................ 10 8 7 6 2 0 0 0 Il 6 I Riverside .................. 362 340 283 333 164 163 119 170 !j 
llive.~de .................... 456 504 430 480 III 19 ISO 42 36Il 419 Sacramento .............. 465 471 IlIlO 1116 44Il 396 1(J.5 120 "~, 

" 
Sacramento ................ 568 462 482 449 Il 8 82 59 395 382 San Benito .............. 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 ~ 
San Benito ................ 5 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 San Bernardino ...... 601 5ir1 353 4Il3 159 146 194 307 I. 

,'j San Bernardino ........ 514 464 414 351 111l 90 68 34 231 227 San Diego ................ 4IlIl 327 461 372 251 163 210 209 n 
..... ~r" San Diego .................. l,IM7 l,01Il 9!lO 92Il 112 110 209 177 729 638 San Francilco .......... 310 232 308 23Il 176 145 132 90 H 

San Fl'lU!clsro ............ Il23 1:21 1118 541 48 56 102 62 368 423 San Joaquin .............. Il22 494 Il2Il Il5.'S 287 406 238 149 11 
San Joaquin ................ 180 210 llSO 138 Il Il 48 42 97 91 San Luis Obilpo ...... 316 ~ 368 ~ 34Il ~ 23 11 

II , San LuIs Obispo ...... 96 87 53 69 3 3 Il 3 415 63 San M.teo ................ 88 92 44 48 RIll 

San Mateo .................. 375 366 363 295 7 0 70 ·60 286 23Il Santa Barbar ......... 126 1M 108 152 72 98 36 54 

Santa Barbara .......... 223 216 225 14'1 20 10 54 28 1111 109 Santa C1ar ............... 1178 388 1172 386 495 288 77 98 
11 Santli Clara ................ 601 687 1125 Il26 10 35 74 90 381 401 Santa Cruz .............. 56 46 61 47 39 26 22 21 

Santa Cruz ................ 111 106 ~ 8Il 1 6 28 14 63 8Il Shasta ........................ 14 14 13 18 11 9 2 9 I; 
Shasta .......................... 81 52 66 54 3 1 2 0 51 ~ Sierra ........................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 t1 
Sierra .......................... 3 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 Siskiyou .................... 9 3 9 2 7 2 2 0 

Siskiyou ...................... 25 13 24 13 4 6 3 0 17 7 
" 

Solano ...................... 154 118 131 ()f 96 60 35 7 tl 
Solano ........................ 66 93 (i6 61 0 0 16 4 ISO Il7 Sonoma .................... 233 171 217 148 135 86 82 62 

\ 

Sonoma ...................... 181 316 142 ~ 4 7 21 19 117 181 Stanislaus .................. 78 70 82 46 53 28 29 18 11 
Stanislaus .................... 125 129 81 101 II 2 22 32 Il7 ()f Sutter ........................ 6 8 1 8 0 0 1 8 

11 Suitur ............ ~ ............. 26 9 21 6 1 0 1 0 19 6 
'I"; Tehama .................... 7 2 Il 1 1 1 4 0 

Tehama ...................... III 10 \0 8 0 1 1 1 9 6 'it. Trinity ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Trinity ........................ 8 8 4 1 0 1 4 0 0 0 Tulare ...................... 38 41 33 44 10 20 23 24 

tl 
Tulare .·.u ....... ····· .. ·· .. 77 80 71l 62 Il 4 28 11 42 47 , Tuolumne ................ 24 23 21 22 21 22 0 0 

Tuolumne ................. 18 9 14 3 1 0 0 0 13 3 .. Ventura .................... 2,()fl 2,753 2,1l24 2,857 407 ()fll 2,117 2,182 

Ventura ...................... 409 356 2Il6 318 III 37 62 33 179 248 Yolo .......................... 62 68 54 GIl 40 59 14 6 

Yolo ........ " .................. 68 60 35 61 4 10 4 III 27 36 

I 
yuba .......................... 0 4 1 3 0 1 1 2 I;! 

Y;W!I ............................ 16 13 11 12 2 2 4 0 5 10 
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188 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABLE 2S-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS BY JURY TRIAL 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total 
County l!119-8O 1978-79 

State total................................ 7;rT3 R7,309 

Alameda ......................................... . 
Alpine ............................................. . 
Amador ........................................... . 
Butte ............................................... . 
Calaveras ....................................... . 
Colusa ............................................. . 
Contra Costa ................................. . 
Del Norte ....................................... . 
El Dorado ..................................... . 
Fresno ............................................. . 
Glenn ............................................. . 
Humboldt ....................................... . 
Imperial ......................................... . 
lnyo ................................................. . 
Kern ............................................... . 
Kings ............................................... . 
Lalce ................................................. . 
Lassen ............................................. . 
Los Angeles ................................... . 
Madera ........................................... . 
Marin ............................................... . 
Mariposa ......................................... . 
Mendocino ..................................... . 
Merced ........................................... . 
Modoc ............................................. . 
Mono ............................................... . 
Monterey ....................................... . 
Napa ............................................... . 
Nevada ........................................... . 
Orange ........................................... . 
Placer ............................................. . 
Plumas ........................................... . 
Riverside ....................................... . 
Sacramento ................................... . 
San Benito ..................................... . 
San Bernardino ............................. . 
San Diego ....................................... . 
San Francisco ............................... . 
San Joaquin ................................... . 
San Luis Obbpo .........•.•......••........ 
San Mateo ..................................... . 
Santa Barbara ............................... . 
Santa Clara ................................... . 
Santa Cruz ..................................... . 
Shasta ............................................. . 
Sierra ............................................... . 
Siskiyou ........................................... . 
Solano ............................................. . 
Sonoma ........................................... . 
Stanislaus ....................................... . 
Sutter ............................................... . 
Tehama ........................................... . 
Trinity ............................................. . 
Tulare ............................................. . 
Tuolumne ....................................... . 
Ventura ........................................... . 
yolo ................................................. . 
Yuba ............................................... . 

RRevised. 

246 
o 

10 
57 
4 

11 
182 
15 
36 

008 
14 
29 
Z1 
19 

145 
70 
30 
23 

2,361 
45 

114 
7 

41 
55 
6 
3 

U8 
30 
25 

321 
39 
13 

194 
234 

8 
266 
410 
473 
108 
45 

108 
100 
251 
54 
51 
o 

32 
107 
133 
129 
20 
16 
6 

115 
22 

103 
I!O 
36 

313 
5 
4 

51 
5 

11 
247 

18 
44 

228 
15 
12 
31 

R4 
160 
51 
28 
19 

2,211 
53 

102 
12 
45 
73 

4 
5 

90 
26 
30 

334 
52 
3 

175 
303 
13 

309 
358 
445 
76 
31 

RI44 
73 

'lRl 
76 
48 
7 

21 
73 

130 
115 
21 
8 
5 

126 
15 

121 
40 
~ 

Personal /rVury, 
DeathllDd 

Property DIlI1JJlge 
l!119-8O 1978-79 

1,909 1,810 

71 
o 
3 
7 
o 
3 

20 
2 

14 
51 
2 
5 
1 
3 

25 
1 
5 
7 

831 
4 

25 
1 
6 

13 
o 
1 

18 
6 
4 

48 
10 
1 

37 
56 
o 

41 
111 
189 
28 
9 

29 
17 
66 
16 
9 
o 
2 

15 
23 
11 
2 
3 
2 

17 
5 
5 
7 

21 

99 
1 
1 
7 
o 
1 

38 
3 

19 
32 
2 
5 
3 
o 

23 
2 
4 
3 

593 
6 

33 
2 
4 

15 
o 
3 

17 
3 
2 

72 
10 
2 

32 
92 
2 

58 
115 
209 

14 
8 

53 
12 
56 
23 
6 
o 
7 

16 
31 
17 
4 
2 
1 

16 
1 

12 
6 

12 

Criminal 
l!119-8O 1978-79 

4,422 R 4,473 

132 
o 
2 

42 
3 
6 

144 
13 
15 

128 
8 

23 
25 
13 

103 
68 
22 

9 
1,llO4 

38 
66 
o 

29 
34 
5 
2 

84 
22 
11 

232 
Z1 
10 

111 
149 

8 
204 
234 
230 
74 
24 
46 
74 

ll!O 
31 
34 
o 

21 
78 
78 

106 
14 
12 
2 

83 
17 
83 
26 
13 

177 
4 
3 

37 
3 

10 
175 
15 
14 

177 
13 
6 

I! 
H5 
44 
21 
10 

1,292 
41 
50 
8 

34 
49 
3 
1 

49 
21 
23 

209 
29 
1 

119 
168 
10 

236 
187 
169 
48 
18 
64 
48 

174 
43 
41 
4 

14 
50 
78 
82 
16 
4 
4 

98 
11 
86 
25 
11 

All other 
Proceedings 

1979-80 1918-79 
1,044 R 1,026 

43 
o 
5 
8 
1 
2 

18 
o 
7 

29 
4 
1 
1 
3 

17 
1 
3 
7 

326 
3 

23 
6 
6 
8 
1 
o 

16 
2 

10 
41 
2 
2 

46 
29 
o 

21 
65 
54 
6 

12 
33 
9 

35 
7 
8 
o 
9 

14 
32 
12 
4 
1 
2 

15 
o 

15 
17 
2 

37 
o 
o 
7 
2 
o 

34 
o 

11 
19 
o 
1 
1 
o 

22 
5 
3 
6 

326 
6 

19 
2 
1 
9 
1 
1 

24 
2 
5 
~ 
13 
o 

24 
43 
1 

15 
56 
67 
14 

R 5 
Z1 
13 
37 
10 
1 
3 
o 
7 

21 
16 
1 
2 
o 

12 
3 

23 
9 
o 

" 

I • 

County 
State total ..... . 

Alameda ........... . 
Alpine ............... . 
Amador ............. . 
Butte ................. . 
Calaveras ......... . 
Colusa ............... . 
Contra Costa ... . 
Del Norte ......... . 
El Dorado ....... . 
Fresno ............... . 
Glenn ............... . 
Humboldt ......... . 
Imperial ........... . 
lnyo ................... . 
Kern ................. . 
Kings ................. . 
Lalce .••.......•.•••.••.• 
Lassen ............... . 
Los Angelttl: ..... . 
Madera ............. . 
Marin ................. . 
Mariposa .......... .. 
Mendocino ....... . 
Merced ............. . 
Modoc ............... . 
Mono ................. . 
Monterey ......... . 
Napa ................. . 
Nevada ............. . 
Orange ............. . 
Placer ............... . 
Plumas ............. . 
Riverside ......... . 
Sacramento ..... . 
San Benito ....... . 
San Bernardino 
San Diego ......... . 
San Ptancisco .. 
San Joaquin .....• 
San Luis Obispo 
San Mateo ........ 
Santa Barbara .• 
Santa Clara ..... . 
Santa Cruz ....... . 
Shasta .•.............. 
Sien·f\ ................ . 
Siskiyou ............. . 
Solano ............... . 
Sonoma ............. . 
Stanislaus ......... . 
Sutter ................. . 
Tehama ............. . 
Trinity .............. .. 
1\Jlare ............... . 
Tuolumne ........ .. 
Ventura ............. . 
yolo .................. .. 
Yuba ................. . 
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TABLE 26-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
TOTAL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1979 AND JUNE 30, 1980 
Number 

oFjudicial 
positions-

6130180 6130179 
7015 

33 
1 
1 
3 
1 
1 

17 
1 
3 

15 
1 
3 
3 
1 

10 
2 
1 
1 

251 
2 
7 
1 
2 
3 

1 
7 
2 
2 

47 
4 
1 

20 
25 
1 

24 
44 
33 
9 
4 

16 
9 

34 
4 
3 
1 
1 
5 
7 
7 
2 
1 
1 
6 
1 

13 
3 
2 

32 
1 
1 
3 
1 
1 

15 
1 
3 

15 
1 
3 
3 
1 

10 
2 
1 
1 

226 
2 
7 
1 
2 
3 
1 
1 
7 
2 
2 

45 
3 
1 

19 
24 
1 

22 
43 
32 
8 
4 

16 
9 

30 
4 
3 
1 
1 
4 
7 
7 
2 
1 
1 
5 
1 

11 
3 
2 

Cases sWlliting trial st end of month b 

Thtal am Criminal 
6130180 6130179 6130180 6130179 6130180 6130179 
142,090 RI39,684 132,747 R131,669 9,343 Ra,015 

4,450 
3 

108 
194 
98 
23 

3,018 
41 

300 
1,834 

51 
609 
102 
86 

1,230 
118 
47 
54 

75,791 
117 
816 
22 

122 
197 

15 
62 

344 
221 
212 

11,072 
589 

71 
2,216 
2,934 

12 
4,762 
8,675 
6,353 
1,989 

617 
1,023 

887 
4,165 

254 
656 

6 
60 

628 
685 

1,251 
123 
44 
42 

329 
120 

1,872 
286 
84 

4,520 
3 

116 

a: 
13 

3,138 
44 

289 
1,912 

29 
474 

~~ 
1,366 

98 
56 
67 

74,188 
142 

1,231 
32 

111 

4 
51 

359 
252 
106 

13,305 
413 
64 

2,643 
3,143 

25 
3,308 
8,351 
4,335 
1,658 

439 
1,173 

816 
3,416 

263 
708 

3 
58 

530 
1,484 
1,215 

125 
I!O 
34 

414 
122 

1,872 
319 

65 

3,920 
3 

103 
165 
93 
23 

2,697 
32 

280 
1,688 

45 
542 
86 
73 

1,046 
89 
42 
49 

72,072 
68 

764 
20 

108 
174 

12 
56 

2W 
218 
189 

10,649 
573 
65 

1,993 
2,683 

9 
4,419 
7,747 
6,093 
1,797 

612 
915 
774 

3,610 
£00 
633 

6 
56 

606 
636 

1,115 
107 
44. 
39 

267 
114 

1,719 
258 
56 

3,939 
2 

113 

~97 
58 
12 

2,926 
42 

275 
1,849 

26 
412 

~ 
1,218 

66 
51 
66 

71,179 
97 

1,205 
31 

101 
190 

3 
49 

289 
225 

87 
12,940 

392 
48 

2,422 
2,949 

21 
3,030 
7,694 
4,130 
1,510 

439 
1,068 

719 
2,727 

233 
708 

3 . 
47 

471 
1,387 
1,109 

112 
45 
30 

354 
109 

1,748 
298 
55 

530 
0 
~ 

29 
5 
0 

321 
9 

20 
146 

6 
67 
16 
13 

184 
29 
5 
5 

3,719 
49 
52 
2 

14 
23 

3 
6 

54 
3 

23 
423 

16 
6 

223 
251 

3 
343 
928 
260 
192 

5 
108 
113 
~ 
49 
23 
o 
4 

22 
49 

136 
16 
o 
3 

62 
6 

153 
28 
28 

581 
1 
3 

~ 
1 

212 
2 

14 
123 

3 
62 
15 

RIO 
148 
32 
5 
1 

3,009 
45 
26 
1 

10 
22 

1 
2 

70 
27 
19 

365 
21 
16 

221 
194 

4 
278 
657 
2015 
148 

o 
1015 
97 

689 
30 
o 
o 

11 
59 
97 

106 
13 

15 
~ 

60 
13 

124 
21 
10 

189 

Total cases 
per judicial 

position 
6130180 6130179 

202 

135 
3 

108 
65 
98 
23 

178 
41 

100 
122 
31 

203 
34 
86 

123 
39 
47 
54 

302 
58 

117 
22 
61 
66 
15 
62 
49 

110 
106 
236 
147 
71 

III 
111 
12 

198 
197 
193 
221 
154 
64 
99 

122 
64 

219 
6 

60 
126 
S3 

179 
62 
44 
42 
55 

120 
144 
95 
42 

212 

141 
3 

116 

a: 
13 

209 
44 
96 

131 
29 

158 
38 

n,3 
137 
49 
56 
67 

328 
71 

176 
32 
56 
71 

4 
51 
51 

126 
53 

296 
138 
64 

139 
131 
25 

ll!O 
194 . 
135 
207 
110 
73 
91 

114 
66 

236 
3 

58 
132 
212 
174 
62 
I!O 
34 
83 

122 
170 
106 
33 

• Judicial positions include full-time court commissioners and referees in addition to the number of judges authorized for 
the court. For a list of judgeships see Table 11. 

b Cases awaiting trial include criminal and civil cases set for future trial and civil cases in which at-issue memoranda have 
been med but no trial dates assigned. 

R Revised. 
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TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Number Dispositions aher beuing 

al ToW ToQ] DispositiODS UDCODte5t«I Contested Jul'eIlile 

DJuolymd judgeships- 6/iags dispositiODS before be4ring IDIltters matters orrJenb 

judicial diftrict 1!J'I!J.IKJ lm-79 l!l'l9-lJJ lm-79 1979-1lJ lm-79 1!J'I!J.IKJ lm-79 lf179.8J lm-79 lf179.8J lm-79 lf179.8J lm-79 

State total ...................................... 472 46S 6,817,067 8 6,712,854 5:nO,732 8 5,912,736 5,195,966 8 5,359,633 315,021 285,306 225,222 W,fH:) 34,523 40,188 

Alameda: 
Alameda ..........••............•....•..........••.. 1 1 13,704 12,4-f7 11,799 12,070 10,447 10,849 910 729 442 492 0 0 § Berkeley·Albany .............................. 4 4 28,884 26,390 29,032 30,4-f5 26,000 8 27,362 1,480 1,362 1,552 1,721 0 0 

" ~''J'" Fremont·Newark-Union City ...... 3 3 49,720 45,477 46,931 !I 40,786 41,030 35,921 3,528 2,728 2,373 2,135 0 2 ...... 
Livennore-Pleasanton ...........•........ 2 2 38,38IS :n,996 35,013 35,051 32,902 33,417 1,059 732 1,052 902 0 0 (") 

\, 
Oakland·Piedmont .......................... 14 14 170,1J96 173~ 162,171 162,652 148,143 148,94-f 7,742 7,355 6,258 6,353 28 0 ~ San Lealldro-Hayward .................• 7 7 98,860 98,383 85,191 86~ 78,895 80,616 3,493 2,917 2,803 2,724 0 0 

(") 

Butte: 
0 

Chico .................................................. 1 16,042 15,013 14,744 13,567 12,197 11,118 822 603 1,117 1,032 608 814 2 
(") ...... 

Contra Costa: t"' 
Bay ...•.........................................•........ 5 5 61,812 67,426 5i-\499 59,793 44,141 51,259 2,280 2,315 2,824 2,938 3,254 3,281 0 
Delta .................•................................ 2 2 23,778 21,853 21,534 19,496 17,838 16,184 1,689 1,520 1,176 978 831 814 "l 
Mt. Diablo ........................................ 4 4 59,713 53,591 50,046 46,600 42,065 38,611 2,181 2,022 2,(1J"{ 2,438 3,193 3,529 

~ <, 
Walnut Creek·Danville .................. 3 3 55,806 49,265 47,222 43,964 40,086 38,829 1,319 1,162 2,196 2,116 3,621 3,857 

...... 
Fresno: d 

Consolidated Fresno ...................... 8 8 99,033 87,163 92,250 82,318 82,690 73,925 5,080 4,142 3,850 3,750 630 501 !:I:l 

Humboldt: ~ 
Eureka .............................................. 2 2 1l,722 12,842 10,446 12,723 8,913 11,423 935 770 598 530 0 0 

, 
Imperial: 

Imperial County .............................. 4 4 37,972 45,543 28,250 35,514 26,120 33,64.8 1,237 1,093 889 773 4 0 

1CI!ttl: I 
0 

East Kem ............. , ............................ 2 2 19,108 18,658 16,078 17,090 14,272 15,478 555 491 570 507 681 614 I , 
WestKem ........................................ 6 6 173,256 149,999 124,946 106,115 116,420 97,570 4,854 4,952 2,418 2,495 1,254 1,098 I 

I >, 
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Los Angeles: If 
Alhambra .......................................... 3 3 61,3.55 67,151 55,636 59,93S 51,294 55,761 2,454 2,072 1,888 2,100 0 2 

/1 ..... Antelope ............................................ c2 1 32,035 32,996 ZT,712 30,218 25,862 28,449 1,088 9I5S 822 814 0 0 
Beverly Hills .................................... 3 3 41,572 43,671 32,423 35,271 28,609 31,409 2,310 1,9156 1,502 1,896 2 10 

11 
Burbank ............................................ 2 2 21,2.'56 20,236 15,672 18,027 14,091 16,434 884 918 f1i11 675 0 0 
Citrus .................................................. 6 6 104,303 105,224 92,161 103,333 84,227 96,722 4,1m 3,382 3,332 3,227 0 2 
Compton .......................................... 6 6 116,265 115,978 94,9915 85,6S8 83,707 75,764 8,169 7,271 3,119 2,623 0 0 Ii 
Culver ................................................ 2 2 22,755 23,182 19,228 19,816 16,678 17,084 1,714 1,666 716 856 0 0 

t Downey ............................................ 4 4 55,252 55,153 48,402 49,738 44,004 45.643 2,S28 2,282 1,870 1,813 0 0 .... 
East Los Angeles ............................ 4 4 57,6IB 57,112 46,809 45,634 42,671 41,561 2,603 2,467 1,529 1~ 0 0 ~ 
Glendale ............................................ 2 2 40,565 41,543 35,797 33,031 32,494 30,632 1,949 1,129 1,354 1,265 0 5 .... 

J 
1ngIewood ........................................ 6 6 75,08S 70,918 55,935 61,999 48,810 55,212 3,849 3,644 3,275 3,143 1 0 ~ Long Beach ...................................... 7 7 121,073 107,828 85,527 78,420 76,251 70,811 6,081 5,012 3,169 2,S97 26 0 Z Los Angeles ...................................... 64 64 991,383 972,536 748,688 808,119 655,939 719,448 60,332 53,974 32,417 34,f1i11 0 0 

~ Los Cerritos ...................................... 3 3 58,760 60,460 52,26i 49,701 48,675 46,153 1,796 1,688 1,790 1,860 0 0 [1 
Malibu ................................................ 1 1 28,SOO 34,344 25,185 31,226 24,271 30,32:5 337 33S ST1 564 0 2 

fl 
Newhall .........................................•.... 2 2 41,655 41,887 37,OfB 38,842 35,976 37,761 43S 454 6S8 f1Z1 0 0 = Pasadena ............................................ 4 4 72,517 63,522 60,226 S2,2S2 54,539 46,889 3,113 2,861 2,574 2,l502 0 0 ~ 
Pomona ..•......................................•.... 3 3 47,89oi 47,f1i11 40,476 43,346 36,029 39:JS1 2,848 2,432 1,799 1,647 0 0 0 Ii 
Rio Hondo ........................................ 4 4 44,249 47,f1iT1 34,715 39,815 32,239 36,SS6 1,_ 2,045 1,040 1,214 0 0 ~ 

II Santa Anita ...................................... 1 1 ZT,438 24,539 23,210 22,l!OS 21,210 19,936 944 894 1,055 1,375 1 0 
0 Sant!!, Monica .................................... 3 3 29,860 35,547 26,183 29,915 22,714 26,441 2,221 2,091 1,187 1,383 1 0 
~ 

South Bay .......................................... d 6 5 121,378 119,930 101,810 105,645 91,6.'56 95,399 5,458 5,210 4,692 5,036 4 0 

~ SoutheUt .......................................... 5 5 73,569 79,029 62,86S 71,711 58,073 66,sss 2,979 3,072 1,812 2,082 1 2 It 
Whittier ............................................ 4 4 51,779 50,077 44,000 41,091 39,251 42,458 2,163 2,000 2,S86 2,633 0 0 ~ !I Marin: 1:; 
Central .............................................. 4 .. 62,143 63,f1Z1 57,513 60,316 53,853 56,195 1,456 1,640 2,138 2,391 66 90 ::: rl - d z 

Merced: - [·1 
Merced County ................................ 3 3 63,965 65,628 53,94S 59,302 50,938 55,998 1,277 1,243 1,730 1,470 0 591 ~ 1-' 

~ 
, ! 

Monterey: Ii 
Monterey County e ........................ 7 46,1'35 0 41,345 0 37,535 0 1,901 0 1,909 0 0 0 ti3 Ii 
Monterey Peninsula e .................... 3 14,715 29,263 12,525 ZT,514 10,932 24,188 738 1,562 8SS 1,764 0 0 

11 North Monterey County e ............ 1 6,654 12,667 5,786 13,178 '5,3.55 12,330 174 28S 2S7 563 0 0 0 
Salinas e ........•..................................... 3 18,108 34,365 16,6.'56 28,166 15,251 25,841 912 1,377 493 948 0 0 ~ I f 

Napa: 
C'.l 
~ II Napa County ..............................•..... 2 2 19,929 22,896 19,224 22,212 16,129 18,716 913 7T1 748 719 1,434 1,940 I 

6 Orange: 11 
Central Orange C'.ounty ...............• 13 13 148,323 134,061 130,216 lZT,890 118,845 116,695 6,248 5,864 5,l23 5,331 0 0 I! " 
North Orange County .................. 11 11 153,549 132,582 130,449 132,957 118,999 121,490 5,583 5,308 5,541 5,666 326 49.l j Orange County Harbor ................ 6 6 112,240 109,851 109,231 106,218 9.'S.3S7 91,514 1,8l!O 2,038 3,570 3,123 8,484 9,543 J South Orange County .................... 3 3 54,753 ei9,865 48,248 52,978 44,711 48,824 1,753 1,237 1,724 1,615 0 1,302 ! West Orange County .................... dlO 9 144,943 1.fi7,68S 120,215 129,784 107,993 118,424 7,115 5,883 5,107 5,471 0 0 .-

~ 

f .-
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TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS .... 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL· (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-ContinuBCi 

~ 
t-o 

Fiscal Years 197&-79 and 1979-80 
Number /JispoQtioas .Iter beuiDg 

of Total ToaJ Dispositioas UDCOIlIBstsd CooIBstsd JUYetJile 

" Countymd i.udgesbipsa IiJinI(S c/ispoQtioas I:<i"oTe beuiDg IllMIten IllMIten onIersb 

jutIiciM diIIrict lfll9.llJ 1~7'9 lfll9.llJ 1~7'9 lfll9.llJ 1~7'9 lfll9.llJ 1~7'9 191!J...lKJ 1~7'9 191!J...lKJ 1~7'9 lfll9.llJ l!lllJ-7'9 

.-
Riverside: 

Corona .............................................. 2 2 17,768 19,(mi 16,511 18,075 13,081 16,715 Q;8 364 732 796 0 0 
DeIert ................................................ 3 3 63,801 fJ51B1 34,438 36,910 49,866 32,479 2,443 2,136 2,143 2,263 4 12 
Mt. San Jacinto ..................•......••..••• 2 2 54,659 47,349 43,613 42,811 43,m1) 41,2.'53 1,381 721 1,007 834 27 3 
Riverside .......................................... 3 5 74,106 77JH,5 ~ 70,610 37,129 fJ5,I37 3,031 3,133 2,423 2,329 0 29 § Three Lakes ........••.... ~ .................... 1 1 16,200 13,:m 14,721 13,897 13,601 12,861 ~ 472 394 364 0 0 -n 

Sacramento: ~ \i Sacramento ...................................... 13 13 189,336 169,034 161,949 146,300 143,601 130,797 10,300 9,691 6,048 .3,821 0 0 
n 

San Bernardino: 
£18 ~ San Bernardino County £ 17 009,013 e,f1Z1 196,638 184,QU 179,147 170,214 11,324 8,071 3,966 3,738 

n 
San Diego: 

d 7 
F 

ElQUon ............................................ 6 100,700 99,7fJ5 90,237 93,'J1X) 82,874 88,646 4,293 3,819 3,070 2,740 0 0 0 North County .................................. 8 8 129,311 119,643 118,180 103,900 109,378 98,372 4,316 3,406 4,283 4,100 1 0 'r:I 
San Diego .......................................... 22 22 321,273 am,063 306,131 298,832 282,349 276,716 14,831 13,714 8,731 8,422 0 0 

~ South Bay .......................................... 3 3 79,fJ50 74,173 72,064 71,474 66,707 66,393 1,893 1,789 3,463 3,292 1 0 

San F'rancbco: 'r:I 
San F'rancbco .................................. 19 19 143,683 173,328 119,739 100,083 94,3.'S8 133,238 19,639 19,264 3,742 3,363 0 0 0 = z 

San Joaquin: > Lodi .................................................... 1 1 17,811 13,613 13,383 13,333 13,434 12,423 797 734 396 344 738 1,614 
Manteca-Bipon-Elcalon-Tracy .••. 2 2 23,902 29,933 23,322 23,013 21,047 22,873 942 812 843 f!17 490 449 
Stockton ............................................ 3 3 159,401 64,462 32,234 33,960 44,372 49,424 4~ 3,703 2,008 1,802 1,330 1,029 

/ San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .............. d4 3 33,62D 36,496 43,148 49,034 38,401 41,982 1,646 1,487 1,60.'5 1,698 3,496 31Bl 

San Mateo: 
Northern ......•..................................... 3 3 47,794 49,402 38,348 44,739 34,774 41,373 1,719 1,437 1,833 1,947 2 0 

\ 

U SOUthem ............................................ 6 6 130,406 121,983 109,078 112,490 100,733 103,231 3,797 4,390 4,326 4,649 0 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .............................................. 1 1 6,263 7,234 3,666 7,008 3,011 6,417 382 232 293 337 0 2 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ....•.....•...•...•. 3 3 43,777 48,326 43,844 43,733 40,771 39,073 3,243 2,881 1,830 1,770 0 7 

.-
Santa Maria ...................................... 2 2 21,212 22,433 17,000 17,866 13,123 16,137 1,114 971 781 738 0 0 

., 
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Santa <lara: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill g ............•......... 1 0 20,173 0 18,205 0 17,011 0 6S5 0 539 0 0 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga g .. 1 0 32,7156 0 30,407 0 28,004 0 800 0 1,523 0 0 
Palo Alto-Mountain View g .......... .( 0 6f,298 0 lI6,898 0 53,257 0 1,691 0 1,947 0 3 
San J~MiIrtas g .......................... 12 0 201,521 0 141,736 0 129,276 0 6,793 0 5,fR1 0 0 

I Santa Clara .................................... 2 0 28,253 0 23,945 0 21,183 0 1,187 0 1,573 0 2 
Santa Cam County g ...........•........ 22 352,725 0 266,904 0 244,558 0 10,917 0 11,425 0 4 0 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino g .•...............• 2 0 38,307 0 33,168 0 30,38'1 0 I,m 0 1,703 0 1 

Santa Cruz: ... I ", 
0, , Santa Cruz County ........................ 4 4 '59,f117 58,239 50,122 50,669 43,345 43,368 1,689 1,881 1,901 2,009 2,987 3,341 ~ t, ... 

Shasta: 
~ Reddingh .......................................... 1 5,O9!l 0 4,1'59 0 3,654 0 283 0 222 0 0 0 

Solano: ~ Northern Solano .............................. 3 3 1I6,840 53,923 52,461 51,366 50,011 49,1116 993 755 1,457 1,455 0 0 
Vallejo-Benicia ...........•.................... 2 2 21,975 20,154 16,349 16,900 16,292 14,689 973 826 1,084 1,185 0 0 

~ Sonoma: "tl 
Sonoma County ..........................••.. 5 5 74,426 65,331 66,557 62,00'5 61,368 56,375 2,997 3,236 2,192 2,394 0 0 0 

Stanislaus: ~ 
Stanislaus County •..........................• 7 7 81,313 74,290 69,291 66,752 62,480 60,791 3,271 2,196 3,537 3,756 3 9 0 

"'l 
Sutter: 

~ Sutter County .................................• 9,00'5 9,591 8,308 8,466 7,3fjl 7,584 551 511 386 369 4 2 
t:rJ 

Tulare: 
~ Porterville ........................................ 1 1 9,9ff1 11,454 8,831 11,384 7,772 10,485 608 499 450 398 1 2 

TuJare-Pixley ......•............................. 1 1 16,252 16,402 14,097 15,010 13,372 14,255 354 349 368 406 3 0 =:: 
Visalia ................................................ 2 2 24,386 23,561 19,831 19,551 17,638 17,691 1,327 1,082 866 778 0 0 -Z -Ventura: ~ 
Ventura County .............................. 10 10 122,2l!O 127,939 113,905 119,613 104,615 110,467 5,O'I't9 4,571 4,231 4,575 0 0 

~ 0 
Yolo: , Yolo County ..................•................... 3 3 31,025 29.sro 26,214 25,327 22,840 21,515 1,293 1$1 1,100 1,222 981 1,303 

• Number of authorized judgeships at the end of the fiscal year. 0 
b Orders of judges acting as traffic hearing officers pursuant to Section 563 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. ~ C Statute provided for increase effeetive January 29, 1980. 
d Statute provided for increase effeetive January 1, 1980. 

C') 

e Monterey Peninsula, North Monterey County and Salinas Municipal Court Districts consolidated to become Monterey County Municipal Court District on January I, 1980. 
t:rJ 

" 
f Twentynine Palms Justice Court District became a municipal court, effel:tive July I, 1979. Twentynine Palms Municipal Court District consolidated with San Bernardino County Municipal 

Court District to become the Morongo Basin Division eIfecti~le July 2, 1979. An additional judgeship was authorized upon consolidation. 
g Gilroy-Morgan Hill, Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga, Palo Alto-Mountain View, San Jose-Milpitas, Santa Clara and Sunnyvale-Cupertino Municipal C"..ourt Districts consolidated to become the 

Santa Clara County Municipal Court District, effeetive July I, 1979. 
b Redding Justice Court District became Redding Municipal Court District, effeetive March 16, 1980. 
RReviIed 
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TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUrieCIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND ~OISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Courlly IUld judicW district 

Total 
/Uings 

ToW Dispositions 
disposjtions 

State total ......................................................................................... . 

Alameda: 
Alameda ................................................................................................ .. 
Berkeley-Albany .................................. , .............................................. . 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ........................................................... . 
Livennore-Pleasanton ....................................................................... . 
OaIdand-Piedmont ............................................................................. . 
San Leandro-Hayward ....................................................................... . 

Butte: 

Chico ..................................................................................................... . 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ......................................................................................................... . 
Delta ....................................................................................................... . 
Mt. Diablo ............................................................................................. . 
Walnut Creek-Danville ..................................................................... . 

Fresno: 

Consolidated Fresno ........................................................................... . 

Humboldt: 

Eureka ................................................................................................... . 

Imperial: 

Imperial County ................................................................................. . 

Kern: 

East Kern ............................................................................................. . 
West Kern ............................................................................................. . 

. t.' 

1!J79...80 1978-7'9 
106,795 'i11/!13 

249 
409 
802 
3.'S5 

3,534 
1,737 

265 

671 

1,002 

195 
2,843 

238 
466 
S90 
316 

3,7'r1 
1,813 

831 
361 
5H1 
319 

2,984 

914 

152 
2,393 

1!J79...80 
89,663 

247 
408 
391 
316 

3,216 
1,492 

206 

686 
325 
513 
009 

2,774 

591 

794 

163 
2,994 

¥. 

" 

Vr' 

. 
"','" 

1978-7'9 

84,72n 

217 
4R1 
:lOO 
272 

3,412 
1,252 

ISS 

688 
371 
557 
170 

2,499 

58S 

1141 

135 
2,282 

('~ 

" " 

i/\ "",,. ----_ .. 

before llemn.sr 
1!J79...80 1978-79 

42,736 40,181 

182 126 
157 226 
001 100 
247 157 

1,687 1,966 
1,064 746 

136 93 

248 267 
159 151 
199 196 
68 48 

1,918 1,751 

319 306 

S36 6'Z7 

109 79 
2,498 1,836 

'. 

, 
~ 

i-" 

~ " 
Dispositions alter hevin.lf 

Uncontested Contested 
rllIltten rllIltten 

1!J79...80 1978-7'9 1979-80 1978-79 
~ 40.129 4,418 4,410 

41 2l> l.!4 66 
251 241 0 0 ..... 
156 181 34 19 § 69 115 0 0 -(j 1,320 1,302 009 144 

~ 400 475 28 31 

(j 
0 68 55 2 0 ~ 

402 321 36 100 ~ 
138 186 28 34 0 
'riO 'rI6 44 85 

'1j 

129 104 12 18 § 775 670 81 78 = Z 
2n7 243 55 36 

;; 

172 139 86 75 

12 21 -C2 35 
443 400 53 46 

\ 



". 

" 

LoB Angeles: 
Alhambra ............................................................................................... . 
Antelope ............................................................................................... . 
Beverly Hi11s ......................................................................................... . 
Burbank ................•...............•....................•........•................................ 
Citrus ..................................................................................................... . 
Compton ............................................................................................... . 
Culver .••••.•...•••.........•.....•..•..•...•...••••....•.•••.•.......•.•...•.••.•.....••••.••.......••... 
Downey ...................•.•..........................................••................................ 
East LoB Angeles ................................................................................. . 
Glendale ............................................................................................... . 
Inglewood ......................•.........••............................................................ 
Long Beach ..•.•...••.....•..•.••••••...••••.....•••.....•..••.••••...••..•.••.•.....•....•....••...... 
Los Angeles ......•...........................•......•......•........................................... 
LoB Cerritos ......................................................................................... . 
Malibu ................................................................................................... . 
Newball •..............................................•..................................•............... 
PU!Idena ............................................................................................... . 
Pomona ................................................................................................. . 
Rio Hcm;ib ..................................................................... : ....................... . 
&tnta Anita ........................................................................................... . 
Santa Monica ....................................................................................... . 
Sct~th Bay ............................................................................................. . 
Southeast ..............................................•................................................. 
Whittier ................................................................................................. . 

Marin: 
Centnil ................................................................................................... . 

Merced: 
"Merced County ......................................................................... ~ ......... . 

Monterey: 
. Monterey County - ............................................................................. . 
Monterey Peninsula - ........................................................................ .. 
North Monterey County e ................................................................ .. 
Salinas- ............................................. " .................................................. . 

Napa: 
Napa County ...................................................................................... .. 

On..."!ge: 
Cantral Orange County .................................................................... .. 
North Orange County ....................................................................... . 
Orange CNmty Harbor .................................................................... .. 
South Orange County ....................................................................... . 
West Orange County ........................................................................ .. 

.~. 

561 
~ 
:m 
282 

1,005 
2,346 

244 
1,012 

701 
382 

1,225 
1,832 

12,091 
446 
l?1l3 
323 

1,109 
527 
5lSO 
228 
261 
9lS3 

1,241 
4':TT 

730 

926 

815 
327 
88 

470 

498 

l,ffT3 
1,252 

370 
321 

1,058 

4lf1 
231 
39C 
342 

1,038 
2,029 

l/J1l 
lS83 
442 
438 
5lSO 

1,174 
9.s14 

386 
113 
183 
858 
5lSO 
33ll 
1915 
272 
838 

1,034 
390 

~! 

916 

0 
4':TT 
185 
780 

4ffT 

1,382 
1,160 

553 
281 

1,025 

.-

429 
296 
326 
19.1 
864 

1,919 
196 
604 
54lS 
308 
722 

1,192 
10,3l?1l 

349 
83 

114 
578 
492 
361 
181 
229 
728 

1,047 
413 

540 

655 

865 
258 
101 
317 

231 

1,l544 
1,142 

463 
233 
947 

1S29 
200 
336 
337 
700 

1,789 
186 
456 
4lSO 
389 
4fn 
845 

9,369 
310 
87 
71 

539 
4lS8 
309 
188 
244 
650 
957 
351 

526 

686 

0 
517 
230 
543 

236 

1,213 
1,1ffT 

lSffT 
232 
':TTl 

. ... . ' 

~ u. __________ ~ __________ ~ ____________________________________ ~ _____ . ________ ~ ____________ ~~.~~.~---------.~~~~--~ 

78 
56 
17 
38 

427 
406 
32 
85 
21 
as 

1015 
70. 

2,lS39 
4lS 
18 
34 

147 
90 

109 
31 
33 

124 
216 
53 

262 

3lS4 

274 
119 
33 
915 

92 

1,014 
643 
241 
72 

4lf1 

186 347 331 4 12 
10 232 190 8 0 
27 308 304 1 5 
77 146 243 9 17 

396 412 3lS9 2lS 14 
4':TT 1.s13 1,292 0 0 
19 151 144 13 23 
74 491 371 28 11 
35 504 396 l?1l 19 
ffT 264 321 5 1 

i 
..... I 
<0 I 00 ..... 

54 lS84 412 33 21 
59 1,119 748 3 38 

1,668 7,2fS 7,163 512 lS38 
60 303 239 1 11 
i:2 65 6lS 0 0 

~ 
Z 

~ 
5 79 86 1 0 = 133 42lS 3lS8 6 48 

81 377 351 2lS 26 
91 244 190 8 28 
29 146 152 4 7 

!,'!j 
'tj 

0 = >-i 
33 182 1':TT 14 14 

136 599 500 5 14 
235 829 709 2 13 
60 300 lri9 60 12 

0 
"%j 

~ 
!,'!j 

239 255 234 
15 

23 53 ::: 
21l 

423 2lS7 171 44 92 

0 379 0 12 0 
200 139 311 0 0 

~ 
<: 
!,'!j 

80 16 46 52 104 
177 214 331 8 35 

0 

~ 
C'.l 

107 133 124 6 5 
" !,'!j 

829 316 318 214 66 
723 398 379 101 6lS 
562 36 192 186 13 
92 131 112 30 28 

485 382 4lSO 78 36 

\ 

I' 

! , . 
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County and judicial district 

- TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-ContinUed 

Fiac~1 Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total Total 
IJisposiboDS IiJinxs disposjtions beFore~ 19'19-8O 1978-79 1!J79-80 1978-79 19'19-8O 1978-79 

Rivenide: 

COrooa ................................................................................................... . 
346 219 28S 211 185 134 9.'51 990 692 792 357 479 428 3S3 ~ 229 114 109 1,527 1.177 1.004 1.017 433 398 194 ~ 149 165 27 9 

5,181 4.785 4.937 4,820 3.177 2,895 

4,584 4,291 4.~ 4.092 2,923 2,606 

1,243 1.406 1,368 1,306 915 1.044 1.476 1,533 996 949 720 so. 4,m 6.124 5,331 5.739 2,868 3,559 1.063 1.159 1.042 1.054 477 475 

6.629 6.038 5.434 4,935 2,415 2.110 

247 261 222 205 147 124 474 540 400 332 208 242 2,087 1.767 1.829 1.615 1,275 1.211 

733 654 700 575 426 33.5 

564 1.002 580 651 326 426 1.B!l9 1,612 1.178 1.060 675 566 

158 66 129 61 49 34 691 641 463 SOl 205 261 356 340 358 323 65 46 

Desert ..................................................................................................... . 
Mt. San Jacinto ...............................•.....................................................• 
RiVerside ............................................................................................... . 
Three Lakes ......................................................................................... . 

Sacramento: 

Sacramento ........................................................................................... . 

San Bernardino: 

San Bernardino County .................................................................. . 

San Diego: 

El~n ................................................................................................. . 
North County ....................................................................................... . 
San Diego ............................................................................................ .. 
South nay ............................................................................................ .. 

San Francisco: 

San Francisco ...................................................................................... .. 

San Joaquin: 

Lodi ......................................................................................................... . 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon_Tracy ........................................................ .. 
Stodrton ................................................................................................ .. 

San Luis Obispo: 

San Luis Obispo County .................................................................. .. 

San Mateo: 

Nortbern ............................................................................................... . 
Southern .............................................................................................. .. 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ................................................................................................. . 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ......................................................................... . 
Santa Maria ........................................................................................... . 

. .. 
' .. , 

;, ... 

,. 

.... 
1(-; 

!~ 
,..>-- iJ.< 

':~'. ~ 

~ . 
'''''.''1 

$ \' ! 
;>:":>~ • 

.~ 
~,:'.? , 

• t.' 

Disrx>sitiODS afley ~ 
Uncontested Contested 

mJltters mJltters 19'19-8O 1978-79 19'19-8O 1978-79 

fT1 70 3 7 314 278 21 3.5 173 118 5 2 

§ 53.5 503 36 116 81 66 41 90 -C') 

1.754 1,922 6 3 ~ 
C') 
0 1,323 1,245 238 241 ~ 

338 187 115 75 ~ 
0 275 288 1 57 
~ 2,367 2,002 96 178 

~. 
506 4fT1 59 82 

2,290 2,192 729 633 ~ 
73 81 2 0 ~ 

137 59 55 31 498 367 56 37 

225 204 49 36 

253 223 1 2 329 357 174 137 

80 27 0 0 258 240 0 0 289 275 4 2 

\ 

~ 

t~· 

;. '~ 

'f' 

\ .! 



I 

Santa <lara: 

Gilroy·Morgan Hill •............................................................................ 
0 218 0 189 0 77' 0 101 0 11 

Los Gntos-CampbelloSaratoga • ........................................................ 
0 329 0 24.5 0 3.'5 0 198 0 12 

Palo Alto·Mountain View ................................................................. 
0 748 0 723 0 213 0 492 0 18 

~~~~~~.~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 4,084 0 3,1156 0 1,527 0 1,595 0 34 
0 422 0 37S 0 37 0 3i1T 0 31 

Santa Clara County ........................................................................... 
6,839 0 S,101 0 2.S26 0 2,SlS 0 00 0 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino • ............•..................•...................•.................... 
0 486 0 410 0 118 0 288 0 4 

lOanta l:ruz: 

Santa Cruz County ...................................................................... " ...... 
990 1,163 982 980 4911 S02 476 469 11 9 ... 

~ 

Shuta: 

... Redding· ................................................................................................ 
m1 0 213 0 ISS 0 48 0 10 0 ~ 

Solano: 

~ 
Northern Solano .................................................................................. 1,026 865 96S 724 716 530 233 183 16 11 

Vallejo-Benicia ..................•........................•..........................•........•...... 
1,009 810 768 591 489 410 216 132 63 49 

Sonoma:· 

~ 
Sonoma County .................................................................................... 

1,276 1,22Al 1,059 1,107 S3.'5 SIS 489 SOl 3.'5 91 '" 0 

Stanislaus: 

= 
Stanislaus County 

2,102 2,061 1,434 1,541 784 927 62S S98 25 16 ~ 

................................................................................ 

0 

Sutter: 

'2l 

Sutter County ........................................................................................ 
3S8 300 294 210 2Al6 101 17 !IS 11 24 

~ 
Tulare: 

Porterville .............................................................................................. 3Q5 270 228 W 91 84 59 86 78 37 

~ 

TuJare..Pidey ........................... ~ .........•...........•....................................... 25S 228 W 172 911 97 57 9 SS 66 

Visalia .............................................................. " ...................................... 
440 463 31S 269 72 125 198 109 4S 3.'5 !i 

., 

Ventura: 

Z 

" 

Ventura County .................................................................................... 1,312 1,554 1,029 1,383 228 S38 797 841 4 4 

~ 
Yoio: 

126 29 58 

Yolo County .......................................................................................... 448 417 283 346 130 166 122 

~ 

, 

• For ~lanation, see.footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. : ~ 
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TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS OF FELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISDEMEANORS 

Fiscal Year. 1978-79 and 1979-80 
llt!fwe betuing AJrer bearing 

PIetu of 8!!i!.tz. A~uitted or~ Convicted or bound oller 
DisrmssMs RedUCBtito RedUCBtito Reduced to 

mdtnns:fen FeloT'..ies miMJernemDn FelODies miMJerneMJOl'S Felonies miademesuJors 
County UJd,jutljcW district 1~ 1978-·19 1979-80 1978-19 1~ 1978-19 1979-80 1978-19 1~ 1978-19 1979-80 19;8-19 1~ 19;8-19 

State tota1 ................................................ 19,537 18,133 8,828 7,647 14,369 14,393 3,2U! 3,302 191 156 42,962 40,311 554 763 

Alameda: 
Alameda ........................................................ 46 ll:3 00 9 116 9f 6 4 1 1 rf1 86 1 0 
Berkeley·Albany ........................................ 84 1-16 59 rf1 14 23 0 0 0 0 lI.'51 241 0 0 
Fremoot·Newuk·Union City ...•..•.....••.•.. 103 -19 'Z1 43 71 68 10 17 0 1 179 181 1 1 
Uvermore-Pleaanton .............................. 81 U9 47 l!2 119 66 0 0 0 0 66 IllS 3 0 
o.Jd.uad·Piedmont .................................... no 7:14 228 229 689 1,003 0 0 3 6 1,522 1,431 4 8 
San Iaudro-Haywud .............................. 360 303 172 4IS IS32 398 10 7 0 3 414 490 4 6 

~ 
CIUco ............................................................ M -&2 31 .... SO 7 3 0 4 0 62 6IS 0 

Contra eo.ta: 
Bay ................................................................ 113 00 21 12 114 162 31 ill 2 1 403 390 2 4 
Delta .............................................................. 81 30 36 17 42 54 3 1 1 0 162 219 0 0 
Mt. Diablo .................................................... 118 113 19 47 62 36 17 18 2 1 2M 3'Z1 lIS lIS 
Walnut Creek·Hayward ............................ 4l! :U 7 12 19 12 12 11 1 0 l'Z1 110 1 1 

Fremo: 
eoa.oJidated Fresno .................................. 1,0155 818 34IS 2M 1S18 678 104 79 2 !l 746 648 4 9 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ....................•.....••..............•...........•... 140 141 38 19 141 146 39 41 0 3 l!3O l!3IS 3 0 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ........................................ 181 183 62 l!8 l!93 416 14 3IS 7 8 ~ 166 4 

Xem: 
EutICem .................................................... 4l! 16 00 4 47 59 7 3 2 4 41 43 4 6 
West Kem .................................................... 1,228 96IS 423 348 837 ISl!3 241 PS 0 0 44IS 406 'Z1 14 

/ 
~ 'i., 

\-, '. 
;. .. , , 

-, 
'" 

,. 
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.. ;1' 

§ .... 
n 
~ 
8 
0 z 
Q 
t"' 
0 
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g 
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TABLE ~ALlFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 8 DISPOSITIONS OF FELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISDEMEANORS-ContinuBd 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 ~nd 1979-80 

Before betuing Aherhevfng 
Pleas of gui/lJ:::. Af!9.uitted or dismisaed Convicted or bound oller 

lJisrnisals Reduced to Reduced to Reduced to 
IIIJd transkrs Felonies misdemelUlOTS Felonies misdemelUlOTS Felonies misdemelUlors Oxmty IIIJd judicW district l~ 1!J78....19 l~ 1!J78....19 l~ 19'1~19 l~ 1!J78....19 l~ 1!J78....19 l!J19.-8O 19'1~19 l!J19.-8O 19'1~19 

Rivenide: 
Corona .......................................................... 1~ 62 36 29 '" 43 0 0 0 0 100 77 0 0 o-rt ............................................................ 1m ~ 113 156 119 1m 51\ 19 3 5 m 281 3 7 Mt. San Jacinto ............................................ 17 31 1m ~ 72 -49 58 lIS 16 2 103 91 2 1 .... Riverside ...................................................... l100 216 150 121 83 61 61 134 4 1 496 446 4 38 § Three Lakes ................................................ 9 1 18 6 0 2 53 60 1 8 68 88 0 0 -Ci Sacramento: 

~ Sacramento .................................................. 1,. 1,551 617 490 1,005 854 12 3 1,742 1,919 5 2 
Ci San Bernardino: 

~ San Bernardino County· ........................ 1,211 1,046 724 682 988 878 163 190 5 13 1,221 1,142 172 142 
Ci San Diego: -t'" E1~ ........................................................ 398 313 219 288 298 443 13 10 1 4 <i39 235 0 10 0 North County .............................................. 238 174 ms7 005 21m 21!5 19 14 0 0 ms7 331 0 0 ~ San Diego .................................................... 1,386 1,549 608 739 874 1,271 191 173 11 10 2,229 1,974 31 23 

~ 
South Bay .................................................... 1'19 241 98 53 l100 181 57 'Z1 3 3 505 543 0 6 

San F'rancilco: 
San FranciIco .............................................. 1,372 . 1,281 396 314 647 515 478 0651\ 19 3 2,482 2,353 40 17 ~ San Jo.quin: 

> Lodi ................................................................ 49 59 3 0 95 65 4 8 0 0 70 73 1 0 M.anteca-Wpon-E!Jcaloo_Tncy ................ 57 77 3 4 148 161 34 6 0 1 158 82 0 1 SIot'Jrton ........................................................ 480 401 157 164 638 646 51 17 5 0 498 387 0 0 
San Luis Obispo: 

San Luis Obispo .................... " .................... 159 132 114 90 153 113 11 00 0 0 263 220 0 0 a . San Mateo: ~ 
Northern ...................................................... 213 220 00 1 93 005 7 4 2 2 245 217 0 2 Soutt-n ...................................................... 360 371 38 00 m 175 61 23 13 2 4l!6 468 3 1 , 

Santa Barbera: 
Lompoc ........................................................ 21 12 0 1 28 21 5 0 1 1 73 lIS 1 0 Santa Barbara-Goleta ................................ 100 130 39 45 66 86 0 0 0 0 258 240 0 0 Santa Maria .................................................. 49 39 0 0 16 7 23 41 0 0 269 236 1 0 

i\: 
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J 
j 

, Santa Cars: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill • .................................. 0 23 0 00 0 34 0 1 0 0 0 III 0 0 

La. Gatos-Campbell-5aratoga •..•......•.... 0 30 0 4 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 170 0 8 
I 

Palo Alto-Mountain View ••.• " •.•.•.••......•.. 0 95 0 40 0 78 0 25 0 7 0 478 0 0 

11 

San JOIe-MiIrtas· ...................................... 0 ~ 0 831 0 433 0 40 0 0 0 1,.'589 0 0 

Santa Clara ................................................ 0 23 0 4 0 10 0 3 0 0 0 283 0 52 

Santa Clara County· ................................ 421 0 1,161 0 93fj. 0 i03 0 2 0 2,469 0 1 0 I 

Sunnyva1e-OJpertino • .............................. 0 37 0 4 0 77 0 14 0 4 0 272 0 2 I 

... f 

SannCruz: 

~ 

Santa Cruz County .................................... l!65 270 82 66 148 166 53 58 0 0 433 412 8 ... Shasta: 

~ 
Z 

Redding ....................................................... :l.'> 0 'TIS 0 4S 0 0 0 0 tr1 o· 0 0 

~ 

", 

Solano: 

" ., 

= 

\. 
, 

Northern Solano ........................................ 419 ~1 64 83 233 166 SO 84 1 0 197 110 1 0 

"'" 

ValIejo.Beaicia ............................................ 198 ISO 107 106 184 154 8 6 0 2 271 170 0 3 

~ 
Sonoma: 

'"i 

Sonoma County .......................................... 304 276 7 62 224 172 6 0 1 2 510 559 7 31 0 
~ 

Stanislaus: 

~ 
Stanislaus County ...................................... 427 30C 178 ~ 179 356 21 39 0 0 629 tr13 0 2 

Sutter: 

~ 

Sutter County .............................................. 72 45 42 5 92 51 0 9 2 0 83 100 3 0 

~ 
Tulare: 

Porterville .................................................... 33 42 2 0 56 42 8 9 2 2 127 110 0 2 

~ 
1'uJare..Pizley ................................................ 28 46 3 5 64 46 26 11 1 0 84 63 1 1 

Visa1ia ............................................................ 39 SO 2 5 31 70 31 8 4 2 l'!O8 132 1 2 

11 

Ventura: 

Ventura County .......................................... 83 173 64 III 79 254 33 65 4 3 752 1m 12 8 "'" II 0 

Yolo: 

a 
Yolo County ................................................ 61 is 47 29 16 48 8 13 0 0 147 153 0 14 

iJ , 

• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the Court on Table 27. 
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TABLE 3O-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 

SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1919-80 

(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 
Dispositions lifter bearing 

Totsl Totsl Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
Rlings dispositions beRJre bearing nutmrs m.ftters orders-

CoMly and judicial district J!J79..80 J!118-79 J!J79...80 J!Tf8..79 J!J19..IJ() 1!118-79 1!J79...80 J9'l8-79 J!J79...80 J!Tf8..79 J!179-8O J9'l8-79 
State total ...................................................................... 593~1 RS86~ 528,283 535.669 515,984 522,846 3.113 2,664 9.!l\3 10.~ 133 99 

Alameda: 
Alameda .......................................... .0 ............................ 2,099 2,199 922 9fr1 909 978 3 2 10 17 0 0 
Berkeley·Albany .......................................................... 3,327 3.025 3,244 3,490 3.11#7 3.422 11 32 36 36 0 0 
Fremont·Newark·Union City .................................. 2,698 2,296 21Sl 2,019 2,004 1,932 32 39 44 -48 0 () 

Li~ennore-Pleasanton ................................................ 1,861 1,838 1.608 1.799 1,557 1.723 0 0 51 76 0 0 
Oaldand·Piedmont ...................................................... 12,626 13,lKl5 12,817 11.622 12,647 11.400 28 <C8 130 174 12 0 
San Leandro-Hayward ................................. , ............ 6.106 5.459 6.112 5,979 6,059 5,81!1 6 16 47 76 0 0 

Butte: 
Chico .............................................................................. 2,991 2,130 2,254 1,955 2,052 1,IW 12 0 138 109 52 25 

Contra Costa: 
Bay .................................................................................. 4,295 4,389 3,183 4,391 3.fYi11 4,282 8 19 78 90 0 0 
Delta .............................................................................. 2,675 2,~ 2,<C81 2,385 2,336 2,289 82 35 46 38 17 23 
Mt. Diablo .................................... : ............................... 3.763 3,329 3,519 3.271 3.443 3.198 14 21 62 52 0 0 
Walnut Creek·Danville .............................................. 2,006 1,883 1,957 1,889 1,895 1,815 18 21 44 53 0 0 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno .................................................. 7 :JIYJ. 5.6150 5,508 4,389 5.440 4,332 19 20 49 37 0 0 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .......................................................................... l,480 1,345 1.417 1.444 1,385 1.408 4 9 28 27 0 0 

Imperial: 
Tmperial County .......................................................... 2,515 2,853 1,950 2,625 1.004 2,562 13 36 33 Z'I 0 0 

Kern: 
East Kern ........................................................... ; .......... 1,250 1.153 1.i176 1,099 1.043 1.062 4 16 27 18 2 3 
West Kern .................................................................... 15.676 13,291 12,377 11,905 12,189 11,6156 00 19 161 2Z7 7 3 
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Los &lgeles: 
Alhw;nbra ...................................................................... 3.7SO 3.431 3,273 3,365 3.181 3,248 21 21 71 94 0 2 

" 
Antdope ........................................................................ 3.005 2,834 2,611 2,674 2,528 2,611 5 10 78 53 0 0 Beverly Hills ................................................................ 2,347 2,S63 2,068 2,373 1.973 2,224 ~ 48 69 97 2 4 Burban.1c ........................................................................ 2,008 1.7OS 1.662 1,54C 1.636 1,515 12 3 14 26 0 0 ~ 
Citrus .............................................................................. 8.638 8,804 7.490 7,223 7,329 7.054 6 12 ISS 156 0 1 Compton ...................................................................... 10.780 12,190 7,808 6,l504 7.605 6.426 103 12 100 66 0 0 .-Culver ............................................................................ 2,675 2,243 1,928 1.772 1,884 1.732 21 10 23 30 0 0 Downey ........................................................................ 5.136 5.069 4,250 3,979 4.175 3,923 5 3 70 53 0 0 East Los Angeles ........................................................ 4,249 3.705 3.4S0 3,388 3,375 3,218 13 116 62 54 0 0 ... 

~ 
Glendale ........................................................................ 3.784 3,806 3.725 3,457 3.6S0 3,285 11 59 64 lOS 0 5 ..... lnglewood .................................................................... 7.724 7.763 6.722 6,575 6.462 6,336 25 29 23S 210 0 0 

~ 
Long Beach .................................................................. 17,363 '14.423 14,848 14.169 14.659 14.051 44 23 145 9S 0 0 Los Angeles .................................................................. 67.0fJJ 62.6S0 60,344 60,242 58,878 .58,8S3 379 337 1.087 1.052. 0 0 Z Los Cerritos .................................................................. 3.680 3.775 3,5(13 3,595 3.458 3,534 4 3 41 iSS 0 0 ~ 
Malibu ............................................................................ 2,633 4.729 2,187 4,263 2,173 4/411 6 21 8 35 0 0 Newhall .......................................................................... 2,037 1.740 1,510 1,346 1.477 1,293 0 {i 33 ~4 {1 0 = Pasadena ........................................................................ 6.680 6,384 5.152 4.617 s.o41 4.451 16 46 95 i2J 0 0 t::I Pomona .......................................................................... 3,315 3.640 2,469 2,902 2,400 2,795 8 15 61 92 0 0 

"tj 

0 
Rio Hondo .................................................................... 4.183 5.090 3,239 3.769 3,9 3.695 14 16 23 58 0 0 ~ 
Santa Anita .................................................................. 2,290 1.762 2,184 1,848 2,140 1.772 0 10 43 64 1 0 Santa Monica ................................................................ 5,903 5,849 5.749 5,257 5,283 5.182. 417 38 48 37 1 0 ~ 
South Bay ...................................................................... 12,794 12,419 10.765 10,361 10.499 10.032 31 62 23S 267 0 0 Southeast ...................................................................... 8.640 8,515 7.429 8,627 7,286 8.469 14 17 128 139 1 2 ~ 
Whittier ........................................................................ 3,927 4.600 3,575 4.047 3.413 3,853 0 3 162 191 0 0 

Marin: 

~ Central .......................................................................... 0,285 4.676 4.776 4.460 4.694 4,376 29 16 53 68 0 0 ::: -Merced: 
Z Merced County ............................................................ 4.615 4,282 3,801 3.646 3.727 3,571 7 9 67 59 0 7 ~ Monterey: 

~~:::~ ~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3.775 0 3,843 0 3.692 0 16 0 135 0 0 0 ~ 
Ii 

1.467 3.030 1,515 3.419 1.448 3.186 8 25 61 208 0 0 North Monterey County· ........................................ 392 909 419 714 368 646 19 24 32 44 0 0 0 Salinas· .......................................................................... 1,sso 3,384 1.600 3,392 1,539 3,296 24 00 37 76 0 0 ~ 

r 

Napa: 
C') N:1pa County ................................................................ 2,291 2,622 2,212 2,028 2,162 1,939 14 11 36 78 0 0 t::I 6 , Orange: 

R 14.724 
y 

, 

Central Orange County ............................................ 16.404 14,362 14,966 14,262 14,808 28 23 92 135 0 0 North Orange County .............................................. 14.439 14,804 13,535 15.415 13,325 15.167 47 SO 163 198 0 0 Orange County Harbor ............................................ 15.970 1-11>30 13,985 13.042 13,802 12,775 25 104 158 163 0 (/ 
I 

South Orange County ................................................ 6$17 7.0dS 6.694 6,800 6.606 6,693 11 23 77 100 0 4 

i ~ 
;1 

West Orange County ................................................ 14.688 14,532 l2,839 13,373 12,710 13,236 13 15 116 122 0 0 t-o 
8 
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.ABLE 3O-cALiFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SWMMARY OF NONTRAFF!C MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 197&-a) 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 

DispositiODS after hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontt!sted Contested JuvenUe 

RJings dispositions before heuing l1JAtrers matrers orders-
County and judicial district 1!l79-8O 1918-79 1979-1JO 1918-79 1979-1JO , 1918-79 19'19-80 1918-79 1979-80 1918-79 19'19-80 1918-79 

Riverside: 
Corona .......................................................................... 2,217 2,053 2,185 2,262 2,138 ~ 9 5 38 33 0 0 
Desert .................................. ; ......................................... 5,790 5,610 5,161 5,131 5,11156 5,018 21 4 90 109 0 0 
Mt. San Jacinto ............................................................ 2,749 3,440 2,274 3,049 2,233 3.021 34 11 '[ 15 0 2 
Riverside ...................................................................... 7,5:Mi 7,233 6,800 7.646 6.7156 7,510 9 32 95 104 0 0 

§ Three Lakes ................................................................ 2,839 2,904 2,729 2,735 2,685 2,662 24 55 00 18 0 0 -Sacramento: () 

Sacramento •. " .............................................................. 13.776 12,989 14,256 13.177 14,m 12,994 5 15 174 168 0 0 :> 
t'" 

San Bernardino: () 

San Bernardino County - .......................................... 15.66t 12,624 15.089 12,825 14,298 12,392 638 009 153 224 0 0 0 

~ 
San Diego: () 
EI~n •.•............. : ....................................................... 5.771 5.673 5.655 6,045 5,505 5Jm 12 23 138 165 0 0 -t'" 
North County .............................................................. l2,2?!S 11,267 10,613 7,s95 10,340 7.779 41 13 232 003 0 0 

~ San Diego ...................................................................... 31.461 31,539 31.606 32,119 30,429 30,969 195 149 ll82 981 0 0 
South Bay ...................................................................... 6,808 5.658 6.483 5,523 6,268 5,262 24 26 191 235 0 0 () 

San Francisco: ~ San Francisco .............................................................. 14,508 3.1,836 19J,;a8 34.629 19,300 34,385 168 60 100 184 0 0 
0 

San Joaquin: ~ Lodi ................................................................................ 1.459 1,310 1,282 1.098 1,246 1,(162 1 1 18 28 17 7 
Mt.uteca-Ripon-Esca)on-Tracy ................................ 2,045 1.768 1.716 1,422 1.663 1,385 9 14 30 22 14 1 
Stockton ........................................................................ 7,103 7.161 6,093 6.167 6.011 6.107 12 11 64 49 0 O· 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .......................................... 5.121 5.651 5.134 4,922 5.052 4,778 0 6 ,82 138 0 0 

i San Mateo: 

~) 1 Northern ........................................................................ 2,856 3,310 3.02.'S 3,294 2,954 3,243 8 10 61 41 2 0 , 
1 Southern ........................................................................ 3,969 4,284 3.138 5.035 3.621 4.695 21 174 90 166 0 0 

,< 
.; Santa Barbara: 

Lompoc ..................................................... : .................... 1,(158 1,166 921 935 894 916 0 3 33 16 0 0 
Santa Barbara-Gol£m ................................................ 8.151 7.441 6,391 6,338 6,3!1O 6,309 0 0 41 29 0 0 
Santa Maria .................................................... : ............. 2,398 '1,029 2,001 1.704 1.938 1.643 0 1 63 60 0 0 

, . 
\ 

"" "" l' 

" 

.~. 

, ,/ , 

. ,'II 

~ , 



I 

Santa Clara: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill • .................................................. 0 1,352 0 974 0 9'116 0 9 0 39 0 0 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga ................................. 0 2,335 0 2/JR1 0 2,181 0 10 0 76 0 0 
Palo Alto-Mountain View· ...................................... 0 3,381 0 2,969 0 2,924 0 7 0 :r7 0 1 

=~~~~.:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 19,961 0 15,791 0 15,577 0 2 0 212 0 0 
0 1,098 0 993 0 970 0 5 0 17 0 1 

Santa Clara County ................................................... 28,4!.'l1 0 22,644 0 22,251 0 6 0 385 0 2 0 
Swmyvale-Cupertino· .............................................. 0 2,303 0 1,974 0 1,859 0 18 0 96 0 1 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .................................................... &,374 5,759 6,200 5,650 6,182 5,530 13 28 65 92 0 0 

... 
12l ... 

","';:-, f· Shasta: > it,' Redding· ...................................................................... 744 0 603 0 585 0 1 0 17 0 0 0 Z 
Z 

Solano: ~ Northern Solano .......................................................... 3,033 ~18 2,634 1,941 2,561 1,831 6 16 61 94 0 0 
Vallejo-Benicia ............................................................ 2,242 1,789 2,069 1,770 2,005 1,668 9 16 55 86 0 '0 l:tI 

t:rJ 
." Sonoma: 0 

SonGma County .......................................................... 8,152 7,317 61B1 6,033 6,729 5,874 35 41 123 118 0 0 ~ 
Stanislaus: 0 

~ Stanislaus County ........................................................ 5,511 4,532 4,87:7 4,186 4,660 4,000 75 39 142 143 0 4 

~ Sutter: t:rJ 
Sutter County ....................................................... : .....• 1,092 923 1,025 8.T1 979 766 4 17 41 t13 1 1 

~ 
Tulare: :: -Porterville ....• <'-............................................................ 1,741 1,645 1,691 1,548 1,667 1,506 0 5 24 36 0 1 Z 

Tulare-Pixley ....................... c •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,143 1,025 1,042 964 1,026 929 . 6 14 29 1 0 -A 

~ Visalia ............................... , ..................... ; ...................... 1,274 1,500 939 1,216 916 1,165 0 1'2 51 0 0 

~ Ventura: -Ventura cOunty .......................................................... 11,460 10,599 11,846 9,748 11,537 9,419 34 48 275 281 0 0 <: 
t:rJ 

~. , Yolo: 0 
Yolo County .................................................................. 3,302 3,087 2,707 2,328 2,663 2,271 3 5 40 51 ~ 

(') 

a F~r explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. M 
BRevised. . 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FiliNGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total Total 
~ dispositions 

County and judicial district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 State total ........................................................ 365,898 3.'13,338 330.666 327.7M 
Alameda: 

Dispositions alter hearing 
Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

before hearing IIUltters mlltters 1!J79...80 1978-79 1!J79...80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 
321,367 317,927 2,142 1,&" 7.125 7.971 

Alameda ............................................................ 596 489 514 439 Berkeley-Albany ............................................ 1,975 2.160 2,110 2,607 Fremont-Newark-Union City ...................... 1.940 1.692 2,CXf1 1.783 Livennore-Pleasanton .................................. 1.415 1.403 1.190 1.427 Oakland-Piedmont ........................................ 6.151 6.043 8.00 6,228 San Leandro-Hayward .................................. 3,8159 4.008 3,826 3.894 
Butte: 

507 430 2 1 5 8 2,07~ 2,MO 3 25 32 32 2,020 1.705 31 35 36 43 1.139 1,352 0 0 51 75 7.911 6.039 19 37 103 152 3.783 3,815 5 13 38 66 

Chico 1,l507 1.078 1.011 995 
................................................................ 

Contra Costa: 
925 907 7 0 78 86 

Bay .................................................................... 2,486 2,313 2.090 2,408 Delta .................................................................. 1,318 1,236 1.186 1.128 Mt. Diablo ........................................................ 1,961 1,975 1.828 2,035 Walnut Creek-Danville ................................ 1.137 1.177 1.099 1.109 
Fresno: 

2,009 2,324 8 11 73 73 1.CXf1 1.073 67 29 32 26 1.761 1,979 12 14 55 42 1.046 1.043 15 21· 38 45 

Consolidated Fresno ...................................... 4,911 4.035 3.724 3.138 
Humboldt: 

3.667 3.083 ~ 15 19 42 36 

Eureka ...............................................•.............. 822 675 727 792 
Imperial: 

706 765 6 00 21 

fulperial County ............................................ 1.494 1,284 901 1.428 
Kern: 

861 1.388 11 26 29 14 

East Kern ........................................................ 708 580 582 506 West Kern ........................................................ 7,261 6.051 5,901 5,347 
562 497 4 1 15 10 5.775 5.190 9 7 114 150 

. ''fiit. 

" 

/-

' .. 

, ' 

/ 

'l 

~ "'. 
,-

/uvenUe 
orders b 

1979-80 1978-79 
32 31 

0 0 

§ 0 0 
0 0 
0 0 -CJ 

12 0 ~ 0 0 
CJ 
0 

2 ~ 
Q 

0 0 t"' 
0 0 0 .., 

0 0 
&? 0 0 
t: 

0 0 6 
~ 

0 0 
;;: 

0 0 

1 0 
3 0 
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~Angeles: 
Alhambra .......................................................... 
Antelope .......................................................... 
Beverly Hills .................................................... 
Burbank ............................................................ 
Citrus ................................................................ 
Compton .......................................................... 
Culver .............................................................. 
Downey ............................................................ 
East Loo Angeles ............................................ 
Glendale .......................................................... 
inglewood ........................................................ 
Long Beach ...................................................... 
Los Angeles ...................................................... 
Los Cerritos .................................................... 
Malibu ... , ........................................................... 
Newhall ............................................................ 
Pasadena .......................................................... 
Pomona ............................................................ 
Rio Hondo .............. " ........................................ 
Santa Anita ...................................................... 
Santa Monica .................................................. 
South Bay ........................................................ 
Southeast ...................................... ; ................... 
Whittier ............................................................ 

Marin: 
Central .............................................................. 

Merced: 
Merced County .............................................. 

Monterey: b 
Monterey County .y; .................................... 
Monterey Peninsula ...... 6 ............................ 
North \fonterey County ............................ 
Salinas ............................................................ 

Napa: 
Napa County .................................................. 

2,870 2,713 2,439 
1,559 1,520 1.454 
1.7 .... 1,876 1.792 
1,555 1.12.1 1,363 
6,017 6,200 ".615 
7.423 9.199 ",926 
1.729 1.464 1.0Il0 
3,289 2,7:rt 2,:rt5 
£,579 2,611 2,017 
2,382 2,4f11 2,883 
5.430 5.635 ",352 
9.722 7,245 7:J,'JJ5 

54,351 49,963 50,558 
2,761 2,692 2,619 

889 1,398 823 
1.110 938 7:rt 
3.421 3 ....... 2,425 
2,636' 2,761 1,982 
2,463 2,381 1,808 
1,309 1,013 1.1176 
1,909 1,928 2,060 
5.796 5,571 ",9'rT 
5.002 5.0:n ".119 
2,282 2,M6 2,146 

1,905 2,064 1.645 

2,882 2,7tr1 2,280 

2,503 0 2,605 
889 1,.f89 851 
221 561 208 
993 2,181 1,103 

1,276 1,237 1,216 

'. 

~~...:....... _____ ....;;;.... ___ --'-______ ~ __ ~ ___________ ~~ __ . __ ~~t.~ ____ . 

2, .. 98 2,363 
1,527 1,383 
2,068 1.7~ 
1,263 1,340 
",570 ..... 95 
".162 •• 785 
1.1117 lr3 
2,097 2,317 
2,1176 1,953 
2,442 2,819 
".184 ",223 
6,589 7.063 

49."92 49.176 
2,f115 2,581 
1.IIM 811 

684 71 .. 
2,221 2,347 
2,022 1,917 
1.4M 1.783 

IM7 1.042 
2,688 1.818 
".751 4,?~ 
",998 ".004 
2.002 2,002 

1,987 l,588 

2,222 2,218 

0 2,.(89 
1,721 810 

31M 175 
2,348 1,0Il0 

938 1,180 

.. 
,. 

/ 

2,391 19 00 57 85 0 2 1.4619 5 10 66 48 0 0 1,964 13 33 51 f11 2 .. 1,237 12 3 11 23 0 0 ".438 ,5 12 11 .. 119 0 1 ".093 (rr 9 7 .. 60 0 0 
1.086 17 3 10 18 0 0 
2,l.sl. 3 2 115 .... 0 Il 1,937 6 f11 58 52 0 0 ... 
2,283 11 57 53 97 0 5 ~ 

...' ",038 00 22 109 124 0 0 ~. 6,491 36 17 lllO 81 0 0 ,,1!: 48,161 3fjl 313 1.015 1.018 0 0 ~ 2,622 2 1 36 52 0 0 
~ 1.1"9 6 15 6 30 0 0 

641 0 9 23 34 0 0 
~ 2,119 11 29 tr1 73 0 0 

1,921 7 1 .. 58 f11 0 0 ." 
0 1,392 9 16 16 .. 7 0 0 :j 885 0 8 33 54 1 0 

2,647 220 12 21 29 1 0 0 
",531 00 40 150 180 0 0 ":J 
.tm 11 1 .. 103 115 1 2 ~ 2,045· 0 2 144 1M 0 0 t':l 

~ 1,922 16 11 .. 1 54 0 0 a: -Z 
2,178 5 8 57 34 0 2 ~ 

0 15 0 101 0 0 0 :::'l 
<: 1,615 .. 10 :rt 96 0 0 t':l 363 9 1 .. 24 17 0 0 0 2,2tr1 00 1 .. 33 tr1 0 0 
~ 
CJ 

885 t':l 9 .. 27 .. 9 0 0 

\ 
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TABLE lOA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
~ FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS C-Continusd 

Fiscal Yaars 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Dispositions Ilfter heJUing 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
R1in8.!. disposibons before hearing matten matters orders!' 

County and judicisi district 19'T9-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 
Orange: 

Central Orange County ................................ 9,999 11,332 9,563 11.092 9.462 10,9S2 00 00 81 100 0 0 
North Orange County .................................. 9,(lO6 9.047 8.147 9.479 7,949 9,256 40 42 ISS 181 0 0 ~ Orange County Harbor ................................ 7,988 7.189 6,380 6MT 6,255 6,172 17 "115 lOS 100 0 0 
South Orange County .................................. 4.162 3.628 3.169 3,3152 3.1015 3,2153 9 18 1515 78 0 3 
West Orange County .................................... 9,3158 8,8015 8;3Z1 8,2151 8,212 8.142 8 11 107 98 0 0 § 

Riverside: .... 
() Corona .............................................................. 761 764 870 721 8Il4 7015 0 0 16 16 0 0 ;;: Desert ................................................................ 2,614 2,944 2,399 2,613 2,327 2,536 13 1 59 76 0 0 t'" Mt. San Jacinto ................................................ 1,270 1,374 1.1715 1,3153 1.142 1,329 30 9 3 13 0 2 () Riverside .......................................................... 4,1584 4.193 4.804 4,330 4.700 4,271 4 15 80 154 0 0 g Three Lakes .................................................... 999 726 913 749 899 732 10 6 4 11 0 0 
Z 

Sacramento: () .... 
Sacramento ...................................................... 11,303 10,88S 11,1529 11.0152 11,3615 lO,879 4 12 160 161 0 0 t'" 

0 
San Bernardino: !. "'l 

7,387 7.104 8.136 7,396 7,594 7.0151 414 146 128 199 0 0 () San Bernardino County ............................ 

~ San Diego: 
"'l El Cajon ............................................................ 4.386 4.498 4,362 4,2115 4,229 4.064 9 18 124 133 0 0 0 

North County .................................................. 7,834 6,3156 6.9015 15,388 6.665 15,227 27 11 193 1150 0 0 ~ San Diego ........................................................ 24.636 20.040 18,987 17.737 18.036 16.8150 149 109 802 778 0 0 ;;: South Bay ........................................................ 4.780 4,284 4,1500 4.0158 4,346 3,8S2 18 14 1156 192 0 0 

0 . San Francisco: 
San Francisco .................................................. 9,990 19,1517 14.6015 21.0715 14.4715 2(1,846 72 153 SS 176 0 0 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .................................................................... 1.001 961 891 823 873 804 \ 0 17 19 0 0 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .................... 1,1516 1.418 1,167 993 1.136 962 6 12 18 18 .. 1 
Stoclcton ............................................................ 3.684 3,872 3,351 3.410 3,293 3,3156 9 10 49 44 0 0 . , 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .............................. 2.124 2,293 2,186 2.029 2.129 1.9415 0 157 83 0 0 

\. 

.,.-.--



~-... -.~*,---, 
~---~~'--""-"-'''-'''''''.'U_.a,l==-:'~_'''''=.==''''..;.-r 

San Mateo: 
, 

Northern •......................................................... 2,327 2,465 2,691 2,602 2,626 2,5.56 5 .10 58 36 2 0 
Southern .......................................................... 2,640 2,378 2,684 2,748 2,617 2,651 7 31 60 66 0 0 Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................................ 494 563 440 501 417 488 0 3 23 10 0 0 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .................................... 4,161 3,360 2,917 2,750 2,886 2,730 0 0 31 20 0 0 
Santa Maria ...................................................... 1,216 1,119 958 880 909 B22 0 1 49 57 0 0 

.... Santa Clara: b 

~ 0 703 0 574 0 546 0 4 0 .... 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill ................. 1; ................... 

24 0 0 > 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratgga .................. 0 1,524 0 1,350 0 1,310 0 1 0 39 0 0 Z 
Palo A1to-Mountaj;n View .......................... 0 1,874 0 1,696 0 1,659 0 4 0 32 0 1 Z 

.-

0 9,782 0 8,729 0 8,526 0 2 0 
~ 

~~~~.~~ ... :::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 201 0 0 

\ 
, 

0 854 0 765 0 747 0 4 0 14 0 f) t"' 
Santa Clara County b •..............•.........•...•.•.. 17,250 0 13,835 0 13,553 0 6 0 275 0 1 !XI 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino •..............•................•. 0 1,566 0 1,317 0 1,237 0 8 0 72 0 0 tr:! 

'-c:J 
Santa Cruz: 

0 
.~ v 

Santa Cruz County ........................................ 4,577 3,721 3,614 3,303 3,552 3,210 11 19 51 74 0 0 Shasta: 
0 
~ 

Redding b .......................................................... 499 0 384 0 368 0 0 0 16 0 0 0 ~ Solano: 

tr:! Northern Solano ........................................... 2,218 1,871 1,740 1,608 1,684 1,512 4 16 52 80 0 0 E; V allejo-Benicia •.................................•............. 1,349 1,173 1,256 1,170 1,205 1,085 9 13 42 72 0 0 ~ Sonoma: .... 
Z ..... Sonoma County .............................................. 4,259 3,975 3,497 3,049 3,366 2,928 28 19 103 102 0 0 

~ Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .......................................... 4,250 3,440 3,646 3,214 3,499 3,056 41 26 106 128 0 4 ::j 

iii Sutter: 

0 
Sutter County .................................................. 665 526 618 421 588 384 5 29 32 0 0 ~ 

0 
::a 

Tulare: 

C") 
Portervill"l ........................................................ 795 667 821 766 800 738 0 2 21 25 0 1 tr:! Tulare-Pixley .................................................... 533 502 541 521 530 492 0 4 11 25 0 0 
Visalia ................................................................ 815 8G3 613 774 591 732 0 0 22 42 0 0 

\ 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS G-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and .1979-10 

County and judicial district Ventura":·- . -....... .... . .... " .............. . 

Dispositions BIter besuing 
ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Ii/ings dis2!!!!.tions before besuing I1UItie:rs matters 197!J...M 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

Ventura County ............................................. . 

Yolo: 

6,192 6,470 8,262 6,546 8,069 6,368 1.2 19 181 159 

Yolo County ................................................... . 1,838 1,708 1,263 1,175 1,235 1,138 3 3 25 33 

/ 

Juvenile 
onlersb 

1979-80 1978-79 

0 0 

0 1 § 
a Group A Misdemeanors are: Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code and other state statutes except intoxication and Fish and Game. Examples: Battery 242 PC, Disturbing Peace 415 Pc, e 
b Disorderly Conduct 641 PC, Joy Ride 499b PC and Trespass 602 PC. f< 

For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table ZT • 
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TABLE 3OB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

DisrJositions Ilfter beMTing ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Rlings dispositions before hearing l1JJItters l1JJItters C.ounty sndjudicisJ district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 19'!8-79 State total ............................................................ ,. 174,858 179,932 158,679 166,739 158,448 164,611 739 S69 1,444 1)516 Alameda: 
Alameda .................................................................. 1,503 1,70l'1 4fIT 513 402 l506 1 0 4 7 Berkeley-Albany .................................................. l/.lOO 848 1,080 858 1,068 847 8 7 4 .. Fremont-Newark-Union City ............................ 757 S96 192 229 183 200 1 4 8 5 Livennore-Pleasanton ........................................ 320 317 291 279 291 278 0 0 0 1. Oakland-Piedmont .............................................. 6,475 7,462 4,772 5,394 4,736 5,361 9 11 27 22 San Leandro-Hayward ........................................ 2,246 1,451 2,28.5 2,~ 2,275 2,00 1 3 9 10 Butte: 
Chico ...................................................................... 221 24S 300 132 W 126 5 0 7 6 Contra Costa: 
Bay .......................................................................... 310 441 172 S43 168 S32 0 2 4 9 Delta ........................................................................ 739 592 702 637 6S7 600 IS 4 13 10 Mt. Diablo .............................................................. S42 3.T1 430 321 428 311 I 4 1 6 Walnut Creek-Danville ...................................... 100 92 IOl'I 100 100 96 1 0 4 4 Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno ............................................ 607 71lS S02 SIS 492 514 3 7 0 Humboldt: 
Eureb .................................................................... 623 630 634 612 630 6Ol'I 3 3 4 Imperial: 
Imperial CoWlty .................................................. 989 1,437 932 1,066 946 1,047 2 6 4 13 Kern: 
East Kern .............................................................. S42 SSS 490 570 ~77 S44 0 IS 12 8 West Kern .............................................................. 7,717 6,450 5,819 5,739 5,760 5.1lS1 8 12 47 73 Los Angeles: 

64S 526 597 669 660 
Alhambra ................................................................ 

5S1 1 I 5 8 Antelope ................................................................ 1.446 1,314 1.157 1.147 1.145 1.142 0 0 12 5 Beverly Hills .............................................. "' ......... 603 687 276 249 247 229 11 11 18 9 Burbanlc .................................................................. 648 585 2fiT 281 294 278 0 0 :3 3 Citrus ...................................................................... 1,314 1.326 1,543 1.488 1)512 1.459 0 0 31 29 

~-- --;... 

'l;,; 

,\$ 

' .. , ., 
~ 

/ 

'., 
.~ .. '" 

.... -

JuvenUe 
orders b 

1979-80 1978-79 ... 
~ 

48 43 ... 
~ 

0 0 
Z 

0 0 ~ 
0 0 t"' 
0 0 l:2:l 
0 0 

t%l 
'"1:1 

0 0 0 
~ 
0 0 "'l 

0 0 
&i 
t%l 

17 23 )-
0 0 0 
0 0 =: -Z -en 
0 0 

~ 
0 0 ~ 

0 
0 0 ~ -CJ 

t%l 
1 3 
4 3 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

t.o 0 0 .... 
0 0 .... 
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TABLE 3OB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NON1'RAFFIC MISDEMEANORS G-ContinufHI 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

County and judicial district 
Compton ................................. : ............................. . 
Culver ................................................................... . 
Downey ................................................................. . 
East Los Angeles ................................................. . 
Glendale ............................................................... . 
Inglewood ............................................................. . 
Long Beach ........................................................... . 
Los Angeles ........................................................... . 
Los Cerritos ......................................................... . 
Malibu ................................................................... . 
Newhall ................................................................. . 
Pasadena ............................................................... . 
Pomona ................................................................. . 
Rio Hondo ............................................................. . 
Santa Anita ............ ., ............................................. . 
Santa Monica ....................................................... . 
South Bay ............................................................. . 
Southeast ............................................................... . 
Whittier ................................................................. . 

Marin: 

ToW 
filings 

1979-80 
2,900--

713 
1,847 
1,431 
l,«lO 
1,932 
6,863 

11,316 
919 

1,743 
922 
3~ 

679 
1,720 

981 
2,606 
6,447 
3,638 
1,645 

1978-79 
2,904" 

634 
2,32l5 
1,094 
1,318 
2,128 
7,178 
9,066 
1,083 
3,331 

802 
2,940 

879 
2,660 

749 
1,92.5 
6,442 
3,484 
1,843 

Central.................................................................... 1,190 811 

Merced: 
Merced County ........................ w.......................... 1,733 

Monterey: 
Monterey County b .b ......................................... . 
Monterey Peninsula ...... Ii ................................. . 
No~ ~onterey County ................................ .. 
SaIinllS ................................................................. . 

Napa: 
Napa County ....................................................... . 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ..................................... . 
North Orange County ....................................... . 
Orange County Harbor ..................................... . 
South Orange County ....................................... . 
West Orange County ........................................ .. 

802 
306 
101 
4415 

5,3.'56 
2,l56O 
5,496 
1,717 
3,C1.11 

1,515 

0 
731 
181 
912 

1,242 

2,731 
2,954 
4,334 
2,791 
2,990 

ToW 
dispositions 

1979-80 1978-79 
2,322- . l,88iC 

687 IS42 
1,875 1,87lS 
1,414 1,312 

S38 1,015 
1,993 2,311 
7,067 7,l58O 
9,245 9,430 

884 920 
1,363 3,069 

771 662 
2, 71n 2,396 

4J11 879 
1,431 2,310 
1,105 890 
2,666 1,362 
5,606 5,333 
3,310 3,629 
1,429 1,645 

1,353 8.'58 

1,521 1,424 

873 0 
386 966 
123 160 
417 882 

981 1,037 

4,004 2,649 
3,503 3,767 
6,364 5,317 
3,164 2,875 
2,546 2,710 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1979-80 1978-79 
2,289- l.s7lf· 

681 l529 
1,858 1,865 
1,403 1,281 

8Z1 1,002 
1,9.59 2,Ir18 
7,040 7,l58O 
9,167 9,376 

877 912 
1,361 3,058 

761 6152 
2,694 2,332 

483 873 
1,419 2,299 
1,095 878 
2,468 1,340 
5,514 5;JZ1 
3,282 3,602 
1,411 1,609 

1,339 844 

1,509 1,393 

848 0 
378 912 
116 143 
412 868 

967 1,003 

4,017 2,634 
3,491 3,744 
6,323 5,2il6 
3,140 2,8l5O 
2,l537 2,689 

Dispositions aher he.ring 
Uncontested Contested 

mstters LIJ/Itten 
J979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

10 0 23 6 
2 4 4 9 
2 1 15 9 
7 29 4 2 
0 2 11 11 
4 7 30 26 
8 6 19 14 

11 20 67 34 
2 2 5 6 
0 6 2 5 
0 0 10 10 
5 11 2tl 53 
1 1 3 5 
5 0 7 11 
0 2 10 10 

173 18 215 4 
11 22 83 84 
3 3 215 24 
0 1 18 315 

4 4 10 10 

2 10 215 

0 0 215 0 
0 5 8 49 
2 3 5 14 
1 6 4 8 

5 7 9 In 

8 3 9 12 
7 7 5 16 
6 In 315 34 
2 3 22 21 
1 2, 8 19 

fl ______ ~_. _____ _ 
:;. , ..-
'. 

;r. '. 

~.}~ ~ 

-; ." " .. '" 
\ .. ; 

.),'" 

-Juvenile 
orrieJ'Sb 

1!J79-1JO 1978-79 
Cj" 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 () 

§ 0 0 
a 0 -0 0 C') 

0 0 ~ 0 0 
0 0 C') 

0 0 0 
0 0 ~ 
0 0 C') 
0 0 -t"' 
0 0 '0 0 0 'rJ 
0 0 C') 

t 
0 0 'rJ 

0 

~ 
0 5 ;;: 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 1 
0 0 \ 



r ..... 
~ 
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\: 
; 
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, 

., 
, 

.. 
/' 
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Riverside: 
Corona ............................ : ....................................... 637 262 lS39 
Derert ...................................................................... 2,892 2,lS39 2,449 
Mt. San Jacinto ...................................................... 1,160 1,709 931 
Riverside ................................................................ 2,341 2,128 1,894 
Three Lakes .......................................................... 1,694 2,066 1,713 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ............................................................ 2,473 2,104 2,727 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County b .................................. 6,323 4,822 15,4l5l5 

San Diego: 
E1~on .................................................................. 1,1156 1,0215 9915 
North County ........................................................ 1,3.51 2,24l5 1,446 
San Diego .............................................................. 12,82.'5 17,499 12,619 
South Bay .............................................................. 7156 l566 836 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ........................................................ 1,396 11,109 2,467 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .......................................................................... 3153 349 366 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .......................... 43.5 33Il 1517 
Stockton .................................................................. 1,728 1,713 1,l583 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .................................... 1,6015 1,l593 1,497 

San Mateo: 
Northern ................................................................ 171 2154 103 Southern ................................................................ 940 1,063 922 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................................................. 131 146 106 
Santa Barbara-C'.oleta .......................................... 2,7154 ~ 2,l573 
Santa Maria ............................................................ 313 910 311 

Santa Clara: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill b ................. Ij ......................... 0 l562 0 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratgga ........................ 0 l53Il 0 
Palo A1to-Moun~ View ................................ 0 l534 0 

~~~~.~ ... :::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 15,382 0 
0 161 0 

Santa Clara County fi ........................................ 7,903 0 7,l52l5 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ........................................ 0 432 0 

.. ~ 

,', 

/ 

. t. • 

371 15ll. 
2,328 2,412 
1,387 929 
2,404 11m 
1,910 1,6815 

2,1215 2,712 

4,861 15,009 

1,l586 982 
1,628 1,412 

14,382 12,393 
761 626 

10,802 2,43.5 

2715 349 
426 498 

1,1527 1,1569 

1,332 1,484 

3815 99 
1,187 900 

116 103 
2,7f11 2,l56l5 
~ 302 

384 0 
620 0 
1531 0 

15,423 0 
171 0 

0 7,427 
402 0 

" 

3.51 
2,29l5 
1,387 
2,403 
1,&'14 

2,1115 

4,774 

1,sl56 
1,1591S 

14,139 
728 

10,794 

258 
421 

1,1523 

1,307 

381 
1,1152 

113 
2,699 

821 

364 
l588 
l527 

15,412 
167 

0 
377 

9 15 
8 2 
o n 
2 " 14 49 

3 

221 63 

1 15 
6 0 

46 40 
1 9 

21 15 

o 
3 
3 

o 2 

2 i) 
9 21 

o 0 
o 0 
o 0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

,:, .~" 

15 
7 
1 
o 
o 
o 
9 

19 
29 
2 

115 
14 

14 

215 

12 
28 

180 
9 

11 

1 
10 
11 

13 

2 
13 

3 
8 
9 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

97 
0 

115 0 0 
31 0 0 
0 0 0 
1 0 0 
7 0 0 

7 0 0 

24 0 0 

215 0 0 
33 0 0 

203 0 0 
24 0 0 

3 0 0 

9 16 7 
4 6 0 
3 () 0 

23 0 0 

4 0 0 
14 0 0 

1.7 
1'1 ... II 
11 
1'1 ! 

11 
If 
II .... 

IJ 

~ 
~ 
Z 

~ II 
fil 

1 "tl 
0 j = 0-3 

I 
0 
~ 

~ 
t::I 

~ 

~ ~ z .... 
~ 

I! ~ 
~ II 

3 0 0 
8 0 0 
3 0 0 

0 t 
~ 

! 

C') ,/ 
t::I 

115 0 0 
215 0 0 
3 0 0 

11 0 0 
3 0 1 
0 1 0 

16 0 0 

\ 
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TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS Q 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

County and judicjaJ district 

State total,"""".,""""." .. ""." .... """"""."""".""" ..... ",,.,,,,. 

Alameda: 
Alameda """""."""""."".""""."""""." .. "" .. ,, ... ,,"""",, .... .. 
Berkeley.Albany" .. "" .. "" .... """." .. " .. "" .... " ....... "" ..... " ... .. 
Fremont·Newark·Union City " ......... "".""" .. """" .... ,,,, .. 
Livermore-Pleasanton""" .. "" ............... " ... """""" ... "" .... . 
Oaldand.Piedmont""""".""""" .. """" .. """"" ... """" .. "" .. 
San Leandro-Hayward .""."" .. """"""."".""."." ... "",, .. ,,. 

Butte: 
Chico ".""""""""." .. "".""."" .. ""." .. " ... """"".,,.,,"""""""" 

Contra Costa: 

Bay."".""".""""."" .. """.""""."".""." .. "".""" .. """"" .. ""." 
Delta"""""".".,,,,,,,,,,,.,,,,.,, .. ,,,,.,,,,.,, .. ,, .... ,,.,,,,,, .. ,, .. ,,,,,,,,,,,," 
Mt. Diablo """ .... """""".""."" .. """""" ... ".""""",, ... ,, ... ,," 
Walnut Creek·Danville .. "" .. ""."."".""."."."."""" ...... "." 

Fresno: 

Total 
filings 

1979-80 1978-79 
52,475 R53,555 

o 
44 

1 
132 

o 
1 

1263 

1,499 
618 

1,260 
751 

5 
19 
8 

118 
o 
o 

807 

1,635 
62A) 

1,017 
614 

Consolidated Fresno ."""""""""."""""""""""".,,"""",,. 1,684 830 

Humboldt: 
Eureka """"."""""." ... "." .. ""."" .. """"""."""."" ... ,,",, ... ,,. 

Imperial: 

Imperial County" .... ""."" .. "."" .. ""." ... ".""" ..... "" ... ,,.,,"" 

Kern: 
East Kern """." .. "" ..... "." .. " .... " ... "."".""."" ... " .. """,, .. ,,"" 
West Kern "", .... """" .. "." ... "" .. """""" .. " ... "" .. ",, ... ,,",,.,," 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra """""."""""" .. " ........ ""." ... ".".' ............ " ...... " ... . 
Ante!ope .......... """ .... "" .... "".""."" ..... "" ... " .. " ..... """ .... " .. . 
Beverly Hills " .. """"." .. """""""."" .. "" ..... """"."."",, .. ,,,,. 
Burbank ."."."""."""" .. " ... ".""."""" .. """" .. """."" ... ,,,, ... ,, 
Citrus" .. "" .... " .. " ..... "" .. " ........ " .... "" ..... """ ...... " .... " .. """" .. 

/ 

~.' 

32 

o 
698 

235 
o 
o 
5 

1,307 

40 

132 

18 
790 

192 
o 
o 
o 

1,278 

Total 
c/isposjtions 

1979-80 1978-79 
38,938 41,176 

1 45 
54 25 

1 7 
127 93 

0 0 
1 29 

943 &28 

921 1,440 
593 62A) 

1,261 915 
753 680 

1,282 736 

56 40 

97 131 

4 21 
657 819 

237 198 
0 0 
0 36 
2 0 

1,332 1,165 

~., 

. , 
'..t'." 

Disposib'ons 
before hearing 

1979-80 1978-79 
38,169 40,308 

0 42 
54 25 

1 7 
127 93 

0 0 
1 29 

840 788 

920 1,426 
592 616 

1,254 908 
749 676 

1,281 'l35 

49 38 

97 127 

4 21 
654 815 

227 197 
0 0 
0 31 
2 0 

1,322 1,157 

.:,.. . 
.. ~ 

,~, 

, 

Dispositions Ilfter he.uing 
Uncontested Contested 

matters matters 
1!J'l9-8O 1978-79 1!J'l9-8O 1978-79 

232 270 484 573 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
1 
2 

2 

o 

o 
3 

1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

6 
2 
3 
0 

0 

0 

4 

0 
0 

0 
0 
4 
0 
0 

1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

53 

1 
1 
6 
2 

0 

5 

0 

0 
0 

9 
0 
0 
0 

10 

2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

17 

8 
2 
4 
4 

2 

o 

o 
4 

1 
o 
1 
o 
8 

itt.·, 
\.~ I 

Juvenile 
orders b 

1!J'l9-8O 1978-79 

53 25 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

23 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

.... 
1i5 ... 
> 
Z 
Z 

~ 
= to1 
"t1 
0 = o-,l 

0 
"%j 

~ 
~ s:: -z -
~ 
~ 
<: 
to1 
0 

~ eM n 
to1 

\ 



TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Dispositions sfter heBing 

Total ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
IiJings dispositions before heBing matters mMlters ordersb 

County and judicisJ dist;nct 19'T9-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 19'T9-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 
Compton 454 f11 l560 460 - 1531 4S1 .............................................................................. 26 3 3 0 0 0 
Culver .................................................................................... 233 145 191 123 180 117 2 3 9 3 0 0 
Downey ................................................................................ 0 '1 0 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 
East Los Angeles ................................................................ 239 0 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Glendale ................................................................................ 2 1 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Inglewood ............................................................................ 362 0 377 80 280 20 1 0 96 60 0 0 § Long Beach .......................................................................... 778 0 IW; 0 M6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles .......................................................................... 1,393 3,621 541 1,316 S35 1,316 1 0 5 0 0 0 -n 
Los Cerritos .......................................................................... 0 0 ,0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ Malibu .................................................................................... 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Newhall .................................................................................. 5 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 
Pasadena ................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pomona ................................................................................... 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Rio Hondo ............................................................................ 0 49 0 4 0 4 G 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Anita .......................................................................... 0 0 3 9 3 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Santa Monica ..........•.......•........ , ............................................ 1,388 1,996 1,023 1/J1.11 997 1,195 24 8 2 4 0 0 
South Bay .............................................................................. 5151 406 230 m 226 274 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 
Southeast .............................................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

'"1j 

Whittier 0 201 0 200 0 199 0 0 0 1 0 0 n ................................................................................ 

§ Marin: 
Central .................................................................................. 2,190 1,801 1,778 .1,615 1,7ffT 1,610 9 1 2 4 0 0 

Merced: ~ 
Merced County .................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 > 

Monterey: b 
.. ""!() 0 365 0 3M 0 1 0 9 0 0 0 

, ~:= ?~·6·:::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 272 810 278 732 258 659 4 10 16 63 0 0 
No~ ~onterey County ................................................ 70 IffT 88 160 77 140 8 7 3 13 0 0 
Salinas ................................................................................. 112 271 80 162 77 161 3 0 0 1 0 0 

Napa: 
Napa County ........................................................................ 58 143 15 53 15 51 0 0 0 2 0 0 

Orange: 
R661 Central Orange County .................................................... 1,049 785 1,225 783 1,222 0 0 2 3 0 0 

North Orange County ...................................................... 2,(fT3 2,803 1,885 2,169 1,885 2,167 0 1 0 1 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .................................................... 1.486 3,em 1.241 1,358 1,224 1,347 2 2 15 9 0 0 

/ . 

/ 

,. 
.,'" 

t,' 



,> 

, . 

/' 

South Orange County ..................................................... m 998 
West Orange County ........................................................ 2,233 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................................................................. 819 
Desert ............................... _................................................... ~ 
Mt. San ]ecinto .................................................................... 319 
Riverside ................. ~........................................................... 611 
Three Lakes ........................................................................ 166 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .......................................................................... 0 

San Bernardino: b 
San Bernardino County .................................................. 1,954 

San Diego: 
El c.;on ................................................................................ 229 
North County ...................................................................... 3.040 
San Diego.............................................................................. 0 
South Bay.............................................................................. 1,272 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ................................................................. ,.... 3.122 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ..................................................... ,.................................. 105 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy ........................................ !H 
Stockton ........................................... ..................................... 1.f!1iJ 1 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .................................................. 1,398 

San Mateo: 
Northem ............................................................................... . 
SOUthem .............................................................................. .. 

Santa Barbara: 

358 
389 

Lompcc.................................................................................. 433 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ........................................................ 1,242 
Santa Maria .......................................................................... 869 

-.~~~~~.~-~ .::::.: ......... ~ ...................................... .. 
Los Ga\x)$.Qunpbell-Saratpga .................................... .. 
Palo Alw-Mounta{,n View b ............................................ .. 
San Jose-M¥tas ............................................................ .. 
Santa Clara ...................................................................... .. 

._-----------

.~ . 
.( 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1.007 
m 
357 
912 
112 

o 

698 

150 
2,666 

o 
819 

3,210 

o 
15 

1.602 

1.771 

591 
843 

457 
1,224 

o 

87 
276 
973 

4.797 
83 

I. 

361 
1,966 

776 
319 
168 
162 
103 

o 

1.498 

298 
2,262 

o 
l.m 

2,516 

25 
32 

1.159 

1.451 

231 
132 

381 
901 
732 

-~ 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

,. 

~. 

593 
2,412 

1.170 
190 
309 
912 

76 

o 

244 
979 

o 
704 

2,752 

o 
3 

1,230 

1,561 

3m 
1.100 

3111 
881 

o 

16 
297 
742 

1.639 
57 

«1%: 

~' 

~$ 

361 
1,961 

773 
317 
162 
159 
101 

o 

1.495 

2!H 
2,243 

o 
1,1)96 

2,390 

24 
29 

1.155 

1.439 

229 
110 

374 
899 
727 

, 
~ 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1.168 
187 
305 
836 
76 

o 

2,745 

o 
2 

1,228 

1,526 

306 
892 

315 
880 

o 

16 
283 
738 

1.639 
56 

·-It. ' 

-~------~--~-}..-----~~---

o 
4 

o 
o 
4 
3 
o 

o 

3 

2 
8 
o 
5 

o 
o 
o 

o 

1 
5 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

2 
2 

o 
1 
2 

27 
o 

o 

o 

o 
2 
o 
3 

2 

o 
1 
o 

3 

o 
122 

o 
o 
o 

o 
2 
2 
o 
1 

o 
1 

3 
2 
2 
o 
2 

I) 

o 

2 
11 
o 

26 

51 

o 
2 
4 

12 

1 
17 

7 
2 
5 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

J' ':'~ 

/i 
, -$ .. U 
I' 1 0 0 I 

5 0 0 It 

Ij 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 l 2 0 0 

49 0 0 
0 0 0 .... 

II ~ .... 
0 0 0 ~ 

Ii 
0 0 ~ 

!:l 
7 0 0 ~ 11 

20 0 0 0 i 
0 0 0 ~ I 19 0 0 0 

""l 
It 

5 0 0 ~ 
11 

0 1 0 ~ i 0 1 0 s:: 
2 0 0 z 

! ...... 

32 0 0 I 11 

1 0 0 1\ 
86 0 0 0 [I ~ .J' 

3 0 0 &3 M 
1 0 G 

II 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 [I 12 0 0 
~ 0 0 to 
C 0 0 ..... f: 0 0 0 --t 

I \ I 

I 
11 
LJ 
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TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
fH..INGS· AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIOrJlS a-Continusd 

Fiscal 
,. 

ToW 
fiIings 

County and judicisl district 1!179-8O 197~79 

=;;-:c~~:~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3,36 0 
0 305 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ............................................................ 2$1 1,589 

Shasta: 
Redding b .............................................................................. 106 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................................................. 124 0 
Vallejo-Benicia .................................................................... 197 173 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................................................................. 221 50 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County ................................................................ Il!T1 212 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ...................................................................... 115 6C 

Tulare: 
Porterville ............................................................................ 97 121 
Tulare-Pixley ........................................................................ 142 129 
Visalia .................................................................................... 331 292 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................................................. 57 147 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .......................................................................... 2 5 

a Nontraffic in&actions are city ll.'ld county ordinances specified as infractions. 
b For explanation, see footnote appliCllble to the court on Table 'n. 
R Revised. 

;. 

/ ' 

.. ~ 

Years 19~79and 

Total 
dispositions 

1979-80 1978-79 
1,284 0 

0 25S 

1,074 1,617 

81 0 

62 0 
340 153 

232 61 

299 303 

117 42 

84 69 
142 128 
196 281 

81 2I1J) 

2 1 

1979-80 
Dispositions alter besring 

Disposilioos Uncontested Contested 
before beMing IDS!tters Il1Jltters 

1!179-8O 197~79 1!179-8O 1978-79 1979-80 1971J.-79 
1,271 0 0 0 13 0 

0 24S 0 1 0 8 

1,065 1,600 0 6 9 11 

80 0 1 0 0 0 

62 0 0 0 0 0 
339 151 0 0 1 2 

231 54 0 6 

2m} '1H1 12 7 18 9 

110 39 1 0 5 2 

84 Ii9 0 0 0 0 
141 124 0 2 1 2 
196 281 0 0 0 0 

31 135 16 26 34 59 

1 0 0 0 -I 

to 
I-" "IIC .. 00 

Juvenile 
ordenb 

1979-80 1978-79 
0 0 
0 1 

0 0 

§ 
0 0 .... 

n 
~ 

0 0 n 0 0 0 

2 
0 0 n .... 

t"' 
0 

0 0 ~ 

Q 
t"' -d 
!:Xl 

0 0 Z 
0 0 5: 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC MISDEM~ANORS AND INFRACTIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
IJi!positions lifter betuing 

Tow Total Dispositions UDCOlItested Contested 
fi/iags dispositions before beuing rIUItters nutt--.-rs 

County and judicial district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1fJ19-8O 1978-79 197!J..8IJ 1978-79 

State total .................................... 5.126,944 5.167,l58O 4.4.'r1JT15 R4,663.")10 4.314,044 R4,:nO,621 38,480 31,roi1 71.061 75,391 

Alameda: 
AIam.eda .......................................... 8,.568 7,544 8,388 9.000 8,346 8,928 4 !6 aa 116 
Berkeley-Albany ........••.................. 00.121 18,636 21.3m 22,939 00.685 22,aT9 335 flS1 340 603 
Frenlont·Newark-Union City ...... 39.443 36,654 38.2l0 R33,151 36,537 R 31,665 se 574 1.028 910 
Livermore-Pleasanton .............•.... 33,262 33.336 30.773 31,089 30.336 30.766 57 0 380 323 
Oakland-Piedmont ........................ 125.100 129,370 123,981 125.719 l22.086 123,904 131 1116 1.748 1.719 
San Leandro-Hayward ...••......•...••. 76,928 79,908 67,223 70,634 65,988 fB,3I!1 178 135 1.057 1.112 

Butte: 
Chico ................................................ 10,246 10.356 10,028 9.675 8,9Q2 8,348 53 71 fS17 467 

Contra Costa: 
Bay .................................................... 48,855 54,929 42,996 49J1R1 37J167 44.069 2.'52 268 1,523 1.6fB 
Delta ................................................ 16,967 15,575 15,931 14,109 14,436 l2,885 181 116 500 317 
Mt. Diablo ........................................ 48,460 43,855 40,996 38,135 35,974 33.070 534 395 1,295 1.141 
Walnut Creek-Danville .•.............. 47.726 41,952 4O,lQl 37_ 35,990 32,9IS5 123 107 1.067 950 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno ..................•. 66.682 60,515 68,167 61,91S9 66,471 6O,0Zl 51 136 1.015 1.301 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .............................................. 7,223 8,970 6,IlO3 9,102 6,268 8,849 102 92 133 161 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ............................ 31;775 38,642 23,l503 29,825 22,84.'S 29,515 403 181 251 129 

Kern: 
East Kern ........................................ 15,990 16.000 13,344 14,680 l2.4116 13,900 21 57 158 109 
WestKem ...........•.......................... 140.137 121,536 98,712 81,302 96,416 79.408 154 80 895 719 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ........................................ 49,605 1i6,759 46.461 51.160 45.fB2 SO.101 57 114 712 945 
Antelope .......•.•................................ 25,765 ZT.352 22,750 25,3.23 22,514 25.038 24 22 212 263 
[!everly Hills ......................••.......... 30.367 33.142 24,849 ZT.2n5 23,583 lI6,070 1.~ 680 213 449 
Burbank •........................................... 15,(160 15.175 11,236 13,983 11,0156 13,815 80 85 100 83 
Citrus ................................................ 81.478 114.408 74,644 87.326 72,898 86,UM 483 15 1,263 1,200 
Compton ...........................•...•.......... 87;13S 88,291 75.466 68,854 73:zt5 66,62n 1,273 1.439 918 795 

. , 
" 

,.. 

, , 

Juvenile 
urdersa 

1979-80 1978-79 
34,390 40.089 ...... 

~ ...... 

~ 0 0 
0 0 
0 2 ~ 0 0 

16 0 = 0 0 trJ 

'" 0 

5Ii6 789 ~ 
0 .., 

3,254 3.£81 ~ 
:I: 814 791 trJ 

3.193 3,529 

~ 3.621 3/357 
::: ..... 

630 SOl ~ 
~ 0 Ii 

trJ 
4 0 0 

~ 
679 611 &5 1,247 1.095 

0 0 
0 0 
0 6 
0 0 
0 1 ~ 
0 0 ..... 

c.o 

~ 

t 
~ 

\ 

/' 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

County and judicial district 
Culver ............................................. . 
Downey .......................................... .. 
East Los Angeles .......................... .. 
Glendale ........................................ .. 
Inglewood ...................................... .. 
Long Beach .................................. .. 
Los Angeles .................................. .. 
Los Cerritos .................................. .. 
Malibu ............................................. . 
Newhall .......................................... .. 
Pasadena ......................................... . 
Pomona .......................................... .. 
Rio Hondo .................................... .. 
Santa Anita ..................................... . 
Santa Monica ................................ .. 
South Bay ....................................... . 
Southeast ........................................ .. 
Whittier ........................................... . 

Marin: 
Central .............. , .............................. . 

Merced: 
Merced County ............................ .. 

Monterey: 
Monterey CoWIty _ ...................... .. 
Monterey Peninsula _ ................ .. 
North Monterey CoWlty _ ........ .. 
Salinas- .......................................... .. 

Napa: 
Napa County ................................. . 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ............ .. 
North Orange CoWlty ................ .. 
Orange County Harbor .............. .. 
South Orange County ................ .. 
West Orange COWlty ................... . 

Total 
Rlings 

l!1T9-8O 
15,023 
40,782 
46,146 
30,29l5 
47PT8 
81,154 

735,6.50 
48,914 
24,171 
37,473 
55,828 
36,120 
33,198 
21,701 
17,42.5 
90,494 
54,324 
39,964 

48,807 

54,154 

36,496 
10,618 
S,912 

13,862 

13,474 

105,735 
113PTI 
84,205 
40,181 

107,261 

.h • 
~~, 

1978-79 
16,408 
42,035 
47/m 
32,246 
46,723 
74,886 

743,245 
SOPT9 
28,284 
38,562 
48,IS9 
37,002 
36,493 
19,804 
23,042 
91,027 
61,149 
38,057 

SI,762 

56,098 

0 
21,514 
11,027 
26,485 

16,985 

98,268 
94,7S9 
85,OIS 
47,112 

113,350 

,/ . 

• t. ... 

Total 
di.po.sitions 

1979-80 1978-79 
13;004 14;734 
37,903 40,324 
38,7S1 37,985 
ZT,760 26,023 
37,937 44,993 
55,(17S SI,571 

555,270 630,030 
44,500 42,232 
22,003 26,106 
34,158 36,331 
48,882 41,905 
32,554 35,468 
26,800 31,357 
18,522 17,898 
16,011 2O,33(J 
79,423 &'3,865 
48,461 56,431 
34,555 37,722 

46,172 49,442 

46,205 SI,557 

32,445 0 
9,043 20,246 
5,018 11,716 

13,112 21,577 

14,018 17,910 

99,395 98,087 
98,837 101,682 
87,090 85,966 
36,356 42,225 
88,965 100,487 

, . 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1979-80 1978-79 
13,490 i4,i47 
37,294 39,830 
38,098 36,929 
26,898 25,584 
37,213 44,0111 
54,072 SO,755 

545,011 617,635 
43,712 41,274 
21,735 25,819 
33,866 35,933 
47,823 40,933 
31,921 34,872 
26,568 31,046 
18.118 17,235 
IS,4&'3 19,477 
77,057 81,316 
48,079 55,905 
33,379 36,351 

45,066 48,091 

45,068 SO,095 

31,374 0 
8,633 19,421 
4,832 11,391 

12,808 21,056 

12,281 IS,619 

97,724 95,657 
97,f92 99,223 
77,119 74,858 
35,884 40,499 
86,942 98,211 

'. , 
A' 

/Jispos;tions llher bearing 
Uncontested Contested 

mlltters 
1979-80 

313 
23 

170 
530 
32 

331 
2,082 

9 
ZT 
23 

100 
ZT 
56 
o 

310 
641 
13 
o 

149 

196 

116 
44 
79 
66 

IS2 

86 
20 

110 
36 

870 

1978-79 
'447 

Ul 
56J, 
59 
40 

266 
2,068 

73 
36 

117 
84 
28 
61 
19 

621 
669 

3 
260 

293 

189 

0 
92 
93 

132 

97 

355 
ZT 

352 
26 

694 

mlltters 
1979-80 1978-79 

10i 'No 
586 484 
4&'3 495 
332 380 
691 902 
646 550 

8,177 10,3Z1 
782 885 
241 249 
269 281 
9S9 888 
606 568 
176 250 
404 644 
218 232 

1,721 1,880 
369 523 

1,176 1,111 

891 968 

941 6B9 

955 0 
366 733 
107 232 
238 389 

lSI 254 

1,585 2,07S 
1,799 1,939 
1,377 1,213 

436 402 
1,153 1,582 

\ 

Juvenile 
orders· 

1979-80 1978-79 
0 '0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 

26 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 2 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 .. 0 
0 0 
0 0 

66 90 

0 584 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

1,434 1,940 

0 0 
326 493 

8,484 9,543 
0 1,298 
0 0 

~ 
(j 

~ 
(j 
0 

~ 
(j .... 
t'" 
0 
"%j 

~ 
~ = ~ 

" 

\ 
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Riverside: 
Corona .............................................. 12,782 14,91S 12,438 14,3~ 12,031 13,821 107 116 Desert .............................................. 49,041 112,667 42,6Il7 00,182 41,887 44,6151 :106 127 Mt. San Jacinto .............................. 48,1l88 41,470 40,665 31,7153 39,863 37.3111 496 1~ Riverside ..... : .................................... 153,600 119,665 47/ZT6 ~,362 46,616 154,443 74 383 Three Lakes .................................... 11,295 10,720 10,575 9,922 10,431 9,781l 29 61 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ...................................... 133,830 11S,328 117,9711 104,427 117,291 104,026 0 0 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County a ............ 163,239 188,612 11lS,695 151,7156 IM,I015 149,606 2,344 7150 

San Diego: 
El Cajon .......................................... 81,284 82,242 73,931 79,798 71,871 77,731 1,6Il3 1,782 No!th County ................................ 101,117 94,733 96,408 88,324 94,6711 86,933 2Il9 29 &in Diego ........................................ 240,778 230,337 24Il,398 239,303 239,623 233,1911 3,090 3,301l South Bay ........................................ 64,lS45 61,010 159,221 60,216 157,41S 1lS,302 12 161 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .................................. 90,869 1015,965 71,408 97,249 1lS,763 84,926 12,221 12,211 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ................................................ 13,742 11,992 12,267 12,487 11,IBili 10,593 107 68 Manteca.Ripon.Esca!on-Tracy .... 20,646 2Il,4Il4 19,2S1l 21,1501 18,4V8 20,629 86 IllS 'Stockton .......................................... 37,410 44,490 315,262 39,896 33,131l 38,136 1315 93 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .............. 41,743 44,962 315,OIl5 39,6159 30,985 315,1157 80 94 

/ San Mateo: 
Northern .......................................... 37/587 38,765 29,871 36,1l99 28,622 315/ZT6 3711 328 Southern .......................................... 112,774 I01l,91S 96,OIl8 98,6Il6 92,0Il4 94/ZTl I.SI3 2,110 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................ 4,006 11,1111 3,77S 11,269 3,669 11,103 215 17 Santa Barbara-Goleta .................... 29,4Il7 33,904 33/ZTS 31,l501l 32,Il9O 30,742 174 2711 Santa Maria .................................... 14,770 16,9911 11,869 13,4152 11.6111 13,189 12 0 

Santa Clara: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill" .................... 0 16,764 0 11l,ll37 0 111,284 0 38 Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga " .. 0 27,21lO 0 2Il,llm 0 24,629 0 133 Palo Alto-Mountain View" .......... 0 114,6Il6 0 49,OIl3 0 47,713 0 30Il San Jose-Milfitas ........................... 0 144,7154 0 97,1503 0 911,467 0 0 Santa Clara .................................. 0 22,98Il 0 19,828 0 IS,821 0 83 Santa Clara County· .................... 262,446 0 199,600 0 194,7159 0 131 0 Sunnyvale-Cupertino " ................... 0 30,716 0 27,fI}Jj 0 26,711 0 M 

-. 

.', 

/ 

." .,." 

:- . 
\.,~ . 

f: . I. 

pt." 

300 392 
460 392 
27~ 303 
Il86 rm 
1111 76 

684 401 

1,241l 1,399 

407 28Il 
1,473 1,362 
2,665 2,803 
1,793 1,7153 

424 112 

2Il4 219 
28Il 266 
662 638 

494 1521 

874 1.000 
2,191 2,2711 

84 147 
1114 481 
242 263 

0 2111 
0 807 
0 1,033 
0 2,036 
0 923 

4.700 0 
0 860 

0 
4 

27 
0 
0 

0 

1 

0 
1 
0 
1 

0 

721 
476 

1,330 

3,496 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
¥j 

2 
0 

o 
12 
1 

29 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

1,607 
448 

1,029 

3,887 

o 
o 

o 
o 
2 
o 
1 
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o ~ 
o ..... 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPAftKING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Years 197~79 and 1979-80 

Total Total Dispositions 
filings dispositions before M:mng 

County and judicial district 1979-80 191~79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .................•..... 43,6'1D 45,753 38,459 39,585 34,518 as:;tl1 

Shasta: 
Redding" ........................................ 3,(l85 0 2,564 0 2,499 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ............................ 48,934 47,809 45,902 . 46,372 45,(149 45,632 

v,' 

Vallejo-Benicia ....•................•........•. 14,952 14,271 l..2,502 11,889 12,105 11,40« 
Sonoma: 

Sonoma County .............................. 53,873 47,643 49,742 46,941 49,01:8 461X11 
Stanislaw: 

Stanislaw County .......................... 61,428 57,188 54,411 53,565 51,202 51,lM 
Sutter: 

Sutter County ................................ 5,628 6,841 5,515 6,44.l 5,368 6,266 
Tulare: 

Porterville ........................................ 5,912 7/JOO 5,295 7,7111 5,lSt 7,558 Tulare-Pixley ...............•.....•............ 13,5!H 13,956 11,9111 12,973 11,725 12,785 VisaIia. •................•.......•.......•............. 19,301 18,597 15,988 15,730 15,587 15,236 
Ventura: 

Venturtl County ............................ 89.417 98,876 85,838 95.717 84,279 St.l36 
Yolo: 

Yolo County .................................... 23,328 22,409 ~,462 00.043 18,873 18,067 

0 . 
• For explanation. see fwtnotc applicable to the court on Table 27 . 
ft Revised. 

, 

/ 

,.j .... 

/-

'. 
t ... , , . 

• \'& ~.~~~--------------------------------~~-------

Dispositions alter hearing 
Unconft!sted Contested 

rI/Jltten mlltten 
1979-80 191~79 1979-80 191~79 

173 178 781 8S9 

9 0 56 0 

60 00 793 700 
12 32 ass 453 

'1111 409 m 525 

1,114 236 2,092 2,169 

61 79 83 95 

23 46 77 102 
48 66 132 122 
98 222 303 272 

104 110 1.4M 1.471 

237 232 372 442 

"), 

I 
1.1' __ .. ............ _ "'- •• v. 

t.o 
~ ... 

Juvenile 
orders" 

1979-80 191~79 

2,9ffT 3,341 

0 0 

§ 
0 0 .... 
0 0 C") -~ 

C") 0 0 0 

~ 
3 5 C") .... 

t'"' 
0 

3 ~ 

~ 
1 1 I;i 
2 0 0 
0 0 = Z .... 

> 
0 0 

980 1,302 

/" 

\ 
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Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

TABLE 31A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP Ie TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

DisrJositions alter beardlg Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested JuvenDe filings dilpositions before~ nutters matters orrJers h County and judicial district 1979-80 1978-79 1!J79..80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 l!J79...1JO 1978-79 282,361 263,ms6 223,fJRl 8 217,412 218,129 8 2I!,813 1,0C4 1,093 3,!H5 4,263 149 178 
.... State total .............................................................. 

~ Alameda: .... 
> Alameda ................................................................ 262 223 214 251 210 246 1 0 3 5 0 0 Z Berkeley-Albany .................................................. IIS2 517 393 396 390 384 2 3 1 9 0 0 Z c:: Fremont-Newark-Union City ............................ 2,014 1,695 1,fJRl 8 1,241 1,228 8 1,184 17 25 22 32 0 0 ). Livennore-Pleasanton ........................................ 1,173 939 803 779 7f11 7S6 0 0 16 23 0 G to< Oaldand-Piedmont .............................................. 3,296 3,663 2,879 3,109 2,802 3,025 13 16 63 68 1 0 = San Leandro>Hayward ........................................ 5,190 4,863 3,610 3,653 3,568 3,591 4 8 38 54 0 0 t<:I 
~ 
0 

Butte: 

~ 
Chico ...................................................................... 799 661 613 sag ~ 508 4 0 'l1 22 2 9 

0 Contra Costa: 
".rJ Bay .......................................................................... 2,635 1,938 1,957 1,831 1,868 1,738 11 16 78 77 0 0 ~ Delta ...................................................................... 514 SS4 474 6'l1 4S8 610 6 6 10 11 0 0 t<:I 

Mt. Diablo .............................................................. 1,942 2,118 1,755 1,885 1,710 1,847 3 5 42 33 0 0 
~ 

Walnut Creek-Danville ...................................... 1,839 1,881 I,TTI 1,553 1,709 1.514 6 1 56 38 0 0 
a:: .... 

Fresno: 

Z 
Consolidated Fresno .......................................... 3,430 3,080 3,366 3,168 3,332 3,132 3 31 35 0 0 .... 

~ 
Humboldt: 

Eureka .................................................................... 8'l1 781 621 638 611 &1M 14 9 2D 0 0 ~ Imperial: 

t<:I Imperial County .................................................. 1,869 2,073 1,288 1,9}2 1.2st 1,868 6 37 18 7 0 0 0 .Kern: 

~ 
C":l 

East.Kem .............................................................. 516 376 371 291 3S9 £79 0 4 9 3 3, 5 t"l 
West .Kern ................... ; ........................................ 5,294 4,059 3,983 3,440 3,924 3,349 2 3 4S 67 12 21 Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .............................................................. 2JX11 2,843 2,22S 2:JRT 2,185 2,2S4 3 3 37 30 0 0 Antelope ................................................................ f112 1,!l9 S83 622 S64 S96 4 1 15 25 0 0 
Beverly Hills ........................................................ 1,375 1,385 840 93S 813 913 1 3 26 19 0 0 Burbank .................................................................. 686 674 SS6 SOO 551 .c.'!9 0 39 5 2 0 0 
Citrus ...................................................................... 4,465 4,754 3,908 3,450 3,1ni 3,384 10 4 92 61 0 1 ~ 
CO~pton ..................... , .......................................... 3~ 3,992 2,764 2,665 2,711 2,639 26 2 'l1 24 0 0 

'---------.> 

/ 

''!lb.,. 

'. 
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TABLE 31A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS G-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Yaars 1978-79 and 1979-80 

. County sndjudiciai district 
Culver ................................................................... . 
Downey ................................................................ .. 
East Los Angeles ................................................. . 
Glendale .............................................................. .. 
lngJewood ............................................................. . 
Long Beach ........................................................ .. 
Los Angeles ......................................................... . 
Los Cerritos ..... : ................................................... . 
Malibu ................................................................... . 
Newhall ................................................................ .. 
Pasadena .............................................................. .. 
Pomona ................................................................. . 
Rio Hondo ........................................................... . 
Santa Anita .......................................................... .. 
Santa Monica ....................................................... . 
South Bay ............................................................ .. 
Southeast .............................................................. .. 
Whittier ................................................................ .. 

Marin: 
Central .................................................................... 

Meroed: 
Meroed County .................................................... 

Monterey: 
Monterey County b jj .......................................... 
Monterey Peninsula .... Ii ................................. 
North \fontcrey County ................................ 
Salinas .................................................................. 

Napa: 
Napa County ........................................................ 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .................................... 
North Orange County ........................................ 
Orange County Harbor ...................................... 
South Orange County ........................................ 
West Orange County .......................................... 

'. 

Total 
filings 

1979-80 
606 

1,968 
3,364 
1,lln 
1,88.5 
6,576 

45,369 
2,.f29 

755 
1,466 
2,289 
1,604 
2,882 

868 
1,140 
3,994 
4,349 
1,798 

2,932 

2,700 

2,109 
704 
433 
757 

7ln 

5,651 
6,069 
2,218 
2,203 
6,722 

st.-

1978-79 
IS55 

1,836 
3,335 

983 
1,98.5 
6,116 

31,l568 
2,370 

SST 
1,188 
2,109 
1,405 
3,364 

754 
1,381 
3,672 
4,449 
2,133 

2,727 

2,570 

0 
1,331 

963 
1,i58 

789 

5,984 
S,lS12 
2,129 
2,195 
7,317 

I, 

Total 
dispositions 

19:7!J...80 1978-79 
482 434 

2,029 1,579 
1,962 1,926 

940 622 
1,730 1,922 
6,026 5,941 

35,917 34,825 
2,456 2,392 

433 S09 
808 616 

1,S09 1,652 
1,294 1,287 
2,383 2,372 

603 616 
678 704 

2,640 2,425 
4,324 4,668 
1,674 2,178 

2,307 2,192 

2,llS 1,999 

2,145 0 
fJ11 1,351 
437 698 
672 1,000 

81fT 774 

4,066 3.aoo 
5,1176 5,144 
1,571 918 
1,927 848 
5,l127 4,702 

Dispositions 
before heJUing 

1979-80 1978-79 
478 417 

2,007 1,55.5 
1,939 1,839 

908 596 
1,702 1,894 
5,929 5,tr18 

35,423 34,241 
2,426 2,3S8 

400 495 
798 S9S 

1,464 1,611 
1,276 1,254 
2,362 2,342 

sgr fJ11 
6SO 696 

2,lS89 2,322 
4,299 4,646 
1,619 2,118 

~ 2,142 

2,096 1,961 

2,1172 0 
581 1,263 
416 672 
652 9S8 

848 720 

3~ 3,773 
4,946 5,025 
1,1lO7 870 
1,tr17 tlO3 
5,415 4,575 

Dispositions after hearing 
Uncontested Contested 

matters 
1979-80 1978-79 

o 2 
1 3 
4 73 
2 0 
8 6 

29 16 
85 104 
o 3 
o 2 
o 4 
2 2 
o 3 
4 4 
o 0 

21 2 
11 36 
o 1 
o 1 

" o 
8 
2 

3 

19 
1 
o 
3 

16 

4 

4 

0 
3 
8 
9 

3 

63 
4 
5 

12 
18 

matters 
1979-80 1978-79 

4 IS 
21 21 
19 14 
30 26 
20 22 
68 47 

409 480 
30 31 

,.IS""- 12' 
10 17 
43 39 
18 30 
17 26 
6 9 
7 6 

40 67 
25 21 
55 159 

78 46 

18 16 

89 0 
26 85 
13 18 
18 33 

16 30 

~ 54 
129 115 
64 43 
47 33 
96 109 

Juvenile 
ordersb 

1979-80 1978-79 
00 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 

1 0 

0 18 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

20 21 

0 0 
0 0 
C 0 
0 0 
0 0 

I 
\ 



/ 
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" .... 

i 
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Riverside: 
Corona .................................................................... 
Desert .................................................................... 
Mt. San Jacinto .................................................... 
Riverside ................................................................ 
Three Lakes .......................................................... 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ............................................................ 

San Bernardino: b 
San Bernardino County .................................. 

San Diego: 
El Qijon ................................................................ 
North County ...................................................... 
San Diego .............................................................. 
South Bay .............................................................. 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ........................................................ 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ........................................................................ 
Manteca-Ripon-EscaIon.Tracy .......................... 
Stockton ........................ H ...................................... 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Olmpo County .................................... 

San Mateo: 
Northern ................................................................ 
Southern ................................................................ 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................................................. 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .......................................... 
Santa Maria .......................................................... 

SantaC1raa: b 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill ............... \) ........................ 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga ........................ 
Palo Alto-Mountatn View .................................. 

E:g:~~~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ...................................... 

-------- --- -------

tr18 741 I!OO S34 302 
2,899 2,754 2,151 2,122 2,090 
1,1SO 1,700 903 1,568 901 
4,245 4,420 3,547 3,341 3,443 

437 3lf1 382 417 376 

10,853 10,070 8,840 9,190 8,726 

9,603 9,692 7,391 6,681 6,800 

5,247 5,178 3,296 3,314 3,219 
5,l5.'5O 4,689 3,890 3,188 3,821 

12,403 12,639 6,917 6,444 6,622 
3,726 3,523 1,581 2,771 1,522 

3,745 3,f!19 2,644 3,177 2,613 

696 664 529 464 513 
964 1,255 817 966 792 

3,018 3,644 2,4112 2,941 2,422 

1,587 1,735 1,252 1,278 1,231 

1,648 2,239 1,580 1,886 1.362 
5,435 3,810 3,929 3,464 3,Em 

232 260 187 247 179 
2,747 3,060 2,614 3,059 2,571 

790 781 614 668 606 

0 899 0 821 0 
0 1,261 0 1,132 0 
0 1,953 0 1,711 0 
0 8,589 0 7,000 0 
0 1,538 0 1,462 0 

17,328 0 15,410 0 15,110 
0 1,442 0 1,206 0 

" 
.(~ 

... , 
;:. 

\. 

, 

i~' 
~ 

/ , 

W 0 0 7 9 0 0 
2,060 12 4 49 55 0 3 
1,559 2 7 0 2 0 0 
3,215 16 68 88 58 0 0 

410 2 1 4 6 0 0 

9,055 0 0 114 135 0 0 .... 
~ .... 

6,370 462 140 129 170 0 1 ~ 

~ 3,228 4 6 73 80 0 0 
3,141 8 3 61 44 0 0 

~ 6,146 21 28 274 270 0 0 
2,702 5 $ 54 64 0 0 '"tj 

0 
~ 

3,112 8 21 23 44 0 0 0 
"1j 

&! 449 0 1 4 3 12 11 
939 6 11 13 13 6 3 trl 

2,882 0 0 19 11 41 48 ~ 
~ -1,251 0 2 21 25 0 0 Z 

~ 1,849 0 0 18 37 0 0 
3$1 57 57 65 110 0 0 ~ 

0 239 1 0 7 8 0 0 
~ 3,00'5 0 0 43 54 0 0 

661 0 0 8 7 0 0 (') 
trl 

799 0 2 0 00 0 0 
1,106 0 0 0 26 0 0 
1,685 0 3 0 23 0 0 
6,861 0 0 0 159 0 0 
1,416 0 12 0 34 0 0 

0 2 0 298 0 0 0 ~ 1,163 0 4 0 39 0 0 
01 

\ 

.it;. 



.:~ , 

\ ; 

" 

(' 

, . 

-: 

""'~-.'"----" 

FILINGS AND 
TABLE 31A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 

DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Dispositions alter hearing Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 1ilin8§. dispositions heI'ore hearin8. matters matters County and judicjaJ district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .............................................. 3,343 3,016 2,570 2,152 2,485 2,045 38 29 47 78 

Shasta: 
Redding

b 
••••••••.•••.••••••••••••..•.••••.••••.•••••••••••••••••.•••.• 317 0 256 0 2.53 0 0 0 3 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................................. 2,085 2,521 1,609 2,145 1,576 2,095 1 2 32 48 V allejo-Benicia ...................................................... 895 841 631 695 610 647 0 3 21 45 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................................................... 2,673 2,565 1,445 1,600 1,410 1,506 2 62 33 32 

Stanislaus; 
Stanislaus County ................................................ 4,894 4,136 4,381 4,081 4,,38 3,952 32 14 110 114 

Sutter: 
Sutter County .............•........................................ 552 502 493 466 474 435 2 5 17 26 

Tulare: 
Porterville .............................................................. 505 805 453 716 445 707 0 7 2 8 Tulare-Pixley ........................................................ 782 645 587 647 575 632 1 1 10 14 VisaIia. ..................................................................... 715 9Z1 561 816 531 782 1 1 29 33 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................................. 5,253 6,046 6,237 5,956 6,123 5,802 2 4 112 150 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .......................................................... 1,215 1,111 1,113 1,110 1,035 1,039 7 9 22 26 

: Group C traffic misdemeanor violations of the Vehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driving, reckless driving with injury and driving under the influence of drugs. 
R For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 'ZT. 

Revised. 
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JuvenUe 
orders b 

1979-80 1978-79 

0 0 

0 0 
"-
C! 
0 

0 0 -(j 
0 0 5= 

t"' 
(j 

0 0 0 
C! 
Z 
(j -t"' 
0 

0 0 
"<j 

&? 
t"' 

0 0 -"<j 

1 0 0 
0 0 ~ 

Z 
5= 

0 0 

49 36 
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TABLE 31B-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

Fiscal Yaars 1978-79 and 1919-aO 

Total 

County and judicial district 

State total ........................................................................... . 

filings 
19'!!J...80 1978-79 

243,895 244.603 
Alameda: 

Alameda ................................................................................ 392 334 &rkeley-A1bany ................................................................ 780 9lI8 Fremont-Newark-Union City ........................................ 3,331 1,726 
Livermore-Pleasanton ...................................................... 1,809 983 Oaldand-Piedmont ............................................................ 7,284 6,3(r1 San Leandro-Hayward ...........•............•..•.......................... 3,312 2,474 

Butte: 
Chico .................................................................................... 625 970 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ........................................................................................ 1.41lO 1.661 Delta ...................................................................................... 747 ~ Mt. Diablo ....................................................................... : .... 2,718 1.939 
Walnut Creek-Danville .................................................... UTI 2,171 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno .......................................................... 1,919 1.696 

Hwnboldt: 
Eureka .................................................................................. 6117 613 

. Imperial: 
Imperial Comlty ................................................................ 1,290 972 

Kern: 
East Kern ............................................................................ 612 566 
West Kern ............................................................................ 8,774 7.348 

Los Angeles: 

6.120 6,269 Alhambra .............................................................................. 
Antelope .............................................................................. 636 591 
Beverly Hills ........................................................................ 314 223 
Burbank ................................................................................ 433 390 
Citrus .................................................................................... 3.620 4.065 
Compton .............................................................................. 1.173 1,383 

/ 

Total 
dispositions 

19'!!J...80 1978-79 

264,990 368.192 

326 314 
569 728 
1~ 1.614 
1.451 603 
6,872 6.580 
3.795 3,960 

625 1125 

1.754 1,901l 
8111 1.061 

2,789 4,!lO9 
2,606 11.180 

2,382 1.980 

l5.'S3 1,265 

1,222 3.67,) 

1118 472 
4,293 3,820 

8.690 12.093 
736 3.912 
436 5.323 
384 378 

3.050 4.133 
1,289 516 

,. 

" 

i~" 

Disposibons 
before hearing 

19'!!J...80 1978-79 
2.56,219 3S6.0:n 

300 296 
566 711 

1.476 1,531 
1,445 592 
6,827 6.486 
3.783 3,931 

581 500 

1.468 1.493 
714 872 

2,373 4.387 
2.329 4.966 

2,297 1.961 

1128 1,236 

1.134 3.fI11 

460 419 
3.847 3.4:45 

8.634 12,026 
727 3.900 
428 5,263 
362 373 

2.969 3.946 
1,269 516 

;..~. 

, 
~ 

Dispositions RRer hearing 
~~~~ ~~~ ~v~e 

matters matters ordersb 
197!J..8Q 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

1' .. 049 4,l533 3.441 4.171 3,281 3.4b1 

1 6 11 
2 9 1 

28 39 34 
0 0 6 
8 18 37 
1 6 11 

4 0 32 

12 6 23 
6 8 12 

41 34 IlO 
9 18 41 

11 0 25 

12 8 13 

65 42 23 

4 12 11 
29 17 71 

4 14 112 
1 3 8 
6 4 2 
8 0 14 

12 
8 

44 
11 
76 
23 

16 

WI 
U 
38 
45 

12 

21 

26 

5 
113 

53 
9 

56 
5 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

8 

251 
119 
325 
229 

55 

0 

0 

43 
348 

0 
0 
0 
0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

9 

293 
170 
41lO 
151 

7 

o 

o 

36 
245 

o 
o 
o 
o 

j.:.;! 

~ .... 
~ 
Z 

~ 
l:tf 
/:%.l 
'1:1 
0 
~ 
0 
~ 

&! 
/:%.l 

~ a:: -z -en 

~ 
j 
;i 
0 

~ 
C1 
/:%.l 

21 10 60 177 0 11 0 9 0 0 
o tg 
o --l 

\.~ . 

I 

! 

\ 

l' 



-<---_.---

0 

f 

;I' -
/ 

" 

/ 

.. 

TABLE 31B-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS G-ContinutHI 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

County and judicial district 
Culver ................................................................................ .. 
Downey ............................................................................... . 
East Los Angeles .............................................................. .. 
Glendale ............................................................................. . 
Inglewood ........................................................................... . 
Long Beach ........................................................................ .. 
Los Angeles ......................................................................... . 
Los Cerritos ....................................................................... . 
Malibu ................................................................................. . 
Newball .............................................................................. .. 
Pasadena ............................................................................ .. 
Pomona .............................................................................. .. 
Rio Hondo .......................................................................... .. 
Santa Anita ........................................................................ .. 
Santa Monica ..................................................................... . 
South Bay .......................................................................... .. 
Southeast ............................................................................. . 
Whittier .............................................................................. .. 

Marin: 
Central .................................................................................. 

Merced: 
Merced County .................................................................. 

Monterey: 

~~:::~ ~::li::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
North \,onterey County ................................................ 
Salinas ................................................................................ 

Napa: 
Napa County ...................................................................... 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .................................................... 
North Orange County ...................................................... 
Orange County Harbor .................................................... 
South Orange County ...................................................... 
West Orange County ........................................................ 

'-

Total 
Rlings 

JD7!J..80 
'524 

2,890 
1,336 

I!JT1 
3.115 
2,416 

10.684 
1.178 

948 
574 
S99 

2,511 
1.670 

763 
323 

2,592 
879 

1.140 

1.661 

4.197 

4.150 
834 
sgl 

1.721 

~ 

6.797 
3.425 
4,385 

771 
3,925 

J978-79 
335 

2,321 
1.089 

532 
1.700 
2,607 

22,598 
1.081 

339 
901 
537 

2,562 
1.693 

538 
482 

2,444 
2,572 

760 

2,248 

'4,862 

0 
1,654 
1.169 
2,893 

400 

4.600 
2,658 
2,5111 

1!60 
3,810 

. \, ~ 

Total 
dispositions 

JD7!J..80 J978-79 
392 346 

2,180 1.470 
2,ro3 5,861 

717 497 
944 1,529 

2,515 2,2D3 
21,276 18,2Dl 

1,224 4.033 
835 1,337 
746 874 
750 495 

1,935 2,048 
1.452 1,541 

IS08 289 
1,295 1.489 
2.671 22,021 
1.1n'5 10.431 

757 746 

~ 2,975 

3,573 5.075 

3,2B11 0 
953 2,881 
512 1.497 

2,224 4.426 

589 663 

3,981 4.038 
3,590 3.798 
2,700 2,331! 
1.161 9n'5 
4.000 11.907 

Dispositions 
before he#ing 

JD7!J..80 J978-79 
388 340 

2,167 1.450 
2,431 5.742 

008 488 
908 1.494 

2,359 2,139 
21.107 17,913 

1,2D8 4.023 
824 1,330 
739 862 
725 481 

1,921 2,031 
1.431 1,500 

500 279 
1,247 1.440 
2,604 21,823 
1.045 10,398 

728 698 

2,222 2,905 

3,&\'5 4,885 

3$11 0 
903 2,7~ 
484 1.488 

2,208 4,345 

460 451 

3,970 3,992 
3.448 3.775 
2,704 2,314 
1.1M 868 
3.fI:11 11.632 

Dispositiol13 aRer hearing 
Uncontested Contested 

JD7!J..80 J978-79 
4 2 
6 0 

39 97 
o 1 
1 9 

sg 22 
30 116 
2 0 
o 3 
o 3 
4 2 
2 3 
7 4 
o 0 

38 42 
6 111 
1 2 
o 4 

11 

16 

10 
11 

16 
3 

1 
o 
2 
o 
2 

25 

19 

0 
25 
111 
28 

4 

30 
4 
8 
3 
3 

JD7!J..80 J978-79 
() 4 
7 00 

33 22 
19 8 
35 26 
97 42 

139 172 
14 10 
11 4 
7 9 

21 12 
12 14 
14 37 
8 10 

10 7 
61 183 
119 31 
29 44 

22 41 

112 31 

66 0 
41! 92 
12 14 
13 53 

10 25 

10 16 
142 19 

14 13 
6 34 

21 112 

JD7!J..80 J978-79 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 

3 4 

0 140 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

118 183 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

\ 



l!liverside: 

! Corona ........... , ...................................................................... 882 483 r!61 722 856 Desen .................................................................................... 3,107 3,221 4,486 3,464 4,427 ~ Mt. San Jacinto ............................................................... m .. ~7i2 3,478 3)i38 3.7fr1 3,312 ~ Riverside .................. " .......................................................... 3,251 2,22Ij 4,540 7,62S 4,:134 Thrve Lahe!' ....................................................................... 621 517 7tj:j 596 758 
Sacramento~ 

Sacramanto .......................................................................... 13,951 11,538 9,750 9,558 9.fr11 
San Bernardino: \ San ~"mwdino County b ................................................ 11,961 H,770 22,71i6 21.430 21,8C1\4 
San Diego: 

El Cl\ion ................................................................................ 5,730 5,396 5.M1 7.731 5,506 North County ...................................................................... 8,529 9,485 9,444 18,502 9,389 San Diego .............................................. , ............................. 5,816 15,335 14,343 24,fr15 14.105 South Bay ............................................................................ 6,124 ~,408 5,214 SPl.5 5,148 
San Francisco: 

San Francisco ...................................... , ............................... 1,098 3,836 819 20,522 796 
~J<l'MIum: 

t.oo.:j"" ............... u ........ ~ ............................................................. 91.5 5lH 1~ 1,334 1.!45 Maktteca,Ri~!l,~Qn.Tracy ........................................ 1,291 1,547 1.717 1.~ l,iS64 St~ ...... " ........................................................................ 2,642 2,403 2,743 3.7M 2,1.2."-
San Luis Or;ispo: 

5.4.6 ~ . .uis Obi::pQ County .................................................. 3,701 2,790 1.783 1.608 1.772 
San Joft...teo: 

Nort'-gern .............................................................................. !!Ql 1,908 852 1,704 840 ~lftem ................................................................................ 1.135 1,506 1,878 2,.5tr1 1,802 
0 Santa Barba:ra: . 

Lo~poc ................................................................................ 3!7 33.5 322 777 294 Banta Barbara-Goleta ........................................................ 1,336 1.145 1,861 1.P;; ~ 1,818 Santa M~ ........................................ ow ........................ ., ..... 71:1 73.5 68.5 1,(':1 600 
Simta (;\am,' 

Gilroy·Morglm Hill 1> ............... "6 ....................................... 0 1.791 0 1,s83 0 Los Gatos-CampbeU-SQrat~ .................... , ................. 0 1.071 0 1.454 0 Plit!) Mto-Mountllf:t "'lew' .......... , ................................... 0 614 0 613 0 ~an JOie-~tas .............. . 
••• ..... •• ........ u ................. 0 6,903 0 6,871 0 Santa Clua ............. t; ............ ........................ ~ ... ~ ......... 0 2,999 0 2,3.53 0 

=yv~~=ofj::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .. ·:::::::::::::::::::: 15,511 0 13.780 0 13,522 
0 1,436 0 006 0 

/ 

" 

'. 

/ 

.. , .. 

, . 
. t." 

698 2 4 9 
3,437 1 8 58 
3,723 147 3 66 
7,523 2 91 10 

lS84 5 10 0 

9.483 I) 0 79 

21,240 831 95 90 

7.006' 0 9 45 
18,412 .5 3 50 
24,410 57 fr1 181 
3,86.5 ~ 24 61 

17,46.5 12 3.044 11 

!1!1l 0 3 0 
1,475 11 60 13 
3,346 1 4 19 

1,588 0 0 11 

1,1588 1 4 11 
2,282 .53 76 23 

750 7 3 21 
1,IQS .. 14 39 
1.047 1 0 34 

1,928 0 4 0 
1.41.5 0 5 0 

581 0 1 0 
6,676 0 0 0 
2,290 0 5 0 

0 1 0 257 
!HO 0 1 0 

20 
19 
41 
11 
2 

75 

95 

32 
f!1 

198 
86 

13 

14 
17 
18 

20 

112 
209 

24 
19 
16 

51 
34 
29 

195 
57 
0 

49 

o 
o 

13 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
1 

o 

183 
129 
596 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

320 
93 

386 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 

n 
I' 
1/ 

~f ... 
i 
II 
11 .... 

~ .... 
~ 
Z 

~ 
~ 
." 
0 
~ 
0 
':.j 

~ 
t"l 

~ ::: -z -
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::3 
~ 
0 
"rj 
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TABLE 31B-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS Q-Continusd 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Dispositions alter hesrinll 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

filin8!. dispositions before hearing matters matters ordersb 
County andjudiciaJ district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1!J79...80 1978-79 1!J79...80 1978-79 Santa Cruz: 

Santa Cruz County ............................................................ 3,046 1,016 4,2n5 4,098 3,404 3,238 13 20 45 38 743 802 
Shasta: 

Redding b .............................................................................. 2!lO 0 009 0 203 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ................................................................ 2,148 2,286 2,512 5,416 2,419 5,352 9 3 84 61 0 0 Vallejo-Benicia .................................................................... 2,242 1,379 1,680 2,402 1,619 2,334 4 9 57 59 0 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................................................................. 4,998 3,406 8,664 5,485 8,553 5,336 53 95 58 s,; 0 0 

Stanislaus: 
Sta.nislaus County .............................................................. 6,435 4,914 5,317 3,731 4,761 3,406 217 39 337 285 2 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ...................................................................... 678 529 396 291 376 2!lO 13 5 6 6 0 

Tulare: 
Porterville ............................................................................ 512 536 570 1,200 50..~ 1,177 8 13 9 9 0 1 Tulare-Pixley ........................................................................ 625 661 539 1,198 525 1,190 7 l! 7 6 0 0 Visalia .................................................................................... 1,165 t,253 1,015 1,145 994 1,115 2 2 19 28 0 0 

Ventura: I,> 

Ventura County .................................................................. 8,925 8,423 9,471 13,547 9,303 13,419 14 11 154 117 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ......................................................................... 2,295 2,028 2,020 1,695 1,8111 1,439 26 47 40 46 113 163 

a Group D traffic misdemeanors are all other traffic misdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contests, driving without 
b a driver's license, violation of weight limit for trucks, recldess driving without injury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 

For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table ZT. 
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TABLE 31C-CAlIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS 0 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

ToW 
filings 

County andjudiciaJ district 1979-80 1978-79 
State total .................................. " ......... . 4,600,688 4,61\9,921 

Alameda: 
Alameda ................................................. . 7,914 6,967 
Berkeley-Albany ................................. . 18,789 17,161 
Fremont-Newark-Union City .......... .. 34,098 33,033 
Livermore-Pleasanton ....................... . 30,280 31,414 
Oakland-Piedmont ............................. . 114,l1m 119,320 
San Leandro-Hayward ...................... .. 68,426 72,571 

Butte: 
Chico ..................................................... . 8,822 8,725 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ........................................................ .. 44,770 51,330 
Delta ....................................................... . 15,706 14,164 
Mt. Diablo ............................................ .. 43,800 39,798 
Walnut Creek-Danville .................... .. 43,680 :rt,900 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno .......................... .. 61,333 55,739 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .................................................. .. 5,739 7,l176 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ................................ .. 28,616 35,l1fTT 

Kern: 
East Kern ............................................ .. 14,862 15,058 
West Kern ............................................ .. 126,069 110,129 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ............................................... . 4O,lI78 47,647 
Antelope ............................................... . 24,fZr1 25,642 
Beverly Hills ......................................... . 26,678 31,534 
Burbank ................................................ .. 13,941 14,m 
Citrus ..................................................... . 73,393 75,l189 

.l;,-

Total 
dispositions 

1979-80 1978-79 
3,969,718 4,f117,706 

7,848 
20,398 
35,405 
28,519 

114,230 
59,818 

8,790 

39,28.5 
14,6(16 
36,452 
36,422 

62,419 

11,329 

20,993 

12,455 
90,436 

3S,lI46 
21,431 
23,l173 
10,296 
67,686 

. , 
~,.' 

8,435 
21,815 
30,296 
29,7('(1 

116,090 
63,021 

8,611 

45,l151 
12,421 
31,341 
31,136 

56,811 

7,199 

24,238 

13,917 
74042 

36,780 
20,789 
20,947 
13,101S 
79,743 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1!J79-.1JO 1978-79 
3,839,696 3,942,717 

7,816 8,386 
19,729 20,984 
33,833 28,950 
28,104 29,418 

112,457 114,393 
58,637 61,865 

7,741 7,340 

34,631 40,838 
13,264 11,403 
31,891 26,838 
31,952 26,475 

60,842 54,928 

5,129 7,009 

20,447 24,040 

11,667 13,205 
88,645 72,614 

34,873 35,821 
21,223 • 20,542 
22,342 19,894 
10,143 12,983 
66,123 78,774 

Dispositions aber hearing 
Uncontested Contested 

mlltten . mlltten 
1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

35,387 31,583 63,675 66,952 

2 10 30 39 
331 :MS 338 S86 
600 510 fTT2 834 
57 0 ass 289 

110 122 1,648 1,l175 
173 121 1,008 1,035 

.as 71 4S8 429 

229 246 1,422 1,479 
169 102 478 29IS 
490 356 1,203 1,('(10 
108 88 fTTO 86T 

43 135 9S9 1,254 

89 70 III 120 

332 102 210 96 

17 41 138 101 
123 60 779 S39 

SO fTT 623 862 
19 18 189 229 

1,046 673 185 :rt4 
72 46 81 76 

4S2 1 1,111 968 

,1>' 

Juvenile 
ordenb 

1979-80 1978-79 
30,960 36,454 

0 
0 
0 
0 

15 
0 

S46 

3,003 
695 

2,868 
3,392 

575 

0 

4 

633 
889 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

, ,~ 

o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 

771 

2,988 
621 

3,079 
3,706 

o 

o 

570 
829 

o 
o 
6 
o 
o 

~ ... 

\ 



TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
~ FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a-Continued 
t-O Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

DisrJositions aber hearing Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested JuvenUe filinG! dispositions before hearing matters matters orden b County andjudiciaJ district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 Compton : ....... : ..................... : ................. 82,216 82,916 71,413 65,673 69,295 63,465 1,236 1,437 882 771 0 0 
Culver .................................................... 13,893 15,518 13,030 13,954 12,624 13,390 3()9 443 97 121 0 0 Downey .................................................. 3.5,294 37,678 33,694 37:rTS 33,120 36,82S 16 7 SS8 443 0 0 East Los Angeles .................................. 41,446 43,113 34,286 30,198 33,728 29,348 . 127 391 431 4S9 0 0 
Glendalp. .............................•.................. 28,401 30,731 26,103 24,904 2S,292 24,soo S28 M 283 346 0 0 Inglewood .............................................. 42,978 43,018 3.5,263 41,l142 34,603 40,663 23 2S 636 8S4 1 0 "-
Long Beach .......•............•....................... 72,162 66,163 46,534 43,427 4S,784 42,738 243 228 481 461 26 0 § Los Angeles ............................................ tn9!R1 689,079 498,077 S77,OO4 488,481 S65,481 1,9fS1 1,848 7,629 9,67S 0 0 .... Los Cerritos .......................................... 4S,307 47,l128 40,823 3.5,807 40,078 34,893 7 70 738 844 0 0 (j .... Malibu .................................................... 22,468 27,078 20,73.5 24,260 20,491 23,994 27 31 217 233 0 2 > Newhall .................................................. 3.5,433 36,473 32,604 34,841 32,329 34,476 23 110 2S2 2155 0 0 t"' 

" 
(j 

Pasadena ................................................ S2,940 4S,513 46,623 39,7M 4:5,634 38,841 94 80 89l'i 837 0 0 0 
Pomona .................................................. 32,0015 33,03S 29,32S 32,133 28,724 31,l167 2S 22 S76 S24 0 0 e Rio Hondo .............................................. 28,646 31,434 22,S6S 27,444 22,77S 27,204 4.'5 S3 14.'5 167 0 0 Z Santa Anita ............................................ 20,070 18,l112 17,411 16,993 17,021 16,349 0 19 390 625 0 0 (j .... Santa Monica ................•......•.............•.. IS,962 21,179 14,038 18,137 13,l186 17,3<U 251 rn 201 219 0 0 t"' South Bay .............................................. 83,908 80<,911 74,112 SS,419 71,864 S7,I71 624 618 1,600 1,630 4 0 0 Southeast ................................................ 49,096 ~,128 43,032 41,332 42,73.5 40,861 12 0 28S 471 0 0 "'l Whittier .................................................. 37,026 3.5,164 32,124 34,798 31,002 33,l13.5 0 2155 1,092 1,008 0 0 (j 

> Marin: 
t"' -Central .................................................... 44,214 46,767 41,613 44:rTS 41l,621 43,044 139 264 791 881 62 86 d = Merced: 

Z Merced County ................................•... 47,2S7 48,666 4O,lI17 44,483 39,467 43,249 179 166 671 642 0 426 5= 
Monterey: b 

30,237 0 27,OIS 0 26,095 0 102 0 818 0 0 0 

Monterey County .b .......................... 
Monterey Peninsula ...... 1; .................. 9,080 18,:529 7,483 16,014 7,149 IS,394 39 64 29S SSG 0 0 North \ionterey County .....•............ 4,888 8,89l'i 4,069 9,l121 3,932 9,2S1 M 70 82 200 0 0 Salinas .................................................. 11,384 22,434 10,216 I6,1S1 9,948 lS,7S3 61 915 207 303 0 0 Napa: d Napa County ........................................ 11,872 IS,796 12,l142 16,473 10,973 14,448 148 90 12S 199 1,296 1,736 Orange: 

.-' Central Orange County ...................... 93,267 67,664 91,348 9O,1SS 89,7S7 67,892 66 262 1,l12S 2,0015 0 0 North Orange County .....•.................. 104,477 86,l189 91,171 92,740 89,298 90,42.3 19 19 1,l128 1,80S 326 493 Orange County Harbor .................•.... 77,fJJ2 80,371 82,799 82,713 72,908 71,674 108 339 1,299 1,1S7 8,484 9,543 South Orange County ........................ 37$f1 44,357 33,268 40,472 32,&2 38,828 33 11 383 33.5 0 1,298 West Orange County .......................... 96,614 102,223 79,418 89,878 77,l13O 67,784 &')2 673 1,036 1,421 0 0 

\ 
" .. 

-. 
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.. 
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1'/ 
11 
1/ 
I Riverside: 

I Corona .................................................... 11,222 13,694 11,062 13,073 10,6'/3 12,598 105 112 284 363 0 0 
J 

Desert ...................................................... 43,045 46,692 36,020 39,596 35,370 39,154 !l93 115 3S3 318 4 9 :, 

'11& 

Mt. San Jacinto ...................................... 44,696 36,286 36,224 32,418 35,6/50 32,033 347 124 213 260 14 1 (. 
Riverside ................................................ 46,104 :13,017 39,183 44,396 38,639 43,705 56 224 488 438 0 29 Ii Three Lakes .......................................... 10,237 9,816 9,430 8,909 9,2!¥1 8,791 22 50 111 68 0 0 II Sacramento: 

11 

Sacramento ............................................ 109,026 96,720 99,385 85,679 98,894 85,488 0 0 491 191 0 0 ... 
rl ~ 

San Bernardino: 

00 San Bernardino County b ... I 
.................. 141,675 147,150 128,578 123,64S 126,501 121,996 1,051 515 1,026 1,134 0 0 > 

Z 
San Diego: 

~ 
EI ~on .................................................. 70,3fl1 71,668 65,084 68,7:13 63,146 66,813 1,649 1,767 289 173 0 0 North County ........................................ 87,038 80,559 83,074 66,634 81,465 65,380 246 23 1,362 1,231 1 0 San Diego .............................................. 222,559 202,363 224,138 208,184 218,896 202,639 3,012 3,210 2,230 2,33S 0 0 

~ 
South Bay .............................................. 54,695 52,079 52,426 :13,470 50,748 51,735 3 132 1,675 1,603 0 0 

'tI San Francisco: 
0 = San Francisco ........................................ 86,028 98,250 67,945 73,550 55,354 64,349 12,201 9,146 390 55 0 0 '"'l 
0 

San Joaquin: 

~ Lodi .......................................................... 12,131 10,734 10,410 10,689 9~27 9,147 107 64 250 202 526 1,276 ~ 
Manteea-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .......... 18,391 22,652 16,721 18,890 16,052 18,215 69 87 259 236 341 352 trl 
Stockton ..........................•..................... " 31,750 38,443 30,037 33,201 28~ 31,908 134 89 624 609 691 595 

~ San Luis Obispo: 

a:: San Luis Obispo County .................... 36,455 40,437 32,020 36,773 27,982 32,318 80 92 462 476 3,496 3,887 .... 
Z San Mateo: .... 

~ 
Northern ................................................ 35,038 34,618 27,439 33,009 26,220 31,839 374 319 845 851 0 0 Southent .................................•...........•.. 106,204 100,600 90,251 92,6.25 86,445 88,692 1,703 1,977 2,103 1,956 0 0 Santa Barbara: 

~ Lompoc .................................................. 3,457 4~ 3,269 4,245 3,196 4,114 17 14 56 115 0 2 0 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .......................... 25,374 29,099 28,803 26,608 28,201 25,932 170 261 432 408 0 7 ~ 
Santa Maria ............................................ 13,267 15,479 10,570 11,721 10,359 11,481 11 0 200 240 0 0 

Ci San~ Clara: . b 
trl Gilroy-Morgan Hill ................. (; ......... 0 14,074 0 12,733 0 12~7 0 32 0 144 0 0 Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratgga ........ 0 24,918 0 22,983 0 22,108 0 128 0 747 0 0 

\0 , 
Palo Alto-Mountat,n View ................ 0 52,089 0 46,729 0 45,447 0 301 0 981 0 0 

.-
San Jose-Milgitas ................................ 0 129,262 0 83,612 0 81,930 0 0 0 1,682 0 0 Santa Clara ............. (; ........................... 0 18,448 0 16,013 0 15,115 0 66 0 832 0 0 Santa Clara County b ........................ ?J)!J,fI.r/ 0 170,410 0 166,127 0 128 0 4,1:13 0 2 0 

, 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ........................ 0 27,838 0 25,424 0 24,608 0 44 0 772 0 0 t>:) 

(j.;) 
, (j.;) 
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TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS G-Continusd 

Fiscal Yaar. 1978-79 and 19~ 

Dispositions aJrer betU'ing 
Total Total Dispositioos Uncontested Contested R/ings dispositions before bearing IlJIItters IlJIItters County IUJd judicisl district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1!J79-lKJ 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 Santa Cruz: 

Santa Cruz CoWlty .............................. 37,231 41,721 31,6IW 33,335 28,629 29,924 122 129 689 743 
Shasta: 

Redding b ................................................ 2,-'88 0 2,099 0 2,043 0 9 0 47 0 
Solano: 

Northern Solano .................................. ",701 43,002 41,781 38,811 41,Q5f 38,185 50 III f1r1 611 ValIejo.Benicia ...................................... 11,815 12,1151 10,191 8,792 9lfT6 8,423 8 !lO 3U1 349 
Sonoma: 

Sonoma CoWlty .................................... 46,2D2 41,672 39,633 39,81l6 390,09Il 39,185 152 252 386 439 
StanislalU: 

Stanislaus CoWlty ................................ 50,099 48,138 ",713 45,753 42,m3 43,7fT[ 86Il 183 1,645 1,770 
Sutter: 

Sutter COWlty ........................................ 4,398 5,810 4,626 5,684 4,518 5,551 46 69 60 63 
Tulare: 

Porterville .............................................. 4,8915 6,51l1l 4,272 1l,791 4,196 5,674 15 31 60 86 Tulare-Pixley .......................................... 12,187 12,850 10,781 11,128 10,625 10,963 40 63 115" 102 Visalia ...................................................... 17,421 16,417 14,412 13,769 14,062 13,339 95 219 255 211 
Ventura: 

Ventura COWlty .................................... 75,239 84,407 70,130 76,214 68,853 74,915 88 95 1,189 1,11(M 
Yolo: 

Yolo COUlity .......................................... 19,818 19,270 17,329 17,238 15,997 15,589 l1D4 176 310 370 el. 
~~ 

• Examples of traffic infractions are lIUJUling a stop sign, speeding, improper operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 
b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 111. 
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JuvenUe 
ordersb 

1979-80 1978-79 

2,244 2,539 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 3 

2 

1 0 
1 0 
0 0 

0 0 

818 1,103 
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Total 
filings 

County and judicjsJ district 1979-80 
State total .............................. 10,641,042 

Alameda: 
Alameda ................................ 24,018 
Berkeley-Albany .................. 346,979 
F:remont-Newark-Union C-

ity ........................................ 10,906 
Livermore-Pleasanton ........ 5,332 
Oaldand-Piedmont .............. 344,199 
San Leandro-Hayward ...... 18,8151 

Butte: 
Chico ...................................... 16,443 

Contra Costa: 
Bay .......................................... 22,579 
Delta ...................................... 6,829 
Mt. Diablo ............................ 43,830 
Walnut Creek-Danville ...... 66,859 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno .......... 136,903 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .................................. 29,008 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .................. 8,755 

Kern: 
East Kern .............................. 280 
West Kern ............................ 55,230 

f Los Angeles: 
'I Alhambra .............................. 52,435 
:1 Antelope ................................ 2,501 

Beverly Hills ........................ 433,1510 
Burbank ................................ 76,980 
Citrus ...................................... 35,433 
Compton .............................. 57,413 

TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total Dispositions 
Dispositions aber heRring 

Uncontested Contested 
disl!!!!!.tions before heRring matters matters 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

10,038,230 7,73.1,306 7,881,581 7,578,024 7,802,944 152,838 75,M8 2,424 2,930 

23,539 16,248 19,7ZT 16,248 19,7(11 0 6 0 14 361,570 333,963 333,512 333,809 333,377 1(11 39 47 96 
10,999 3,480 3,826 3,400 3,681 2.5 151 31 78 4,115 4,377 3,450 4,374 3,448 0 0 3 2 390,982 360,529 390,971 360,357 390,789 60 101 112 81 20,814 14,453 16,155 14,453 16,04.5 0 2 0 lOS 

56,362 26,549 56,617 26,445 58:;94 0 0 104 23 

24,126 37,918 19,166 37,883 19,129 8 7 ZT 30 5,7ffl 6,784 4,835 6,729 4,826 7 5 48 4 40,216 36,331 37,572 36,257 37,533 20 13 54 26 59,268 59,664 57,817 59,623 57,793 3 4 38 20 

98,883 111,804 ffl,151 111,766 ffl,113 4 11 34 ZT 

30,917 ZT,947 30,496 ZT,904 30,483 16 7 zr 6 

6,750 4,150 5,901 4,150 5,900 0 1 0 0 

288 218 203 218 195 0 0 0 1 44,254 53,470 37,195 53,460 37,088 1 0 0 15 

50,950 50,113 38,772 50,055 38,760 2 0 56 12 3,581 2,04.5 3,216 2,044 3,216 1 0 0 0 347,413 22.5,460 272,960 22.5,439 272,944 21 13 0 3 39,377 65,289 40,851 65,283 40,849 6 2 0 0 32,4ff[ 2.5,655 23,880 2.5,556 23,796 2.5 0 74 84 53,271 29,591 27,SO:S 29,544 ZT,fH[ 33 88 14 20 

. ~~==-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Juvenile 
orderll a 

1iii9:ii0.l978-79 
20 149 

.... 
~ .... 
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t' 

County Il11d judicisJ dismct 
-CWver ............. : .... : ................ . 
Downey ............................... . 
East Los Angeles .•.............• 
Glendale ............................... . 
Inglewood ........................... . 
!J:l~ Beach ......................... . 
Los Angeles ......................... . 
Los Cerritos ......................... . 
Malibu ................................... . 
Newhall ................................. . 
Pasadena ........ ~ ..................... .. 
Pomona ................................ .. 
Rio Hondo .......................... .. 
Santa Anita .......................... , 
Santa Monica ...................... .. 
South Bay ............................. . 
Southea3t ............................ .. 
Whittier .............................. .. 

Marin: 
Central ................................. . 

Me.ced: 
Merced COWlty .................. .. 

Monterey: 
Monterey County - .......... .. 
Monterey Peninsula • ....... . 
North Montere)' County a 
Sa1inas ................................. .. 

Napa: 
Napa County ....................... . 

Orange: • 
Central Orange County .. .. 
North Orange County .... .. 
Orange C:!unty Harbor .. .. 
South Orange County ....... . 
West Orange County ....... . 

... 

19'19-lKJ 
40,809 
158,8158 
45,91)6 
73$15 

135,8117 
466.793 

2,272,495 
49.136 
14,361 
3,337 

80,260 
34.406 
21.403 
13.017 

3(11,506 
161$12 
119.720 
4UI!} 

184.079 

30,220 

78,393 
77P13 

1M 
11.414 

19,106 

64.085 
127.667 
190,900 
82,804 

143,814 

TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING-Continued 

Fiscal Year. 1978-79 and 1979-80 

I 

Total Total 
dispositions 

Dispositions 
before beJUing 

Uncontested Contested /uvenUe 
filing! mlltters mlltters orders-

197~79 

40,829 
115.745 
46.438 
62,609 

1979-80 1U18-79 19'19-lKJ 197~79 19'f9...80 197~79 19'f9...80 197~79 1979-80 197~79 

121,l136 
452,534 

l,S71,966 
54,970 
12,027 
3f}Zl 

136,361 
39,212 
18.107 
14,203 

303,l1OO 
263,920 
113.728 
36,922 

176.144 

o 
135,368 

410 
22,l565 

26.478 

61.602 
121,1529 
1158,892 
71.134 
1~.6M 

28.810 
67.688 
50.451 
64,903 

118.483 
289.658 

1.268.677 
38.184 
6.419 
2,667 

41.406 
35.675 
10.469 
13.659 

244,329 
971J1J2 

100.163 
39.004 

157.454 

26.~ 

69,542 
68,315 

96 
11.147 

13,l166 

48,047 
99,1lO4 

106.646 
66,937 

110,894 

t,' 

:h,626 
55,595 
30,1567 
50,224 
67.049 

303.771 
IJ.i79,444 

31,369 
6.669 
3.ma 

61.001 
40,070 
1O.~ 
11,193 

212,1567 
224,793 
86.036 
36,631 

135,556 

25,210 

o 
117,387 

184 
~.109 

17,352 

51.427 
118,909 
105.745 
52,322 
87pr9 

.. , 

28.628 31.496 
67.658 55,582 
50.408 30.432 
64,903 50,224 

118.464 67.003 
289,1534 303.648 

1,268,254 1,078,367 
38,154 31,353 

6,417 6,868 
2,650 3.n'52 

41,276 60,897 
35.614 40.024 
10.460 10.~ 
13,667 11.165 

244,220 212,3n'5 
97 :soo 224,1511 

100.162 86.016 
39.~ 36,l!OO 

157.408 

26.~ 

00,1529 
68,256 

96 
11.141 

13,156.'S 

48,035 
99.721 

106.646 
6f!,906 

110,877 

135,1504 

25,210 

o 
117,338 

184 
23.1C1 

17,348 

51,399 
118,551 
105.738 
52,302 
87,l136 

161 
1 
9 
o 
o 

83 
13 
o 
o 
2 
8 
6 
1 
o 

69 
93 
1 
1 

8 

o 

o 
7 
o 
3 

1 
5 
o 
1 
o 

119 
o 

63 
o 
1 

46 
414 

1 
1 
3 
4 
2 
o 
o 

249 
154 

o 
27 

20 

o 

o 
10 
o 
1 

o 

5 
293 

o 
o 

15 

21 
29 
34 
o 

19 
41 

410 
30 
2 
5 

124 
55 
8 
2 

40 
119 

o 
38 

38 

2 

13 
52 
o 
3 

o 

11 
78 
o 

30 
17 

11 
13 
72 
o 

45 
77 

663 
15 
o 
3 

100 
44 
o 

28 
13 

128 
20 

104 

32 

o 

o 
39 
o 
4 

4 

23 
65 
7 

20 
28 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
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p 
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'" ~ 
Riverside: 

Corona .................................. 008 295 217 444 217 444 0 0 0 Ii 0 0 II 
Desert .................................... 21,103 15,111 19,181 12,740 19,175 12,732 4 4 2 4 0 0 1. 
Mt. San Jacinto .................... s:rr 1,233 520 862 517 8158 a 4 0 0 0 0 'l 
Riverside .............................. 13,680 9,415 9,299 4,843 9,299 ~,843 0 0 0 0 0 0 f ~ 
Three Lakes ........................ 238 1915 229 211 2Z1 211 1 0 1 0 0 0 !,l Sacramento: 

11 
Sacramento .......................... 289,6815 3a7,088 228,227 278,fJ19 228,226 278,fJ19 0 0 0 0 0 

i 1 .... 
! I 

San Bernardino: 

~ f! 
San Bernardino County· .. 20,470 2O,l514 12,340 12,344 l2,201 1?,,3Ol5 116 6 23 33 0 0 .... 1\ 

~ 
:) San Diego: 

II Z : I 

~. 
E1 CaJon ................................ 10~ 13,026 7,192 6,847 7,191 6,847 0 0 1 0 0 0 

~ II 
North County ...................... 19,406 2l5,3l56 21,439 24,331 21,439 24,318 0 13 0 0 0 0 II 
San Diego .............................. 5,022 375,9l52 51,2l59 302,832 150,873 302,39l5 309 376 77 59 0 0 
South Bay .............................. 6,3l52 38,889 8,406 37,122 8,403 37,0IS.') 0 14 5 l5l5 0 0 = I! trl II 'tI I! 

San F'rancUco: 

0 
~ 

! , 
San Francisco ...................... 2,202,078 1,991,372 1,fJ18,877 1,622,2l58 1,l527,618 1,549,708 151,2l59 72,l5l5O 0 0 0 0 iJ 

0 : I 
San Joaquin: 

'>j : I Lodi ........................................ 24,604 28,874 24,279 27,302 24,270 27,283 14 3 3 5 $! 

rti I, 
Manteca-Ripon-EscaJon-

I; 
Tracy .................................. 4,770 6,766 3,573 5,391 3,564 5,386 5 0 2 2 2 3 trl . I 

Stockton ................................ 71,898 84,416 70,493 84,370 70,486 84,366 0 0 7 ·f 0 0 e; II : , 
'1 San LuU Obispo: 

s::: J·t - ! i 
San LuU Obispo County .. 5,081 7,836 1,626 5,271 1,621 5,269 0 0 5 2 0 0 z I' - II San Mateo: 

~ II Northern ................................ lll5,829 127,831 75,143 79,120 75,023 78,992 42 415 78 83 0 0 II 
" 

Southern ................................ 194,035 162,077 113,l54O 127,189 113,365 126,778 146 3.'56 29 l5l5 0 0 1\ 

;3 it Santa Barbara: 

0 il Lompoc .................................. 2,199 1,373 1,738 1,255 1,726 1,251 4 0 8 4 0 0 

~ 11 
B , Santa Barbara-Goleta ........ 83,057 77,642 53,680 154,181 53,669 154,138 1 7 10 36 0 0 ! j 

.-
Santa Maria .......................... 4,792 4,701 4,012 4,072 .4,010 4,065 0 0 2 7 0 0 

&3 II Santa Oars: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill • .......... 

( 
0 3,030 0 1,801 0 1,796 0 3 0 2 0 0 II 

Lo. Gatos-Campbell-Sara-
toga ................................... 0 17,801 0 15,964 0 15,9l54 0 7 0 3 0 0 1/ 

Palo Alt&-Mountain View· 0 119,078 0 121,357 0 121~ 0 63 0 89 0 0 
If 

" 

San ]osc·MiIrtu· .............. 0 181,014 0 l00,lll 0 100,073 0 0 0 38 0 0 
Santa Clara ........................ 0 12,586 0 7,432 0 7,417 0 0 0 15 0 0 

~ ! 
Santa Clara County· .......... 371,7'i11 0 212,742 0 212,626 0 3 0 113 0 0 0 I 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino· ...... 0 13,765 0 9,748 0 9,734 0 0 0 14 0 0 ...;( 

I' j 
\ Il :(,12. II 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
~ 

" 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING-ContinuBd 

00 Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1975i..sG 

Dispositions sfter hearing ToW ToW Disposibons Uncontested Contested /uvenUe filings dispositions before hearing mlltters mlltters orders· County and judicial district 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-1iO 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 j979:80~9 1979-80 1978-79 
Santa Cruz: 

Santa Cruz County ............ 139,923 147,135 113,101 113,792 113,077 113,679 26 23 42 0 45 Shasta: 
Redding- .............................. 931 0 1,099 0 1,099 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Solano: ..... 

§ Northern Solano .................. 4,035 4,456 3,334 3,55S 3,3111 3,540 2 0 17 15 0 0 .... Vallejo-Benicia .................... 17,1lO6 18,902 14,030 14,416 14,011 14,401 3 1 16 14 0 0 ~ Sonoma: 
Sonoma c:'unty .................. 82,444 85,770 83,980 73,681 83,949 73,424 26 237 5 0 0 0 

(') 
0 Stanislaus: 

~ Stanislaus County ................ 65,643 67,1!17 47,544 50,580 47,426 50,416 34 31 84 133 0 0 (') 

F Sutter: 

0 
Sutter County ...................... 1,334 1,907 1,755 1,775 1,755 1,775 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Tulare: g Porterville ............................ 607 3,291 705 3,457 705 3,452 0 3 0 2 0 0 

~ 

Tulare-Pixley ...................•.... 751 916 622 658 622 658 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Visalia .................................... 4,021 2,516 2,923 1,34li 2,853 1,345 52 0 18 1 0 0 =:1 

Z Ventura: 

:> Ventura County .................. 59,576 55,733 32,917 44,662 32,917 44,662 0 0 0 0 0 0 Yolo: 
Yolo County .......................... 50,568 39,034 40,210 35,026 40,193 35,017 13 2 4 7 0 0 0 • For explanation, see footnote applicable to the. court on Table 27. 
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TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-CDntinusd 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

ToW ToW 
Dispositions alter hearing 

County and judicis) district 
Culver ...................... : ...................................................................... . 
Downey ........................................................................................... . 
East Los Angeles .......................................................................... .. 
Glendale ........................................................................................ .. 
Inglewood ...................................................................................... .. 
Long Beach ..................................................................................... . 
Los Angeles ..................................................................................... . 
Los Cerritos .................................................................................. .. 
Malibu ............................................................................................ .. 
Newhall .......................................................................................... .. 
Pasadena ......................................................................................... . 
Pomona ........................................................................................... . 
Rio Hondo ...................................................................................... .. 
Santa Anita ..................................................................................... . 
Santa Monica ................................................................................. . 
South Bay ...................................................................................... .. 
Southeast ........................................................................................ .. 
Whittier ........................................................................................... . 

filings 
1!J'T!}-8) 1978-79 

2,421 2,441 
4,874 4,323 
4.780 3,951 
3.646 3.1915 
9,870 8,331 

10.604 8,893 
71,980 69.049 
3.093 2,!H8 

516 7fr1 
1.154 853 
4.610 4.409 
4.131 3,354 
3,344 3.626 
1,952 1.724 
2,726 3.193 
9.168 8,890 
5,306 4,973 
3.791 3,940 

Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
dispositions before hearing matters matters 

1fl79...8O 1978-79 1fl79...8O 1978-79 1fl79...8O 1978-79 1fl79...8O 1978-79 1.740 1.746 309 314 828 751 603 645 3.185 2,tr79 632 504 1.472 1,.205 1.081 1.170 3.184 2,779 1502 GOO 1.786 1,236 896 923 2,512 1,944 744 572 924 668 844 704 5,506 5.147 981 994 2,749 2,631 1.776 1,522 7,(140 6.443 981 1.037 4,215 3.7fr1 1,844 1.639 49,340 48.066 8,426 9.121 22,778 00.683 18.136 18,262 2,150 2,081 457 454 863 512 830 755 619 525 107 90 210 186 302 249 907 685 258 160 319 251 330 274 3,224 2,847 323 229 1.647 1,398 1,254 1,22D 2,509 2,.'322 351 4fr1 1.147 981 1.011 514 2,436 2,789 636 710 1.083 1,282 717 797 1.429 1,380 356 349 537 450 536 581 1,908 2,043 348 334 759 724 801 985 6,342 6.416 1,379 1.414 2,707 2,546 2,256 2,456 3.430 3.400 565 515 1,808 1.680 1.057 1,205 2,918 2,712 623 632 1,310 992 985 1.088 
Marin: 

Central ........................................................................................... .. 3,3.58 3/JS1 3,265 3,548 1.470 1,566 762 832 1.033 1.150 
Merced: 

Merced County ............................................................................ .. 2,518 2,395 1,875 1,894 454 478 776 S33 645 583 
Monterey: 

~~::~~!:~~~~:;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Salinas- .......................................................................................... .. 

3.182 0 
1.084 2,433 

143 337 
1,305 2,192 

2,.365 0 633 0 1.078 0 654 0 885 1,808 182 328 371 791 332 6tr7 141 309 45 80 36 84 60 145 958 1.460 229 313 531 745 198 402 
Napa: 

Napa County ................................................................................ .. 1.724 1.611 1,317 1.128 218 233 604 531 4915 364 
Orange: 

Central Orange County ............................................................... . 
North Orange County ................................................................ .. 
Orange County Harbor .............................................................. .. 
South Orange County ................................................................ .. 
West Orange County ................................................................... . 

13,841 11,289 
13.633 13,270 
6,390 5,593 
4,374 3$1 

12,809 10,828 

8,577 8,175 1.730 1,913 4,29.'3 3.602 2,624 2,660 9.176 9.136 2,122 2,244 4.147 3.933 2,907 2,959 4,335 3,858 1.152 996 1,530 1,271 1,653 ll191 3.007 2,326 814 570 1.123 773 1,070 983 11.404 9.658 4.158 3,264 4.050 3.174 3.196 3,22D 
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Riverside: 

Co~ona .............................................................................................. 1,513 Desert ................................................................................................ 4,895 
Mt. San Jacinto ................................................................................ 1,986 
Riverside .......................................................................................... 6,932 
Three Lakes .................................................................................... 1,278 

Sacramento: 

Sacramento ...................................................................................... 18,264 
San Bernardino: 

San Bernardino County a ............................................................ 15,396 
San Diego: 

El Qijon ............................................................................................ 7,323 
North County .................................................................................. 9,952 
San Diego ........................................................................................ 19,332 
South Bay ........................................................................................ 4,390 

,,"I. 
\ 

] 

San Francisco: 

San Francisco .................................................................................. 13,597 
San Joaquin: 

I.94i., .. -, ....•. ~"'.,.,., .. '" 
';:::::'·::··:·~·····.·-........... ~ ..... u ••• _ ......... _ •• _ ••••••••• !~ Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .................................................... 1,752 

Stockton ............................................................................................ 6,191 
San Luis Obispo: 

San Luis Obispo County .............................................................. 4,028 
San Mateo: 

Northern .......................................................................................... 2,992 Southern .......................................................................................... 5,565 
SJmta Bn:h=: 

Lompoc ............................................................................................ 623 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .................................................................... 4,107 
Santa Maria ...................................................................................... 2,255 

Santa Clara: 

Gilroy-Morgan Hill • ...................................................................... 0 Los Gatos-CampbeU-8aratoga ................................................... 
0 

~I 
1 

Palo Alto-Mountain View ................................................. ~ ....... 0 

~~~ilf.~~.~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 
0 Santa Clara County a .................................................................... 24,759 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino a ............................... : .................................. 0 

'~----------~.-~ ... 

'./ ... 

.• 

.,,11 

1,311 
4,337 
1,536 
6,544 
1,167 

17,490 

12,778 

6,447 
8,492 

16,985 
4,!Wi 

13,796 

!.~!2 
1,319 
5,818 

3,674 

3,079 
5,251 

499 
3,619 
1,799 

994 
1,545 
2,776 

14,165 
2,386 

0 
2,509 

.. 

993 
3,890 
1,696 
4,911 

908 

13,228 

12,142 

5,632 
7,4(9 

12,443 
3,395 

10,18.'l 

1;151 
1,288 
4,457 

2,tr14 

2,214 
4,344 

508 
3,251 
1,690 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

18,545 

, . 

• 

"f!' 

, /. 
" 

0 

trl9 
3,991 
1,232 
4,613 

866 

13,6'/16 

10,2C8 

4,956 
6,370 

11,931 
3,047 

10,674 

1,317 
1,197 
4,rm 

2,734 

1,965 
4,255 

435 
3,195 
1,396 

852 
1,303 
2,321 

11,037 
1,728 

0 
1,718 

'" ,G, 

it"' 

, 
,~ 

311 ~ 355 289 800 777 1,632 1,632 475 349 584 409 994 900 2,348 2,199 200 2.'58 332 251 

2,9S1 3,747 5,701 5,204 

3,150 2,722 5,116 4,076 

1,431 1,180 2,141 1,819 1,879 1,656 3,171 2,370 2,821 3,600 5,395 4,420 835 883 1,297 1,060 

1,710 2,117 4,492 4,473 

30'2 185 560 559 244 193 644 507 1,077 1,111 2,439 2,167 

931 868 1,140 1,011 

341 305 1,!Wi 864 946 1,021 1,574 1,375 

134 107 211 178 850 973 1.,195 l,O:n 455 300 810 69.'5 

0 286 0 317 0 312 0 414 0 693 0 863 0 3,183 0 4,793 
0 385 0 780 ~,327 0 7,563 0 0 348 0 694 

. , 

327 
1,438 

6:r1 
1,5(l9 

376 

4,570 

3,tr16 

2,060 
2,419 
4~ 
1,263 

3,981 

295 
400 
941 

800 

817 
1,824 

163 
l.oos 

425 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5,655 
0 

323 
1,582 

474 
1,494 

357 

4,735 .... 
~ .... 

3,450 :> 
Z 
Z 

1,95'1 ~ 2,344 
3,908 1:11 
1,104 t".l 

"'d 
0 
1:11 

4,084 ~ 

0 
"%j 

273 ~ 497 t".l 
819 

~ 
:::: 

855 ..... 
Z 

~ 796 
1,859 ;:j 

iii 
150 0 

1,191 ~ 381 

~ 
249 
577 
765 

3,059 
563 

0 
&16 ~ 
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TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMAll CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 191G-OO 

.. --'--'-".".-."- ---_.-..... ------. ~ 

~ 
DisrJositions alter hearing Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested filings disposjti~ before hearing matters matters 

County Ilnd judicisJ district 1979-80 1978-79 1!119-8O 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1!J78-79 
Santa Cruz: 

Santa Cruz County ........................................................................ 3.470 3,079 2,362 2,370 669 1573 764 778 929 1.019 Shasta: 

Redding· .......................................................................................... 536 0 424 0 116 0 189 0 119 0 

§ 
Solano: 

I 
Northern Solano ............................................................................ 2,197 1.791 1.648 1.477 447 339 684 1529 1517 609 (5 ! 
Vallejo-Benicia ................................................................................ 1,810 1.768 1.464 1.429 240 234 699 634 15215 1561 ~ r 

Sonoma: 

n [I 
Sonoma County .............................................................................. 5.476 15,076 4,300 4.438 812 749 2,142 2,202 1.368 1.487 0 II Stanislaus: 

~ 

/1 
n 

Stanislaus County .......................................................................... 4,15715 3.832 3.041 2,977 1560 1577 1,394 1.168 1.087 1.212 -t'" Sutter: 

0 I ~ 

Sutter County .................................................................................. 9156 741 760 494 209 70 339 261 212 163 
&? 

Tulare: 

t: 
Porterville ........................................................................................ 

1,~.2 """ 000 1.137 203 6015 450 328 247 204 ~ 
""" 

0 

Tulare-Pixley .................................................................................... 694 700 484 547 92 98 238 265 154 184 !:Ii 

Visalia ................................................................................................ 1,1k13 1.464 1.2156 1.133 99 169 796 632 361 332 
~ 

Ventura: 

Ventura County .............................................................................. 11,1526 10.150 8,914 7.821 2,6015 1.814 3.963 3.4415 2,146 2,1562 Yolo: 

Yolo County .................................................................................... 2,386 1.964 1.672 1.4156 297 272 808 641 1567 1543 
a For explanation. see footnote appUcable to the court on Table 27. 
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TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-10 

/ 

Dispositions alter hearing 
Tot1ll Tot1ll Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

filings dispositions before heJUing matters matters 
County IUId judicUl district 19'19-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 19'19-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 

State Total ...................•.........•.................................................. 481,663 397,649 32!3,943 283,346 241,03.5 005,984 66,121 59,639 19,7ff1 17,723 

Alameda: 
Alameda .................................................................................... 1,000 862 855 666 729 543 58 56 68 ff1 
Berkeley-Albany .................................................................... 2,308 1,822 1,828 1,454 1,635 1,314 2.5 34 168 106 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ........ , ........... " ........................ 3,456 2,801 3,110 2,635 1,733 1,827 1,165 689 212 100 
Livermore-Pleasanton .......................................................... 1,148 893 779 700 4SO IlO8 2.50 138 73 59 
Oaldand·Piedmont ................................................................ 15,6115 14,1521 11,084 11,197 10,068 10,178 304 271 712 748 
San Leandro-Hayward .......................................................... 6,174 4,480 4,706 3,795 4,453 3,497 153 170 100 128 

Butte: 
Chico ........................................................................................ 1,026 79a 900 712 I:!2n 623 49 44 51 45 

Contra Cot.'ta: 
Bay ............................................................................................ 3,898 3,481 2,539 2,658 2,238 2,176 180 371 121 111 
Delta .......................................................................................... 1,627 1,343 1,062 951 56!1 498 416 381 77 72 
Mt. Diablo ................................................................................ 2,692 2,224 1,839 1,663 1,ff12 1,534 ff1 65 80 64 
Walnut Creek-Danville ........................................................ 2,012 1,500 1,308 1,193 1,189 1,077 24 26 95 90 

Fresrhl: 
Consolidated Fresno .............................................................. 10,163 7,m 7,374 5,988 7,190 5,857 74 97 110 34 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ...................................................................................... 1,008 802 825 718 645 598 123 77 57 43 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .................................................................... ff12 681 626 644 480 528 77 69 69 47 

Kern: 
East Kern ................................................................................ 352 248 252 160 191 108 36 35 2.5 17 
West Kern ................................................................................ 5,523 41'R1 4,154 3,700 3,323 2,926 72.5 638 106 145 

Los Angeles: 
Albambre .................................................................................. 2,918 2,427 1,935 1,700 1,186 1,087 591 483 1/iS 130 
Antelope .................................................................................. 1,064 833 654 588 4111 4111 196 148 51 33 
Beverly Hills ............................................................................. 4,956 3,768 2,470 2,374 2,284 2,138 76 65 110 171 
Burbank .................................................................................... 1,779 1,258 1,047 900 872 708 96 145 79 47 
Citrus ........................................................................................ 5,819 4,663 4,158 3,497 2,510 2,042 1,411 1,206 237 249 
Compton ...................................................................... : ........... 6,703 6,002 4,274 4,254 1,926 2,017 1,902 1,917 448 S20 

;. 
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Culver ...................................................................................... 2,392 1,883 1,460 1,378 963 ((12 461 478 36 28 

~ 

Downey .................................................................................... 
3,448 3,143 2,4W 2,100 1,818 1,312 537 693 103 95 

East LQs Angeles ................................................................. ; .. 1,813 1,477 879 1,032 681 7S,9 130 158 68 U5 

Glendale 
•••• n ............................................................................ 2,4.78 1,858 1,492 1,218 1,163 1,124 220 22 109 72 

Inglewood ................................................................................ 8,288 7,551 5,048 4,m 4,049 3,777 459 532 5fO 488 

. Long Be.ch .............................................................................. 10,lm 8,452 7,372 5,392 6,469 4,909 372 208 531 275 I 

Los Angeles .............................................................................. 104,602 88,078 73,414 60.412 41,08/1 32,171 27,824 23,723 4,301i 4,518 

I 
~ I Los Cerritos ............................................................................ 2,fifa 2,3'72 1,7116 1.483 1.003 831 617 501 136 151 

Malibu ...................................................................................... 617 451 293 245 238 1((1 29 27 26 31 

Newhall .................................................................................... 
668 549 380 409 341 370 14 U 25 28 

I 
Pasadena .................................................................................. 4,290 3,712 2,390 2,344 I,Q 1,143 925 981 260 2m 

Pomona .................................................................................... 3,801 3.151 2,452 2,196 1$1 1,~ 1,089 1.057 96 ((1 

Rio Hoo<Io ................................................................................ 2.974 2,3IS2 1,939 1,591 1,724 1.014 99 496 116 81 

-t'l." ...... 

Santa Anita .............................................................................. 1,267 1.054 894 893 S65 551 261 263 68 79 

t 
Santa Monica .......................................................................... 3,545 3,191 2,286 2,041 1,627 1.415 553 511 106 U5 

§ 

South Bay ................................................................................ 7,9(1iJ 6,7116 4,552 4,353 2,597 2,501 1.480 1,433 475 419 

Southeast .................................................................................. 
4,~ 3,358 2,498 2,296 1,927 1,431 315 663 256 202 ..... 

Whittier .................................................................................... 3,600 3,090 2,539 2,259 1.783 1,562 553 466 003 231 

~ 
Marin: 

Central ...................................................................................... 3,963 3,239 2,760 2,340 2,361 1,923 261 265 138 152 8 
Merced: 

2 
Merced County ...................................................................... 1,752 1,937 1.409 1,519 1,335 1,431 41 41 33 47 Q 

Monterey: 

t"' 
0 

Monterey County - ................................................................ 2,467 0 2,027 0 1,562 0 312 0 153 0 "1j 

Monterey Peninsula - ............................................................ 1,219 1,789 824 1,526 5.52 1,047 176 343 96 136 

! 
North Monter>ey County - .................................................... 119 209 107 209 77 133 24 38 6 38 

Salinas- .................................................................................... 
921 1,544 669 1,194 IS80 999 77 149 12 46 

Napa: 
Napa County .......................................................................... 1,942 1,211 1.446 910 1,376 ((18 10 14 60 18 

~ 
Orange: 

Central Orange County ........................................................ 10.670 8,398 6,318 5,449 4.115 3,468 1,595 1,566 608 395 

North Orange County .......................................................... 10,2M 8,589 6,759 5,557 5,217 4,133 971 919 571 505 

a 
Orange County Harbor ........................................................ 5$.6 4,160 3,358 2.785 3,043 2,523 119 119 196 143 

, 

South Orange County ........................................................... 3/rX1O 2,140 1,958 1,375 1,395 970 452 303 lU 102 

y 

West Orange County ............................................................ 9,127 7JJ50 6,060 5,295 3.696 3,228 1,800 1,550 564 517 
RiVerside: 

Corona .................... : ................................................................. 
910 574 610 394 416 269 130 84 64 41 

Desert ........................................................................................ 
3.124 2,263 2,~ 1,814 1,766 1,554 170 115 116 145 

Mt San ]acinto ........................................................................ 
908 720 688 5C8 515 459 94 49 79 40 

, 
Rivenide .................................................................................. 

:f,511 3,326 2,M4 2,032 2,330 1,686 85 38 139 108 

, 

Three Lalcea ............................................................................ 
594 377 360 209 258 147 00 39 42 23 

.' 
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TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Exch .. de;s Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 

Total Total 

County IUJd judicial district 
Sacramento: 

filings di.sJxJsitions 
19'79-80 1978-79 19'79-80 1978-79 

s.cramento ............................................................................ ,. 18,48.5 15,442 1l,M3 10,100 
San Bernardino: 

San Bernatdino County· ................................................... . 10,132 7,322 6,228 5,103 
San Diego: 
E1~on ................ , .................................................................. . 
North County ......................................................................... . 
San Diego ............................................................................... . 
South Bay ............................................................................... . 

5,099 3:N/ 3,651 3,100 -4,7-41 3,600 2,694 2,262 18,725 1-4,080 11,353 9,760 
2,8-4-4 2,290 1,923 1,63-4 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ......................................................................... . 00,082 15,893 13,126 12,598 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ........................................................................................... . 
Manteca-Ripon. Escalon-Tracy ........................ , .................. . 
Stoclcton ................................................................................... . 

837 638 fBT 528 
985 852 663 561 6,610 5,000 -4,593 4,185 

San Luis Obispo: 

San Luis Obispo County ..................................................... . 1,989 1,549 1,385 1,164 
San Mateo: 

Northem ................................................................................. . 
Southern ................................................................................. . 

3,795 3,,246 2,658 2,250 
6.001 4,920 3,760 3,484 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ................................................................................... . 
Santa Barbera-Goleta ........................................................... . 
Santa Maria ............................................................................. . 

418 372 324 308 3,365 2,921 2,461 2,194 
1,433 1,292 1,102 991 

SantaC10ra: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill • ........................................................... '" 
Los GatOl-Campbell-8aratoga .......................................... . 
Palo Alto Mountain View ................................................. .. 

=~~~~.~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa Clara County· ........................................................... . 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino· ......................................................... . 

0 845 0 653 
0 1m 0 1,023 
0 2,737 0 1,832 
ii 18,557 0 14,249 
0 1,362 0 1,021 30,186 0 21,014 0 
0 2,293 0 1,440 

'~ 

r. 

\' 

~' 

, /" 'fI' 

• 

I, 

It.-

Dispositions 
before heRring 

19'79-80 1978-79 

8,099 7,135 

3,671 2,888 

3,152 2,834 
1,764 1,-400 
6,808 5,370 
1,709 1,471 

12,170 11,700 

574 459 
524 426 

2,868 2,859 

1,007 844 

2,531 2,125 
3,453 2,698 

1'iiII 257 
776 790 

1,052 959 

0 438 
0 8C7 
0 1,714 
0 13,500 
0 970 

19,fRI 0 
0 1,351 

'. 
'. 

, 
,.. 

~ 

'," . 
\.~ . 

Dispositions sher heJUing 
Uncontested Contested 

IDJItters IDJItter.; 

• 19'79-80 1978-79 19'79-80 1978-79 

2,840 2,550 614 514 

2,103 1,791 

1-49 8 
770 708 

3,784 3,838 
154 45 

468 328 

56 45 
66 74 

1,440 1,067 

001 172 

27 17 
60 574 

46 27 
1,616 1,335 

3 0 

0 190 
0 125 
0 24 
0 403 
0 12 

702 0 
0 22 

454 

350 
160 
761 
160 

488 

27 
73 

285 

177 

100 
247 

13 
~ 
47 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

617 
0 

258 
1154 
552 
118 

24 
61 

259 

1-48 

108 
212 

25 
51 
94 

326 
39 
o 

67 

'II 
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/'1 I , 
1/ 
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II 
(1 1 
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I 

Santa Cruz: 

to " 
Santa Cruz County ................................................................. 2,623 2,485 2,059 2,084 1,481 1,5.56 463 428 115 100 

~ Shasta: 

Redding a ...•.•.••.....••...•• : ............................................................ 533 0 3S5 0 299 0 36 0 m 0 Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................................................... 1,650 1~ 1,31.2 852 1,238 824 10 7 64 21 
Vallejo-Benecia ...................................................................... 1,962 1,1116 1,546 1,221 1,4113 1,173 37 12 56 36 Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ...................................................................... 5,649 4,075 4,549 3,486 4,234 3~.10 124 83 191 173 Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County 

......... u ....................................................... 7,fH1 S,fm 5,1S28 4,483 5,274 4,132 63 135 191 216 Sutter: 

§ Sutter County .......................................................................... 971 786 714 484 60S 381 70 69 39 34 .... 
C') Tulare: 

~ Porterville ................................................................................ 957 837 717 785 617 732 76 34 24 19 C') 
TuJare.Pixley ............................................................................ 566 493 fST 3S4 434 346 10 3 13 5 0 

~ 

Visalia ........................................................................................ 1,568 1,537 1,333 1,ID3 964 996 234 119 135 88 ~ Ventura: 
C') -Ventura County ...................................................................... 8,5015 6,760 6,278 4944 5,766 4,560 161 127 351 2S7 t"' 
0 Yolo: 
I'!j Yolo County ............................................................................ 1,561 1,583 1,088 1,154 877 739 119 W 92 128 g 

• For expj£nalion, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
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Total 
County and judicial district 1979-80 1978-79 

State total ............................................ 9,072 9,308 

Alameda: 
Alameda .............................................. 0 6 
Berkeley-Albany ................................ 33 46 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ........ 47 45 
Livermore-Pleasanton ...................... 16 12 
Oakland-Piedmont ............................ 2.'56 21I1 
San Leandro-Hayward .................... 67 113 

Butte: 
Chico .................................................... 31 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ........................................................ 154 175 
Delta .................................................... 27 27 
Mt. Diablo .......................................... 7I 69 
Walnut Creek-Danville ................... 68 40 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno ........................ 77 86 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ................................................ 34 38 

lmpedai: 
Imperial County ..........................•..... 15 20 

Kern: 
East Kern ............................................ 17 11 
West Kern .......................................... 106 141 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ............................................ 88 9IS 
Antelope .............................................. 86 66 
Beverly Hills ...................................... 62 79 
Burbank .............................................. 17 19 
Citrus .................................................... 136 128 
Compton ............................................ 63 73 

TABLf 34-CAUFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORNG 

Fiscal Years 19,},8-79 and 1979-8a 
Reduced Other Total TraHic Felonies Nontraillc TraHic SeJccted b 1979-.'10 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 1979-80 1978-79 197!J...ao 1978-79 85 146 4,860 4,961 3,788 3,822 3,467 3,484 

0 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 0 2.'5 24 2 9 2 9 0 0 23 23 24 20 21 16 0 0 4 9 11 2 11 2 3 13 133 163 97 94 90 B6 2 0 28 60 32 50 31 48 

0 0 0 14 0 16 0 15 

1 0 61 74 89 96 83 80 0 0 18 16 8 10 8 9 0 0 28 29 42 40 42 36 0 0 19 10 4'/ 28 46 21 

4 15 38 31 2.'5 36 24 35 

0 0 17 12 13 2.'5 13 2.'5 

0 6 8 12 7 2 7 2 

0 1 10 6 7 4 7 4 0 0 69 83 37 58 36 58 

1 11 39 52 46 31 42 26 0 0 67 43 19 23 17 14 0 0 36 55 21 17 21 16 2 1 11 16 3 1 3 1 0 0 71 82 62 42 48 31 0 0 44 51 14 17 13 17 

Other 
TraHic 

1979-80 1978-79 

301 3.18 

o 1 
o 0 
3 4 
o 0 
7 8 
1 2 

o 

6 16 
o 1 
o 4 
1 7 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 
1 2 

4 
2 
o 
o 

14 
1 

5 
9 
1 
o 

11 
o 

~=---------------------------------------------------------------
.~ 

;. .. , 
;" 

" 
.. : 

,4 

~t, 
\'8t 

.:~J ~. 

-.'" ' .... , 

. " .. 

1979-80 1978-79 

339 379 

o 2 
6 13 
o 2 
1 1 

23 17 
5 3 

3 5 
1 1 
1 0 
2 2 

10 4 

4 

o 0 

o 0 
o 0 

2 
o 
5 
1 
3 
5 

1 
o 
7 
1 
4 
IS 

I 

11 

~ 
,I 

! 
L 

\ 

l' 
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TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN a-Continued "., 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Reduced Other Total TraIIlc OtJ."r Total Felonies Nontrai1ic TraRic Selected b 

TraIIlc Civile County and judicisJ district 1979-80 1978-'l9 1979-80 1978-'l9 1979-80 1978-'l9 1979-80 19't8-'l9 1979-80 1978-'l9 1979-80 1978-'l9 1979-80 1978-'l9 Culver .................................................. 14 32 0 0 8 17 II 14 II 11 0 3 1 1 
Downey .............................................. 92 60 0 1 63 38 lrT 00 l!6 111 1 II 2 1 
East·Los Angeles .............................. 86 711 0 1 46 32 311 18 32 111 3 3 5 4 
Glendale .............................................. 79 129 0 2 43 88 36 36 33 32 3 4 0 3 
Inglewood .......................................... 158 138 0 1 116 109 34 22 l!6 00 8 2 8 6 
Long Beach ........................................ 180 128 0 0 1011 71 63 49 61 48 2 1 12 8 
Los Angeles ........................................ 1,443 1,373 1 2 951 783 444 1114 424 490 00 24 47 74 
Los Cerritos ........................................ 48 38 0 0 23 24 23 10 23 10 0 0 2 4 
Malibu .................................................. 16 30 0 0 4 19 12 11 6 9 6 2 0 0 
Newh:ill ................................................ 311 411 0 0 00 211 111 19 8 14 7 5 0 1 
Pasadena .............................................. 60 119 0 0 28 32 31 lrT 23 l!6 8 1 1 0 
Pomona ................................................ 89 100 0 0 61 73 lrT 211 21 23 6 2 1 2 
Rio Hondo .......................................... 49 77 .4 II 19 47 l!6 211 211 19 1 6 0 0 
Sanl:& ... .nita ......•................................. 31 51 0 0 23 41 7 8 7 7 0 1 1 2 
s.mta Monica ...................................... 17 211 0 1 10 13 6 9 6 9 0 0 1 2 
South Bay ............................................ 117 133 0 0 72 76 37 48 lrT 40 10 8 8 9 
Southeast ............................................ 121 110 4 4 98 86 18 17 16 14 2 3 1 3 
Whittier ........................................•..... 132 138 1 0 911 94 116 44 46 34 10 10 0 0 Marin: 
Central ................................................ 126 90 0 311 40 88 47 78 42 10 5 2 3 Merced: 
Merced County .................................. 29 34 0 0 12 11 15 23 11 17 4 6 2 0 Monterey: d 

144 0 0 0 68 0 73 0 70 0 3 0 3 0 

Monterey County .(1 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Monterey Peninsula ..... (1 ............... l!6 93 0 0 13 43 12 46 11 39 1 7 1 4 
North pt0nterey County .............. 21 24 0 2 12 3 9 17 9 17 0 0 0 2 
Salinas ...•••..............•...•.••...•......•••..... 40 75 0 0 21 41 19 31 17 l!6 2 5 0 3 Napa: 
Napa County ...................................... 31 41 0 0 11 22 17 19 16 18 1 3 0 Orange: 

., 

Central Orange County ............•..... 1711 209 4 3 89 llrT 76 68 69 63 7 5 6 11 
North Orange County .............•...... 241 l!63 1 0 122 149 114 111 109 100 II 11 4 3 
Orange County Harbor .................. 93 94 0 0 32 51 55 37 113 34 2 3 6 6 
South Orange County ...................... 121 1011 0 0 58 61 61 43 113 37 8 6 2 1 
West Orange County ...............•...... 234 219 0 1 110 96 119 116 112 lOS 7 11 II 6 

\ 
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rr 
II t 
I Riverside: 

" Corona ................................................ 24 25 0 0 13 13 11 10 9 10 2 0 0 2 

Desert .................................................. 93 89 5 5 33 32 55 47 44 43 11 4 0 5 

Mt. San Jacinto .................................. 4 9 1 0 1 7 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

Riverside ............................................ 52 101 0 4 18 41 a.- 56 a.- 50 0 6 0 Ii 
Three Lakes ...................................... 8 10 0 0 1 6 6 4 6 4 0 0 1 0 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ........................................ 333 344 7 6 182 160 125 160 115 147 10 13 19 18 ... 

~ co ... 
San Bernardino: d 

302 359 7 18 144 144 151 197 137 186 > 
San Bernardino County ................ 

14 11 0 0 
~ 

San Diego: 

~ 
El Cajon .............................................. 169 140 1 11 94 63 71 &I, 60 63 11 1 3 2 

North County .................................... 175 115 0 0 95 57 77 58 65 55 12 3 3 0 
E.g 

San Diego ............................................ 442 467 10 12 239 246 171 182 165 177 6 5 22 27 

South Bay ............................................ 146 166 4 4 86 92 51 68 48 58 3 10 5 2 'l:I 

~ 
San Francisco: 

'"'l 

San Francisco .................................... 167 198 3 2 101 141 35 27 a.- 26 28 28 0 
"1j 

San Joaquin: 

0 7 

~ 
Lodi ...................................................... 12 3 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 3 3 

Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy ...... 21 15 1 2 15 3 4 10 4 8 0 2 1 0 

'E; 

Stockton .............................................. 81 52 0 0 46 27 30 16 23 14 7 2 5 9 
San Luis Obispo: 

~ 
San Luis Obispo County ................ 117 65 0 0 27 39 14 25 14 24 0 6 ~ San Mateo: 

~ 
Northern .............................................. 79 77 0 0 60 39 19 a.- 18 32 2 0 4 

~ 

Southern .............................................. lOS 105 0 1 50 54 53 47 52 42 5 5 3 <: 
l'1l 

~ 

Santa Barbara: 

0 

Lompoc ................................................ 20 4 3 0 9 1 7 3 6 3 1 0 1 0 g 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ...................... 92 96 0 0 42 24 47 68 47 67 0 1 3 4 

Santa Maria ........................................ 30 37 0 0 23 25 5 12 0 6 5 6 2 0 (j 

'" 
t%l 

(; 
Santa Clara: d 

0 6 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 

Gilroy-Morgan Hill ................ (1 ...... 

0 

r .... ,., 

Los Gatos-Campbell-Sarataga .... 0 28 0 0 0 13 0 15 0 14 0 1 0 0 

Palo A1to-Moun~ View ............ 0 29 0 0 0 12 0 16 0 14 0 2 0 1 

San Jose-Milgitas ............................ 0 218 0 0 0 88 0 100 0 112 0 8 0 10 

Santa Clara ............ (1 ........................ 0 24 0 0 0 4 0 19 0 19 0 0 0 1 

Santa Clara County 0:1 ..................... 375 0 0 0 118 0 239 0 233 0 6 0 18 0 

~ 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino .................... 0 31 0 0 0 12 0 18 0 18 0 0 0 1 

., 
, , 
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TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN "-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1978-79 and 1979-80 
Redueed O/ht.'r Total TralTie O/h,'r 

Total FC'loniC'~ iVon/rame Tmmc __ ~~cIf'ct<'..1_b _ Tmmr __ f:.i'I·il:"_~_ County and judicial distriet 197~ 1978-79 1.W9-$() 1978-79 1979:;ii'-j978-79 1979-..90 -Jgi8..79 1979-80 1978-79 1979:80-i978-79 1979-80 1.978-79 Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .......................... 66 75 0 0 18 ~ 46 44 40 40 6 4 2 4 

Shasta: 
Reddingd ............................................ 6 0 0 0 3 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 

Solano: 
NOrthfl1U Solano ...................... ~ ......... 56 76 2 0 17 31 36 4S 29 38 7 '1 1 0 
Vallejo-Benicia .................................. 40 55 0 4 19 28 20 33 15 33 5 0 1 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ................................ 87 100 2 0 54 71 31 28 30 26 2 0 1 

Stanislaus: 
Star.~o;la\ls County .............................. 195 168 0 0 76 66 117 102 109 8S 8 17 2 0 

Slii~or: 
Sutt:lr Cc;mty .................................... 36 30 2 0 14 00 19 10 17 10 2 0 1 0 

Tulare: 
Porterville .......................................... 30 29 1 2 22 17 7 9 7 9 0 0 0 1 
Tulare-Pixley ...................................... 20'S 46 2 2 11 23 10 19 10 19 0 0 2 2 
Visalia ................................................. 62 93 4 2 22 50 33 38 31 34 2 4 3 3 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ................................ 153 172 0 0 67 55 83 92 82 91 3 15 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ........................................ ~ 46 1 16 17 10 26 10 20 0 6 0 2 

• "Juries selected and sworn" are not ~he equivalent of cases disposed of by verdict since a single jury may try consolidated cases which in criminal matters may result in mllltiple dispositions. 
No disposition Is reported for hung juries. 

b Violations of SectiOhS 00002, 23102, 23104 and 23105 of the Vehicle Code and Vehicle Code felonies filed as misdemeanors under Penal Code Section 17 (b)4. 
C Data U'C for civil juries sworn; in previous years civil jury trials were used. 
d For explanation. see footnote applicable to the Court on Table ~ • 
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County ud judicW district 

State total ................................ 

Alpine: 
Alpine ........................................ 

Amador: 
Amador .................................... 

Butte: 
Bigg:; .......................................... 
Gridley ...................................... 
OroYille .................................... 
Paradise .................................... 

Calaveras: 
Calaveras .................................. , ~i 

Colusa: 
Colwa-Williams ...................... 

Del Norte: 
Del Norte County .................. 

/ 
E1 Dorado: 

E1 Dorado ................................ 
Georgetown-Divide .............. 
Lake Valley .............................. 

0 . Placerville ................................ 

Fresno: 
Coe\inga .................................... 
F'uebaugh-Kerman ................ 
Fowlcr..caruthen .................. 
King:sbcrg-Riverdale .............. 
Parlier-Selma .......................... 
Reedley-Dunlap ...................... ~> 

Ssnger ...................................... 
. 

:1 
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TABLE 35-CALIfORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS 

FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

TabU J!J79....80 
Criminlll 

nonpiUldng NontraRic TraHic Ii/inflS MisderneJUlcrs MisderneJUlors J!J79....80 J!I18-79 Felonies GroupA& GroupBb Infract C Grouped Group De In&act f 
506Jm 542,ID4' 8,974 26,916 w:.p;n 4,698 00,176 35,242 330,694 

1,060 1,273 16 56 123 0 11 f2 8111 

4,539 4,748 99 3ll 149 0 91 221 2,822 

9i57 1,543 0 30 12 10 17 56 Em 2,182 2,Im 66 100 86 32 103 215 1,343 7,649 8,.'104 278 1,080 480 50 288 701 3,713 3,168 3,917 ~ 217 75 0 140 118 1,946 

6,081 5,342 197 532 316 40 124 429 3,612 

10,092 ~ 51 161 248 0 311 218 8,554 

6,3St 7,1121 004 398 212 0 422 377 4,212 

7,764 8,104 119 192 245 12 210 316 5,845 966 1,009 24 219 ~ 16 44 55 ;l29 14,400 14,383 2M 878 425 496 395 640 9,930 11.408 11,562 130 545 340 73 291 598 7,815 

11,061 11,942 100 380 458 6 484 624 8,604 9,239 9,583 153 ~ 1,537 6 671 677 4,777 4,1m 5,599 98 150 26 0 241 190 3,945 2,738 3,162 48 112 12 1 117 139 1,992 6,8!M 7,988 114 377 699 0 390 64C 4,199 4,323 4,466 140 396 168 228 244 619 2,133 4,561 4,553 86 2~7 412 39 226 336 2,586 

,-.~-~-.-.-" 

Civil 
megal SmslJ 

Parking C111ims 
l29,I02 35,511 

452 1/i 

854 516 

5 13 
402 144 
433 575 

1,919 446 

546 422 

351 426 

60 339 

347 683 
44 167 

4,247 687 
6,840 1,004 

193 328 
712 6U 

17 127 
~ W 

1,058 374 
2,922 279 
1,164 595 

'.--'~ ••• " •• < •• ~-.'-+"". -.~-. --, .-.~~--•. ' .----~-. 

~, . ..• 

/. 

; 

'. 

.. 
" 

" 

.. 
~ ~~ 

1 ", .. ' 

..... 

Other ... 
~ 17,699 ... 
~ 
~ 
iT-... 

330 (,g 
'":J 
0 

12 = 73 o-J 

484 0 
169 "'l 

~ 
t:l 

409 e; 
~ 

123 Z -
i 203 

002 
55 0 

~ 714 ~ 612, 
~ 

11 68 
184 

~ 
32 .' 

i 90'· 
95' ,~ 

107 
64. ~ ..... 

I~ 
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TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
~ SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-Continusd to 

" FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

1979-80 Toflli 
CrimiJW nonpuldng NontraJlic 1hliBc Civil Rlings MisdemNlJors MisdemetuJors mega} Small County lind judkU:J district 1979-80 1978-79 Fe/oDie:; GroupA a GroupBb InITact C Grouped GroupD8 InITact f PIlr/dng CWms Other Glenn: 

Orland ...................................... 4.633 4.412 62 121 109 TT 184 1!17 3,557 1!H 210 116 Willows ...................................... 5.043 4,876 46 73 137 0 127 1 4,Mi 34 269 146 
..... Humboldt: 

§ 
1 .... "',~ 

Arcata ........................................ 8.0118 9)595 (I & 389 158 IS~$ 110 5,528 12,61)5 598 290 .... 
1:, 

, 
Fortuna .................................... 5,879 7.138 0 190 2ro 12 255 619 3~ 375 647 134 n Guberville .............................. 2,063 1,928 0 130 80 0 71 115 1.480 810 159 28 ~ Klamath·Trinity ...................... 1.162 1,315 0 90 103 0 41 88 ~'" 10 3l?J6 27 

'n Inyo: 
0 Inyo County ............................ 6.674 7,841 173 338 246 74 173 446 4.756 9!17 319 149 ~ 
C') ICings: .... 
t"' Avenal ...................................... 3,822 4.174 46 186 80 0 98 558 2,755 4 67 32' 0 Corcoran .................................. 2,387 2,648 51 245 306 38 127 303 1.060 1111 162 95 "1j Hanford .................................... 14,756 9!J16 275 1.032 600 100 589 U72 8,602 2,586 #~>1 581 Q 

Lemoore _ ............................... 3.416 4,276 117 214 65 47 ISO 459 2,050 272 1M 159 

~. Lake: 

0 
Clearlake Highlands .............. 2,737 2,756 59 ISO 264 79 139 0015 1.276 75 375 190 

~ 
Kebeyville ................................ 981 749 19 132 77 3 38 63 375 16 173 101 Lakeport .................................. 3·408 h 3,278 61 249 122 0 135 265 2,066 1.640 330 180 :> Middletown·Lower Lake ...... 1,255 1,lm 11 35 44 17 52 57 935 22' 41 63 

.' 
Upper LaIce .............................. 2,052 1,2S3 29 43 389 17 112 375 901 0 119 67 

Luten: 
Laaen CooaoIidated .............. 5,817 5,434 91' 199 168 234 240 62 3.655 881 1.030 138 0 . Los Angeles: , , 
Catalina .................................... 729 823 11 !H 366 0 10 108 80 444 46 14 

Madera: 
CIowchilla .............................. 4,4SJ) 5,503 III 161 352 0 84 163 2,645 l!45 843 60 

/ 

Madera-Sierra .......................... 17,181 17,047 778 953 881 0 1,384 1,695 9.625 2,352 1,300 545 ., 

\ 

/ 

.::' 
, 

/ 

t, , ___________ ~ ___ ----l..t.~. ___ ~._~ ____ .. _ 



r' • ' •••• , .... " __ ",_~",~.",," 

/7 
Muipoa: 

r 

" Maripoaa ...................... _ ... , ........ 2;JIIF Il,008 43 Si 349 9 f11 159 1,4116 1113 136 66 Me.adaeiuo: 
ADdenoo ....... _ .... _ ............... SS3 lI15 0 19 116 /) 8 16 9J 2 fl9 23 
~-.-................................. 474 •• 0 31 t11 0 24 3C lIDO 143 79 19 
BIc lUver .................................. 886 8110 0 81 ~ 0 10 1I9 4.TI 42 44 ill 

~ 
IJtde Lab ............................ _. 3M! 3,Q 130 195 :m 0 - 31S 1,1186 515 3ST 214 
I..oas V.uey .. _ ...................... _ 1,119 1,-0 0 3C 118 1 19 51 IIrT 30 54 39 
Bouad VaDer_ ....................... - 236 0 39 79 0 16 116 f11 1 ... 46 22 ~ 

s.oel _ ........ _ .. _ ....................... 1115 363 0 7 a 0 9 19 148 5 23 7 .... i 
Teo Mile RiVer ........................ 3,l74 4,118 115 251 310 0 10'1 160 1,781 1,810 3/l6 105 ~ I 
UId.h ......... _ .............................. IG,8113 10,3lIl 322 488 1113 0 6Cl 743 8,030 1_ 1,iOi 615 

~ 
\ 

Modoc: ,', 

Modoc .......................................... UO'1 2,311) 51 123 140 0 lIS 88 1,310 53 lI85 Si 

(} 

MC!Do: 

~ 
Moao .......... _ ..... _ ........... _ ....... MI0 5,048 93 1119 4IlO 373 1113 168 2,723 912 213 98 0 

I 
~ 

~ ""lea 
893 0 

Ceatral ............ _ ..... _ ................. 4,813 at UO lin' 70 185 2,8fIG HI ., 
49 

"'J r 

SouthetD ........ .,. ........................... 18,148 13,000 98 471 813 lIN 452 1,1m l2,!I84 313 9) 100 

~ ~ 
~ 

Nev.a. ..... _ ................................ 8,889 7,7(Jtj 1111 40C 301 0 !!OO 4IlO 5,5115 14,9'19 906 5119 
~ I 

'I1rucIaee ................ _ ................ 8,443 8,IS:j 10 gg M9 0 193 eo 5,110 753 iIll 1119 Placer: 

I 
Auburn . __ .............. _ .............. 11._ ID,11S1 1168 8118 849 0 257 - 7,853 4,00 987 510 i 
CoIfim·Alta-Dutcll nat ............ 7,001 7,983 53 142 U4 0 83 236 8,0'14 lI82 237 62 
lI'CII'eIIhiII ....... _ .......................... '361 405 I) 116 89 0 9' 3 189 116 30 15 
~ - ..... __ ................. -.... 1,131 1,148 .. 108 62 :U 73 142 flOC '15 145 62 

~ ~ 
LocJadI ............... _ ...................... 5,107 8,171 33 819 171 0 1119 3C6 3JJN 811 :m 148 
e-vme._ ............... __ ............. 10,874 9,148 IG 970 IllS 388 481 391 7,.003 ID,893 fIi:la 512 
Tilhoe .......................................... B.l83 6,439 188 38SI 413 0 lei 90 3.-0 2,OC8 510 lI98 

~ r' 

0 
PIumu: 

i·l J..lmanx ...................................... 1,8l8 1,3«1 J8 fT1 159 121 53 IllS 890 3C lSi 33 f~ 

...... , 

PIumM ..................... ..,. ............... UIO 2,IJ08 78 143 139 119 93 6C3 1,083 181 152 90 
I~ 

II 

Sacnmeoto: 

I ~ mil: Grove-GeIt _ ....................... 7,10. 8,OIH 0 381 1141 0 339 485 4Jm 221 476 99 

'I 
Wabwt Grove-IIIetoo .............. 11!111 i,005 0 113 IIS9 0 89 119 948 248 68 21 I,':, 

,> 

San Benito: 

3116 

@J r~ 
San Beaito County .................... 8,aIO 4,818 l2IS 443 MIS 0 1m 5,i0'1 4,lI61 548 HI :~\ 

, 

J 
:i 

Sen Benwdiuo: 
6,460 74 314 453 sa i08 3,086 349 493 l~\ 

\ 

~ Beer V.uey _ ........................ 5,2i8 
401 

163 
" 

1,1, 
d CoItml~~ .... __ ._. ___ ..• IMCII 17_ 132 : .:Ie (US 0 S92 2,349 9,083 960 1,1051 270 

,r II 
i( " 
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Tulare: 
Dinuba ........................................ 9.f!I.rl 9,fHT 193 200 369 0 4119 74 7.713 S95 423 200 Eeter-Farmenville .................. 2,993 3,430 "'- 159 71 135 155 349 1,815 182 136 1M 

~'J. 

Uncbay ........................................ 2,2l3 I.TTI 35 III 174 f11 194 58 1,286 68 185 103 Woodlake .................................... 1.714 1,51K) 51 134 21M 29 103 138 tn8 139 51 46 
Tuolumne: 

FirEt .............................................. 2,847 2,7tn 63. 217 157 0 158 157 1,358 132 2915 «2 Secood. ......................................... 1,342 966 25 62 321 7 29 24 718 193 101 55 Third ............................................ 2,.533 2.588 76 286 166 330 88 101 1.172 318 185 129 Fourth .......................................... 708 531 17 33 280 101 16 16 127 23 76 42 Fifth .............................................. 2,219 2,l!CII 43 ITT 1M 115 99 ~I& 1.4113 140 75 49 
Yuba: 

Marysville .................................... 12,cal 10,863 447 9ro If11 117 649 965 7.193 1.754 700 912 Wheatland .................................. 2,447 1,374 0 59 60 !lIS If11 78 1,949 101 16 23 

• Group A Miademeauon are: Miademeauor violatioos c*" Penal Code and other state statutes except intoxication and Fish and Game. Examples: Battery 242 pc. Diaorderly Conduct 647 
PC, Disturbing Peace 415 PC, Joy Ride 499b PC, ~ 0 PC. 

b Group B mUdemeauors include fish and game violations, intoxication and city and county ordiwmces. 
" Nootraffic infractions are city and county ordinances specified as infractions. 
d Group C traffic miacJemeanor vioiationJ 01 the Vehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driving. recJdess driving with irIIury and driving under the influence of drugs. 
e Group D traffic mbdemeanors are IIlJ other traffic miJdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contests, driving without 

• driver'. Iiceue. failure to appear after signing citation, violation of weight limit for trucks, recJdess driving without irIIury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 
f Ezamples of traffic Infractions are running a stop sign. speeding. improper operation of vehicle. faulty equipment and improper registration. ' 
I This total include8 filings for the following courts: FI1ir Oab-Fobom Justit.'e Court District, which consolidated with Sacramento Municipal Court District on December 31. 1978 (3,702), 

Bloomington Justice Court District comoUcIated with San Bernardino County Municipa! Court District, a portion was annexed to the VlIlJey and West VlIlJey Divisions and a poriion 
was annexed to Colton Justice Court, effective December 30.1978 (2,OM). Highland and Yucaipa Justice Court Districlll consolidated to become Highland-Yucaipa Justice Court District 
on November 1. 1978 (Highland 1.021; Yucaipa 1.41!,). Highland-Yucaipa Justice Court District became a municipal court on March 13. J979 (945) and Guadalupe Justice Court District 
consolid.ted with Santa Maria Municipal Court District on January 1. 1979 (982). 

h The court submitted estimated figures for the period January through June 1980. 
I Twentynine Palms Jwtice Court District became Twentynine Palms Municipal Court District on July 1. 1979. 
J Redding Justice Court District became Redding Municipal Court District on March 18, 1980. 

,.-~----... --...---~.--. 
/ 

\, . , 
~. 

.----------~~-------

~. 

\ 

I' 

• < 



jjjiifiiijilJ1lJl8lt~ 
\' , 

.~ 

~-

" . 

,/ 

.... . 

-. 

:I / 
,-1";" .. , 

,--------------------~-----------~---'-----------'---------~ ..... -



County and judicial district 
State Total ........................... . 

Alpine: 
Alpine .................................... 

't<., Amador: 
~ 

, 
Amador ................................ 

Butte: 
Biggs ...................................... 
Gridley ..•....•.........•.......•........ 
Oroville ................................ 
Paradise ................................ 

Calaveras: 
Calaveras .............................. 

Colusa: 
Colusa-Williams .......•.......•.. 

Del Norte: 
Del Norte County .........•.... 

EI Dorado: 
EI Dorado •........................... 
Georgetown-Divide .......... 
Lake Valley .......................... 
Placerville ............................ 

Fresno: 8 . 
Coalinga ••..................•........... 
Firebaugh-Kerman ...•........ 
Fowler-Caruthers " 
Kingsburg-Riverdale .......... 

(} 
J 

Parlier-Selma ......•.......•....•.. :j 

i Reedley-DunIap ................•. 
:l Sanger .................................. " 

1 , . :; 
J 

;', 

I' 

" 

/' ,. 

TABLE 36--CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPAHKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING DISPOSITIONS 

FISCAL YEAR 19'19-80 

Total 
Donpsrlcing 
dispositions 

9!W 1.054 

".6815 3.780 

899 1.373 
2,025 2,519 
7.1215 8,199 
2,752 2,841 

".600 ",988 

7.668 7.381 

6,033 7.056 

7.172 8,1 .. 9 
912 980 

9.186 9.1215 
7,513 8,867 

10 • .f96 10.616 
3,837 9,804 
4,378 5,246 
2,470 2,636 
6,372 7.995 
3 • .f60 3,216 
5,005 4.693 

, : 

"". 
'", . ' " 

Felonies 

7.063 

6 

.f2 

0 
53 

191 
36 

119 

.... 

187 

33 
23 

187 
60 

109 
1116 
71 
.. 7 
72 
82 
87 

. t. '" 

Nontrallic 
Misdemeanors 

Group A • Group Bb 

24.196 24.157 

215 135 

298 1116 

ZT 1 .. 
111 73 
944 399 
211 96 

398 24lS 

130 230 

39Ii 126 

244 005 
203 65 
IS58 3.f2 
379 313 

364 416 
~ 1.499 
131 215 
80 8 

3215 633 
370 124 
22B 397 

, , 

1979-80 

TraIllc 
Misdemeanors 

Infract C Group Cd Group DC 

3,920 17.998 30,535 

o 

o 

11 
28 
43 
o 

14 

2 

22 
15 

365 
33 

22 
18 
o 
o 
o 

250 
47 

5 

103 

20 
99 

303 
122 

140 

243 

362 

110 
35 

238 
254 

493 
764 
172 
92 

354 
171 
211 

21 

220 

48 
189 
908 
218 

364 

246 

466 

563 
51 

979 
297 

716 
879 
005 
178 
711 
260 
195 

lnf"nlct f 

287,852 

78.f 

3.047 

761 
1,321 
3,504 
1.691 

2,758 

6,344 

4.066 

5,278 
312 

5.635 
5,323 

8,028 
... .f53 
3.635 
1,882 
3.947 
1,951 
3,237 

DJegsJ 
Psrlcing 

102,137 

4.f4 

1.044 

10 
305 
372 
875 

513 

354 

85 

005 
46 

2,653 
5,2.fl 

183 
523 
20 
47 

831 
1.71" 
1,288 

SmsU 
Claims 
ZT,303 

8 

521 

11 
99 

490 
277 

318 

361 

Z15 

609 
159 
548 
535 

263 
422 
112 
149 
293 
210 
604 

Civil 

Other 
12,559 

0 

298 

7 
52 

343 
101 

249 

69 

ISf, 

108 
49 

334 
319 

R. .. 
~.1 

ZT 
34 
37 
.f2 
49 

§ .... 
(j 

~ 
n 
0 

~ n .... 
t'"' 
0 
"'l 

~ -6 
~ 
5: 

--.-.-~._<,o __ ~_ .............. ~ 
~ 

I \ 

I' 
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County snd judicial district 
Glenn: 

Orland .................................. 
Willows .................................. 

Humboldt: 
Arcata .•.....•...•..................••...• 
Fortuna ................................ 
Garberville ..•...•..............••..• 
Klamath-Trinity .................• 

Inyo: 
Inyo County .............•.......... 

Kings: 
.... venal .................................. 
Corcoran .............................. 
Hanford ................................ 
Lemoore .............................. 

Lake: 
Clearlalce Highlands ..•.....•• 
KebeyviIIe ............................ 
Lakeport .............................. 
Middletown-Lower LaIce .. 
Upper Lake .......................... 

Lassen: 
Lassen Consolidated .......... 

Los Angeles: 
Catalina ................................ 

Madera: 
Chowchilla .......................... 

TABLE 36-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

Total 1979-80 
Criminal DmJptu/dng NontralBc 

1TaIlic disposjtions Misdemeanors Misdemeanors IUegal 1979-80 1978-79 Felonies Group A a GroupB b Infract. C Grouped Group De Infract. f Parking 3,/124 2,945 32 131 9d 1 133 364 2,866 266 4,732 4,595 00 40 111 0 128 1 4,244 34 

7,500 9,437 0 4&1 399 211 327 141 5,481 8,954 5,803 6,?Z1 0 198 174 14 003 834 3,490 347 1,811 1,918 0 98 63 0 81 138 1,290 659 1,182 1,329 0 100 96 0 47 145 556 9 

6,458 7,264 149 292 289 84 153 417 4,686 1,045 

2,S29 2,Pi11 48 119 54 0 00 315 1,860 2 2,l55.'S 2,749 45 263 316 49 140 337 1,086 111 11,964 7,694 214 9157 419 89 5S8 1,405 7,495 1,292 3,119 3,880 93 228 100 42 152 355 1,868 146 

2,870 2,559 61 193 293 83 304 231 1,210 44 1,00l 730 23 153 89 3 34 73 382 17 2,194 2,102 57 171 84 0 97 140 1,256 1,419 l.24G h 
855 10 42 34 17 31 39 1,003 26 1,199 948 00 36 381 30 84 85 5lt 0 

4,100 4,317 155 183 183 79 194 77 2,759 644 

754 704 13 94 366 0 10 101 110 441 

3,685 4,125 101 121 317 0 106 81 2,391 167 
Madera-Sierra ...................... 15,954 12,751 642 861 790 0 

Mariposa: 
1,106 1,425 9,927 1,.208 

Mariposa .............................. 2,670 2,287 49 86 322 8 98 202 1,744 124 

.,-""'-;.,..,._ .... c::::::t: ... ~,........,.,." ... ..,.~~"'...-...,..,.,,;., ....... ~~."" .......... ~.,-••. ~~~-=== ~ ..... ... ,...,.......J= 

/ 

Cilln 
SmsU 

Claims Other 

148 51 
127 61 

312 279 
00i 244 
134 7 
221 17 

290 98 

54 13 
2111 104 
435 392 
100 141 

36{) 135 
171 73 
288 101 
44 26 
48 18 

579 57 

46 14 

521 47 
882 321 

116 45 

.;;;a;;:::;::= ......... ,.., .. ,...!,_~~~ ___ •• _~A:!; ................ ,,,. .... 
.,~-" .. ,..-;;::q::;:~'"-...; ........... 
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Mendocino: 

&1 

Anderson .............................. 218 186 0 12 18 0 7 9 82 2 74 16 
,,-

Arena .................................... 361 :m 0 21 71 0 14 22 178 96 113 2 

Big River .............................. 594 629 0 49 78 0 7 34 386 8 33 7 
Little Lake .......................... 2,7'.36 3,109 101 136 284 0 184 4113 1,251 378 009 118 
Long Valley ........................ 1,039 928 0 38 S9 0 26 150 799 24 46 21 
Round Valley ...................... 240 199 0 27 60 0 17 22 61 1 41 12 f 
Sanel ...................................... 242 346 0 7 33 0 10 22 160 3 6 4 
Ten Mile River .................... 2,8S2 3,282 102 199 2113 0 96 117 1,893 1,561 164 28 

Ukiah .................................... 9,1S44 9,716 213 S46 460 0 S93 797 5,465 1,354 901 569 
Modoc: 

I Modoc .................................... 1,742 1,758 46 101 101 0 36 64 1,037 41 281 76 

"', .... 

Mono: " 
Mono ...... , ............................... 3,413 4,613 66 128 430 301 94 98 2,105 1,092 164 27 

~ 
Monterey: 

0 

Central .................................. 4,540 5,362 35 183 171 62 003 864 2,786 247 192 24 
~ 

Southern .............. , ............... 13,577 11,543 ffl 366 557 00 344 870 10,874 273 328 61 

0 

Nevada: 

0 

Nevada .................................. 7,lf/9 6,791 146 314 336 0 491 635 5,103 13,749 M'l 329 ~ 
Traclcee ................................ 4,223 6,823 68 110 82 2 204 402 3,185 459 ffl 73 '0 

Placer: 

F 
Auburn .................................. 10,335 8,657 268 661 569 0 219 425 7,129 3,869 726 338 0 
Colfax-Alta-Dutch Flat ...... 6,391 7,099 18 133 124 0 76 1,039 4,739 149 215 47 "'l 
Foresthill .............................. 369 347 C 25 83 0 11 2 214 15 22 12 ~ 
Lincoln .................................. 1,166 1,057 5 104 78 9 73 124 644 75 110 19 
Loomis .................................. 5,511 4,603 43 921 182 0 122 313 3,528 1,152 306 96 .-"'l Roseville ................................ 8,444 7,714 168 785 25 216 385 103 5,900 l2,588 492 3150 0 
Tahoe .................................... 5,13: 5,969 212 423 515 0 006 87 2,991 2,044 525 172 =:I 

Z· 
Plumas: 

;; 
/; 

AImanor ................................ 1,402 1,168 25 96 162 139 40 52 714 21 157 17 
Plumu .................................. 1,782 1,859 46 101 86 90 70 5JO 765 154 94 00 

(j ~ { . 
I 

Sacramento: :) 

Ellc Grove-Galt .................... 6,263 5,466 0 338 513 0 362 327 4,309 2fIl 373 41 
Walnut Grove-Isleton ........ 1,279 1,666 0 36 383 0 49 29 739 161 40 3 S:m Benito: 

.j 

San Benito County ............ 7,482 4,515 109 451 606 0 363 843 4,fR1 2,9M 165 278 
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TABLE 36-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING D!SPOSITIONS-ContlnuBd 

FISCAL YEAR 1979-80 

19'1!J..8O 
TotR/ 

= CriminaJ nonpuJciog 
Nontrsllic 

7'nUIic 
c/ispoijlions 

Miscleme/Ulors 
Misdeme/Ulors 

DJegsJ 

County and judicW district 19'1!J..8O 1978-79 Felonies Group A & GroupOb Infract e Grouped Group De Infract f ParJciog 

San Bernardino: 
Bear Valley .......................... 3,891 5,352 65 263 301 51 136 212 2,383 200 

Colton .................................... l2,431 22.648 110 370 439 0 409 OO'S 7,081 7S7 

Crest Forest ........................ 4,812 5,1516 57 215 643 6 56 34S 3,016 9S8 

Mission .................................. 3,349 3,7156 19 87 23 4 141 249 2,109 3,762 

NeedJes..CaJzona ................ 4.0015 5,762 52 431 226 0 61 381 2,942 76 

T,cma ....................... , ............ 1,113 1,446 0 :sa 43 4 80 52 614 31 

Twentynine Palms I .......... 0 15,129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Barbara: 

Carpinteria-Montecito ...... 4,800 5,fi!1I 0 300 136 131 253 129 3,714 1,695 

Solvang .................................. 6,S06 7,000 215 54 430 0 1215 97 5,687 165 
Shasta: 

Anderson .............................. 4,m 5,338 0 208 S08 H ID1 112 2,849 263 

Burney .................................. 1,9U 1,788 37 100 179 0 121 1154 1,033 II 

Central Valley .................... 6,895 13,1599 1 476 7S2 0 127 264 5,077 1,162 

ReddingJ .............................. 11,174 16,215 312 86T 341 149 640 553 6,629 10,844 
Sierra: 

Sierra County ...................... 1,408 983 30 79 181 4 49 171 806 72 
Siskiyou: 

00fl 

Donis-Tulelake .................. 1,336 1,468 0 :so 46 0 :so 
930 66 

DunsmWr-Mt Shasta ........ 4,918 5,332 0 94 91 18 77 312 4,Q'59 914 

McCloud .............................. 166 189 0 14 38 0 9 4 72 0 

Shasta Valley ........................ 2,431 3,489 0 204 39 47 84 223 1,1593 196 

Western ................................ 6,100 6,499 134 318 264 15 199 109 4,401 1,156 
Solano: 

Rio Viata .............................. 936 1,145 215 45 162 22 44 37 513 121 
Tehama: 

Coming ................................ 3,9156 4,1591 80 101 57 8 100 499 2,862 2157 

RedBluH .............................. 11,313 10,831 168 445 2S7 93 232 530 8,679 550 

-< ........... -._---- -~---------
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f~.~ .. ~ ___ + 

/ 

• 
[, 
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I 
! 

~ 
Civil 

$maO .... il CWms Other ~ 

i 
.... 

402 78 ~ 1,833 .. 1,284 Z 
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Trinity: 
Trinity County .................... 1,966 2,212 74 79 197 0 

Tulare: 
Dinuba .................................. 6,923 7,423 222 190 410 0 
Exeter-Farmersville ......••.. 3,053 3,388 6& 192 78 124 
Imdaay .................................. 2,1119 1,66 29 B9 158 61 
Woodlake .............................. 1,628 1,339 51 121 2ti9 27 

Tuolumne: 
Fint. ....................................... 2,998 ~1 44 196 1M \) 

Second .................................. 1,032 894 18 66 235 0 
'ThUd •.............•......•..•..•....•..... 2,258 2,223 71 270 163 283 
Fourth .................................. m6 4!T1 J 42 2M 50 
Fifth ...................................... 2,m) 2,524 35 177 83 96 

Yuba: 
Marysville ............................ 11,495 9pt2 331 8!H 132 149 
Wheatland ....................•....... 2,443 1,356 0 53 64 rrr 

f!1 138 1,025 

54l 60 5,170 
16& 306 1,901 
184 31 1,436 
115 106 886 

119 213 1,7f!1 
23 15 603 
69 97 1,108 
15 14 100 
92 152 1,499 

m8 828 7,.re:s 
16& 96 1,949 

/ 

306 

397 
129 

41 
116 

1!6 
183 
373 

14 
61 

647 
101 

316 

275 
149 
133 
43 

003 
64 

135 
64 
154 

546 
13 

70 

155 
73 
38 
10 

302 
8 

62 
24 
15 

m4 
16 

• Group A Misdemeanors are: Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code and other state statutes 8X\-:ept intoxication and Fish and Game. Examples: Battery U2 PC, Disorderly Conduct 647 
PC, Disturbing Peace 415 PC, Joy lUde 499b PC, Trespass 602 PC. 

b Group B misdemeanors include fish &: game violations, intoxication and city and county Ordinanl'eS. 
C Nontraffic in&act:ions are city and county ordinances specified as infractions. 
d Group C traffic misdemeanor violations of the Vehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driving, reckl_ driving with dr,iury and driving under the influence \If drugs. 
co Group D traffic misdemeanors are all other traffic misdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contests, driving without 

a driver's licerue, failure to appear after signing citation, violation of weight limit for truclal, reckles.., driving without ilijury and driving with a suspended or revojced license. 
r Examples 0( traffic infractions are running a stop sign, speeding, impropel!" operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 
I This total includes dispositions for the following courts: Fair Oaks-FolsomJustice Court District, which consolidated with Sacramento Municipal Court District on December 31,1978 (3,459), 

Bloomington Justice Court District consolidated with San Bernardino County Municipal Court District, II portion was annexed to the Valley and West Valley Divisions and a portion 
was annexed to Colton Justice Court, effective December 30,1978 (1793), Highland and Yucaipa Justice CoL~ Districts consolidated to become Highland-Yucaipa Justice Court District 
on November 1,1978 (Highland 747; Yucaipa (1,280), Highland-YucaipaJustice Court District became a municipal court on March 13,1979 (1230) and Guadalupe Justice Court District 

b COIIIOlidated with Santa Maria Municipal Court District on January 1,1979 (rm). 
The court submitted estimated figures for the period January through June 1980. 

I Twentynine PalmsJustice Court District became Twentynine Palms Municipal Court District on July I, 1979. 
j Redding Justice Court District became Redding Municipal Court District on March 18, 1980. 
RRevised. 
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