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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STA,TUTORY 
PROVISIONS 

FOR THE JIUDICIAL COUNCIL 
The Judicial Council was originally provided for in section 1a 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 1a 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 
remainder 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 admirJsl.ration of justice the council shall survey judicial business and 
make recommendations to the courts, make recommendations annually to the Govemor 
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 if the court is of lower jurisdiction. A retired judge who 
consents may be assigned to any court. 

Judges shall report to tr'le 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 H 3W9, 4001, 4363, 4363.1 (a), 4450, 4530, 4701 (c); Code Civ. Proc. §i 75, 77, 

116,117.1,117.10,117.18, 119(f) , 119.6, lID.2, 121.1-.8, 122.1, 17Q.6, 170.8, 1iM.5, 201a, 204b, 204d, 394, 404, 404.3, 404.7, 
404.8, 412.ID, 41~.ao, 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 H 18004, 68070-72, 68110, 68500-36, 
68M0-48, 68.5.51~ 68.'S60-64, 68701, 69508, 69752, 69796, 00894.3, 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(s) (d) (f), 1170.1, 1170.3-.6, 1213, 1213.3, 1235, 1238.5, 1239, 1241, 1246, 1247k, 1468, 1471, 1306, 151Y7, 3041, 13810, 
13830,14003; Prob. Code H 303,1232, 1233; Veh. Code ~~ 40513, 40600, 40653, 40610(d); Welf. IX Inst. Code ~~ 264-G5. 
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THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA 1 

HON. ROSE EUZABETH BIRD 
Chief Justice of California 

Chairperson of the Judicial Council 
State Building, San Francisco 

HON. ALLEN E. BROUSSARD 2 

Associate Justice, Supreme Court 
State Building, San Francisco 
HON. VAINO H. SPENCER 
Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal 
Second Appellate District, Division One 
Los Angeles 
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. FLORENCE BERNSTEIN 
Judge of the Superior Court 
Los Angeles County, Los Angeles 
HON. DONALD B. CONSTINE 
Judge of the Superior Court . 
San Francisco County, San Francisco 
HON. RICHARD HODGE 3 

Judge of the Superior Court 
Alameda County, Oakland 
HON. RICHARD IBANEZ 
Judge of the Superior Court 
Los Angeles County, Los Angeles 
HON. ERICH AUERBACH 
Judge of the Municipal Court 
Los Angeles Municipal Court District 
Los Angeles 
HON. ANN MARIE CHARGrN 
Judge of the Municipal Court 
Stockton Municipal Court District 
Stockton 

HON. HAROLD ELUS SHABO 4 

Judge of the Municipal Court 
Los Angeles Municipal Court District 
Los Angeles 
HON. RICK S. BROWN 
Judge of the Justice Court 
Solvang Justice COl1I't District 
Solvang 
HON. VIVIAN QUINN 
Judge of the Justice Court 
Second Justice Court District 
Columbia 
HON. OMER L. RAINS 5 

Senator, 18th District 
Santa Barbara/Ventura 
HON. ELIHU M. HARRIS 6 

Assemblyman, 13th District 
Oakland 
MR. PETER J. HUGHES 7 

Attorney at Law 
San Diego 
MR. JOSEPH G. HURLEY 8 

Attorney at Law 
North Hollywood 
Ms. SUSAN YVONNE ILLSTON 8 

Attorney at Law 
San Mateo 
MR. CLAYTON R. JANSSEN 7 

Attorney at Law 
Eureka 

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

I Except as otherwise indicated, the members were appointed by the Chief Justice on February 1, 1981 for a two-year term 
expiring January 31, 1963. 

: Appointed by the Chi.efJusti~ on September 14,1981 for a term expiring January 31,1983, vice Hon. Matliew O. Tobriner. 
Appointed by the C1~efJustice on September 14, 1981 for a term expiring January 31, 1983, vice Hon. Allen E. Broussard, 

• w~ose membership as a SlIperiOl' court judge terminated on his elevation to the Suprem!} Court of California. 
I Appomted by the Chief Justice on July 6, 1981 for a term expiring January 31, 1983, vice Hon. Lewis A. Wenzell. 

Appointed by the Senate Rules Committee pursuant to section 6 of article VI of tre Constitution and Senate Rule 13 of 
the 1961-82 Regular Session of the Legislature. 

• Appointed by the Speaker of the A:lsembly pursuant to section 6 of article VI of the Constitution and subdivision (L) of 
Assembly Rule 26 of the 1981-82 Regular Session of the Legislature. . 

: Appointed by the Bo..'lI'd of Governors of the State Bar for a two-year term expiring ]lInuary 31, 1983. 
Appointed by the Board (If Governors of the State Bar for a two-year term expiring January 31, 1982. 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES 

Executive Committee 
Han. Rose Elizabeth Bird, Chairperson 
Han. Vaino H. Spencer 
Han. Richard W. Abbe 
Han. Vivian Quinn 

Appellate Court Committee 
Han. Allen E. Broussard, Chairperson 
Hon. Vaino I-L Spencer 
Han. Wakefield Taylor 
Han. Florence Bernstein 
Han. Elihu M. Harris 
Mr. Joseph G. Hurley 
Ms. Susan Yvonne Illston 

Superior Court Committee 
Han. Richard W. Abbe, Chairperson 
Han. Wakefield Taylor 
Han. Donald B. Constine 
Han. Richard Hodge 
Han. Richard A. Ibanez 
Han. Rick S. Brown 
Han. Orner L. Rains 
Mr. Joseph G. Hurley 
Mr. Clayton R. Janssen 

Court Management Committee 
Han. Vaino H. Spencer, Chairperson 
Han. Allen E. Broussard 
Han. Richard W. Abbe 
Han. Florence Bernstein 
Han. Richard A. Ibanez 
Han. Erich Auerbach 
Han. Ann Marie Chargin 
Han. Harold Ellis Shabo 
Han. Vivian Quinn 
Han. Elihu M. Harris 
Mr. Peter J. Hughes 
Ms. Susan Yvonne Illston 

Municipal and Justice 
Court Committee 

Ron. Vivian Quinn, Chairperson 
Han. Donald B. Cons tine 

vi 

Han. Richard Hodge 
Han. Erich Auerbach 
Han. Ann Marie Chargin 
Hon. Harold Ellis Shabo 
Han. Rick S. Brown 
Hon. Orner L. Rains 
Mr. Peter J. Hughes 
Mr. Clayton R. Janssen 

Committee oE Administrative 
Presiding Justices 

Hon. Gordon L. Files, Chairperson 1 

Han. George A. Brown 1 

Han. Gerald Brown 1 

Han. Robert K. Puglia 1 

Han. John T. Racanelli 1 

Judicial Criminal Justice 
Planning Committee 

Han. Richard W. Abb~, Chairperson 
Han. Cruz Reynoso 1 

Han. Vaino H. Spencer 
Han. Spurgeon Avakian 1 

Han. James F. Nelson 1 

Han. Roger K. Warren 1 

Sentencing Practices 
Advisory Committee 

Han. John T. Racanelli, Chairperson 1 

Han. Richard E. Amason 1 

Han. J. Perry Langford 1 

Han. Frank S. Petersen 1 

Han. Clinton W. White 1 

Han. Jack M. Newman 1 

Mr. John J. Cleary 1 

Mr. Philip H. Pennypacker 1 

Mr. James A. Pregerson 1 

Mrs. Betty Trotter 1 

Advisory Committee on Court 
Interpreters 

Han. Philip M. Newman, Chairperson 1 

Han. Edward Kim 1 

Han. George W. Phillips, Jr. l 

Han. Frances Munoz 1 

Ms. Bonnie Ramirez 1 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES-Continued 

Advisory Committee on Mandator), 
Arbitration Rules 

lion. John Flaherty, Chairperson 1 

Han. Richard A. Bancroft 1 

Hon. Henry Ramsey, Jr. 1 

Hon. Martin Rothenberg 1 

Hon. Reginald M. Watt 1 

Hon. Earl J. Cantos I 
Han. Isabel R. Cohen 1 

Mr. Richard Crow I 
Mr. Terence Mix I 

Mr. Arnold Peiia I 
Mr. Mike Tamony 1 

Economical Litigation Review 
Committee 

Han. Richard Schauer, Chairperson 1 

Hon. Herbert L. Ashby I 
Han. Holljs G. Best I 
Hqn. August J. Goebel I 
Hon. Candace D. Cooper I 
Hon. Norman L. Epstein 1 

Hon. Armando O. Rodriguez I 
Hon. David M. Rothman I 
Hon. Alex Saldamando I 
Ms. Lynn E. Hall I 
Mr. Russell E. Shallm'oss 1 

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

Municipal and Justice Court Advisory 
Co111lnittee on Basic In-5ervice Training 
Progr8111 for £ntry Level Deputy Clerks 
oE Trial Courts in Caliiomia 

Ms. June Betschart 1 

Mr. Paul E. Data 1 

Mr. Michael P. KUfer 1 

Ms. Jacqueline Mardon I 
Mr. Ernest Melonas I 
Mr. Robert J. Steiner I 

Advisory Committee on Legal Forms:l 
Mr. David Lowe, Chairperson l 
Hon. Rafael H. Galceran, Jr.1 

Han. William A. Lally I 

Han. Elwood Lui I 
Han. Arthur K. Marshall l 

Han. Isabella H. Grant 1 

vii 

Han. Maxine F. Thomas 1 

Mr. William Acker 1 

Ms. Edna R. S. Alvarez 1 

Ms. Sandra Blair I 
Mr. Fredric G. Dunn 1 

Mr. Clark Garen I 
Ms. V. Sue Hanson I 
Ms. Catherine Hotchkiss I 
Mr. Bernard S. Kamine 1 

Mr. Lee Palmer I 
Mr. BtoJrnard W. Porter 1 

Mr. William A. Robinson I 
Mr. Frank Roesch I 
Ms. Diana C. Woodward 1 

Advisory Committee on Courtroom Audio 
Recording 

Han. Joseph Biafore, Chairperson 1 

Hon. Clifford Bachand 1 

Han. Ann Marie Chargin 
Han. August J. Goebel I 
Han. Jill Jakes I 

Han. John A. Lewis I 

Hon. John V. Stroud 1 

Mr. Stephen A. Sillman 1 

Mr. William Wolfson I 

Advisory Committee to Review the 
Weighted Caseload System 

Mr. Eugene Webb, Chairperson 1 

Han. Maxine Mackler Chesney 1 

Han. Myron Martin I 
Han. Frances Munoz 1 

Han. Richard Schauer 1 

Mr. Joseph Freitas 1 

Mr. Michael Hannan I 
Mr. Ira Lurvey 1 

Mr. Jeffrey Pfeffer I 
Mr. Jerry 1. Porras I 

Superior Court Advisory Committee on 
Basic In-Service Training Progr8111 Eor 
Entry Level Deputy Clerks oE Trial 
Courts in California 

Mr. Robert Gordon 1 

Mr. Robert L. Hamm I 
Mr. John Kazubowski 1 

Ms. Carolyn Siller 1 

Mr. Robert Zumwalt 1 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES-Continued 

Advisory Committee on Co:mplex Litigation Mr. Gerald Z. Marer 1 

Hon. Homer B. Thompson, Co-Chairperson 1 Mr. Carl M. Olsen 1 

Mr. Palmer Brown Madden, Co-Chairperson 1 Mr. D. Kent Pedersen 1 

Hon. Paul Egly 1 Ms. Susan L. Wolk 1 

Mr. Maxwell M. Blecher 1 

Mr. Robert E. Cooper 1 

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 Unifonn Sm~ewide 
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 I. Greer 1 

Han. 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. Laurence P. Gill! 
Mr. William L. Gordon 1 

Ml'. Clifford B. Mitchell 1 

Mr. James E. Towery 1 

Advisory Committee to Revilew the Rules on 
Appeal to the Superior f::Ourts 

Hon. Richard A. Bancroft, Chairperson 1 

Hon. Richard A. Ibanez 
Han. J. Perry Langford 1 

Han. Frank S. Petersen 1 

Han. Peter N. Mering 1 

Han. Rand S. Schrader 1 

Han. Roy L. Wonder 1 

Mr. George C. Eskin 1 

Mr. Dennis A. Fischer 1 

viii 

Advisory Committee to Study Legislative 
Proposals on Trial Court Unification 

Hon. Howard B. Wiener, Chairperson 1 

Hon. John Dearman 1 

Han. Paul Egly 1 

Hon. Billy G. Mills 1 

Hon. Richard W, Rhodes 1 

Hon. Napoleon A, Jones, Jr. 1 

Han. Fred Lucero 1 

Hon. Rick S. Brown 
Mr. Jacques M. Adler 1 

Ms. Mary A. Eikel 1 

Mr. Clyde R. Gould 1 

Mr. Richard G. Hirsch 1 

Ms. Louise Renne 1 

Advisory Committee on Appellate Courts' 
Circuit Riding Experiment 

Hon. William A. Newsom, Jr., Chairperson 1 

Hon, Donald R. Franson 1 

Hon. Eugene McClosky 1 

Hon.Ed~J.Reganl 

Han. Don R. Work 1 

Hon. Preston Devine 1 

Mr. Gerald Z. Marer 1 

Advisory Committee on the Nonjudicial 
Weighted Caseload Study 

Hon. John W. Kennedy 1 

Han. Ann H. Rutherford 1 

Mr. Ken Gross 1 

Ms. Bette Keehley 1 

Mr. Gary Krcmarik 1 

Mr. Donald H. Lundy 1 

Mr. Fredelick K. Ohlrich 1 

Mr. Frank Panarisi 1 

Mr. Steve Thunberg 1 

Ms. Pat Tralongo 1 
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JOINT COMMITTEE 
Governing COmmittee of the Center 

For Judicial Education and 
Research 3 

Han. Florence Bernstein, 
Chairperson 1\ 

Hon. Coleman A. Blease, 
Vice-Chairperson 1\ 

Hon. Ralph M. Drwnmond <I 

Han. Gordon Ju. Files <I 

Hon. Edward J. Garcia <I 

Hon. David M. Rothman 5 

Hon. Harmon G. Scoville <I 

Hon. Reginald ¥. Watt 5 

Mr. B. E. Witkin 6 

I Not member of the Judicial Council. 

lOne-half of the members of this committee are nominated by the State Bar for appoinbnent 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 thfl CaJifornla Judges AJaociation. 

• CalJfornla Judges lWociation representative. 
• Judicial Council representative. 
• Advisory member, not member of the Judicial Council. 
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STANDING COMMITTEES 

Full lis:ing on 
Page VI 

Judiciol Criminal 
Justice Planning CommiHee 

Full listing on 
Poge VI 

I 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

LEGISLA nON 
(Sacramento) 

LEGIS LA TIVE 

~ REPRESENT A TION 
1 ANorney 

:--' 
LEGISLATIVE 
.~NAlYSIS r--

1 Court Management 
Analyst 

}-SECRETARIAL SUPPORT 
2 Secretaries 
1 Clerk Typist 

CammiNee of 
Admin. Presiding Justices -

Full listing on 
Page VI 

I I ADMINISTRA nVE 
SECRETARY I 

I 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

LEGAL 

! " 
LEGAL RESEARCH 

13 ANorneys .1--
1 Court Administrator 
1 Secretary 

LEGAL FORMS 
2 ANomeys t--
1 Legol Forms Technician 

SENTENCING PRACTICES 
2 ANomeys ~-
1 Court Administrator 

TRAFFIC C-;;\.!RT COORD. r-
I Court Administrator 

SECRETARIAL SUPPORT 
1 Supervising Secretary 
6 Secretaries I--
1 Clerical Auistant 
1 Senior Machine Operator 

ORGANIZATION CHART 
JUDICIAL COUNCil 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL 

CHIEF JUSTICE ~ Chairperson 

I 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

OF TH~ COURTS 

I 
DIRECTOR 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

I 

STATISTICS·DATA 
PROCESSING 

1 Chief. Statistics 
1 Data Proceuing Supvr. 
2 Senior Statisticians -1 Assoc D.P. Analyst/Stat. 
1 Stati,ticion 
1 Assistant Statistician 
1 Programmer Analyst 
1 Statistical Clerk 

PERSONNel 
1 Personnel OI/icer 
1 Stall Service> Analyst I--
2 Personnel Assi~tonts 
1 Secretary 

COURT MANAGEMENT 
SERVICES 

1 Court Administrator t--
5 Court Management Analy. 
1 Secretary 

PUBLIC INFORMATION l-1 ANorney 

, 
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. I 
ADVISORY COMMITTEES GOVERNING COMMITTEE 

Center for Judicial 
Full listing on Education & Research 
Pages VI. VII & VIII 

Full listing on 
Page IX 

ASSIGNMENTS 
1 ANomey 
1 Admin. Aut •• II 
1 Assignment Spec. 
1 Secretary 

I 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR CENTER FOR ;IUDICIAl 

MANAGEMENT EDUCA TlON & IlESEARCH 

I 
(Berkeley) 

1 Director 
3 Assistant Directon 

FISCAL AND BUSINESS 
1 ANomey 
1 Administrative Secretary 

SERVICES 3 Secretaries 
1 Court Management Analy. 
I Iludg.f Officer 
1 Fiscol Officer - SENl'ENCING PRAC,ICES 
4 Accountants 1 ANorney 
2 Accounting Technicians 1 Secretary 
1 Business Services OI/icer - -1 Ollice Technician 

CONTINUING JUDICIAL 1 Secretary 
STUDIES 

1 Juolicial Education 
Coordinator 

1 Secretary 

\ 



'. 

{. 

.. 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

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

arr.d Members of the Legislature 

The 1982Judicial Council Report is presented pursuant to the provisions 
of section 6 of article VI of the Constitution. 

January 1, 1982 

HON. ROSE ELIZABETH BIRD, 

Chairperson 
HON. ALLEN E. BROUSSARD 
HON. V AINO H. SPENCER 
HON. WAKEFIELD TAYLOR 
HON. RICHARD W. ABBE 
HON. FLORENCE BERNSTEIN 
HON. DONALD B. CONSTINE 
HON. RICHARD HODGE 
HON. RICHARD IBANEZ 
HON. ERICH AUERBACH 
HON. ANN MARIE CUARGIN 

MR. RALPH]. GAMPELL, Secretary 
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HON. RICK S. BROWN 
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1982 REPORT OF THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN'fRODUCTION 

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 1982 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 ! ... dministrative 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, 1981. 

* * * 
The 1982 Report was produced under t.he general editorial supervision of Patrick J. Clark, 

attorney, Administrative Office of the Courts. 
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1982 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, 

requires 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 annual report on the overall working of the determinate sentencing 
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 three 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 1980-81 continue to support this hypothesis. With 7,031 (+ 13.7%) 
more felony case dispositions than last year, the number of cases disposed 
of by trial increased only 129; and trials accounted for only 11.1 percent 
of the total dispositions, compared to about 16.5 percent before determi
nate sentencing. Guilty pleas increased another 6,392 (+16.5%) to 77.3 
percent of dispositions, compared to about 70 percent before determinate 
sentendng. 
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CRIMINAL CASE DISPOSITIONS iN SUPERIOR COURTS 

Total dispositions .................................................... . 
Pretrial: 

Guilty pleas .' ......................................................... . 
Other pretrial ....................................................... . 

Total pretrial ......................................................... . 

After trial: 
Uncontested trial ............................................... . 
Contested trial ....................................................... . 

Total trials ............................................................. . 

R Revised. 

1974-75 
30,114 (100%) 

34,&'58 (68.7%) 
7,446 (14.7%) 

42,3G4 (83.4%) 

924 (1.8%) 
7,486 (14.8%) 

8,410 (16.6%) 

1971J-76 
30,107 (100%) 

34,958 (69.8%) 
6,661 (13.3 % ) 

41,619 (83.1 %) 

3,399 (6.8%) 
5,089 (10.2%) 

8,488 (16.9%) 

1976-77 1977-78 197IPT!} 
49,102 (100%) 49,003 (100%) 49,264 (100%) 

35,~ (71.5%) 35,787 (73.0%) 36,586 (74.3 % ) 
5,918 (12.1%) 5,723 (11.7%) 5,913 (12.0%) 

41,007 (83.5%) 41,510 (84.7%) 42,499 (86.3%) 

1,962 (4.0%) 1,683 (3.4%) 1,.'561,S (3.2%) 
6,133 (12.5%) 5,810 (11.9%) 5,201) (10.6%) -8,095 (16.5%) 7,493 (15.3%) 6,165 (l,~t1%) 

·lncludes cases resulting in acquittal or dismissal, or misdemeanor conviction. 
.... Uncontested .. is defined WI a trial in which only one side offered evidence; the issue of guilt may still be contested in such a trial. 

, 
.' 

'. " . 
'/' ~ 

§ ... 
1979-80 1Y80-81 ~ 51,281 (100%) 58,312 (100%) 

C') 

38,600 R (75.4%) 
0 

45,082 (17.3%) ~ _ 6,234 R (12.2%) 6,744 (11.6%) 
C') 

44,924 R (87.6%) 51,826 (88.9%) ? 
0 
>:g 

1,263 R (2.5%) 1,245 (2.1 %) g 5,094 R (9.9%) 5,241 (9.0%) 
6,357 R (12.4%) 6,486 (11.1%) 
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Had the previous pattern continued, the 198()....81 dispositions would 
have required 9,621 trials instead of 6,486, and there would have been 
40:818 guilty pleas instead of 45,082. Two comments made in previous 
reports appear even more relevant: 

• The indicated shift-now over 3,000 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. In 1980-81, as in 1979-80, criminal ap
peals totalled about 110 percent of cases ill which there was a convic
tion upon contested trial; and while our statistical system does not 
analyze issues on appeal, it is apparent thBlt the ~xcess (over 100 
percent) must: in large part, be appeals radsing sentencing issues 
arising under the determihate sentencing law.! Cases involving sen
tencing questions now appear in the published appellate decisions 
with some frequency. 

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), this signifi
cant decrease in dispositions by trial has policy implications going to the 
nature of the criminal adjudication process. 

III. PRISON COMM,ITMENTS-OPEJlATION OF THE LAW 

A. Pe,cenl Committed 
Previous reports indicated that prison commitments (as a percentage 

of total dispositions 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 1980-81 continue to show the rate of prison commitment 
fairly stable at the new levels. Notable changes include: 
I In addition to aentencing questiOllJ, appeals may be taken after guilty pleas to raise fundamental legal questloru (Pen. 

Code, f 1~.l5) such as the tr!al court's refusal to suppress evidence allegedly seized illegally. The law pertaining to 
such appeals has not changed; it ill poaible, however, that there ill some interaction between more determinate 
sentences and the incentive to appeal under , 1~.l5. 
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PRISON COMMITMENTS, PERCENTAGE OF FEUONY CONVICTIONS 

ApproziDlll18 
Number of 

Con I'ictiODS 
perYe.u 

State Total-All Felonies ................................................................ 48,000 
Selected crimes: 

~::t~~;.& .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,100 
600 

Robbery ............................................................................................ 5,000 
Assault with Deadly Weapon .................................................... 3,000 
Burglary, first degree .................................................................. 1,100 
Burglary, second degree ............................................................. , 8,700 
Grand Theft, amount over $000 or unspecified .................... 2,000 
Grand Theft: (auto) and Vehicle Theft: .................................. 2,000 
Forgery ....................................... , .................................................... 1,300 
Checla (NSF) .............................................. : ................................. 600 
Receiving Stolen Property .......................................................... 2,900 
Possession of NlUCOtics ................................... ,. ........................... 1,roo 
POAesSion of Narcotics for Sale .................................................. 600 
Sale of Narcotics ............................................................................ 1,000 

All drug law violations .............. _........................................... 8,000 

12/31/77 6/30/18 
29% 33% 

72% 80% 
63% 84% 
59% 63% 
28% 30% 
37% 41% 
29% 32% 
ID% 21% 
23% 28% 
31% 3.5% 
26% 19% 
22% 24% 
24% 33% 
40% 49% 
26% 31% 
ID% 24% 

Six Months EndiIYL-
12/31/18 6/30/19 12/31/19 6/30/80 R 9/30/80 

34% 3-4% 34% 3.5% 36% 

1lO% 81% 83% 79% 84% 
71% 71% 75% 8.5% 81% 
84% 62% 63% 64% 66% 
28% 29% 32% 33% 30% 
44% 41% 44% 45% 46% 
3.5% 33% 3.5% 36% 37% 
26% 28% 30% 29% 23% 
33% 29% 30% 34% 34% 
38% 3.5% 33% 33% 39% 
19% 21% 24% 23% 23% 
23% 26% 22% 29% 28% 
36% 28% 25% 28% 33% 
.u% 43% 41% 41% 45% 
3SI% 3.5% 29% 28% 30% 
26% 23% 22% 21% 22% 

Quarter Ending 
12/31/80 3/31/81 

36% 34% 

82% 76% 
79% 82% 
66% 63% 
3.5% 32% 
47% 54% 
37% 36% 
27% 27% 
3.5% 33% 
39% 28% 
26% 24% 
31% 28% 
28% 25% 
43% 28% 
27% 27% 
21% 24% 

• Second degree murder and IlIlUU,\augbter. F"JISt degree murder .not tabulated due to special sentencing rules. 
bAn additional,large percentage. of rape convictions result in commitments u"mentally disordered sex offendel1i." Probation'is currently prohibited in rape cases. 
R Some data reviJed. 

1 
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§ .... 
6/30/81 ~ 36% 

83% 8 
80% ~ 67% n 33% F 56% 
38% 0 
24% 

>rj 

34% g 40% 
19% >rj 
27% 0 
23% ~ 29% > 26% 
19% 
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• Forcible rape now stable at about 80% of convictionS 'versus former 
imprisonment rate of about 70%, presumably due to prohibition on 
probation. 

• Burglary (first degree), imprisonment rate up to about 55% versus 
former rate of about 45 %. 

• Burglary (second degree), imprisonment rate up to 37% versus 
former rate of about 33--34%. 
The latter changes are probably caused by recent limitations on pro
bation for residential burglars. (Pen. C. § 462 added effective January 
1, 1981.) If this is the cause, further increases in imprj.sonment rates 
will appear in 1981-82 figures, as cases arising after enactment of 
Secti.on 462 becom,e predominant. 

B. 1I.';!'IlIth tlf Pri60n Slmtenee. 
1. Ovtlmll length olr prison term. 
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 determillately sentenced cases in the quarter: nwnber 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 8 for the final quarter 
of fiscal 1980-81, selected as being most representative of current sentenc
ing. 

In addition, we include available sente.ncing data for comparable crimes 
in Illinois in calendar 1980. Illinois is one of the few other major states to 
adopt ~ determinate sentencing law, and the only state from which we 
have been able to secure reasonably comparable sentencing data. 

Although the Illinois and California sentences appear generally compa
rable, the Illinois sentences are subject to one-half off for "good time," 
while California sentences may be reduced, at most, by one-third. The 
probable actual time served is, therefore, generally longer in California. 
For example: 

Mean sentenco (years) after deducting maximum "good time" 
CabfornJs Olino/s 

Voluntary Manalaughter ........................... "......................................................................................... 3.l5 
Aaault w/Deadly Weapon ................................................................................................................ 2.6 
Forcible ,Rape ........................................................................................................................................ 7.0 
Robbery .................................................................................................................................................. . 3.3 
Felony Theft .......................................................................................................................................... 1.4 
Forgery ....................................................................................................... .,........................................... 1.6 

2.6 
1.6 
6.3 
3.7 
1.4 
1.4 

\ 
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SENTENCES IMPOSED a-STATE TOTAL-Quarter ending 6/30/81 
(Offenses with numerous dispositions) 

Coml!.lllison: 
Illinois/; Calendar 1980c 

Num- Mean Range of Determinate 
Code ber PenalQ:. RanfIe Sentence Sentences Number Sentences 
and Mrr.t Serious Crime of Lower Middle Uee!!!.r Imposed Imposed oj' Mean Range 
Section (with penalty range) Cases No. % No. % No. % (Ye8rs) (Years) Cases (Years) (Years) 

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 
HOMICIDES 

PCI92 (1) Voluntary manslaughter (2-3-4 years) .......................... 128 22 (17%) 01 (52%) 39 (30%) 5.29 2.00-13.50 142 5.1 3.0- 7.0 § ASSAULTIVE BEHA VIOR 
462 d 3.2 d 2.0- 5.0 d PC245(a) Assault with a deadly weapon (2-3-4 years) ................ 258 71 (27%) 124 (.18%) 63 (24%) :J.95 2.00-12.00 .... 

(') 
SEXUAL OFFENSES 

~ PC261(2) & (3) Forcible rape-not in concert (3-4-,5 years) ................ 19.9 18 (14%) 51 (41%) 53 (43%) 10.53 3.00-75.00 250 12.5 6.0-30.0 
OTHER CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS (') 

PC2li Robbery (~ years) ........................................................ Em 202 (23%) 434 (49%) 241 (27%) 4.89 2.00-35.66 1935 e 7.3 e 3.0-30.0 e 
0 

CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY ~ BURGLARIES 
PC459' Burglary-first degree (2-3-4 years) .............................. 171 66 (38%) 69 (40%) 36 (21%) 4.39 2.00-52.00 } 2339 3.8 3.0- 7.0 

Q 
PC459 •• Burglary-second degree (16 months, 2-3 years) ...... 865 208 (24%) 484 (55%) 173 (20%) 2.35 1.33-7.00 t"' 

THEFTS 0 
Vehicle theft (16 months, 2-3 years) .............................. 171 36 (21%) 94 (55%) 41 (24%) 2.31 1.33-S.00 >:tj 

PC487(l) Grand theft-amount over $200 (16 months, 2-3 (') 

years) .......................... : ................................................... 140 32 (22%) 77 (55%) 31 (22%) 2.22 1.33-5.66 ~ - - -TOTAL THEFTS (16 months. 2-3 years) ............ 438 105 (23%) 243 (55%) 90 (20%) 2.16 I.33-$.{)(} 1461 2.7 2.0- 5.0 d FRAUDS. FORGERIES AND EMBEZZLEMENTS 
PC470 Forgery (16 months, 2-3 years) ...................................... 130 26 (20%) 75 (57%) 29 (22%) 2.34 1.33-5.66 225 2.8 2.0- 5.0 ~ 

TOTAL FRAUDS. FORGERIES AND EMBEZ- > 
ZLEMENTS (16 months, 2-3 years) .................. 211 44 (20%) 130 (61%) 37 (17%) 2.25 1.33-5.66 

(''l. , OTHER CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY 
.~ PC496 Receiving stolen property (16 months, 2-3 years) ...... 210 45 (21%) 134 (63%) 31 (14%) 2.14 1.66-8.00 

DRUG LA W VIOLATIONS 
HS1l350 Possession of narcotics (16 months, 2-3 years) ............ 54 16 (29%) 31 (57%) 7 (12%) 2.02 1.33-3.00 
HSll351 Possession of narcotics for sale (2-3-4 years) .............. 43 13 (30%) 22 (51%) 8 (18%) 2.91 2.00-5.00 
HSll352 Sale of narcotics (3-4-,5 years) ........................................ 55 14 (25%) 28 (50%) 13 (23%) 4.38 3.00-7.66 

: Subject to one-third off for good behavior. 
Subject to one-half off for good behavior. 

~ Source: DEnois Dept of Corrections, Statistical Presentation 1980. 
Aggravated battery. 

" Robbery &: armed robbery. 
\ 
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2. Staluto,y inc"IJa.es-Senate Bill No. 709 and Senate Bill No. 13 
Numerous statutory sentences have been amended since enactment of 

the determinate sentencing law. The most significant of these amend
ments were included in: 

• Senate Bill No. 709 (Stats. 1978, ch. 579) effective January 1, 1979, 
which increased the maximum permissible sentence, and the range 
between lower, middle and upper terms, for most violent felonies . 

• Senate Bill No. 13 (Stats.I979, ch. 944) effective January 1, 1980, which 
increased the enhancements applicable to terms for forcible sex 
crimes and, for those crimes, changed the method of computing con
secutive terms to permit very long total terms. 

SELECTED OFFENSES-LENGTH OF PRISON SENTENCE 
BY YEAR CRIME COMMITTED 

STATE TOTAL-TWELVE MONTHS ENDING 6/30/1981 

MttIUl 
Cede Crime, Number Sen· 
IUld Date of 0ITe!l'[6, or fence 
Section PenJJlty llMnge Cues (Yean) -
PC 192(1) Voluntary Manslaughter 

Before 1979 (2,3,. yn) .......................................................................... , ........... .. 34 •. En 
1979 or later (2..,6 yn) ...................................................................................... .. 438 5.08 

PC 261 
(2) + (3) Forcible Rape (not in concert) 

Before 1979 (3,4,5 yn) ...................................................................................... .. 53 8.76 
1979 or later (3,6,8 yn) ....................................................................................... . 421 10.60 

PC 211 Robbery 
Before 1979 (2,3,. yn) ....................................................................................... . 347 5..'59 
1979 or later (2,3,5 yn) ...................................................................................... .. 2836 4.82 

PC 286 and 288a 
Forcible Sodomy, Oral Copulation 

Before 1979 (&,3,4 yrs) ....................................................................................... . 31 6.17 
1979 or later (3,6,8 yn) ...................................................................................... .. 186 8.29 

PC 288a Lewd Acts on a Cbild 
Before 1979 (3,4,5 yrs) ....................................................................................... . 38 5.35 
1979 or later (3,5,7 yrs) ....................................................................................... . 95 5.En 

PC 459· Burglary, First Degree 
Before 1979 (2,3,4 yrs) ....................................................................................... . 74 4.00 
1979 or later (2,4,6 yrs) ....................................................................................... . 504 4.33 

• Includes effect of enhancements, e.g., firearms use, prior prison terms, and of consecutive sentencing. 

RIlI1g8 
(Yean) • 

2-8.33 
2-13.50 

3-31.00 
3-S1.33 

2-25.33 
2-315.66 

4-29.00 
5-.50.66 

3-14.33 
3-59.33 

2-14.33 
2-52.00 

The table above suggests that Senate Bill No. 709 had minimal effect on 
the average (mean) sentence for voluntary manslaughter, lewd acts on a 
child, and burglary (first degree); and the average sentence for robbery 
actually decreased. The maximum sentence for each of these crirnes in
creased, however, increasing the range of sentences. 

Average sentences for forcible rape, sodomy, and oral copulation in
creased significantly. Part of this increase appears attributable to the im
pact of Senate Bill No. 13, which was in effect in the last half of the period 
covered. Senate Bill No. 13's impact is apparent in the high ~aximlli"l1 
terms shown for these crimes (and for lewd acts on a child) in the "Range" 
column. 
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1982 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

CHAPTER 1 

GENERAL 

A, DIRECTOR'S REPORT 

17 

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 
In 1981, the Judicial Council provided workshops for presiding judges, 

court administrators, jury system managers and deputy clerks. 
Some significant changes were made in this year's schedule as compared 

to previous years. For example, the Cow County Superior Court Judges 
Workshop moved to the Center for Judicial Education and Research. 
Another change made it possible for presiding judges and court adminis
trators of the superior courts to meet together and exchange ideas on court 
management; and, the Municipal Court Administrators Workshop was 
rescheduled for early 1982, in order to facilitate discussion of the impact 
and the implementation of new legislation. Several of the workshops in
cludedpresentations of representatives from county administrators of
fices. These representatives were able to share ideas and suggestions on 
cost saving methods with the judges and court administrators. 

The following workshops were held in 1981: 
1. Workshop for Presiding Judges of Municipal Courts,January 30, 1981. 
2. Workshop for Presiding Judges of Superior Courts and Superior 

Court Administrators, March 12-13, 1981. 
3. 'Vorkshop for Jury System Managers, September 29-0ctober 1, 198!. 
4. Superior Court Statistical Reporting Workshop, October 14, 1981. 

Public Information 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 lnedia and public with timely and concise reports on the 
actions of the California Supreme Court and Judicial Council. 

News releases were issued in 1981 on actions of the Supreme Court, 
Judicial Council, and Commission on Judicial Appointments, as well as on 
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 
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media, depending upon its nature and relative significance. Such distribu
tion ranges from 25 to over 250 recipients. 

ThEl 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. 

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

and pretrial motion procedures, eliminate most discovery practice, and 
simplify court trials-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. 

The duration of the pilot project was lengthened from three to five 
years pursuant to legislation enacted in 1980, thereby continuing the 
project through December 1982. 

The Chief Justice also named an Economical Litigation Review Com
mittee to prepare a report evaluating the project for the Judicial Council 
to submit to the Legislature. 

nie Chief Justice's Specitll Committee on Appel/tlte Prtlctices and 
Pl'ocedurBs in the First Appel/tlte District 

This committee 1 transmitted its final report to the Chief Justice on 
April 21, 1981. Although primarily concerned with the First District, the 
Special Committee found several points of statewide concern, on which 
it believed its viewpoint did not depend on the particular appellate dis
trict under consideration. Its greatest concern was with approaches to deal 
with growing appellate caseloads, a problem in most areas of the state. The 
Special Committee's report has been widely distributed to lawyers, judges, 
and members of the public. 

The Special Committee's official summary of its findings and conclu
sions follows. 

I The membenlnclude appellate judges, trial j~:es, attorneys, and lay peraollll. They are Justice Sidney Feinberg. Court 
ol Appeal (San Francilco) and Mr. Robert Se1l,garo, Attorney at Law. San Francisco, Co-Chairperaollll;Judge Spurgeon 
Avakian (retired). Alameda County Superior Court; Mr. Marshall KraUJe, Attorney at Law, Larbpur; Mr. Palmer 
Brown Madden. Attorney at Law, San FrancJlCO; Justice John T. Racanelli, Court of Appeal (San Francisco); Judge 
Gerald E. Ragan, San Mateo County Supe"rlor Court;Justice Joseph Rattigan, Court of Appeal (San Francisco); Mr. Arlo 
Smith, Diltrict Attorney, San Francilco; Dr. Dlvid Spiegel, Public Member, Palo Alto; Justice Wakefield Taylor. C~urt 
of Appeal (San Francilco); Mr. Michael Traynor, Attorney at Law, San Francisco; and Ms. Norma Wright, Public 
Member. Campbell. 
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Report 01 the Chiel Justice's Special Committee on Appel/tlte 
Prtlctices tlnd Procedures in the First AppeJ1t1te District 

Summary 

A. The specitll commiffee linds: 
1. Appellate caseload is growing steadily. 
2. Such techniques as the use of central staff for dealing with increased 

apI?~llate caseload without a corresponding increase in judgeships: have 
f~c~t~ted t~e ~~rk of the courts, but have created some appearance of 
diminished Judiclal control over the appellate deCision-making process, 
and have reached the limit of their effectiveness. 

3. Appellate caseloads per judge are already excessive. 
4. I~ does not ~ow appear to .b~ necessary or practical to make any 

matenal change m the law proVlding for the right to appeal. 
5. Some measures to discourage appeals taken solely for the purpose of 

delay would be appropriate. 
6. Some measures can be taken to speed appeals without sacrificing the 

quality of the decision-making process. 

B. For retlsons discussed in the lull report, the specitll commiffee 
there/ore recommends thtlt: 

1. New Court of Appeal judgeships should be created over the next 
several ~ea~s so ~s .to reduce the workload per judge to an average of 75 
to 85 maJonty opmIOns per year. The Legislature should immediately add 
at least. four judgeships for the First Appellate District. 

2. If workload is reduced to the level suggested in (1), the Courts of 
Ap~eal s~ould consider mandatory court decision conference procedures 
which w~ .assure an oral three-judge discussion of each case prior to filing 
of an opmlOn. 

3. Preargument court conferences should be held sufficiently in ad
vance of oral argument to permit notification to counsel of points which 
the court particularly wishes discussed at argument. 

4. There should be two personal research attorneys available per judge. 
Central staff should not exceed one attorney per two judges. 

5. ~ rule sho~ld ?e adopted requiring conformance with the general 
practice of nammg, m a footnote to the opinion, the judges who participat
ed in the decision of a "by the court" case. 

6. Legislation should set postjudgment interest rates in civil cases to the 
maximum allowed under the state Constitution. 

7. Legislation should provide for the automatic award as costs to the 
prevailing party in a civil appeal, of attorneys' fees of ndt less than $500 
and not more than $1,500. . 

8. The time to appeal in criminal cases should be reduced from 60 to 30 
days. 

9. Trans?ri~t prepara~on in criminal cases should begin, automatically, 
~pon conVlction after trial (unless otherwise ordered), and upon convic
tion based on a plea if ordered by the trial court. 

10. In criminal appeals, the rules should provide that the record on 

,'I 
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appeal normally include closing. arguments, ora! instructions, and oral 
proceedings in suppression heanngs under section 15~8.5 of the:: Penal 
Code; and the clerk's transcripts should include all written pretrial mo
tions and WIitten instructions. 

11. The use of computer-aided transcription should be expanded. There 
should be Umited experiment in producing transcript. fro~ sound record
ings. The Judicial Council should review means of asslgrung c?urt rep?rt
ers in trial courts so as to reduce delays in preparing reporters transcnpts 
on appeal. 

12. A 50-page limit should be imposed on briefs, regar~ess of ~he 
method of preparation (with longer briefs permitted on special applica
tion). Briefs should be required to give page references to the record 
indicating where points on appeal were preserved. 

13. Each Court of Appeal should adopt a strict policy on extension of 
time for filing briefs and apply the policy uniformly. In civil cases, the 
parties should not be permitted to stipul~t~ (witho~t court approval) for 
extensions of more than 30 days for the filing of bnefs. 

14. Each Court of Appeal should develop procedures to identify defec
tive briefs as soon as possible after filing, and in any event, before the case 
is placed on calendar. 

15. The First Appellate District should have a properly located law 
library staffed by a full-time professional law librarian.. . 

16. A Rule of Professional Conduct should be conSidered to reql1;lre 
counsel on appeal to notify their clients of the Court of Appeal deCISion 
and of the deadline for seeking a hearing in the Supreme Court. 

17. Each court's procedures for handling emergency writ applications 
should be publidzed. . . 
. 18. Rule 14 (b) should be amended to clarify the procedure and cntena 
governing amicus curiae briefs. 
r 

The 'Chief Justice's Special Committee on the Courts 
and the Media 

This broadly representative committee 2 continued its work of monito~
ing and evaluating the Judicial Council's exp.eriment with .t~levision, ~adio 
and still camera coverage of court proceedings. The JudiCial Council ex
tended through December 31, 1982, the rules under which film and elec-
t The memben are Jwtice Bernard S. Jeffenon, Retired, Court of Appeal, Los Angeilll, ChairpeI'lOn; Mr. Joseph Benti, 

fonner News Anchor KNXT-TV Los Angeles; Ms. MarcIa Brandwynne, Co-New!I Anchor, KNXT-TV, Los Angeles; 
Judge Harry F Bl'&~ Santa ~ County Superior Court; JllItice Louis H. Burke, Retired, California Supreme Court, 
San Francbco;'JllItice Frances N. Carr, Court of Appeal, Sacramento; Mr. John J. Cleary, Executive Director, Federal 
De£enden of San Diego; Mr. Nathaniel S. Colley, Attorney at Law, Sacramento; Mr. Paul ~nrad, Political <;:artoonlst, 
LoI Angeles Times; Judge Roderlc Duncan, Oakland-Piedmont Municipal Court; Mr. William Flynn, Edihu of the 
Op-Ed Page, San Francisco Eum.lner; Ms. Susm GillIert, Press Photographer, San Francisco Chronicle; Judge. Richard 
Han..'CODI, San Diego Municlpal Court; Mr. Richard G. Hinch, Attorney at Law, Lee Angeles; Judge William P. 
HogOO.."ODI, LoI Angeles County Superior Court; Ms. Jo Interrante, fonnor NeWII Director, KFRC Radio, San Francisco, 
now with RICO Radio Networlc, New York; Mr. Howard JIJlJIIeI1, Deputy Distrkt Attorney, Alameda County; Mr. 

Ul:pbraim Ma..oogoll'l, Attorney at Law, San FranciJco; MI. Sue McHugh, fonner Producer/Writer/Hoot, KQVR-TV, 
IStIcramento, now with KTVU-TV, Oakland; Mr. Peter Noyes, Executive Editor, KNBC-TV, ~ Angeles; Ms. Audr~y 
OhlJon, CalJfornia Teachers Aaociation, Bur1ingame: Mr. George T. Osterkamp, fonner Executive Producer for Public 
Affairs Bro.dcaIting, KQED-TV, San Francl;.:;:o, !lOW Washington, D.C. Bureau Chief, KHON·TV, San ~ancisco; Ms. 
Joan Rich, Put President, California League of Women Voters; Mr. Randy Rlddlo, Reporter, KCBS-Radio, San Fran
ciJco; Mr. Wayne Sat%, InvesU...~tive 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 AJAstant United S'~tes Attorney, San Francisco. 
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tronic media coverage of court proceedings has been permitted experi
mentally since July 1, 1980, and has sought comment on a permanent 
system. 

The Special Committee also received and transmitted to the Judicial 
Council the report of its social science consultant firm, Ernest H. Short and 
Associates, evaluating the experiment on the follOwing issues: 

l. Does ~e presence and operation of broadcast, recording, or photo
graphic equipment in a courtroom represent a significant distraction 
for trial participants, disrupt proceedings, or impair judicial dignity 
and decorum? 

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

Judgeship Repol1s 

As part of its ongoing service to the trial courts, the Legislature and the 
executive branch of government, the Judicial Council prepares statistical 
report~ on the judgeship needs of courts seeking additional judgeships. In 
prepanng these reports, the Council utilizes a weiqhted caseload system 
to measure judgeship needs, developed on the b~is of time sbldies for 
various judicial proceedings. 

.During 19B1, the Ju~cial CO?Dcil prepared 39 such reports concerning 
trial courts, 14 of which applied to the superior courts and 25 to the 
municipal courts.3 

Court Management Services 

Court Management Services is a unit of the Administrative Office of the 
Courts which provides technical assistance to the California trial courts. 
The unit is staffed by court manage, .nent analysts with backgrounds in 
court administration. 

In 1981, this unit provided technical assistance to more than 50 justice 
municipal and superior courts. Since its inception, the unit has assisted 
more than 100 trial courts. 

A trial court may request the technical assistance of the Court Manage-
ment Services unit in any of the follOwing areas: 

• calendar and caseflow management 
• jury system management 
• workflow analysis 
• personnel m,anagement and training 
• forms analysis and design 
• automation services and analysis 

3 The courb for whi::h judgeship reports were prepared were: Superior CourtB in the Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, 
Fresno, Lalce, Mon~rey, Orange,. Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego, San Joaquin, Santa Barbara, Sonoma,. Stanis
laus, VenttJra; Muruclpal Courb m the District! of Beverly Hills, Central (Marin), Central Orange County, Citrus, 
Coruolidated Fresno, Downey, EI QVon, Glendale, Los Cerritos, Monterey County Mt. Diablo Newhall Orange 
County Harbor, Riverside, San Bernardino County, San Diego, San Francisco, Santa &uta, Santa clara County, South 
Bay (San Diego), Southeast, Three Lakes, Ventura County, Walnut Creek, West Kern. 

2-75234 
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All reports issued to the courts are advisory in nature, i.e., the decision 
to implement any recommendation rests with the court. The unit may also 
assist the court in the implementation process. . 

In addition to the assistance function, this unit has either directed or 
assisted in the administration of the following grants and programs: 

• Basic In-Service Training Program for Entry Level Deputy Clerks of 
the JV.stice, Municipal and Superior Courts 

• Juror Utilization and Management Incentive Program 
• Nonjudicial Weighted Caseload Study 
• Committee to Review the Weighted Caseload System for Judges 
• AOC sponsored workshops 
• National Trial Court Delay Reduction Program 
Technical services may be requested by writing the Administrative 

Office of the Courts. 

B. SUMMARY OF 1981 LEGISLATIVE ACTION ON 
LEGISLATION OF INTEREST 

The 1981 enactments of the 1981-82 Regular Session of the Legislature 
were dominated by three issues: crime, reapportionment, and a tax reve
nue shortfall that created a state budget imbalance based on the enacted 
1981-82 budget bill. 

The Judicial Council successfully sponsored legislation in 1981 address
ing the steady growth in appellate court workload. Due to the difficult 
financial condition of the state, even though an additional 25 appellate 
court judgeships were justified applying the existing Judicial Council ap
pellate workload standards of 95 principal opinions per judge per year, a 
higher workload standard based on recent annual appellate output from 
the most efficient courts was utilized to justify a request for 15 new appel
late judgeships at existing geographic locations. 

Funding for these 15 judgeships was included in the 1981-82 budget. 
The Council took positions on other court administration matters which 

were the subject of legislation, such as the proposed abolition of the age 
70 judge's retirement incentive. 

The following material summarizes the disposition of these and other 
bills of interest during the 1981 legislative year. 

Senator Omer Rains and Assemblyman Elihu Harris, chairmen of their 
respective Judiciary Committees, were the two legislative members of the 
Council this year. 

1. JUDICIAL STRUCTURE AND ADMINISTRATION 

18 New Appel/ale .Judgeships, and New Sixth Appellate District 
and Orange County and Santa Barbara Divisions Created 

Assemblyman Elihu Harris carried legislation (Assem. Bill 1538) at the 
request of the Judicial Council to expand the appellate court system by 
fifteen judgeships to a total of 74 positions. 

Amendments made in the Senate Finance Committee amended the bill 

4i: ... 
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to provide in its enacted form for eight . d . 
of three judges added to the First D' tri e~I?- ~w ~ ge~hips: one division 
of three judges each added to the Se;~ndcD~~tria; w~:cIsc01 ~~ div~si?ns 
regularly in Los Angeles and th th . S ' one VISIOn SItting 
to the Fourth District for a fou~ jud~r ~ ~ta B~rbara; four judges added 
and shifting one judicial pOSition-fro; th:~:nBs~~~~ ~ Or~?~ County, 
San !?iego Division; two judges added to the Fifth D' ~~ 1?I~sIOn to the 
cr~tting a ~~w hSix~h ~p~ellate District of three jud~e~'tn ~rj~:; and 
rey, ~de;an ~~ni~~s~untIsticomposed of Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, M~nte-

Th es. 
triet ~~~u:h~ ~~~hbt:c~biSPO is shifted to the expanded Second Dis-

The b~ contained no appropriation. 
The bill was enacted as Chapter 959. 

Jfighl.Person Juries 

Senate Bill 35, introduced by Senat B l' . . 
at November 1980 ballot measure tha~r eveJ ~ I~ enab~g l~gIslation to 
tion to empower the Le . 1 amen e t e Califorrua Constitu
persons in the municipaf:::I;e ~o reduce the size of juries from 12 to 8 
Angeles County for three yea~~S c~~urts: The bill applies only to Los 
Council is directed to study the effects otncillg J.ul~ 1, 1982. The Judicial 
tation of women and minorities o· sm I er Junes upon the represen
istration of justice The bill nJUlry pan

d 
e s and generally on the admin-

. . was enacte as Chapter 884 Th appropnation made for the study. . ere was no 

Notice 01 Motions 
Assembly Bill 1784 introduced b A bl 

written notice of motion requirem~nt ~se~ !S~an Mc~arthy, alters the 
hearing. Notice is to be accom anied b 0 e ars pn~r to the time of 
~es, declarations, and other m~terials ~~I-~uPao:~g ~limts and authori
IS 5 days before the time of hearin ~d .. e a e?r .?g of a response 
all papers opposing the motion /he bill ~e responSIve filing is to include 

• • . was enacted as Chapter 197. 

JudiCial Arb~/ra'ion Relerral and Appoinlmenl 01 Arbitralor 
Assembly Bill 842, by Assemblyman B '. 

arbitrator to hear a judicial arbitratio erm~, r~qwres asSIgnment of an 
of submission of the case to arbitra~ cas~h~O days from the date 
whether a case is amenable to arbitra~~~' :~!) heldnce to determine 

Aonths after the case h b 1 d IS 0 e e no Sooner than 9 
90 days before trial hi ~ een p ace ~n the active list and no later than 
ter 181. ,w c ever Occurs first. The bill was enacted as Chap-

The companion bill. Assembly Bill 841 ., . .. 
jurisdiction to $25 000 from $15 000 Thi ,mcreases th~ JudiCIal arbitration 
ties of Los Angel~s and San B~rna~din s r~~asubrille applies only in the Coun-
1110.' o. e was enacted as Chapter 

The bill also increased compe ti ~ b' 
to $150 per case or $150 per daynswa hi~nh or ar. Itrators from $150 per day 

, c ever IS greater. 

\ 
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Judge's Disqualification to be Heard by Another Judge 
Assembly Bill 2154, introduced by Assemblyman Imbrecht, provides 

that no judge against whom a statement of objection or disqualification has 
been filed shall hear or pass upon "any question of fact or law" concerning 
that disqualification or the statement of objection or disqualification. It 
also adds permanent or temporary physical impairment as grounds for 
alleging disqualification. The power of a. jud.ge to stay. a pro.c~ed~g ?r to 
proceed with a matter pending determmation of a (iIsqualification Issue 
is not affected. The bill was enacted as Chapter 255. 

Peremptory Challenge Affidavit Against Trial Judges 
. Assembly Bill 2035, introduced by Assemblyman Elder, renames the 
affidavit or declaration under penalty of perjury, whereby a trial judge is 
disqualified for prejudice, as a "Peremptory Challenge." The bill was 
enacted as Chapter 192. 

Expanded Small Claims Court Jurisdiction and Duties 
Senate Bill 160, by Senator Dills, was enacted as Chapter 957, and ex

panded small claims court jurisdiction to $1,500 from $750. 
Senate Bill 180, by Senator Marks, also increased the jurisdictional 

amounts. In addition, it mandates one small claims night or Saturday 
session per month in certain courts, but allows counties subje~t to ~anci~ 
limitations to provide legal assistance as funds annually permIt. ThIS prOVI
sion was placed in an uncodified bill section. This bill was enacted as 
Chapter 958. 

Statement of Decision Replaces Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of law in Civil Cases 

Assembly Bill 1684, introduced by Assemblyman Harris, replaces find
ings of fact and conclusions of law with a stabment of decision that ex
plains the factual and legal basis for the decision on each of the principal 
controverted issues. The statement of decision is generally to be in writing 
except that in cases where the trial is a short-cause matter of less than one 
day, the statement of decision may be made orally on the record in the 
presence of the parties. The bill was enacted as Chapter 900. 

Notice of Entry of Judgment 
Assembly Bill 1925, introduced by Assemblywoman Waters, requires the 

prevailing party in a contested matter at the trial court level to mail the 
notice of entry of judgment. 

The time for appeal commences on the day proof of service by mail is 
filed, and execution on a judgment or order is stayed until that date. The 
bill also allows the court to enter judgment based on a stipulation of 
settlement. The measure was enacted as Chapter 904. 

This enactment does not apply to any matter under the Family Law Act 
by operation of Judicial Council rule, and will likely be the subject of 
corrective legislation in 1982. 

,.' 
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Fees in Civil and Probate Matters 

Senate Bill 1152, introduced by Senator Beverly, repealed in part 1980 
legislation (ch. 1372) imposing a $12 filing fee for certain second and 
subsequent papers in probate actions and civil actions. The bill exempts 
certain documents from the fee, including documents relating to periodic 
trust accountings, default hearings, show cause hearings, stipulations for 
continuance, and examinations of judgment debtors. The bill was enacted 
as Chapter 1049. 

Salary l.imitation for Judges 

The 1981-82 budget bill, Assembly Bill 251, introduced by Assemblyman 
Vasconcellos, eliminates the 5 percent ceiling on salary increases for 
judges of courts of record. Judges' salary increases are instead tied to 
adjustments for state employees in "comparable wage categories." The 
bill was enacted as Chapter 102, effective June 29, 1981. 

Justice Court Judges 

Senate Bill 1094, introduced by Senator Stiem, authorizes a county 
board of supervisors, by ordinance, to prohibit full-time justice court 
judges from practicing law in any court. The prohibition applies to ajudge 
whose term begins after the effective date of the ordinance. The bill was 
enacted as Chapter 301. 

Assignment of Retired Judges 

Senate Bill 790, introduced by Senator Dills, expands the definition of 
"retired judge," for purposes of assignment eligibility, to Lllclude those 
judges who have a vested interest in a public employees' retirement sys
tem as a result of service as a judge, and who have been a member of the 
State Bar for five years. 

The bill makes no change in the prohibition against defeated judges 
being assigned. The bill was enacted as Chapter 417. 

Destruction of Superior Court Records 
Assembly Bill 1023, introduced by Assemblyman Thurman, generally 

allows destruction of superior court records after a period of five years 
rather than eight years and makes optional the clerk's register of actions 
in superior court. The bill was enacted as Chapter 1174. 

L.A. Commissioner's Authority to Issue Bench Warrants 
Assembly Bill 825, introduced by Assemblyman Wright, empowers mu

nicipal court commissioners of Los Angeles County, under the presiding 
judge's direction, to issue and sign bench warrants. The bill was enacted 
as Chapter 208. 

Judges' Disability R'9Nremenl 

Senate Bill 402, introduced by Senator Craven, permits judges under 
age 70 who retired under disability to be employed in the practice of law 
or other occupation other than public office so long as salary plus disability 
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income does not exceed 75 percent of the current salary of a jud~e. ~~ it 
xceeds 75 percent then that amount is deducted frOIn the ~hsabihty 

~etiremellt payment. If a judge retired for disability serv.es on aSSIgnment, 
the disability income is reduced by the amount of the aSSIgnment compen-
sation. The bill was enacted as Chapter 585. 

Judicial lmpact Analysis 
Senate Bill 718, introduced by Senator Hol~d~l, directs t~e Legislative 

Analyst to prepare a judicial impact analYSIS WIth the ass1stance. of ~he 
Department of Finance and the Judicial Council on selected leg1slatIve 
measures for a nine-month trial period. The bill was enacted as Chapter 

716. 

Preliminary Examination 
Assembly Bill 754, introduced by Assemblyman C~amer, permits under 

specified conditions a preliminary hearing to b~ continued beyond 10 days 
from arraignment for certain defendants not ill custody or who have not 
entered a guilty plea. The bill was enacted as Chapter 854. 

Preliminary Examinations 
Assembly Bill 1016, introduced by Assemblyman MeCa:thy, permits 

declarations under penalty of perjury by other than eyre-w1tnesses t? be 
used in lieu of testimony at preliminary hearings. The def~ndant 1~ to 
receive a copy of the statement at arraignment, and may obtam a co?-tmu
ance if unable to serve a desired witness with a subpoena. The bIll was 
enacted as Chapter 1026. 

Plea Bargaining 
Assembly Bill 632, introduced by Assemblyman Pa?~, requires the 

court to make a record of any recommendation by. the dllstrlCt attor~ey for 
dismissal or for imposition of penalty on a negotiated plea. The bIll was 
enacted as Chapter 759. 

Disparate Sentences Resentencing Procedure 
Assembly Bill 779, introduced by Assemblyman ~rE~ene, permits the 

Board of Prison Terms to recommend that a sentencmg court recall and 
resentence a prisoner after a finding of a disparate s~nt~nce. The Board 
must notify the judge olf such a finding, a court hearmg 1S to be then set 
within 120 days, the court considers the information provided by the 
Board and the court may then recall the sentence and resentence pursu
ant to'Judicial Council rules. The bill was enacted as Chapter 111l. 

Sex Offenders 
Senate Bill 278, introduced by Senator Rains, repe~s existing M~ntally 

Disordered Sex Offender (MDSO) procedures. It, mstead, pe:ffilts the 
Director of Corrections to provide for treatment of mentally dIsordered 
inmates who consent and meet certain criteria. The bill was enacted as 

Chapter 928. 
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Penalty Assessments 
Assembly Bill 251, introduced by Assemblyman Vasconcellos authorizes 

an increase of the penalty assessment on fines in criminal ca;es to $4 for 
every $10 or portion thereof for funding of local programs to assist victims 
and witnesses of crimes.· The bill was enacted as Chapter 102, effective 
June 29, 1981. 

Several other bills extended other penalty assessments including: As
sembly Bill 698, i,ntrod~ced by Assemblyman Thurman, e~acted as Chap
ter 166; Senate Bill2~0, mt;0?uced by Senator Presley, enacted as Chapter 
966; and Assembly BIll 1297, mtroduced by Assemblyman Levine, enacted 
as Chapter 1153. 

Assembly Bill 189, introduced by Assemblyman Cortese provides for an 
additional $1 penalty asse~s~ent, on fines and a $1.50 surcharge on parking 
fines. Such funds are for Jail and courthouse construction to be added at 
the option of local county boards of supervisors. The bill was enacted as 
Chapter 1171. 

Diminished Capacity 
Senate ~ill 54, introduced by Senator Roberti, bars evidence to negate 

the capaCIty of the defendant to form the requisite specific intent for a 
particular offense. The bill allows evidence of mental defect, mental dis
ease, or mental disorder to show whether the defendant actually formed 
any such mental state. The bill bars evidence of voluntary intoxication to 
negate the capacity to form the mental state. The bill was enacted as 
Chapter 404. 

Drunk Driving ,taw Revision 
Assembly Bill 7, introduced by Assemblyman Hart, makes it a misde

meanor for any person to drive with a blood alcohol level of .10 percent 
or more. The bill was enacted as Chapter 939. 

Assembly Bill 348, introduced by Assemblyman Levine, requires a state
ment on the record of the reasons for any dismissal, substitution or strik
in~ ?f charg~s .in ~riving under the influence (DUI) cases. A reckless 
dnvmg CO~V1ction IS to.b~ treated ~s a prior DUI conviction for purposes 
of ~nhancmg drun,k dnvmg I?enalties if the record reflects consumption 
of.liq~or or drugs m connec?on ~th the offense. The measure also per
mIts unpoundment of the VIOlator s vehicle for up to 30 days in certain 
circumstances. The bill was enacted as Chapter 941. 

Assembly Bill 541, in?,oduced by Assemblywoman Moorhead, complete
ly recasts ~d reorgaruzes the sections governing alcohol related driving 
offenses. FIrst offenders granted probation must receive 48-hours jailor a 
OO-day driv~r's license suspension, plus a $375 minimum fine. Second of
fenders granted probation must receive two days jail, a $375 minimum 
fine, and one year in an alcohol treatment program. A third DUI offense 
within five years is punishable by a jail sentence of 120 days to 1 year, a 
fine of $375 to $5,000 and a three-year driver's license revocation. 

The first $20 of each fine is to be placed in the victim indemnity fund 
The bill was enacted as Chapter 940. ' . 
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Statewide Subpoenas 
Senate Bill 672, introduced by Senator Sieroty, extends the reach of 

subpoenas of the Commission on Judicial Performance, and certain other 
state agencies, statewide to any resident of the state. The bill was enacted 
as Chapter 792. 

lile Terms lor Career Criminals 
Assembly Bill 383, introduced by Assemblyman Cramer, provides that 

a third conviction for a felony offense in which great bodily injury was 
inflicted, 01' the offender used force likely to produce great bodily injury, 
requires a life sentence. Parole eligibility commences after twenty years. 
This concurrent life sentence is in addition to existing penalty enhance
ments. The bill was enacted as Chapter 1108. 

Rape Evidence law Expanded 
Senate Bill 23, introduced by Senator Watson, extends the limitation on 

the use of evidence of the sexual conduct of a victim to attack credibility, 
to specified sex crimes in addition to rape. Similarly limits the admission 
of evidence of the victim's character on the issue of consent. The bill was 
enacted as Chapter 726. 

2. MEASURES WHICH WERE NOT ENACTED 

Motion to Suppress Evidence 
Senate Bill 719, introduced by Senator Holmdahl, would have provided 

that the defendant may only make suppression motions in the superior 
court, eliminating the availability of such motions at preliminary hearings. 
The measure received legislative approval, but was vetoed by the Gover
nor. 

later' Retirement Age lor Judges 
Senate Bill 97, introduced by Senator Schmitz, which would have raised 

the incentive retirement age from 70 to 75, by removing the financial 
penalty in the form of reduced retirement benefits to judge's retiring after 
age 70, was defeated. 

Diversion and Career Criminal Prosecution Programs 
Assembly Bill 415, introduced by Assemblyman Goggin, would have 

extended the life of career criminal prosecution programs beyond January 
1, 1982, and revised the policies for the prosecution of career criminal 
cases. The measure passed both houses, but the Assembly did not concur 
in Senate amendments. It is understood that the author plans to include 
an extension of the diversion legislation in conference committee action 
in 1982. 

Commission on Judicial Appointments 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 49, introduced by Assemblyman 

Brown, would revise and expand the membership of the Commissi;on on 

------ ---------- ---------~------------- --
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Judicial Appointments and if h 
qualifications ofJ'udic'al sp~c y t e procedure for the consideration of 

1 nommees. 
The measure was appro d b th A 

is pending in the Assembl;eCoIstitueti sSalemAmbly Judmdicial COmmittee, and 
• • on en ents Committee. 

Preliminary Examinations 
Assembly Bill 277 w . tr d d b 

would require the pre~a~y ~~:m; :ssemb~yman Goggin. This bill 
w°ululdd permit t~? magistrate to exclude ~he t~Ubli~P;~ anp~bliI?ubhlic, ?ut 
wo present a clear and r t d ". c earmg 
defendant's right to a fair !3s

: ar~e~.Jf Theparable damage to the 
houses of the Legislature but th~ A bi' d li~ measure passed both 
amendments. The meas~e will ~sem y ec ned to accept Senate 
study in 1982. receIve further conference committee 

C. CHANGES IN THE CALIFORNIA RULES OF COURT 
DURING 1981 

DUring 1981 the Judicial Co il d d 
the appellate and trial unc a opte a number of amendments to 
Administration deSign~du;t ~ules and recommended Standards of Judicial 
court proceedings. 0 Improve court administration and expedite 

The COlIDCil also adopted 26 d' 
which are discussed in section ;~7tanhi rhevised forms for statewide use 

_ s c apter. 

1. APPELLATE RULES 

Civil Time 10 Appeal (Rules 2 and 122) 
The amendments to these rules nf; 

the responsibility of a successful ~~ ;r;o to statuto~y changes defining 
judgment, and 'defining the date fro~ wWc~~ n~tice ofalthe entry of 
1981, ch. 904). e 0 appe runs (Stats. 

:;o~n?,-P.8.'j"ePl~ed Appendix in lieu of Clerk's Transcripl (Rules 
• ., ., ,;1. I' ., ~ and 16) 
New rule 5.1, prOviding for the 0 tion f di" 

transcripts, was developed from su~ ti 0 aPfeh ces m heu of clerks' 
Courts COmmittee and the Califi ¥es ons 0 teState Bar Appellate 
This rule and related changes (ne:~cl:~~deJ of APdmpelIate Lawyers. 
8,12 and 16) will perm't II .. an amen ents to rules 5, 
the clerk's office is pre~a~~P~~a:~;f ~~~d del~s that ma~ arise whe~ 
may prove more economical than haviP th apfek' In some mstances, It 

ng e c er prepare a transcript 
Relieflrom Defaull (Rule IO(c)) . 

~ti~~n!':~~~:~e~~~~;~~~: ~: m:: :tilie dr".:~~~J, t~ 

~<~_.2.:::.;.:':.:.:::...-;.~'~;;,?~ .. ';(,,~~, .. -> '-"'," '.'. -.,<" ....... N~ -j,'"l '> 
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Court of AppealllCircuit Riding" (Rule 2T.5) 
This new rule requires that the various Courts of Appeal adopt policies 

and procedures so that oral argument sessions can be held at places other 
than. the Courts' permanent locations for the convenience of litigants and 
counsel. 

Oral Argument 01 Death Penalty Cases (Rule 22) 
At the suggestion of the Chief Deputy State Public Defender, rule 22 

was amended to allow 45 minutes per side for oral argument of death 
penalty cases; and to allow argument by two counsel per side. In other 
cases, the normal time limit remains 30 minutes per side, and only one 
counsel per side will normally be heard, except that different counsel may 
open and close for an appellant. 

Opinions to Name Participating Judges (Rule 23.5) 
As recommended by the Chief Justice's Special Committee on Practice 

and Procedure in the First Appellate District, new rule 23.5 codifies 
present practice by requiring that Court of Appeal opinions identify the 
judges participating in the decision, including "By the Court" opinions. 

Normal Record in Criminal Appeals (Rule 33) 
Following recommendations from the Chief Justice's Special Commit

tee on Practice and Procedure in the First Appellate District and several 
other sources, rule 33 was amended to expand the normal record on 
appeal of criminal cases so as to include the items most commonly sought 
in requests for augmentation, and thus reduce the delay and expense 
generated by augmentation requests. 

Juvenile Cases on Appeal (Rules 39 and 1348(k)) 
These two amendments affect juvenile cases on appeal. Rule 39 was 

. amended to provide for confidentiality of the records and briefs in an 
appeal from proceedings under section 300 of the Welfare and Institutions 
Code. Rule 1348 (k) was amended to provide that a petition for review of 
an order determining a minor is unfit for juvenile court proceedings must 
be filed no later than 20 days after the minor's first arraignment on an 
accusatory pleading in the adult court. 

Review 01 Public Utilities Commission Cases (Rule 58) 
On the basis of suggestions from the Clerk of the Supreme Court and 

from the Public Utilities Commission, rule 58 was amended to require 
service of petitions to review PUC orders on real parties in interest, define 
real parties in interest, and make related changes. A statutory require
ment that these petitions be verified was included in the text of the rule, 
as a reminder. 

Criminal Time 10 Appeal to Superior Court (Rule T82) 
Rule 182 was amended to conform to a statutory change eliminating the 

delayed finality of an order of commitment for narcotics addiction (Stats. 
1981, ch. 339). 

i 
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2. TRIAL COURT RULES 

New IIStalement 01 Decision''; Elimlnation 01 ~Vrille." Findings 
(Rules 232, 232.5, 520) 

. Chapter 900 o.f the 1981 Statutes amends Code of Civil Procedure sec
tiO? 632 to s~bstitute a new "statement of decision" procedure in place of 
WrItten findings of fact and conclusions of law. The Judicial Council has 
amended rules 232, 232.5 and 520 to conform to and implement the statu
tory changes. 

Technical Amendments to the Rules 01 Court (Rules 244( a) (b) 
784, 855, T7TT(a), T8TT(a), T90T-T93,U ' 

Several of the rules of court required technical amendment or were no 
longer needed because of statutory changes. The following amendments 
were. adop!e?: (1) rule 244 was amended to substitute the term "tempo
rary Judge m place of t~e 0l1:tdated wording "judge pro tempore"; (2) 
rule 784 was repealed smce It was no longer needed because section 
?B5~1 (c) of t~e Governme~t Code now provides for the compensation of 
J,ustice. ,:ourt J!;dges on a~sIgn.me~t to other ju&tice courts;' (3) rule 855 
,defimtion of selected vIolations) was repealed since it was no longer 
needed because of the repeal of section 1428 (b) of the Penal Code' (4) 
rules 1711 and 1811 were amended to reflect the Legislature's two-'year 
extenSIOn of the econoIPjcallitigation project (Code Civ. Proc., § 1823.1); 
~d (5) rules 1901 through 1936 were repealed because legislation requir
mg the small claims court experiment had expired (Code Civ Proc 
§§ 118-123.7). . ., 

Habeas Corpus Procedure in fhe Superior Court (Rule 260) 
. This new r~l~ es~ablishes a ~~~able for handling haheas corpus peti

tions, places limIta.tions on certam ex parte" communications substitutes 
the term "'denial" in place of the outdated "traverse," and reqclres a brief 
statement of the reasons for denial of a petition. 

"~elony Presentence Investigation Reporfs (Rule 4T~: Slandards, 
Section T~?5) 

The Judi<:ial Council adopted new rule 419 concerning the minimum 
content and form o~ felony presentence investigation reports, as required 
by Penal C~de section 1170.3 (b). The text of the rule is similar to section 
12.5 of the Standards of Judicial Administration, which was repealed when 
the new rule took effect. 

Advising IJJf7represented Misdemeanor Delendants 01 Right ['0 
Appeal (Rule 535) 

. After receiving extensive comments from attorneys, judges and other 
mterested p~rsons, the Ju~cial Council adopted new rule 535 to require 
that, after trial or revocation of probation of a misdemeanor defendant 

.. . 

. ' 

\\ 

\ 



, , 

. ' 

32 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

who is not represented by counsel, the court must advise th~ .defenda!1t, 
either orally or in writing, of the right to appeal, the time for filing a n.Otice 
f appeal and the right of an indigent defendant to have counsel appolll~ed 
~n appeal. The rule does not apply to in!r~ctions o~ wh~re a revoca~on 
of probation is after the defendant's admIssIOn of a Violation of probation. 

Advisory Assistance to Small Claims I.itigants (Rule :60) 
Ch t 958 of the 1981 Statutes amends section 117.18 of the Code of 

ap er . liti t' all C'vil Procedure to provide for individual aSSIstance to gan ,~ III sm 
cl~s court. To help implement this new pr~~ram the st~tute Q~rects. the 
Judicial Council to adopt rules fro assure that litigants receIve. noti~e of the 
availability of the advisor assistance, and to gove~ the qualIfications and 
conduct of the advisors. Accordingly, the .Council ad~pted new rule 560 
t provide for notice to the parties that adVIsors are aVailable. The rule also 
s~ecifies qualifications and governs conflicts of interest. 

Court's Acceptance of Checks (Rule 805) 
Chapter 561 of the 1980 Statutes added section 71386 to th~ Govern~ent 

Code to provide that each court shall adopt a written pohcy, conSIstent 
with rules adopted by the Judicial Council, governing the .accepta.nce of 
checks and money orders in payment of any fee, fine or baIl d~p~sIt. The 
statute requires that a court accept a personal check, bank cashIer s ~he~k 
or money order (except in felony cases) if the check meets th~ cntena 
established under the law. No court is required to accept a check III excess 
of $300 for a defendant in custody for a violation of the Penal Code. 

New rule 805 provides minimum standards for the acceptance of chec~(s 
d other negotiable paper. The courts are required to ~ccept certalll 

~ecks under the rule, but have discretion to accept or reject any check 
not meeting the minimum standards. 

Traffic Bail Schedule (Rule 850(b) (c)) 

In order to achieve substantial uniformity of bail thro?ghout the stat~ 
in traffic cases the Judicial Council in 1965 adopted a unIform traffic ?aI 

h dule and i~ 1973 a uniform boating bail schedule. Rule 8.50 (a) re~Ulres 
~he~e schedules to be considered by municipal and justice court Judges 
when adopting a countywide bail schedule. . . . 

The Judicial Council has from time to time adopted reViSIons III thes~ 
schedules. Amendments to the bail schedule were adopted by the CounCIl 
as required by 1980 legislative changes.. f 

Among the changes was an increase in the bail a~?unts for four 0 -

fenses: Vehicle Code sections 23102 (a) (b) (drunk dn~lllg), 23104 (reck
less driving-bodily injury), 23105 (driving under the mfluenc~ o.f drugs) 
were increased from $325 to $400; and section 23103 (reckless dnvlllg) was 
increased from $150 to $225. 

Family Law Cases (Rules 1246 and 1247) 
The amendments to these rules specify that existing pro~e~ures for 

giving notice of entry of judgment in family law cases remain III effect 

~'. 
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even though new legislation has changed these procedures for other civil 
cases. 

Juvenile Court Hearing (Rules 1391 and 1394) 

Rule 1391 was amended and a new rule 1394 was adopted to refer to a 
new type of juvenile court hearing for imposition of a stayed commitment 
order. The new hearing was established by Statutes of 1981, chapter 839, 
which amended Welfare and Institutions Code section 777. 

Judicial Arbilration (Rules 1600, 1600.5, 1601, 1605) 
Chapter 110 of the 1981 Statutes: (a) increases to $25,000 the "amount 

in controversy" ceiling for judicial arbitration in Los Angeles and San 
Bernardino Counties only; and (b) changes the arbitration procedures to 
provide that the conference at which the amount in controversy is deter
mined is to be held not later than three months after the at-issue memo
randum is filed, and to require appointment of an arbitrator in certain 
cases within 30 days after the case is submitted to arbitration. The Council 
amended rules 1600, 1600.5, 1601 and 1605 to conform to these statutory 
changes. 

3. OTHER RULES 

IICameras in Court" Experimenl (Rules 980.2 and 980.3) 
The Judicial Council's experiment permitting the use of cameras in 

courtrooms since July 1, 1980 was extended through December 31, 1982. 
Acting in response to the decision of the United States Supreme Court 

in Chandler v. Florida~ effective January 31, 1981, the rules were also 
amended by deleting the requirement that the consent of the prosecutor 
aIld defendant be obtained before filming or recording a criminal trial. In 
Chandle~ the high Court held that there is no per se prejudice in televis
ing criminal trials and thus that there is no automatic federal constitution
al bar to so dOing. The amendment returns subdivision (f) of rule 980.2 to 
the form initially adopted by the Judicial Council in March 1980. The 
Council added the party consent requirement in May 1980 because of 
uncertainty resulting from the Supreme Court's decision to review Chan
dler. At that time, the Council expressly noted that the requirement 
would be subject to reconsideration when Chandler was decided. 

Rules 980.2 and 980.3 were adopted in 1980 to govern this experiment 
with "extended coverage" of proceedings in California courtrooms. (Ex
tended coverage means coverage by television, radio, photographic, and 
audio and video recording equipment.) 

Waiver of Courl Fees and Costs-In Forma Pauperis (Rules 
985(b)(d)(e) and 982(a) (18) (19)) 

The Judicial Council amended rule 985 concerning applications to pro
ceed in forma pauperis and revised the forms for the order on application 
for waiver of court fees and costs (rule 982 (a) (18)) and the notice of 
waiver of court fees (rule 982 (a) (19)). These changes provide that: (1) 
the order granting the application and the notice of waiver of court fees 
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and costs need not be mailed or delivered to the applicant when the 
application is granted in full; (2) whenever the order granting the applica
tion is to be mailed or delivered, it is to be mailed or delivered to the 
applicant's attorney, if any, or to the applicant if unrepresented; and (3) 
the court may impose a lien on any money recovered by the applicant for 
any unpaid fees and costs. 

D. JUDICIAL REDISTRICTING 
In recent years, the major changes in the composition of munici.pal and 

justice court districts in California began in July 1975. Since then, consoli
dations have eliminated 101 judicial districts and reduced the total num
ber of judicial districts to 178. One hundred and five justice court districts 
were eliminated and the number of municipal court districts rose by 10, 
to 90, and then were reduced to 84 with the consolidation of a number of 
districts. 

In fiscal year 1980-81, the total number of judicial districts was reduced 
by five. In Placer County, the Auburn and the Colfax-Alta-Dutch Flat 
Justice Courts consolidated to become the Auburn-Colfax Justice Court. In 
the same county, the Lincoln and Loomis Justice Courts consolidated to 
become the Loomis-Lincoln Justice Court. In San Bernardino County, the 
Colton, Crest Forest and Mission Justice Court Districts consolidated with 
the San Bernardino County Municipal Court, Central Division. In Yuba 
County, the Marysville and Wheatland Justice Courts consolidated and 
became the Yuba County Municipal Court. In Madera County, the Ma
dera-Sierra Justice Court deconsolidated creating two justice courts, the 
Madera Justice Court and the Sierra Justice 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 justice court 
districts into municipal courts or to form larger justice court districts, and 
(2) the creation of municipal courts as district populations 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, 1981, 
and for each year since the lower court reorganization. 
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TABLE A-CALIFORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 
As of June 30, 1953 to June 30, 1981 

ToW Number 
Year judicial 
1933 districts 

IE:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
1957 :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: 

ofjustice 
courts 

349 
348 
34.2 
341 
33.5 

19M 19159 .............................................................................................................................. 390 
1960 .............................................................................................................................. 371 
1961 ..................................................................................................... ,........................ ~,74 

1962 :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~i~ 

329 
312 
307 
302 
298 

1963 
~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: g: 
1968 ~............................................................................................................................ 349 
1967 .............................................................................................................................. 339 

.............................................................................................................................. 336 

293 
288 
276 
268 
263 

1968 1969 .............................................................................................................................. 326 
1970 .............................................................................................................................. 319 
1971 .............................................................................................................................. 319 
1972 .............................................................................................................................. 309 

.............................................................................................................................. 303 

2.53 
24.5 
244 
232 
226 

1973 1974 .............................................................................................................................. 297 
197.5 .......................................... ................................................................................... 291 
1976 .............................................................................................................................. 279 
1m .............................................................................................................................. 2.59 

.............................................................................................................................. 200 

221 
214 
199 
17.5 
111 

1978 1979 .............................................................................................................................. 197 
1980 .............................................................................................................................. 191 
1981 .............................................................................................................................. 183 

.............................................................................................................................. 178 

107 
102 
100 
94 

. , 

----~ ------

35 

Number 
of municipal 

courts 
.51 
.52 
.53 
.54 
.58 

61 
62 
(j{ 

69 
72 

72 
73 
73 
71 
73 

73 
74 
7.5 
77 
77 

76 
77 
80 
84 
89 

90 
cI9 
83 
84 
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CALIFORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 

As of June 30, 1953 to June 30, 1981 
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E. JUSTICE COURT ORAL EXAMINATIONS 
Judicial vacancies in justice courts may, at the option of the board of 

supervisors of the cOlmty in which the court is situated, be filled by ap
pointment of the board of supervisors or by special election.4 Only attor
neys are eligible to be justice court judges. IS Oral examinations are 
required when there are more than three qualified candidates for appoint
ment to ajustice 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 as the additional members of the board. The board ranks the 
candidates and submits the three highest ranked to the board of supervi
sors.6 

DUring the 1981 calendar year, oral examination boards were appointed 
to interview candidates for the office of judge in the Sanger Justice Court, 
Fresno County, and in the Arvin-Lamont, Delano-McFarland, Shasta
Wasco and Taft~Maricopa Justice Courts, Kern County. 

F. JUDICIAL COUNCIL LEGAL FORMS 
DUring 1981 the Judicial Council approved 26 forms f.or statewide use . 

The new and revised forms were prepared and recommended for Judicial 
Council approval by the Judicial Council Advisory COmmittee on Legal 
Forms, a statewide committee with representation from the State Bar, the 
judiciary, and the court clerks' offices. 

Camera-ready copies of the new and revised forms approved for state
wide use were sent to the trial courts s.o that each court could reproduce 
the forms for local use. Several legal publishers reproduce and supply the 
forms. 

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

A. RULE 982 

1. Abslracl cl Judgment-Commitmenl (Rule 982( a) (14)) 
[Revoked] 

The Judicial Council revoked this form (popularly known as CR 290) 
effective July 1, 1981, and replaced it with three new forms-DSL 290, 
DSL 290-A, and DSL 290.1. These forms are discussed below in the Crimi
nal Law forms section. 

2.", (";vil Subpoena (Rule 982(a)(15)) 

A recent amendment to section 68093 of the Government Code pro
vides reimbursement to witnesses for mileage actually traveled. This form 
was revised to remove the words "one way" in item 4. Existing supplies 
of the form are authorized if these words are struck. 

• Gov. Code, ~ 7111Kl.3. 
• Gov. Code, § 71601. 
• Gov. Code, ~ 71601.3; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 76.5-TTO. 

\ 
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3. Order on Application for Waiver of Court Foes and Costs 
(Rule 982(a)(18)) 

This form was revised effective July 1, 1981 to provide that a lien for any 
waived fees a.nd costs may exist on any money recovered by the applicant. 
This change reflects amendments to rule 985 (b) . 

4. Notice of Waiver of Court Fees lind Costs (Rule 982( a) (19)) 
The Judicial Council revised this notice for~ eff~c~ve July 1, 198~ to 

conform with an amendment to rule 985 (e) which eliminated the requrre
ment that the clerk mail or deliver a copy t() the applicant. 

S. Information Sheet on Waiver of Court Fees and Costs 
The amounts of gross monthly family income on the information sheet 

were revised as required annually by section 68511.3 of the Government 
Code. This form was revised effective April 30, 1981. 

B. PLEADING FORMS (Rule 982.1) 
Legislation enacted in 1979 required the Ju<;lici~ Co~cil to approve 

forms for complaints, answers, and cross-complamts m actions for personal 
injury, property damage, wrongful death, breach of contract, frau~, and 
unlawful detainer (Gov. Code § 425.12; Stats. 1979, ch. 843; Assem. Bill No. 
678-Waters). Use of the forms approved is optional until January 1, 1983, 
when their use will become mandatory. 

The following pleading forms were approved by the Judicial Council 
effective Janaury 1, 1982: 

Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful Death 
1. Complaint-Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful Death 
2. Cause of Action-Motor Vehicle 
3. Cause of Action-General Negligence 
4. Cause of Action-Intentional Tort 
5. Cause of Action-Premises Liability 
6. Cause of Action-Products Liability 
7. Exemplary Damages-Attachment 
8. Cross-Complaint-Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful 

Death 
9. .Answer-Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful Death 

Contract 
10. Complaint-Contract 
11. Cause of Action-Breach of Contract 
12. Cause of Action-Common Counts 
13. Cause of Action-Fraud 
14. Answer-Contract 

Unlawful Detainer 
15. Complaint-Unlawful Detainer 
16. Answer-Unlawful Detainer 

, . , \ 
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C. FAMIL Y LA W FORMS 
The Judicial Council amended one family law form and approved two 

new forms effective January 1, 1982. 

I. Ex PDrie Application for Wage Assignment for Child Support 
(Rule 1285.65) 

This new form was approved for use in seeking a wage assignment 
under subdivision (b) of Civil Code section 4701. 

2. Declaration for Default Dr Unc,on,fested Dissolulioll (Rule 
1286.5) 

This new form was approved for use under section 4511 of the Civil 
Code whenever proof in a default or uncontested dissolqtion may be by 
affidavit. . . 

3. Final Judgment (Rule 1289) 
This form was revised to include a warning on assignment of Icontracts 

required by section 4800.6 of the Civil Code. 

D. CRIMINAL LA W FORMS 
The Judicial Council adopted, effective July 1, 1981, three new forms to 

replace the Abstract of Judgment-Commitment (rule 982 (a) (14)), 
popularly known as "Form CR 290." These forms are for commitments 
under the determinate sentencing law. (Pen. Code, § 1110.1 et seq.) 

1. Abstract of Judgment-Commitment (DSL 290) 
2. Abstract of Judgment-Commitment (DSL 290-A) 
This form contains space for 15 additional counts and is to be used as an 

attachment to Abstr.act of .[udfl!Dent-Commitment. 
3. Abstract of Judgment-Commitment (DSL 290.1) 
This form is an abbreviated abstract of judgment for single count cases. 

G. FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS 

A. The following Judicial Council projects funded by federal Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration grants operated in 1981: 

1. Judicial Criminal Justice Planning Commilfee (CCCJ B035-BO, 
8035-81) 
$50,000 cecJ (LEAA) 1$100,000 total project cost, sixth year. 
$32,913 CCCJ (LEAA) 1 $65,826 total project cost, seventh year. 

These grants continued to support the Judicial Criminal Justice Plan
ning Committee organized pursuant to sections 13830-13&'33 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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2. Workshops on Criminal Caseloads (CCCJ 2790-3-79) 
$54,000 cecJ (LEAA) 1$60,000 total project cost. 

This grant funded the third year of a series of workshops specifically 
designed to assist courts in dealing with criminal backlog and delay, and 
the needs of defendants, victims and witnesses. These workshops were 
designed to assist judicial and nonjudicial personnel of the state's courts 
in carrying out their responsibilities more effectively by f;m;iiliarizing 
them with recent developrnents and innovations in court management 
and by providing a forum for discussion of the most pressing problems 
facing the trial courts. 

3. Implementation 01 Statewide Lower Court Criminal Case 
Transe,ipllon Capabilities (CCCJ 4227-1-79) 
$200,000 cecJ (LEAA) I $222,222 total project cost. 

These funds were applied to an analysis of the need for recording equip
ment in municipal and justice courts throughout the state for the purpose 
of providing trancripts of cases to defendants in these courts. Once the 
courts needing such equipment were identified, recording equipment 
meeting the J udlicial Council's standards for tape recorders was purchased 
and distributed to those courts. 

4. Calilol'nia Continuing Judicial Studies Program (CCCJ 4255-2) 
$144,000 CCCJ (LEAA) I $144,000 total project cost. 

This grant funded the second year of a three-year experimental project 
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 program was developed 
by the California Center for Judicial Education and Research. 

5. Updatinf'l and Reprinting til the CJER Judges Bench Book and 
Manual (CCCJ 4255-2) 
$60,309 CCCJ (LEAA) I $60,309 total project cost. 

This grant financed the updating, reprinting and distribution of the 
California Municipal andJustice Courts Manual and the CaliforniaJudges' 
Evidence Bench Book" 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 
4334-11 LEAA 7-DF -AX-3233-3412-1) 
$122,193 eeeJ (LEAA) I $135,769 total project cost, first year 
(LEAA 80-I'G-AX-(086) 
$132,115 LEAA/$146,795 total project cost, second year. 

These grants enabled California to participate in a nationwide LEAA 
discretionary grant program to improve the utilization and management 
of prospective jurors in Butte, Humboldt, San Joaquin, San Luis Obispo, 
and Ventura Counties initially, and statewide eventually. 
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7. Automation of the California Supreme Courl (CecJ 4492-1) 
$99,750 eccJ (LEAA) 1$99,750 total project cost. 

. These fun~s are being used to finance the planning, design, purchase, 
Im~lementation and evaluation of a combined word processing I data proc
essmg system for the California Supreme Court. 

8. Automation 01 the Calilol'nia Appellate Courls Clerk's 
Ollices-Phase 1 (CecJ 4396-1) 
$135,000 CCCJ (LEAA) 1$135,000 total project cost. 

This ~roject funds ~he planning, design, purchase, imple~entation and 
e~alua~on. of a combmed word processing I data processing system for the 
FIrst DIStrict Court of Appeal Clerk's office. The system will be expanded 
to the .other Cour~ of Appeal clerk's offices if proven effeetive in reducing 
dela~ In p:eparation ?f records on appeal and increasing the ability of the 
clerk s office to momtor the progress of the respective appeals. 

9. Experimentation and Evaluation of Extended Media 
Coverage in Courts (CCCJ 4387-1) 
$142,152 eccJ (LEAA) 1$142,152 total project cost. 

. These funds. financed th~ first extensive experiment on the effects of 
exte?de? media coverage m the courts, including the development and 
applIcation. of ~n effective methodology for evaluating such impact, and 
the determmatlOn of what changes, if any, sho'.uld be made in the existing 
rules of court ,or Standards of Judicial Administration which govern such 
coverage. 

B. The following Judicial Council projects, funded by federal 
Intergovernmental Personnel Act Advisory Council grants operated m' 
1981: ' 

1. Basic In-service Training Program 101' Entry Level Deputy 
Clerks-Second Year (IPA 80-CA03) 
$48,429 IP AI $96,840 total project cost. 
Basic In-service Training Program for Entry Level Deputy 
Clerks-Third Year (IPA 81-CA03) 
$39,375 IP AI $93,465 total project cost. 

These gr.ants provid~d funds for the second and third years of a three
year expenmental project to develop training materials and training pro
grams for entry level deputy clerks and line supervisors for justice, munici
pal and supenor courts throughout California. 

2. Nonjudicial Stalf Weighted Case/oad Study (IPA 81-CA04C) 
$43,750 IP AI $96,948 total project cost. . 

This grant funds. the develo~m~nt and validation of a weighted caseload 
system f~r ~easunng the nonjudicial staffing needs of California's mun' '-
pal and Justice courts. ICI 
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H. COORDINATION OF MULTICOURT CIVIL 
ACTIONS 

At the close of 1981, the coordination statute 7 had been in effect eight 
years, and during this time 1,398 petitions for coordination had been filed 
with the Chief Justice as Chairperson of the Judicial Council. Of the 1,398 
petitions, 285 were filed during 1981, a slight decrease in the number of 
petitions filed each year 8 for the first time. 

The subject-matter categories of the 1981 petitions were: personal in-
jurY,155 (motor vehicle, 135; other, 20) commercial, 55; real property, 33 
(unlawful detainer, 23; other, 10); construction, 19; fire casualties, 9; public 
law, 4; and miscellaneous, 10. During 1981 a total of 825 different actions 
were involved in the 285 petitions for coordination: 547 in superior courts, 
273 in municipal courts, and 5 in justice courts. Petitions including two 
actions totaled 215, three-action petitions totaled 34, and 36 petitions in
cluded four or more actions. 

An amendment to the coordination statute which became effective 
January 1, 1981,9 provides a new option in the "vertical" coordination of 
superior court actions with municipal court or justice court actions filed 
in the same county. The amendment permits the coordination motion 
judge to transfer the lower court cases for consoliation in the superior 
court in lieu of coordination, thus eliminating the need for a coordination 
trial judge assignment and permitting master calendar management by 
the superior courts of those cases. 

Of the 285 petitions filed during 1981, 105 were consolidated under the 
new option for "vertical" proceedings, 46 were granted, 26 Wf.ir~ denied, 
25 became moot, 3 were withdrawn, and the remajning are awaiting 
determination by the coordination motion judge. 

In March 1981, coordination was granted in the "Asbestos Insurance 
Coverage Cases" (Jud. Co. No. 1072) concerning the theories ofinsurance 
coverage applying to the hundreds of asbestosis cases on file in California. 
This proceeding originated in 1980 and continues to generate considerable 
interest. 

A file for each coordination proceeding is maintained in the San Fran
cisco office of the Judicial Council. 
• Code Civ. Proc. n ~.B; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1:501-1550. Coordination is basically a two-step procedure: on 

petition the Chairperson of the Judicial Council assigns a coordination motion judge to determine whether coordination 
of cases pending in different courts and sharing a common question of fac~ or law is appropriate (Code Civ. Proc. § 404; 
Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1521, 1524) and if coordination is ordered, the Chairperson assigns a trial judge to hear and 
determine the coordinated actions (Code Civ. Proc. § 404.3; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1529, 1540.) 

• 1974- ()1 petitions filed. 
1975- 95 petitions filed. 
1976-11B petitions filed. 
1977-131 petitions filed. 
1976-183 petitions filed. 
1979-229 petitions filed. 
1980-290 petitions filed. 

• SECI10N 1. Section 404.3 of the Code of Civil Procedure was amended to read: 
404.3. (a) U the assigned judge determines that coordination is appropriate, he shall order the actions coordinated, 
report that fact to the Chairman of the Judicial Council, and the Chairman of the Judicial Council shall assign a judge 
to hear and determine the actions in the site or sites the assigned judge finds appropriate 
(b) When an action pending in a superior court is sought to be coordinated with an action pending in a municipal 
or justice court located in the same county, the assigned judge may as an alternative to coordination order the municipal 
or justice court action transferred to the superior court and col1solidated with the superior court action. 
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I. JUDICIAL ARBITRATION 
California courts reported a total of 21,825 cases placed on the arbitra

tion hearing list during fiscal year 1980-81, the second year of operation 
of the expanded judicial arbitration program. lO This represents a 19 per
cent decrease from the previous fiscal year. However, filings during the 
previous fiscal year were inflated by the submission to arbitration of pend
ing cases, as mandated by statute (Code Civ. Proc. § 1141.11), as well as 
cases newly reaching the at-issue stage. Thus, fiscal year 1980-81 filings 
represent the current flow of cases more accurately. 

21,259 cases were removed from the arbitration hearing lists, an increase 
of 58.6 percent. This increase occurred as panels of qualified arbitrators 
increased sufficiently to permit cases to be assigned promptly. 

Municipal court participation in the program, optional with each court, 
increased 51.6 percent to 2,263 arbitration filings. 

12,423 cases were placed on hearing lists pursuant to court order under 
the provision of the statute authorizing superior courts with ten or more 
judges, and smaller superior and municipal courts adopting the mandatory 
feature by local rule, to order arbitration when the amount in controversy 
is found not to exceed $15,000. 

The percent~lge of requests for trials de novo continued to rise, reaching 
46.3 percent of arbitrators' awards in fiscal 1980-81. Incomplete evidence 
indicates, however, that fewer than 5 percent of cases with arbitrators' 
awards actually go to trial. . 

During fiscal 1980-81, 28 percent of the 44 superior courts with ten or 
fewer judges reported a total of 1,231 arbitration filings. A list of those 
ccurts follows, with the number of filings shown in parentheses. I I An 
asterisk following the name of the court indicates that some filings were 
pursuant to court order. 

Butte (5) Napa* (27) 
Calaveras* (4) Placer (13) 
Del Norte (2) San Joaquin (67) 
EI Dorado (1) Santa Barbara (22) 
Humboldt* (26) Santa Cruz* (57) 
Imperial (12) Shasta* (52) 
Kings* (8) Siskiyou (27) 
Lake (1) Sonoma* (270) 
Lassen* (3) Stanislaus* ,(225) 
Madera (2) Sutter (4) 
Marin· (315) Tehama· (5) 
Mendocino (6) Tulare (9) 
Merced* (23) Yolo* (34) 
Monterey (6) Yuba* (5) 
During fiscal 1980-81, 46 judicial districts with municipal courts report

ed a total of 2,263 arbitration filings. A list of the courts follows, showing 
the county and the name of the judicial district, with the number of filings 

10 Code Clv. Proc. n IHl.l0-1141.32; Cal. Rules of CoUrt, rules 1!n}.-1617. 
II Statistical data on the San Joaquin Superior Court is estimated. In addition, some sma1l superior courts which had 

arbitration activity in fiscal 197~ filed incomplete reports for fiscal 1980-81. 
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shownhin parenth~ses. An asterisk following the name of the court indi-
cates t at some filings were pursuant to court order. . 

ALAMEDA 
Alameda* (38) 
Berkeley-AlbsJlY* (11) 
Fremont (10) 
Livermore· (16) 
Oakland-Piedmont· (103) 
San Leandro-Hayward. (11) 

CONTRA COSTA 
Bay (20) 
Mt. Diablo* (4) 

HUMBOLDT 
Eureka (4) 

LOS ANGELES 
Alhambra (7) 
East Los Angeles (1) 
Long Beach· (56) 
Pasadena (2) 
Rio Hondo (1) 
Santa Anita* (5) 
Santa Monica* (217) 
South Bay (1) 

MARIN 
Central· (27) 

MERCED 
Merced* (44) 

NAPA 
Napa (3) 

RIVERSIDE 
Mt. San Jacinto* (5) 

SACRAMENTO 
Sacramento (66) 

SAN BERNARDINO 
Barstow* (5) 
Central (25) 
Chino (1) 
East* (4) 

Valley (3) 
Victorville* (38) 
Morongo Basin· (6) 

SAN DIEGO 
EI Cajon (34) 
North· (81) 
San Diego· (449) 
South Bay (7) 

SAN JOAQUIN 
Lodi (1) 

SAN FRANCISCO 
San Francisco (12) 

SAN MATEO 
Northern· (17) 
Southern· (24) 

SANTA BARBARA 
Santa Barbara· (308) 

SANTA CLARA 
Santa Clara* (252) 

SANTA CRUZ 
Santa Cruz* (111) 

SHASTA 
Redding* (54) 

STANISLAUS 
Stanislaus (24) 

SUTTER 
Sutter* (2) 

TULARE 
Visalia (2) 

VENTURA 
Ventura* (147) 

YOLO 
Yolo (4) 

As several smaller superior and municipal courts have ' 
reported 1980-81 arbitration activity statistics' thi not ye~ fully 
minor revision. ' m s report are subject to 
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E IN CRIMINAL CASES 
J. CHANGE Of VENU eli 'alCouncilin 1972 adopt-

p al Code section 1038, theJ~d Cl dministrative proce-
pursuant ~o e~s of Court 840-844 to proVl. e ~ ~inal cases is changed. 

ed Caliform:a ~ul trial court when ven';le in ~nm: h action is pending 
dure for assls~l thiliat "When the court in which ~ :ection 1033 or 1034 
Rule ~ pr°thVl t~~ should be transferred ?~suanti' t t~lirector of the Courts 
deternunes a 1 d' the Adroinistra ve hall' order 
of the Penal.Code, it:Fe~ ~p:ebeing a~vised ~he ~ir;~C:j~dg~s~uggest 
of the P::~~::r'buSineSs and ebqu~~thy b:'~en~d by the trial of the 
to expe .. that would not e un 

court or courtS 1 d 4 
a " ... C! advised of 30 fe ony an , 
case. . . . . Offi f the Courts WQ.O> • granted m 

The Administrative ~eho h ge of venue motion was , whic a c an 
misdemeanor cases m kload reports are reviewed 
1981. .·th a pending transfer, W?~ t including those 

In connectio~ W1 • f ossible receWing cour s, din their 
and the presidin.g Ju~ge~~ the motion, are c011:tac~et :~:the fudges 
Suggested by the JU~g ~al Various factors are reVIe:u bility of assigned 
ability to conduct ~ triai's probable length, the av a 
contacted, such as ~al security problems. . d f ne or more courts 
judges,. and anh~1:1 granted the motion is adVise 0 Mter the judge has 

The JUuld~e w t be unduly burdened ?y tJ:;,e c~e, a hearing pursuant, to 
that we: no 0 er court for the trial fOllowmg the Administrative 
detennmed ~e pr.;;. Court (1977) 75 C~l.APp.3; ~the courts previously 
McGo~ v. till.~~~f the choice and adVises eac 0 
Office IS no renders assistance, on 
contacted. .' ti. Office of the Courts also d' civil cases. 

The Administr
h
a v~ of venue motions are grante m 

request, when c ang 

46 

-----~---

" 

1981 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

CHAPTER 2 

JUDICIAL 5T A TISTIC5 
A. SUPREME COURT 

1. SUMMARY OF FILINGS AND BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

47 

The 3,864 Supreme Court filings in 1980-81 continued to approximate 
the peak year, 1977-78, when 3,881 matters were filed, This year's filings 
are six more than the 3,858 matters filed last year. Thus, in three of the last 
four years, Supreme Court filings have been at this peak workload level. 

There were 27 death penalty cases automatically appealed directly to 
the Supreme Court.l 

The Court's workload involving civil matters (1,777 or 46%) was some
what smaller than that arising out of criminal or quasicriminal cases (2,087 
or 54%), 

TABLE I-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-1~ through 1980-81 a 

1!l!1- J97B- J!l!3- J!l!4- J!/75- 1!l!6- 1977- J!l!8- Jm- J!JfKJ-
1}pe of Filing 71 '!3 14 'M 16 71 18 19 ~ 81 • 

Total filings ................................................ 3,238 3,139 3,1113 3,668 3,704 3,665 3,881 3,612 3,858 3,864 

Petition for hearing of cases previousl~ 
decided by the Courts of Appeal 2,417 2,386 2,571 2,l566 2,894 2,9Z7 3,140 3,006 3,183 b 3,179 

Civil appeals ............................................ 649 fR1 771 872 1,233 1,2.10 1,186 812 944 ~ 
Criminal appeals .................................... 741 770 915 1,029 l,rrn 1,033 i,170 1,100 1,100 b 1,132 
Original proceedings, civil matte;s .. S19 759 709 598 314 341 382 6115 700 657 
Original proceedings, criminal mat-

ters ............................................ , ........... 85 44 80 87 270 323 402 479 439 461S 
Miscellaneous .......................................... 93 126 96 _c _c _c _c _c _c _c 

Direct appeals ............................................ 11 0 0 18 21 27 ~ 15 22 27 " 
Original proceedings 

Civil matters .......................................... 178 160 185 rot 197 235 272 213 215 195 
Criminal matters .................................... 632 593 757 877 592 476 466 378 438 463 

• It appears llkely 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 1975-79 lL."ld subsequent yet\!S are correct. Data reported 

b for prior years may not, therefore, be fully comparable to the data for 1975-79 and subsequent years. 
Three petitions were withdrawn after filing. 

C Due to small number, these filings were included in listing by character of underlying proceeding. 
d Petition for hearing statistics are based on the record of those <Iisposed 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(a),(e), Calif. Rules of Court). A separate count of petitions filed Is expected to be available for fiscal year 
1981-8.2. 

The Supreme Court disposed of 3,179 petitions for hearing, almost the 
same as last year's 3,180. It also ruled on 551 original proceedings, 12 more 
than last year, and 20 executive clemency applications, in addition to 
numerous motions and petitions for rehearing. The Court disposed of 86 
appeals and 28 original proceedings by written opinion, a total of 114 cases 
decided on the merits, in addition to the Court's workload of reviewing 
petitions for hearing, original proceedings and other matters. 

Although the Supreme Court disposed of about the same volume of 
substantive matters-primarily petitions for hearings-in 1980-81 as in 
recent years, it issued 571 more "routine and miscellaneous" orders than 
in any prior year. This increase in administrative workload resulted in a 
new high level for "total business transacted." 
I Direct appeals to the Supreme Court are permitted only in criminal cases where judgment of death has been pronounced. 

OU. CoP$t., art. VI, sec, n. In those cases, the appeal is automatic. Pen. Code. § 1239 (b) 
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TABLE II-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 198()..81 a 

1911- 1912- 1973- 1914- 1915- 1976- 1977- 1978- 1979- 1980-
Business IrIlnsacted 72 13 14 15 16 77 18 19 80 81 

Total bualness transacted ........................ 4,ff13 4,691 15,2.~ 15,646 6,0315 6,065 6,168 6,423 6,637 7,208 

Appeah 
By written opinion ................................ 86 11'1 79 105 112 815 88 123 100 86 
Without opinion (by dlsmiBaal, affir-

mance or revrn.'<l&l on 8tiPulation
b motion, transfer after "hold," etc.) 7 2 4 1 6 6 2 32 14 

Origiml. proceedings (including habeas 
corpus) c 

By written oplnion ................................ 76 62 76 84 7EI 159 42 64 40 2B 
Without opinion .................................... 802 1588 800 840 7~ 1550 1595 15215 503 1523 

Total by wri.tten opinion ........................ 162 179 1M 189 191 144 130 187 140 114 

Petitions for hearing 
Granted .................................................... 230 181 198 172 229 231 273 216 217 20; 
Denied ...................................................... 2,187 2,0015 2,373 2,394 2,6815 2,696 2,867 2,790 2,963 2,912 

Motions (miscellaneous) d 
Denied or granted ................................ 30 68 64 89 124 113 118 148 179 264 

Rehearings 
Gl'lUlted ........................... _ ....................... 1 2 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 0 
Denied ............................................ , ......... 1515 62 150 72 83 69 61 82 72 62 

Orders e 

Transfers and retrll!l!fers .................... 196 231 189 221 2152 258 213 1815 220 171 
A1~'Ve writs or orders to show 

caIl$il .................................................. 1.12 60 61 ~ 87 159 44 40 
Routine and miscellaneous .................. 9.0 1,161 1,331 1,567 1,6150 1,8815 1,770 2,109 2,2150 2,821 

Ezecutive clemency applicatioIl.!l' ........ 61 12 9 38 38 154 151 118 17 20 

• See note a, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data. 
b "Transfer after 'hold' .. is distinguished from "tl'ansfer and re.transfer orders" in that the "transfer after hold" cases involve 

an isrue the Supreme Court decided in another, "lead" case. After the "lead" case is de<;id.~, cases involving the same 
issue are frequently transferred to the Courts of Appeal for decision in light of the "lead" case. The number of such 
cues was unur..uilly large in 1!179-80 because of the large number of cases involving the same issue as that in People 
v. Silge (1980) 26 Cal.3d 496, modified 27 CaI.3d 144a. 

C Includes thOlle filed initially in the Supreme Court, and those previously decided by the Courts of Appeal but trar1Sf'erred 
to the Supreme Court on petition for hearing or on its own motion. 

d Excluding granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
e Not reported ebewhere. 
r Daw previous to 1973-74 included in miscellaneous. 
I Cal. Const., art. V, sec. 8. 

The Supreme Court's workload also included a number of disciplinary 
proceedings against attorneys, as reflected in Table III below, A large 
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 
attorney 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. 
S When an attorney file! a petition for a writ of review in the Supreme Court, the disciplinary matter is docketeu as a civil 

original proceeding, IIIld the case is reflected both in the summary of the filings and, when decided, in the businrss 
transacted table!. 

, , 
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TABLE III-CAUF'ORNIA SUPREME COURT 
ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS FILED 

Fiscal Years 1979.....ao and 1980-81 

1!J79..80 

14 
8 

34 
4 

10 
10 
2 
6 

88 

Record of conviction of crime filed 

-;T~O~ o;dered
B 

becafo used offense involved moral turpitude .......................................... .. 
- e rr 0 tate ar r eterrnination whether offense involved moral turpitude .. .. 

~:!: :: ~=:::~:~~:: ~~:;::::: or probation ............................................................. . 
State Bar filing without c recomme~d;; .. :~ .. ·ii ...................... · .............................................. . 
R' ti hi! dhlci speclfi ti n ................................................................... . p:::S :r ~e~ te~~ proceedings pending .................................................................. .. 

Accusation filings /,4 ............ ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Total filings .................................................................................................................................... .. 

49 

1980-81 

30 
10 
157 
10 
9 
7 
.1 
0 

124 
: Or reco~endation .not noted on docket. 

AccusatiruonsedBeeldn
disci

g ffilinarydependent review by the Supreme Court without a prior recommenda~on of the State Bar are 
now as p proceedings. 

2. PETITIONS FOR HEARING 

There were 3,179 petitions for hearing in matters previously decided by 
the .C:0urts of App,eal, just under last year's record high number of 3,183. 
Pe~~ons for hear,mg in appeals (2,057) accounted for 65 percent of all 
petitions for heanng, 
. As Table III-A indicates, the relationship between petitions for hearing 
ill appeals and appeals decided by the Courts of Appeal was similar 
(31.0%) to last year's figure (33,1 %), 

TABLE UI.A-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PETITIONS FOR HEARING IN APPEALS 

!,ND APPEALS DECIDED BY OPINION IN COURTS OF APPEAL 
Appeals Decided 

by Opinion in Peb'oons for 
Courts of Appeal Hearing in Appeals- Percent 1972-73 1973-74 .................................................................................................. 3,890 l,4IS7 37.5 

1974-715 .................................................................................................. 4,389 1,686 38.4 
19715-76 .................................................................................................. 15,240 1,901 36.3 
1976-77 .................................................................................................. 5,1592 2,310 41.3 
1f1T7-78 .................................................................................................. 15,626 2,263 40.2 
1978-79 .................................................................................................. 5,686 2,3.56 41.4 
1979-80 .................................................................................................. 15,7150 1,912 33.3 
1980-81 .................................................................................................. 6,1715 2,044 33.1 

~ ........................................................... ,..................................... 6,63,3 2,~i 31.0 

a SeeA~~~ .. and d, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data IIIld the source of "Petitions for Hearing in 

The Supreme Court agreed to review 267 cases which had previously 
been before the Courts of Appeal, 8.4 percent of the petitions. 

. TABLE IV-CALIJ=ORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING IN SUPREME COURT-NUMBER 

FILED, GRANTED AND PERCENT GRANTED 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 a 

1911- 1911~ .... 1973- 1974- 1915- 1976- 1977- 1978- 1!ll'fJ-12 13 14 15 16 77 18 19 80 
1980-

81 Filed .............................................................. 2,417 2,386 2,1571 2,l566 2,894 2,927 3,140 3,006 3,183 b 3,179 Granted ........................................................ 
Percent granted .......................................... 

230 181 198 172 229 231 273 216 217 W 9.15 7.6 7.7 6.7 7.9 7.9 8.7 7.2 6.8 8.4 
• See note a, Table I, concerning a possible discontinuity in the data. 
b Three P6titions were withdrawn. 
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TABLE V-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING GRANTED AND DENIED 

BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
FiBcal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

1979-80 1980-81 

Total ............................................................... . 
Civil appeals ........................................................ .. 
Criminal appeal! ................................................ .. 
Civil original proceedings ........... , ..................... . 
Criminal original proceedings ......................... . 

• Three petitions were withdrawn. 

Filed 

3.183 • 
9« 

1.100 
700· 
439 

Granted 
No. lI> 
217 6.8 
~ 7.3 
315 3.2 
68 9.7 
45 10.3 

Denied Filed 
2,963 3.179 

frTl5 92.'1 
1.06.5 1.132 

629 6157 
394 4615 

3. ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

Granted 
No. lI> 
267 8.4 
~ 7.15 
68 6.0 
88 13.4 
42 9.0 

Denied 
2,912 

8156 
1.064 

.'S69 
423 

Total filings of original proceedings in the Supreme Court were almost 
identical to those of last year, Civil original proceedings decreased by 20, 
while criminal original proceedings increased by 25, 

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 
hearinr, which the Supreme Court may direct should be held in a lower 
court, 

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. Similarly, a proceeding in which criminal law 
principles are applicable to a juvenile case would also be counted as 
"criminal, " 

4. APPEALS 

Twenty-seven direct appeals were filed 4 in 1980-81, representing crimi
nal cases in which the death penalty was imposed by the trial court. Three 
death penalty cases were decided L.~ 1980-81. 

Except for those three 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!)ee Table ll. '''fransfe.-s and Retransfers" and "Alternative Writs or Orders to Show Cause." 
" A criminal appeal is deemed "filed" when the record. including a reporter's transcript. is received by the reviewing court: 

-------------------------.------------------------------ -----------------------------------------
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Filings of contested matters 5 in the C 
(4:2~) over the previous year, Civil ouris of ~~peal increased by 598 
?ngmal proceedings increased at s'milappea s, cr~I~lal appeals, and civil 
mgs (habeas corpus) decreased sli~htl~ rates; crImmal original proceed-

Type of filing' 

r~~ filings ............ .. 

~ .. :::::::::::::::: 
Total appeals .......... .. 

Original proceed
ings 

Civil ...................... .. 
Criminal ................ 

Total contested mat-
ters .................... .. 

Motions to dismiss 
on cle.k's cer
tificate 

StJ~~~R~"O~~~~~~::I(~~~~~J:GO;R~::~~S 
. FROM SUPREME COURT) 

FIscal Years 1970-71 through 1980-81 

1'::- 197./- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976-

8.684 

1,921 
3.0215 

4.946 

2,.'520 
861 

8,327 

72 
8,/548 

2,191 
2,764 

4,93,5 

2,492 
747 

8.194 

73 74 
9.186 9.805 

2.'m 2,380 
3.106 3.300 

5,383 15.680 

2,.'520 2,.'593 
900 1.1415 

8,806 9.418 

7$ 76 77 

10.349 10.797 11.939 

2.688 
3,229 

5.9115 

2.730 
1,291 

9.936 

3.183 
3,279 

6.462 

2.842 
1.008 

10.312 

3,283 
4.040 

7,323 

3,211 
926 

11.460 

197'1-
78 

13.018 

3,.'518 
3.947 

7.405 

3,830 
1.042 

12,337 

1978-
79 

13,278 

3.662 
4,279 

7.941 

3.831 
1.081 

12.853 

1979- 1980-
80 81 

14.757 15.446 

4,.249 4.466 
4.586 4.730 

8.8315 9.196 

4.260 4.520 
1,279 1,256 

14.374 14.972 

~ .. :.~::::::::::::: ~ 3.'S3 377 384 411 484 476 
1 3 3 2 1 3 680 420 383 471 

C 1 5 0 3 
ourt of Appeal filings in 1980.-81 ' 

prise~ 61.4 percent of all contested m:gcl~det~ 9,196 appeals, which com
ent WIth that in prior years. s 10 ose courts, a figure consist-

Appeals-Civil 

The 4,466 civil appeals filed in 1980-8 
percent Over last year. This' I h 1 represent an increase of 5 1 
ann al ' IS ess t an the trend hi h h . 

Inu 19~creas~ ~f about 8 percent since 1968-.-69w6 c sows an average 
-80, CIvil appeals increased f b' 

p~rceallnt of contested superior Court c,~~a ou~ .14 percent to about 17 
;Irtu y unchanged in 1980-81. I SPOSItions, and this ratio was 

"Contested msltters" includes all /I 
II Which do not'gniA tl ppeals and original proceedin . 

The increase ill s:ted ~ili/~~~!Ie!':~furts' workl0!ld. gs; It excludes motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate 
that rate over the total civil peals' a compound mterest rate that' th • 

ap m the previous year. • IS. on e average each year increases by about 
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COURTS OF APPEAL-STATE TOTAL 7 
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2000 
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Civil Appeals 
Criminal Appealll-----

1000 6jH;9 69-irO 70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 76-71 77-78 78-79 79-80 S0-81 

Figure 1 

TABLE VII.-(;ALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CONTESTED SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

AND APPEALS FILED 
Fiscal years 1971-n through 198G-81 

1971- HilS- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976- 1977- 1978- 1979- 1980-
&r:sl }'8<1r 72 '!3 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 81 

State totals: 
Superior Ql,urt Contested 

DispoIiftions CIVIL........................................ 19,185 OO,C114. 00,996 00,008 113,185 l13,fRT !M,TT6 25,m R 25,342 26,714 

Cow13 of Appeal civil ap-peals Bled-Number...... 2,191 'J$t7 2,380 2,686 3,183 3,283 3,lS18 3,662 4.,249 4,464 
Percent:.............................. 11.4% 11.3% 11.3% 13.4% 13.1% 13.9% 14.2% 14.1 % R 16.8% 16.7% 

Superior Court Contested 
Disposilions • CRIMINAL .............................. 6,114 6,189 6,ro9 6,:m 5,069 6,133 5$23 5,200 R 5,094 5,241 

Cow13 of Appeal crinlinal ~ fIled-Number 2,764 3,106 3,300 3,229 3,279 4,040 3!J47 4,279 4.,586 4,730 
Percent.. ........................ 45.2% 50.2% 50.7% 50.7% 64.4% 65.9% 67.8% 82.3% R 90.0% 90.2% 

Convictiona after contested trial................................. N/A N/A N/A N/A 4,242 5,025 4,681 4,258 4,156 4,290 

Criminal appeals filed, % of 
convictions after con-tested trial........................ _ - TT.3% 8D.4% 84.3% 100.5% 110.4% 110.3% 

• Includes,:hange of plea or dismissal following start of trial for years 1971-72 through 1974-75. The figures for subsequent 

years exlliude changes of plea. •• Note that this does not necessarilY reflect the precise percentage of appealable dispositions actually appealed, as the 
statiltica;\ system cannot track individual cases. "Superior court contested dispositions" includes nonappealable acquit
tals and oxcludes convictions on pleas of guilty, a few of which are appealable. The table is, therefore, presented only 
to show tthe general relatiOnship between Court of Appeal worldoad and contested superior court dispositions. 

••• See Appe:ndix Table 22 B; first available in 1975-76 . 

. RRevised. 

AppSG1Is-C,iminal 
The 4,730 criminal appeals filed in 1980-81 were an increase of 144 

(3.1 %) over the number filed in 1979-80. This is a smaller increase than 
the long-term trend of 7 percent mentioned in previous reports and de-

picted in Figure 1. Criminal appeals equaled 110.3 percent of convictions after contested 
trials in superior court; the corresponding figure last year was 110.4 per
cent. This continues to suggest that many appeals raise sentencing ques-

7 This and otb,er charts in this section are plotted on "semilog" scales so that a consl:ar1t slope represents a consl:ar1t percent 
of change, and equal vertical dist.ances represent equal percentage differences. 

r 
J 
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tions after guilty pleas. As indicated in T bl VI h 
derived by comparing total cr' . J al a e I, t e percentage is 
tested trial, and not b traclan lID;illa: ~ppe s to total con~ctions by con
cases are actually ap/ealed: g mdivldual cases to see which appealable 

The related trend toward fewer t d' al 
is discussed in the Sentencing Practi~~n;:: tn s and more guilty pleas 
directly in Appendix Table 22 Alth s h u~ Report, supra; and appears 
viewed on appeal after a 'it' I oug g t cannot normally be re
relating to the sentence c~ b~ p ~a d(P1etn. Code, §§ ~237, 1237.5), issues 
Report (48) ralse. was noted m the 1979 Annual 
arising ~~~~ the ~~~ J!t:~mma~e aWtorklotad ~as elxpected to reflect issues 
Wk' e sen encmg aw. 

fere~~at~o~::::no~p~~"J!oC:~ iliw sta~sti~al medasures which will mi-
sentencing questions. e conVJ.ction an appeals raising only 

,-QRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COURTS OF AP~EAL STATE TOTAL 
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Figure 2 

O,iginal Proceedings 
Civil original proceed' .. . mandamus and prohibidngs;~nslst p;unanly of petitions for the writs of 

of trial court decisions inOb~th ~:~lwn~ ar~ -.::se~ to seek appellate review 
not permitted or would be . ~ cnmm cases, when an appeal is 
interlocutory rulings. an rna equate remedy, as is often true of 

Filings-Highlighfs by tlis/riel 
District 1. Mter several static years civil a eal filin . 
District increased by 267 (241%) C '. . 1 pp gs m the First 
(-65, or 5.6%). . o. nmma appeals decreased slightly 

3-75234 
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~ 

79-80 8 0-81 

District 2. In this district, civil appeals decreased by 117 (-9.2%), 
despite a long-term trend indicating an average increase of 5~-6 percent 
annually. Criminal appeals were virtually unchanged (-43 or 2.3%). 
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Figure 4 

District 3. In contrast to last year's sharp increase in civil appeals, there 
was an increase of only one case (+0.2%) in 1980-81. Criminal appeals, 
which had decreased last year, increased by 125 (+35.5%) to a number 
greater than the previous high in 1978-79. Despite these fluctuations in 
filings, both civil and criminal appeals appear to be following fairly 
consistent long-term trends: civil appeals average abou~ a 10 percent 
annual increase, and criminal appeals average about a 9~ percent annual 
increase since 1968-69. 
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District 4. Civil appeals increased by 76 (8.4%), close to the trend shown 
in Figure 6, which shows an average increase of about 11 percent .since 
1968-69. Criminal appeals also increased by 76 (10.3%), a rate consIstent 
with the past few years, but greater than the 7 percent average increase 
since 1968-69. 
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District 5. For the first time since 1976-77, civil appeals did not increase. 
r:revertheless, civil appeal filings have had a 13 percent average increase smce 1968-69. 

As anticipated in last year's report, criminal appeals returned to about 
the 1978-79 level, and exhibit a trend averaging 14 percent annual in
creases. 
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2. BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Summary 

---

In 19~1 the Courtsll of Appeal set another new record in disposing of 
7,166 contested matters o? the merit~ by written opinion (+507, or 7.6%, 
over las~ year). On~e agam, more trIal court judges and retired judges 
~ere assIgned to aSSIst Courts of Appeal than in the previous year increas
mg the number of judge-equivalents from 63 6 to 67 5 (+61 o/C) (' T bI 
!X). This additional assistance appears to b~ larg~ly resPo;sibl~e~or a

th 
e 

mcr~ase~ ~umber of dispositions on the merits. e 
DISp~sI~ons by written o.pinion induded 2,721 civil appeals (-3.4%), 

3f,912.c~mal appe::ls (+ 16.5%) (6,633 total appeals), and 533 dispositions 
~ngmal proceedmgs (+ 10.1 % ) . 
Bue t ted .. 

on es matters means appeals and ori . al r eadin Whil . 
may add significantly to the courts' wormthe ~c;::o 'ty~' ti e sad me motions (e.g., a contested motion to dismiss) 

, "n 0 rna ons 0 not do so to any great extent. 
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TABLE VIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

1971- 1972- 197~ 1974- 1975- 1976-
Business transacted 72 73 74 75 76 77 

Total business transacted .......................................................... 16,-182 17,375 18,639 18,946 18,912 22,223 

Appeals 
By written opinion .......................................................................... 3,m 3,890 4,389 5,240 5,592 5,626 
Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on 

stipulation, motion, etc.) ...................... : ..................................... 1,495 1,614 1,655 1,575 1,966 2,368 

Originnl proceedings (including habeas corpus) 
By written opinion .......................................................................... 321 ~77 296 331 351 377 
Without opinion ................................................................................ 2,902 3,074 3,455 3,647 3,448 3,763 

Total by written opinion .................................................................... 4,318 4,167 4,685 5,571 5,943 6,003 

Motions (miscellaneous)-
Denied or granted .......................................................................... 396 436 525 670 736 929 

Rehearings 
Granted .............................................................................................. 73 65 62 96 89 127 
Denied ................................................................................................ 920 933 1,030 1,138 1,274 1,250 

Orders (miscellaneous)b .................................................................... 6,378 7,086 7,227 6,249 5,456 7,783 
a Excluding granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 
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1977- 1978- 1979-
78 79 80 

24,683 25,565 28,011 
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407 414 484 
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2,481 civil appeals and 883 criminal appeals were disposed of without 
opinion.9 In most cases, appeals disposed of without written opinion consti
tute little burden on the court because they are settled or abandoned 
before there is any judicial action. 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 require substantial judicial resources. 

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 49, 
the 5,202 (+361 over 1979-80) original proceedings disposed of without 
written opinion represented a significant increase in judicial workload. 

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 .... " 10 Even allowing 
for the assistance of retired judges and trial court judges sitting on assign
ment, the Courts of Appeal are generally exceeding this standard in order 
to maintain reasonable currency. The state total was 106.2 cases disposed 
of by written opinion per judge-equivalent. 

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

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Olig. 
proceedings TotsJ appeals 

Full-time Appeals disp. disp. by Lt- olig. proc. 
judge- by written written by written Perjudge-

f!!J.uivalents • oewan °einion oeinion •• equivalent 
District 7rJ..8O 80-81 79-80 80-81 7rJ..8O 80-81 7rJ..8O 80-81 7rJ..8O 80-81 

1 .................. 17.2 17.1 1,554 1.4.03 1158 188 1,712 1,591 100.0 93.0 
2. ................. 22.6 Im,B 2,228 2,460 149 137 2;377 2,597 IOS.2 109.1 
3 .................. B.O 7.B 60S 721 159 76 664 7fT1 83.0 102.2 
4 .................. 10.6 11.15 1,279 1,405 71 B1 1,3i50 1,486 127.4 129.2 
15 .................. 15.1 7.3 1509 644 47 151 i5i58 69i5 109.0 93.2 

State ......... 63.6 67.5 6,1715 6,633 484 533 6.6i59 7,166 104.7 106.2 

• "Full-timejudge-equivalenb" includes a court's regular justices plus the time reported for judges assigned to the court, 
minUJ the time reported for assignmenb of the court's regular members to another court and fo .. extended ab",,~nce . 

•• Note that "cases disposed of by written opinion" iol a somewhat higher number than "nlI\lority written opinions" (1100 

Table X) because some opinions dispose of two or more consolidated cases . 
... May not agree with total of districts because of rounding. 

An experimental program of holding pre argument settlement confer
ences in civil appeals, begun in January 1975, has been formalized in a 
statewide rule facilitating courts' scheduling of these conferences. I I While 
there is little question that these conferences result in a significant num
?er. of added settlements, saving the parties expense and uncertainty, :it 
IS difficult to measure the results of the program statistically, because it hats 
always been true that a large number of civil cases settle or are abandoned 
pending appeal. 

9 Includes cases disposed of before record filed. Dispositions without opinion after record filed were: 
1980-81 IfT19-80 

Civil appeals 1346 13115 
Crimappeals ~9 ~ 

10 1!7T6 Annual Report, p. 34. 
11 Rule 19.15. CaL Rules of Court, effective January 1. IfT17. 

\ 
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Two statistical measures are included in this year's report to include the 
results of settlement conferences in a way that is not dependent on possi
ble subjective evaluations of their success. Table IX-A shows, per judge
eqUIvalent, the number of cases disposed of, including civil appeals dis
posed oEwithoutopinion (i.e., settled or otherwise dismissed), so as to give 
equal weight to dispositions achieved by settlement and dispositions by 
written opinion. 

TABLE IX·A-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
DISPOSITIONS PER JUDGE·EQU!VALENT INCLUDING 

CIVIL APPIEALS DISMISSED 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Civil appeals Total dispositions 
ToW appeals without by writren 

Full·time .t orig. proc. opinion """ opinion plus 
judge- by WTitren (settled, shan· d:1/ appeals Per judge-

District equivalents" opinioD "" donee/, dismis.sed) without opinion eqw'valent 
1!ll9-llJ lrBJ..81 1!ll9-llJ 19tXJ..81 J!ll9-llJ l!8J.8J 1!ll9-llJ JrBJ..8J J!ll9-llJ l!8J.8J 

1............................ 17.2 17.1 1,712 1,591 314 358 2,026 1,949 117.8 114.0 
2............................ 22.6 23.8 2,377 2,5gr 376 346 2,753 2,943 121.8 123.7 
3 ............................ 8.0 7.8 664 797 247 262 911 1,01S9 113.9 1311.8 
4............................ 10.6 11.5 1,350 1,486 249 251 1,599 1,737 150.8 151.0 
5............................ 5.1 7.3 556 695 129 129 685 824 134.3 112.9 

State···· ................ 63.6 61.5 6,659 7,166 1,315 1,346 7,974 8,512 125.4 126.1 

• "Full·time judge-equivalents" includes a court's regular ju4ges 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 ~f?y wri.tten opinion" is a somewhat higher number than "majority written opinions" (see 
Table Xl because some OplDlOns dispose of two or more consolidated cases. 

... 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. 

•••• May not agree with total of districts because of rouncllng. 

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
cl'eased further, and exceed the dismissal percentages in other districts. 

District 

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

State .......... 

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

Fiscal Years 1973-74 through 1980-81 

1975-;1 1U'll-'l5 1975-;6 1U'l(j..7'! 1977-;8 1'!178-'1!J 1!ll9-llJ 
No. ~" No. ~" No. $" No. :li" No. $' No. %" No. $" 
156-20.9% 155-18.1% 203-19.7% 271S-24.8% 319-29.3% 313-$7.9% 314-28.4% 
146-16.7% 211·22: ,J 303·27.4% 323-33.6% 246-25.3% 26.1£5.9% 376-29.6% 
43-16.3% 88,28.8% 121-35.0% 138-34.5% 211-46.5% 116-39.7% 247-42.7% 
74-18.7% f1')'21.1 % 128-22.5% 203-32.3% 174-23.2% 197·25.9% 249·27.5% 
24-24.7% 33-23.4% 34-25.0% 44-24.2% #-17.8% 94-29.8% 129-33.2% 

443-18.6% 577·21.5% 789-24.8% 983-29.9% 996-28.3% 1,043-28.5% 1,31~1,0% 

• Percentage of civil appeals filed in the same period. 

TABLE X-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
MAJORITY OPINIONS WRITTEN a 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1900-81 

1rBJ..81 
No. $" 

358-26.1% 
346-30.0% 
262-45.2% 
251·25.6% 
129-34.0% 

1,34&-30.2% 

Majority opiDi(lIJSwritten 1971-;2 1~1'f2-;3 lU'lJ...;4 1U'll-'l5 1975-;0 lU'l(j..7'! l!1i1-'/8 1U'l(j..79 1!17!J...Ij) 1!8J.81 

.. Total oPinf,ons : .. ,'.................................... 4,259 41,120 4,605 5,449 5,815 5,905 5,959 6,031 6,510 7,023 
By the Court OpinIOns.............................. 872 990 1,138 1,369 1,708 1,792 1,707 1,130 1,390 1,317 

Authored opinIon.~ ........................................ 3,387 3,130 3,461 4,080 4,107 4,113 4,252 4,901 5,120 5,706 
By Court of Appeal justices .................... 3,128 2,783 3,116 3,575 3,613 3,615 3,716 4,558 4,476 5,048 
By assigned judges .................................... 259 347 351 505 494 438 536 343 644 658 

• Lower than "Dispositions by Written Opinion" (Table IX) be •. ause consol.idated cases produce only one opinion. 

I 
I 
I 
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Oulcome 01 Criminal Appeols 
As in prior years, a tabulation of the outcome of crimhul11 appeals (Table 

X-A) shows that relatively few are successful. In almost all of the 10 per
cent reversed, a retrial of the defendant was expected. 

The percentages are not significantly different from previous years. 

TABLE X·A 
CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 

OUTCOME OF CRIMINAL APPEALS TERMINATED a 

BY WRITTEN OPINION. FISCAL YEAR 1980-81 
Sblte tobll 
all courts 

Number It; 

Total cases.......................................................... 3,910 100.0 

Affirmed in full ................................................ 3,025 77.4 
Affirmed with modifications .......................... 49!l 12.5 

Total affirmed ...................... u .......................... 3,515 89.9 
= 

Revc;ned for expected retrial ...................... 365 9.3 
Revened, no retrial possible ........................ 28 0.7 
Dismlased .............................................. : ............. 2 <0.1 

• Percentages may not add to total because of rounding. 

Supreme Court 
Number It; 

19 100.0 

7 ;l6.8 
2 19.5 -
9 47.4 

7 36.8 
3 15.8 
0 

Courts of Appeal 
Number It; 

3,891 100.0 

3,018 77.6 
488 12.5 

3,506 90.1 

358 9.2 
25 0.6 
2 <0.1 

The low percentage of reversals does not necessarily indicate that the 
appeals were generally unmeritorious. Affirmances include cases in which 
there was error deemed to be harmless under all the circumstances, and 
those in which significant legal questions were decided adversely to the 
appellant .. 

3. PENDING MATTERS 

TollIl Appelll, Pending 
There were 8,202 appeals pending in the Courts of Appeal on June 30, 

1981, an increase of 740 (9.9%) over the number pending a year earlier. 
An appeal is treated 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 
several months after the appeal is filed. During the intervening period, a 
significant percentage of appeals is disIilissed as a result of settlement or 
abandonment. 

Accordingly, while total appeals pending indicate the courts' potential 
workload, 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, 1980 and June 30, 1981 

lune 30, 1980 lune 30, 1981 
Total Total 

Courts of Appeal pending Civil Criminal pending Civil 
State Total .................................................. 7,462 3,813 3,649 8,202 4,421 

District I-Total ................................................ 2,502 1,474 1,028 3,177 2,014 

Division 1 • ...................................................... 629 380 249 813 512 
Division 2· ...................................................... 666 405 261 R12 525 
Division 3 ........................................................ 626 am 259 759 484 
Division 4· ...................................................... 581 322 259 793 493 

District II-Total .............................................. 2,089 902 1,187 2,120 956 

Division 1 • ...................................................... 402 142 200 409 167 
Division 2· ...................................................... 342 140 202 372 154 
Division 3· ...................................................... 425 203 222 430 213 
Divll:ion 4 • ...................................................... 466 224 242 433 217 
Division 5· ...................................................... 454 193 261 476 205 

District III b ........................................................ 723 424 299 739 392 

District lV-Total .............................................. 1,122 596 526 ).094 585 

Division 1 c ...................................................... 459 242 217 525 269 
Di\oision 2 c ...................................................... 663 354 309 569 316 

District V d .......................................................... 1,026 417 609 1,072 474 

• AUthOlized four judges. 
b Authorized seven judges. 
C .\uthorized five judges. Division One was authorized a fifth judge on January I, 1980. 
d District Five was authorized two additional judges on ,llUluary I, 1980 for a total of six judgeships. 

Criminal 
3,781 

1,163 

301 
287 
Z75 
300 

1,164 

242 
218 
217 
216 
Z71 

347 

509 

256 
253 

598 

Pending Appeals Argued, CalendtJred or Ready for Calendar 

An appeal is ready for judicial action when the last brief has been filed, 
or the time for its filing hi~.s passed. Of the total appeals pending on June 
30, 1981, there were 3,693 ready for judicial action, as compared with 3,2.i2 
pending a year earlier, an increase of 481 (15.0%) (see Tab~e ~II). While 
the courts' effort to give effect to criminal cases' statutory pnonty resulted 
in a slight decrease in ready criminal appeals statewi~e, ready (~ivil app~als 
increased even more than last year (+506 vs. +325 ill 1979-80), resulting 
in an even less acceptable backlog and delay outlook for civil cases. 

i 
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TABLE Xil-CALIFOBNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS ARGUED, CALENDARED OR READY FOR CALENDAR 

June 30, 198.0 and June 30, 1981 

lune 30, 1980 lune 30, 1981 Courts of Appeal Total Civil Criminal Total Civil 
State total .................................................... 3,212 1,808 1,404 3,693 2,314 

District I-Total ................................................ 1,317 848 469 1,816 1,274 

DivisiQn 1 a . .................................................... 337 229 108 400 318 Division 2 a .................................................... 357 243 114 458 331 Division 3 B .................................................... 345 217 128 459 319 Division 4" .................................................... Z78 159 119 439 306 

District II-Total .............................................. 581 3Z7 254 654 406 
Division 1 II .................................................... 89 42 47 110 57 Division 2 II .................................................... 81 38 43 71 39 Division 3 II . ................................................... 123 85 38 167 122 Division 4 ., .............................. ~ ..................... 107 83 24 137 92 Division 5 ., .................................................... 181 79 102 169 96 

District III b ....... , ................................................ 'ST 144 153 248 121 

District lV-Total ............................................ 384 214 170 347 204 
Division 1 C .................................................... 166 91 75 166 86 Division 2 C .................................................... 218 123 95 181 118 

District V d ..................................................... , .. 633 275 358 626 309 
• Authorized four judges. 
b Authorized seven judges. 

~ Authorized five judges. Division One was authorized a fifth judge on January I, 1980. 
District Five was authorized two additional judges on January I, 1980, for a total of six judgeships. 

TABLE XIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

ANALYSIS OF PENDING READY APPEALS 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Criminal 
1,379 

542 

142 
127 
140 
133 

248 

53 
32 
45 
45 
73 

121 

143 

80 
63 

319 

Appeals disposed of Appeals argued, Ready.pending mtio Ready.pending mtio 
by written opinion caleodared or ready JUDe ~ 1981 JUDe~ 1/w 
Fiscal Year 19!1J..81 [UDe ~ 1981 Perrent of 8 yesr Percent 0{ 8 year 

District ToW Civil CrimimU TabU Civil Criminal ToW Civil Criminal ToW Civil Criminal 
State Total .. 6,633 2,721 3,912 3,693 2,314 1,379 55.7 85.0 35.3 52.0 64.2 41.8 1 ................ 1,403 538 865 1.816 1,274 542 129.4 236.8 62.7 84.8 113.7 58.0 2 ................ 2,400 915 1,545 654 406 248 26.6 44.4 16.1 26.1 36.7 19.0 3 ................ 721 355 366 248 121 127 34.4 34.1 34.7 49.1 47.8 50.3 4 ................ 1,405 731 674 347 204 143 24.7 27.9 21.2 30.0 30.5 29.4 5 ................ 644 182 462 626 309 319 97.5 169.8 69.0 124.4 155.4 107.8 

The significance of the number of ready appeals may be measured by 
comparing that number with the number of cases the court disposes of in 
a year.12 The "ready pending ratio" in Table XIII is the court's volume of 
ready appeals expressed a:-: 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 16.7% of a year's cases. 

Statewide, there are now Over 10 months' civil cases (85% of a year) 
ready, and ready criminal cases amount to four months' workload (35.3% 
of a year). 

Among the most serious situations are the First District, with 2Y-a years' 
civil cases and 8 months' criminal cases ready; and the Fifth District, with 
1 % years' civil and 8 months' criminal cases ready as of June 30, 1981. 

12 Dispositions by written opinion are used here because dismissals by stipulation and the like generally occur before cases 
are "ready." 
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Time 10 Decision 
Viewing the ratios in the preceding table as fractions o!,a ye~r, thdy 

corresp~nd h closely ~o ~h~ r~f~~~e~;~::':~e~~: ~~~~~\~ c~~:il 
app~::,~ ="':~':,"nD.ally decided promptly after brie~g is ~om~leted. 
era.. eals in some districts however, are to an mcreasmg egree 

Cd'! arc!:: extended periods of time after .the last brief is filed. In eval~at
::: Ta~le XIV it should be noted that times are stated :: t.~e dde~a;: 
number of mo~ths that a case was pending, based on cases eel e urm 
the last quarter of the fiscal year. 

TABLE XIV--CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
TIME TO DECISION . 

MEDIAN TIME IN MONTHS 
Quarter Endin~ June 30, 1981 

Notice of appeal 
to Iiling of opinion 

Ready for cBlendsr 
to Iiling of opinion 

Courts of Appeal Civil Criminlll Civil Criminlll 
District I 

Division 1 a .......................................................... .. 
Division 2' ........................................................... . 
Division 3 a ........................................................... . 
Division 4 a ........................................................... . 

District II 
Division 1 a ........................................................... . 
Division 2" ........................................................... . 
Divmon 3" .......................................................... .. 
Division 4 " ................................ ; ......................... .. 
Division 5 a .......................................................... .. 

District III b ............................................................ .. 

District IV 
Division 1 c .......................................................... .. 
Divigon 2 c .......................................................... .. 

District V d .............................................................. .. 

a Authorized four judges. . 

28 
29 
19 
15 

16 
14 
17 
18 
18 

13 

12 
12 

26 

15 
16 
15 
24 

12 
10 
10 
10 
12 

12 

10 
10 

14 

18 
20 
9 
6 

3 
2 
6 
5 
5 

4 

1 
2 

20 

b Authorized seven judges. th . ed fifth judge on January 1, 1980. 
d
c 

Authorized five judges. ~~tw°n Onadedi;as~uJ.udgr: on aJllnuary I, 1980, for a total of six judgetlhips. Im;trict Five was BUthOT17.eu 0 0 

4. OPI~IONS PUBLISHED 

6 
6 
5 

11 

2 
2 
2 
1 
3 

5 

1 
1 

5 

Th following table indicates the percentage of majority opinion~ d of 
e . eal certified for publication during 1980--1981. S.tateWl .e, 

Cou:ts of App 11 t di tri'cts the percentage of opinions pubhshed was and m most appe a e s , . . 
similar to the percentage last year.13 

.. Publication rates in 1979-80 (state total) w~re: Total, 17.1 %; civil appeals, 23.1 %; criminal RPpeals, 8.8%; original pr~. 
ings, 42.0%. 

-i 
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TABLE XV-CALIFORN!A COURTS OF APPEAL 

PERCENTAGE OF MAJORITY OPINIONS PUBLISHED 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Criminlll 

63 

Originlll Courts of Appelll Totlll 

State total........................................................................................ 15.5 

Civil 
appeals 

19.7 
appeals proceedings 

District I.................................................................................................. 17.5 

Division 1............................................................................................ 23.1 
Division 2............................................................................................ 1.6.6 
Division 3............................................................................................ 15,6 
Division 4............................................................................................ 14.8 

District II ................................................................................................ 17.4 

Division 1............................................................................................ 17.7 
Division 2............................................................................................ 16.6 
Division 3 ............................................................................................ 13.1 
Division 4............................................................................................ 15.8 
Division 5............................................................................................ 23.6 

District III .............................................................................................. 13,5 

District IV ................................................................................. "........... 12.2 

Division 1 ............................................................................................ 17.1 
Division 2 ... " ... " ................... " ..................................................... " ..... . 8 t} ... 

District V ......................................................................................... "..... 12.!f 

21.0 

29.3 
19.3 
17.1 
17.3 

25.4 

21.9 
20.7 
23.1 
24.5 
36.1 

15.0 

14.8 

ro.3 
10.4 

17.6 

c. SUPERIOR COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

Highlighls 

9.4 41.3 

10.1 49.0 

12.2 63,6 
8.8 60.0 
9.2 43.2 

10.3 33.3 

9.5 56.8 

12.5 41.2 
10.1 7:,1.9 
4.9 60.0 
7.2 53.6 

12.9 63.0 

10.4 22.4 

7.6 26.8 

13.1 23.3 
2.8 28.9 

~.~. 30.4 

Total cases filed in superior courts rose to 735,000 in 1980-81 follOWing 
a decline in 1979-80, the first decline in eight years. About 21,500 or 3 
percent more cases were filed in 1980-81 than in the preceding year. The 
1980-81 level, however, was still below the record 740,900 cases filed in 
1978-79. 

Increases in 1980-81 were reported in nine of the categories. Large 
increases were reported in civil petitions (+8,600), criminal (+ 7,000), 
other civil complaints (+4,600), juvenile dependency (+3,000), habeas 
corpus (+ 1,5(0), and family law (+ 1,000). Smaller gains were recorded 
in probate and guardianship, mental health, and appeals from lower 
courts. The two groups together registered a total increase of about 26,500 
cases. 

Fewer cases were filed in the follOWing categories: personal injury, 
death, and property damage (-2,300); juvenile delinquency (-1,900); 
and eminent domain (-800). Personal injury cases declined in only one 
other year during the past decaue. That decrease occurred in 1979.,..s0 
when the jurisdictional limit in lower court civil cases was raised from 
$5,000 to $15,000, effective July 1, 1979. That char~ge prevented cases with 
a value of $15,000 or less from being filed in the superior court. 

\ 
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TABLE XVI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JUDGESHIPS, TOTAL FILINGS, AND FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

Fiscsl 
year 
1971-72. ...................................... . 
1972-73 ...................................... .. 
1973-74 ....................................... . 
1974-75 ....................................... . 
1975-76 ...................................... .. 

Number of 
judgeships· 

Increase from 
preceding 

Total year 
471 28 
477 6 
478 1 
501 23 
500 19 

Total 
522,2.56 
1I32,lS63 
S62,248 
602,478 
666,4.'S8 

ChBlll!e from 
preceding year 

Amount Percent 
-5,232 -1.0 
10,307 2.0 
29,685 5.6 
40,230 7.2 
63,988 10.6 

Total 
filings 
per 

judgeship 
1,109 
1,116 
1,176 
1,203 
1,282 

1976-77........................................ M2 22 713,846 47,388 7.1 1,317 
1977-78........................................ 1551 9 726,6.59 12,813 1.8 1,319 
1978-79........................................ 1561 10 R 740,933 R 14,274 1 9 R 1,321 
1979-ro........................................ em 46 R 713,476 R 27,4ST R 3:7 R 1,175 
1980-81........................................ 628 21 734,967 21,491 3.0 1,170 

• Based on authorized judgeships at end of fiscal yilar. See footnote b of Table XXIV, with respect to "per judge" compari-
oow. . 

RRevised. 

The 1,170 filings per judge index in 1980-81 was slightly below 1979-80. 
The 1979-80 figure, however, showed a sharp drop from the previous year 
after having risen for seven straight years. 

Filings by Type 01 Proceeding 
In 1980-81, there were 113,900 filings in the other civil petitions cate

gory. These filings increased more in numerical terms than filings in any 
other superior court category and were 8,600 or 8 percent more than in 
1979-80. The volume, however, was still below the record 118,400 filings 
in 1978-79. Some of the counties that had large increases were San Bernar
dino (+ 2,348), Sacramento (+ 1,335), Santa Clara (+ 1,021), and Contra 
Costa (+949). 

Filings in the other civil complaint category increased by 4,600 or 5 
percent to 93,900, This increase was the third largest of all proceedings and 
contrasts with a decline in the preceding year. The decline in the preced
ing year is believed to have resulted from legislation, effective July 1, 1979, 
which raised the jurisdictional limit in lower court civil cases from $5,000 
to $15,000. This change shifted the filing of affected cases from superior 
courts to lower courts. The initial impact of that legislation on other civil 
complaint filings appears to have subsided and filings in this category are 
again increasing. Some superior courts with large increases in other civil 
complaint filings were San Diego (+ 1,365) , Riverside (+ 1,026) and Santa 
Clara (+819). 

Personal injury, death and property damage cases registered the largest 
decrease. Those filings decreased by 2,300 cases or 3 percent to 81,000 
cases. The largest declines were registered in the following courts: Los 
Angeles (-1,059), Alameda (-441) and Sacramento (-315). The motor 
vehicle group of the personal injury category had the largest decrease 
with about 3,000 or 6 percent fewer filings than the previous year. Other 
personal injury cases, however, increased by 700 cases or 2 percent. It 
appears that the increase in lower court civil jurisdiction from $5,000 to 
$15,000 had a greater effect on reducing motor vehicle filings in superior 
courts than on non-motor vehicle cases, which include medical malprac
tice suits. 

.. 
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TABLE XVII CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CIVIL FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

PenonaJ Injury Death .t Property 
ToIRI ProbIre 
Civil 

Dlrruge Other Civil IDd FMIJily Motor Eminent 
Fi/ing1 GumBanship Law ToIRI Vehicle Other Domain Comp/aints Petitions 

37:1.3.58 
NUMBER 

62,090 145,148 59,840 42,845 16,995 5,475 386,765 62,406 1.9,062 62,86.5 
50,816 49,989 

407,923 62,900 
43,521 19,344 6,452 57,294 48,6813 1154,793 70,81S4 48,oos 

443,3156 61,975 
22,649 4,313 66,996 48,007 162,938 75,239 49,266 25,973 5,299 81,387 156,518 476,90S 62,947 168,602 80,310 52,M.5 27,7155 3,617 84,9155 76,474 

523,391 64,910 172,211 85,604 57,193 28,411 2,249 82,232 116,185 534,686 R 63,774 R 175,160 86,729 R 1SB,622 R 27,9fJ7 R 1551,393 R 62,BISB R 175,837 92,962 
2,725 R 88,349 R 117,949 

521,068 64,408 176,279 R83,271 
R 63,.lOB R 29,81S4 R 2,1Yf4 R 99,279 R 118,383 

53,733 29,1S38 2,509 532,550 64,779 177,2M 80,970 
89,300 105,301 

50,723 30,247 1,719 93,916 113,911 

100 
PERCENT 

17 39 16 11 5 1 14 13 100 16 39 16 11 5 2 IS 13 100 IS 38 17 12 6 1 16 12 100 14 37 17 11 6 1 18 13 100 13 35 17 11 6 1 18 16 
100 12 33 16 11 5 100 12 33 16 

<1 16 22 
11 5 1 17 22 100 Rll R32 17 Rll 100 R 16 R

S R <1 18 R21 12 34 10 6 <1 Rl7 
100 12 33 IS 10 

00 
6 <1 18 21 

3 
PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 

4 
-1 4 4 2 9 -21 9 <1 <1 3 5 2 14 18 13 -3 5 1 4 13 11 17 -33 17 -1 9 -2 5 6 2 

8 2 
IS 23 21 18 3 7 7 7 -32 4 35 

10 3 2 7 9 2 -38 -3 52 2 -2 2 1 3 
3 -1 

-2 21 7 2 
R<l 7 7 R -6 R2 R R 

7 -24 12 < 1 < 1 -10 -IS R -1 R2i R R -10 -11 2 <1 <1 -3 -6 2 -31 5 8 

10,682 
AMOUNT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 

-516 6,129 2,216 860 1,356 -1,462 13,407 316 3,914 3,02.5 676 2,349 
4,226 89 

21,11SB 977 6,478 -1,103 
M4 5,731 7,989 4,684 3,300 -2,139 9,702 -679 35,433 -98.5 8,145 4,385 1,061 3,324 

33,1S49 986 14,391 8,511 
972 5,664 s,071 3,289 1,782 -1,682 3,568 19,956 

46,486 1,963 3,009 5,294 4,638 6S6 
11~ -1,136 2,949 1.,h25 

-1,368 -2,723 39,711 
1,629 -504 476 6,117 1,764 16,707 -916 677 6,233 4,286 

-30,325 R 1,550 R 442 R -9,691 R R 1,947 -651 10,930 434 
-9,375 -316 R43S R -9,979 R -13,082 11,482 371 976 -2,301 -3,010 709 -790 4,616 8,610 
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Figure 8-SUPERIOR COURT CIVIL FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 
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The filing of 177,300 family law cases, the largest of all categories, reflect
ed an increase of 1,000 cases, or less than 1 percent, over the previous year, 
Probate and guardianship filings increased by 400, or less than 1 percent, 
over the previous year, The only other decrease in filings among the civil 
categories appeared in eminent domain filings, which declined by 800 to 
1,700 filings, the lowest level in 10 years, 
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TABLE XVII-A CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
JUVENILE FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 
DELINQUENCY 

Wct/(j()JI DEPENDENCY' 

0rigiDRl Subs.equent Total 0riginRJ Subs.equent 
0rigiJW Subs.equent ToW 0rigHuJ Subs.equent Total 

NUMBER 
33,003 
~1,336 
6O,5!lI5 
63,739 
M,,943 

S8,l42 
&5,806 

R &5,519 
S2,3-t6 
49,634 

100 
100 
iOO 
100 
61 

62 
64 
64 

R63 
61 

-6 
-3 
18 
5 

-11 

2 -. 
-I 
-6 
-~ 

-3.2'5 
-1,737 

9,Mg 
3,144 

-6,796 

1,199 
-2,336 

:n,rm 
35,mg 
31,897 

R 3O,Tt6 
3O,MI 
31,364 

39 

38 
36 
J6 
:n 
39 

-3 
-9 
-4 

Rd 
3 

-lmi 

12,806 9,67Il 3,131 81,174 47,268 

6,601 4,8f!T 1,914 Il6.:rtO 33,2.55 
2,313 1,868 ~ &'5.390 33,938 

R 1,741 1,1503 238 84,554 R .54,016 1,313 R 1,1~2 R 163 R81,.572 31,194 
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Figure 8A-SUPERIOR COURT JUVENILE FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 
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The 81,000 juvenile delinquency cases filed in 1980-81 reflected a de
crease for the fifth consecutive year. About 1,900 or 2 percent fewer cases 
were filed in 1980-81 than in 1979-80. The decrease was in the filing of 
original proceedings, that is, in the number of minors making initial con
tact with the courts. Original filings declined by 2,700 cases. However, 
petitions which reflect filings on minors who are already wards of the 
court increased by 800. 

Most juvenile delinquency cases were filed under section 602 of the 
Welfare and Institutions Code. In 1980-81 about 79,300 such cases were 
filed. This volume was about 2,300 cases or 3 percent less than the juvenile 
delinquency cases filed under section 601 of the Welfare and Institutions 
Code during the previous year. Only 1,700 delinquency cases were filed 
under section 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. In 1980-81 those 
filings, however, reflected an increase for the first time. in five years, an 
increase of 400 cases over the preceding year. 

Contrary to the decline in the juvenile delinquency category, the 22,700 
juvenile dependency cases filed under section 300 of the Welfare arid 
Institutions Code reflected an increase of 3,000 cases or 15 percent over 
1979-80 filings. It was the fifth straight increase since the collection of such 
data and was the fourth largest of the categories showing gains in 1980-81. 

The following courts showed the largest increases: Los Angeles (+ 1,-
432), Kern (+458), and San Joaquin (+211). 

Criminal filings increased by 7,000 cases or 12 percent in 1980-81. This 
increase was the second highest of all proceedings and the largest for the 
criminal category in the past 10 years. It was also almost double the previ
ous high increase of 4,000 ca.ses recorded in 1979-80. The 65,000 criminal 
cases filed in 1980-81 was the highest since 1971-72 when 65,500 cases were 
filed. Some of the counties that reflected large increases were Los Angeles 
( +2,064), Santa Clan.t (+ 1,025), San Diego (+577), and Alameda (+394). 

The remaining three categories of habeas corpus, appeals from lower 
courts, and mental health also registered increases. Habeas corpus filings 
rose by 1,500 cases or 12 percent. The trend among the courts~ however, 
was mixed. The largest increases were registered by Los Angeles (+ 1,408) 
and Alameda (+286). The largest decreases were reported by Ventura 
(-614) and by San Joaquin (-216). In the other two categories the 
increases were minimal: mental health (+200) and appeals from lower 
courts (+100). 
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TABLE XVII.B CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS OF OTHER PROCEEDINGS 
Fiscal Year. 1971-72 through 1980-81 

Toal ApptwIs IiTJm ~ Coum n.J¥as Olrpus 

Finl 0tiJ« Meatal 

ferr J>rrJctJ«JirJg HtJIIllI CrirDiIW Toal ariJ CrirDiIW Tolli CrirDiIW 

NUMBER 

1911-'72 .......... 8Z,7M 7,001 65,-'87 15,244 4,793 

72.-'73 .......... 81,1581 6,68& 61,605 'i,f1fJ) 6,225 

73-"74 .......... 80,887 6,412 M,63S 10,2115 9,6M 

74-'715 .......... 81,392 6,039 1515,6315 10,891 
'9,088 12,524 

8,fm 
14;rt8 

715-76 .......... 81.,481 6,098 M,816, 11,612 8,9M 

76-77 .......... 8M69 3,~1 M;519 12.740 10,232 2,lS08 9,8159 4,019 

77-78 .......... W3,746 4,oM M,36Q 14,601 11,893 2,708 12,721 3,9115 

78-79 .......... 84,9.'50 R 3,573 R S3,9ISS 140414 12,065 2,349 R 13,008 ' R3,Ml 

79-80 .......... 8 89,870 3,&93 S8,OI)t 8 14,8815 8 12,389 R 2,496 13,388 3,766 

80-81 .......... 98,740 ~,766 64,993 115,032 ' 12,S10 2,S22 14,929 3,599 

PERCENT 

1911-·72 .......... 100 9 79 6 ,6 

7Z-73 .......... 100 8 76 9 8 

73-74 .......... 100 8 68 13 12 

74-715 .......... 100 7 68 13 11 

715-76 .......... 100 7 61 14 11 3 If 15 

76-·77 .......... 100 7 66 115 12 3 12 5 

77·-78 .......... 11)9 15 64 17 14 3 15 15 

78--79 .......... 1(,0 4 54 17 14 3 15 4 

79-80 .......... WO 4 65 17 14 3 15 4 

80-81 .......... 100 4 66 . 15 13 3 IS 4 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 

1911-72 .......... -13 -7 -14 9 -25 

7Z-73 .......... -1 -7 -6 as 30 

73-74 .......... -J, -4 -11 45 1515 

74-75 .......... 1 -6 2' 7 -8 

715-76 .......... <1 1 -1 7, 1 

76-77 .......... 1 -11 -<1 10 13 -1 10 -8 

77-78 .......... 5 -26 1 IS 16 8 29 -1 

78-79 .......... -2 -12 -3 -1 1 -13 2 -11 

7!h'r) .......... 6 <1 8S 3 R3 6 R3 6 

~1 .......... 10 15 1~ 1 1 1 12 -4 

(J . AMOUNT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 

1911-72 .......... -12,603 -1574 -10,899 432 -1,1592 

7Z-73 .......... -1,144 . -1516 -3,882 1,822 1,432 

73-74 .......... -~ -273 -6P10 3,l~ 3,400 

74-715 .......... 50IS -373 1,000 G76 -798 
715-76 .......... 89 ~ -819 721 128 

76-77 .......... 1,188 -647 -1117 l,ll&!1 1,144 -16 904 -359 

77-78 .......... 4,077 -1,396 750 1,861 1,661 200 z,aa2 -44 

78-79 .......... i l ,796 -482 i l ,414 ..:.lirT R 172 -3.'59 R287 -434 

7!h'r) .......... 4,9'JD R~ 4,1W9 I! 411 324 R 147 380 R2215 

!M).,81.......... 8,870 193 6,989 147 121 ' 26 1,1541 -167 

~ Components of Appeals from Lower Courts and Habe!u Corpus first available for 1915-76. 
Revised. 
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Figure aB-SUPERIOR COURT FILINGS OF OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

Fiscal Year. 1971-12 through 1980-81 
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Filings In Weighted Unit. 
The weighted units represent the estimated minutes of judicial time 

required to dispose 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 average case-related time required to dispose of a filing in that 
category. Dividing the total weighted units of a category by the judge-year 
value, that is the number of minutes a judge is expected to work in a year, 
determine~ the number of judicial positions required to dispose of the 
caseload. Weighted units are used primarily to estimate the judgeship 
needs of a court. 

TABLE XVII·C-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
WEIGHTED FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

StM8 ToaJ St.l8iess Las I~ County Los Al1ge!e5 Count}· 

Total ........................................... . 

PTobate and guardianship ........ .. 
Family law .................................... .. 
P.I., death 6c property damage .. 
Eminent domain .......................... .. 
Other civil: 

COmplaint! ................................ .. 
PetitiollJ ..................................... . 

Mental Health .............................. .. 

Juvenile: 
Delinquency ............................... . 
Dependency ................ , .............. . 

Crim.inal ......................................... . 
Appealt fr.lower court ............... . 
Habeas corpus .............................. .. 

Rttquirt!d 
Weigbl«l JIJIiicUJ 
FiJirJp Poritioos 

57,104,684 779 

1,806,1156 
&,013,893 
15,774.2'8 

157,684 

13,l518,7311 
1.2&1,402 

2115,874 

4,893,914 
2,24O,Bro 

18,370,898 
829,060 

o 

215 
110 
78 

2 

1815 
18 
3 

66 
30 

2151 
11 
o 

31 
43 
81 
72 

131 
11 
151 

53 
88 

282 
49 
o 

1 Filings multiplied by the weight assigned to the category. 

Weighl«l 
FiJirJp 1 

:rr ,912,418 

1,438,896 
15,l515,3112 
3,670,839 

106,200 

9,0152,715:5 
918,830 
171,l564 

3,231,092 
1,0215,700 

12,283,074 
498,036 

o 

Rttquirt!d 
ludicUl 

Poritioos I Weight 

1521 

00 
76 
150 
1 

1215 
13 
2 

44 
14 

169 
7 
o 

00 
151 
159 

211 

180 
12 

105 

83 
160 
284 
68 
o 

Weighted 
FiJirJp 1 

19,192,266 

367,260 
2,498,1541 
2,103,409 

51,484 

4,46.'5,980 
364,l572 
44,310 

1,662,822 
1,21M40 
6,067,824 

331,024 
o 

Required 
ludicUl 

Poritions I 
2.58 

15 
34 
28 

1 

60 
15 
1 

22 
16 
82 
4 
o 

• Weighted filings divided by the judge-year standard of74,OOO weighted unit! for Los Angeles County and 72,700 weighted 
unit! for the remainder of the state. The 74,000 weighted unit! is the approved standP...rd for courts with 11 or more 
judicial position!. The 72,700 weighted unit! 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 positions 

1-2 
~10 
11 or more 

Judge-year 
standard 
62,100 
71,400 
74,000 

x 
X 
X 

Judicial positions 

:33 
90 

in group 

342 (excluding 
_ Los Angeles) 

46.'5 

Judicial positions 
multiplied by 

judge-year standard 
2,049,300 
6,426,000 

25,308,000 

33,783,300 + 46.'S = 72,652, 
rounded to 72,700 

Multiplication of the case weights approved by the Judicial Council in 
1977 14 by the filings reported in 1980-81 produces a caseload of 57.1 mil
lion weighted units for the superior courts. This weighted caseload, when 
divided by the average judge-year value for all superior courts of 73,300 
units, showed a need for 779 judicial positions. In comparison, the number 
of judicial positions actually authorized in superior courts in 1980-81 was 
726, including 21 new judgeships added during the year. 
14 See Ul78 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 were not approved for !l.1e. 
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Categories as Percentage of Total Filings Compared with Categorie'" as 
Percentage of Total Wei~hted Units and Required Judicial POSitio;s 

Ftscal Year 1980-81 
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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 caseloads were criminal, other civil complaints and fam
ily law. These categories accounted for 70 percent of the weighted case
load filed in superior courts in 1980-81, indicating the need for 546 of the 
779 }udicial positions required to process the cases. 

The criminal category accounted for over 30 percent of the total weight
ed units in superior court. Even though its filings were only 9 percent of 
the total, the weighted caseload system indicated a need for 251 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 185 judicial positions. 

The family law category, with 24 percent of the total cases filed in 
superior court, had more filings in 1980-81 than any other group. Its 
weighted units value, however, was third highest with 14 percent of the 
total, reflecting a requirement for 110 judicial positions to dispose of those 
cases. 

Personal injury and juvenile delinquency categories were, respectively, 
fourth and fifth highest in weighted units with proportions of 10 percent 
and 9 percent. Their share of filings was somewhat comparable, with 
personal injury cases and juvenile delinquency petitions each comprising 
11 percent of the total. 

The remaining seven categories, including juvenile dependency, pro
bate and guardianship, other civJ petitions, appeals from lower courts, 
eminent domain, mental health, and habeas corpus, accounted for 32 
percent of the total superior court filings but only 12 percent of the total 
weighted units. The weighted units in this group represented a caseload 
for 89 judicial positions. 

2. DISPOSITIONS 

Highlights 
In 1980-81, superior courts disposed of 584,300 cases exclusive of civil 

matters dismissed for lack of prosecution. lS This represented an increase 
of 20,800 cases or 4 percent over the volume disposed of in 1979-80. Per
centage-wise the gain was slightly more than the 3 percent increase in 
total cases filed. 

15 Under Cal. Code Civ. Proc. ~~ 1581a and 583, courts may dismiss old cases for lack of prosecution. From time to time 
individual courts purge their records by malcing such "housekeeping" dismissals. In 1980-81 these dismissals totaled 
7,369; in 1979-80 they totaled 9,873. Dispositions, excluding civil cases dismissed for lack of prosecution, indicate more 
accurately than do total dispositions the number of cases disposed of by judicial effort. In the discussion that follows, 
disposition figures do not include civil dismissals for lack of prosecufJon. Civil dismissals for lack of prosecution, 
however, are included in the disposition totals shown in appendix Tables 11 through 18. Thus, there is a difference 
between the disposition figures shown in the text tables and those shown in the appendix tables. 
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TABLE XVIII-CAliFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENTS, DISPOSITIONS 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL CASES DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) AND 
DISPOSITIONS 

PER JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENTo 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

FiscMl . 
}'NT 

1971-72 ............. . 
1972-73 ............ .. 
1973-74 ............ .. 
1974-75 ............. . 
1975-76 ............. . 

Number of judlcill/ 
positlon 

eqw·OOenls 

Tow' 

549 
578 
586 
000 
622 

incnwe 
from 

preceding 
year 

23 
29 
8 

14 
22 

Total 
4151,413 
449,901 
462,312 
.css,903 
II.52,lH, 

1976-77 .............. 644 22 1!81,O3'1' 
1977-78 .............. 663 19 589,921 

::t: ::::::::::::::: 21 R= 
1980-81 .............. 700 21 584,342 

~~:~ this classification first reported in 1975-76. 

Dispositlons 
(Jess civil dismissals for 
Jsck of prosecutlon) 

Chsngefrom 
preceding year 

Amount Percent 
1,872 .4 

-10512 -.3 
12,411 2.8 
23,591 15.1 
66,164 13.6 

28,926 
8,884 

-1,906 
R -24.4&5 

20,812 

15.2 
1.15 

R -0.3 
-4.2 

3.7 

TABLE XVIII-A CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
DiSPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Disposltlons 
per judicisJ 

positlon 
equlvsJent 

822 
778 
789 
810 
888 

902 
890 
882 

R 819 
824 

Dlspos:ltlons 
CiJan.'f.f! in dis]Jos:itlons from 

1)pe of Proce«ling 

~~~~~~ .. _ .......................................................................................... . 

19t1J..&/ 
584,342 
61,7Bl 

146,627 
00,006 
46,400 
22,636 

93,324 
76,263 
48,384 
'Zl/!19 

17.001 
15,313 
1,748 

58,312 
13.oos 
11,016 
2,2.50 

1!J'l9..8J 
R ,563,l53O 
R61,M4 
RR1~,810 
R 62,2Z4 
R 41,158 

21,066 

R94,900 
R 
R 17,104 

49,393 
R'Zl,7l1 

R R 17,796 

~ 
:51,281 
R 13,553 

11,387 
2,166 

l!;~:;~:=:::=::::::=:::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :~: R1~ 
: Not listed as total was not comparable to 1979-80 and 1980-81 data 
R ~:~ this classification first reported in 1975-76. . 

lflll-lm 
a 

$1,400 
12.5~ 
~B 
32,370 
14,6QI 

5,849 
74,051 
33,817 
40,234 
6WJ 

51Jm 

1l!,Z71 

61,372 
4,174 
2,83.5 
1,939 

4,498 

1!J'19..8J lflll-'l$ 
Amount Perrent Amount Perrent 

ID,B12 3.7 a a -
fH1 1.1 4,381 7.6 
B17 .6 21,232 16.9 

6,812 10.9 22,008 47.0 
5,242 12.7 14,030 43.3 
1,570 7.5 B,()28 .55.0 

-183 -14.6 -4,T/5 -il1.6 
5,71JJ 4.9 .f9,22.5 66.5 
2,&'52 5.3 22,845 67.6 
2,928 4.6 26,3IJJ 615.6 

1m 16.5 -2,m3 -38.9 

-1,576 -1.7 
-841 -1.1 

-1,001 -2.0 -3,514 -6.B 
168 .6 

-73.5 -4.1 
-1,556 -9.2 3,042 24.8 

821 88.6 
7,0:11 13.7 -3,060 -3.0 
-2E1 -2.1 8,492 IT7.9 
-371 -3.3 8,IB1 288.6 

84 3.9 311 16.0 

1,121 9.1 8,914 198.2 
-653 -17.2 
1,174 ID.9 
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The criminal category registered the largest increase (+7,000) in dispo
sitions. This increase was about the same as the increase in crimincl filings. 
The personal injury, death and property damage category registered the 
next highest disposition gain (+6,800). Its filings, however, were down 
(-2,300) from the preceding year. Other civil petitions, although ex
periencing the largest ipcrease in filings (+ 8,600) , reflected a modest rise 
in dispositions (+2,900). A similar gain (+2,900) was reported [or other 
civil complaint dispositions. Smaller increases (each by less than 1,200 
cases) occurred in the categories of habeas corpus, family law, probate and 
guardianship, and mental health. Fewer cases were disposed of in 1980-81 
than in 1979-80 in the four categories of eminent domain, juvenile delin
quency, juvenile dependency, and appeals from lower courts. Each de
creased, however, by less than 900 cases. 

In 1980-81, the average number of cases disposed of per judicial position 
equivalent 16 was 824, about the same as the preceding year. During the 
past 10 years the average ranged from a low of 778 dispositions in 1972-73 
to a high of 902 dispositions in 1976-77. This disposition rate provides a 
rough index of judicial output and is affected not only by judicial effort but 
also by factors over which the courts have little or no control. Some of the 
influencing factors are changes in the type of cases filed, the rate at which 
cases are filed, the manner in which cases are disposed of, and the effect 
of changes in statutory and case law. 

In 1980-81, judges disposed of about 24,600 or 12 percent, more cases 
without trial than in 1979-80. Even though 3,800 fewer cases were disposed 
of by trial in 1980-81, the decrease was only 1 percent. The cases disposed 
of after trial reflected a decline in the disposition of uncontested matters, 
that is cases terminated before evidence was introduced by both parties. 
These dispositions declined by 5,400 cases. Nevertheless, contested disposi
tions, that is cases terminated after evidence was introduced by hoth 
parties, increased by 1,600 cases. Also, there were almost 200 more jury 
trials held in 1980-81 than in 1979-80. 

Disposed t1f Before Trial and Afler Trial 
Of all superior court cases, about 234,500 or 40 percent were disposed 

of without trial in 1£30-81. This level was about 24,600 or 12 percent more 
than the number disposed of before trial in 1979-80. (See Table XVIII-B.) 

The personal injury, death and property damage and the criminal cate
gories showed the largest increases in dispositions before trial. These cate
gories increased by 7,400 cases or 13 percent, and by 7,000 cases or 15 
percent, respectively. Courts which showed large increases in personal 
injury before trial dispositions were: Los Angeles (+3,113), Orange (+ 1,-
076) and Alameda (+358). The larger criminal before trial dispositions 
occurred in: Los Angeles (+ 2,106), San Diego (+ 1,006), Alameda 
(+ 771), Orange (+472) and Kern (+428). Since personal injury and 
criminal cases make up a large portion of the cases awaiting trial, any 
increase in the disposition of such cases assists in reducing or prevents the 

16 Judicial position equivalents are defined a~ authorized judgeships, plus full-time commissioners and referees, when 
adjusted to reflect judicial vacancies, assistance rendered to other courts by superior court judges, and assistance 
received by superior courts from assigned judges or from temporary judges serving by stipulation of the iParties. 
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DISPOSITIO~~Bi~F~~I~I':NC6'LIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMI:::~ :~~~~BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
CK OF PROSECUTION) 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 
~tiODS Before Trial 

IJispasjtioDS Alter Tiial 
Cbange/Tom 

1jpe of Proceeding l!i'l!J..B) Clumgefrom 
191»-81 lfll9..8J Amouat Perr:ent 

l!179-8O 
Total .......................................... 234,552 Rrol,934 

1980-81 1fll9..8J AmOUDt Perr:ent 
Probate and guardianshi 24,618 11.7 349,790 R 3.'53,596 
Famil law P .......... 3,51l2 R4,735 -1,153 -24.4 R 56,349 

-3,806 -1.1 

P.l, d~th &:';;;:;';i;;:;;;;;" 12,472 R 8,1150 -4,322 
58,199 1,8.50 3.3 

6.5,522 R 58,160 
!;:.H: 134,155 R lt37,660 

Motor vehicles ............................ 7,362 lIl" -3,500 -2.5 
44,698 R - , 3,514 

R 39,137 M61 
4,064 -550 -13.5 

Others .......................................... l1A),824 14.2 1,702 R2,021 19,023 1,801 9.5 1,812 R2,043 
-319 -15.B 

Eminent dOmain ............................ 
-231 -11.3 

700 R894 
~rci: ...................................... 79,442 R73,1m 

-1211 -14.0 305 363 5,800 8.0 -58 -16.0 lOp b .................................. 40,449 R 43,834 43,944 R 37,110 3,339 -110 ··0~1 Petitions ...................................... 38,993 9.0 16,213 RR16,700 
Mentnl Health 36,442 2,551 7.0 -~ -2.9 ................................ 261 300 -22 

27,621 
~;:: 377 1.4 -7.3 3,953 

).~~~~ 
622 18.7 

11,862 RIO,952 910 6.3 81,462 9$l R 8,537 720 8.4 67,006 
R 63,948 -2,486 -3.0 

6,325 5,893 om R68tR1 -1,561 -2.3 7.3 42,~ 2,932 2,642 290 R 43,498 -1,439 -3.3 11.0 24,947 

=~:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
25,069 -122 -.5 

2,~ :2,415 190 7.9 R 15,ilBl 2,243 14,456 
2,293 -50 -2.2 13,070 R \1,576 

-92.5 -6.0 
362 122 240 -1,506 -10.3 196.7 1,386 

Criminal .......................................... 
80S 581 72.2 

51,826 R~,924 A~ from lower court: .......... 1,007 
6,902 15.4 6,486 R 6,357 

'viI R998 89 8.9 Rl2,555 
129 2.0 

~ ........................................ 499 394 105 
12,179 -376 -3.0 26.6 10,517 RIO,993 ...................................... 588 604 -16 -476 -4.3 -2.6 !,662 

~!:~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1,562 100 6.4 

7,7f1J R7,266 443 6.1 RS,025 2,286 R 5,700 
R 3,164 -678 -27.7 678 13.5 ............................................. 5,42.'1 850 625 225 

R Revised. 
4,102 1,321 32.2 4,853 R4,400 

36.0 
453 10.3 

expansion of the volume of cases a T 'al 
increase in crimiD<.:.1 cases disposed ;fb ~g tn : lOver 90 percent of the 
guilty. erore tna resulted from pleas of 

Other categories with lar " h 
without trial were famil I ge gams m t e nun:~er of cases disposed of 
and other civil petition/( ~~ 6~)4,~OO~lother. CIvIl complaints (+3,300), 
nile delinquency habeas cor' us .' m. er gams were reported by juve~ 
lower courts Th~ n b p, Ju~erule dependency and appeals from 
following ca·tegOrie~preorbOaftCeasesddisposde~ ofhiwithout trial declined in the 

. .' . . an guar Ians 'p ( 1 200) . d 
mam (-100) and mental health (-I h -" emInent 0-

Ab . 349 . ess t an 100) 
OUi: ,800 cases or 60 p t f all . . 

trial for their dispositions. (S::C~~b~ xv~~f-~r)I~hlour\ cases required 
cases or 1 percent less than th b . '. s vo ume was 3,800 
The workload of the superior ~o~~~ ~~!ned d~~dng thde.pr.e~eding year. 
as might be sug ested b h d .' . ever, 1 not Imlrush as much 
entire decrease fn after fri!l ~iS;~I~~e In the IdijoSitions after trial. The 
ters, that is the less time-consum' SI ons r~h te from uncontested mat
the more time-consumin case mg cases. .e contested cases, which are 
Years by 1600 ca 3 g s, however, Increased between the two , ses or percent. 
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Figure 1D-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT a 
Manner of Disposition by Type of ProCee~lng 
(Excluding Civil Dismissals for Lack of Prosecution) 
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Categories reflecting the higher decreases in the cases disposed of after 
trial were family law (-3,500), juvenile delinquency (-1,600), and jun
venile dependency (-900). Smaller decreases occurred in the categories 
of personal injury, death and property damage, other civil complaints, 
appeals from lower courts, and ~minent domain. The largest increase 
( + 1,900) Occurred in the probate aJ."1d guardianship category. Smaller 
increases occurred in the categories of other civil petitions, mental health, 
criminal, and habeas corpus. 

TABLE XIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
CRIMINAL DEFENDAN'rS CONVICTED, ACQUITTED, DISMISSED 

OR TRANSFERRED AND MANNER OF DISPOSITION 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Total 
defendants 

Acquitted 
dismissecJ ConVicted 

or trSJ'JSferred Total Mise/eo 
Number Percellt Number Percent Number P(!rcent Felony meanor 

All manner of disposition.................... 58,312 100.0 7,966 100.0 150,346 100.0 47.7153 2~93 
Percent of total.................................. 100.0 13.7 86.3 B1.9 4.4 

Before trial .............................................. lil.B26 88.9 6.744 Dismissed or transferred ................ 6.744 11.6 6.744 Plea of guilty ...................................... 411.062 77.3 

After trial ................................................ 6.486 11.1 1.222 Court trial .......................................... 1,942 3.3 40B Jury trial .............................................. 4~ 7.B B14 

84.7 411.082 
84.7 

411.082 

lli.3 11,264 
Ii.l l~ 

10.2 3.730 

B9.11 

B9.1i 

10.4 
3.0 
7.4 

42,863 

42.863 

4.B90 
1.334 
3.M6 

2,.219 

2,219 

374 
roo 
174 

Table XIX shows the number of criminal defendant.s who were convict
ed or acquitted before and after trial and the number of criminal cases that 
were dismissed or transferred before trial during 1980-81. Comparison of 

..; the table figures with data from the preceding year indicates that most of 
the increase in total criminal dispositions resulted from convictions. Of the 
7,000 increase in criminal dispositions, 6,500 or 93 percent represented 
defendants who were convicted. Abf)ut 6,400 of the increase in convictions 
resulted from pleas of guilty. Courts reporting large increases in the num
ber convicted were Los Angeles (+2,413), Alameda (+759), San Diego 
(+630), Kern (+431) and Orange (+416). 

There were also more defendants in superior courts who were convict
ed of felony crimes in 1980-81 than in 1979-80. Defendants convicted of 
misdemeanor crimes in superior courts declined slightly. This reduction 
in misdemeanor convictions in superior courts may indicate that munici~ 
pal courts were effectively screening criminal cases being sent to superior courts. 

A large proportion of superior court criminal cases are normally dis
posed of before trial by pleas of guilty. In 1980-81, of the 51,800 criminal 
cases disposed of before trial in superior courts, 45,100 or 87 percent were 
disposed of by pleas of guilty. About 6,500 or 11 percent of all criminal cases 
were disposed of by trial. Although the number of cases proceeding to trial 
is relatively small, jury trial absorbed a substantial portion of the judicial 
effort expended on criminal matters. 

. L: ' .. ~".="="~'~_'. __ ._'_~._""'''''''. 
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Contested Maller. 
Contested matters are those cases disposed of after trial or a hearing that 

has progressed to a point where both parties have introduced evidence. 
These cases gener.ally are the most time-consuming types of dispositions, 
with the possible exception of habeas corpus proceedings. 

TABLE XX-C:ALlFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
CONTESTED DISP()SITIONS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

t=iscal Year 1980-81 

Contested Dispositions 

J!8J..8J J97fJ...8() J91J-7SJ 
'!}pe of proceeding 

Total ................................................................ 6U87 8 63,388 • 
Probate and guardianship .................................. 4,1523 8 3,913 6M 
FlIII1lly law .............................................................. l2,2II3 : 12,179 9,1157 
P.L, death it property damage: ........................ 1,911 82,1MB 3,ll9 

Motor vehicle .................................................... 841 951 1,822 
Othen .................................................................. 1,070 1,f1.TT 1$1 

Eminent domain .................................................. 170 212 444 
Other civi1: .............................................................. 71357 8 6,990 15,8ll 

Complainbl .......................................................... 15,11315 8 4,9611 15,081 
Petitions .............................................................. 2,322 8 2,02.'5 730 

Mental health ........................................................ 611 n 4159 2815 

Juvernlle: .................................................................. 14,1539 R 14,913 
Delinquency: ............ " ........................................ ll,974 R 12,'1315 

~~t·6·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 7,161 : 7,788 15,049 
4,813 4,947 

Dependency: ...................................................... 2,.565 : 2,178 

~~t·6·:::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,149 R 1,971 1,'0108 
416 ~ 

Criminal .................................................................. 15,241 R 15004 8,.571 
8 ' ~ fr lower court: ........................................ 12,179 l2,MI5 2,003 

~·6:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 10,.517 R 10,993 
1,662 1,.562 

=;~::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:: 
15,703 R 15,02.'5 I,m 

8l5O 
R 

62.'5 
4,8153 4,400 

S Not listed u total wu not comparable to 19'79-1n and 1980-81 data. 
b Data for this clauification 8m reported in 1975-76. 
BReviIed. 

ChJmge in Contested Dispositions 
JiTom 

J!l19-IXJ J91J-7SJ 
Amount Percent Amount Percent 

1,1599 2.15 a 

610 15.6 3,869 591.6 
74 0.6 3,096 33.S 

-137 -6.7 -1,208 -38.7 
-llO -11.6 -981 -153.8 
-~ -2.15 -2'ZT -17.5 

-42 -19.8 -~4 -61.7 
867 12.4 2,046 315.2 
1570 ll.15 4154 8.9 
'J!iJT 14.7 1,.592 218.1 
1152 33.1 362 ll4.4 

-374 -2.15 
-761 -6.0 
-f1Z'/ -8.0 2,112 41.8 
-134 -2.7 

3ST 17.8 
178 9.0 741 152.6 
009 101.0 
147 2.9 -3,330 -38.8 

-376 -3.0 9,976 4152.8 
-476 -".3 

100 6.4 

678 13.15 4,026 240.1 
2215 36.0 
4153 10.3 

• 

Although overall trial dispositions declined in 1980-81, dispositions of 
contested matters in 1980-81 rose by almost 1,600 cases or 3 percent over 
the preceding year, to 65,000 cases. (See Table XX.) Increases occurred 
in the categories of habeas corpus (+700), probate and guardianship 
( +600), other civil complaints (+600), and juvenile dependency (+400). 
Smaller increas~js occurred in the categories of other civil petitions, crimi
nal, mental health, and family law. Categories showing fewer contested 
dispositions in 1980-81 were juvenile delinquency (-BOO), appeals from 
lower courts (-400), personal injury (-100), and eminent domain (-less 
than 1(0). 

It is interesting to note that although crirninal filings rose by 7,000 cases, 
dispositions of contested criminal cases increased by only 100. Most of the 
increase in criminal filings was disposed of by pleas of guilty (+6,500), 
reflecting, in part, plea bargaining between the defendant and the prose
cuting agencies. In addition, even though dispositions of contested person
al inja]7 cases remained relatively stable, the number dismissed before 
trial increased substantiaIJ,Y (+7,400). 
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Total 
Percent of 

total 
Fiscal Year Number disposibons a 

1971-72 .................... 4O,l504 9.0 
1972-73 .................... 42,.560 9.11 
1973-74 .................... 48,811 10.6 
1974-711 .................... 47,621 9.8 
1975-76 .................... 54,948 10.0 

197&-77 .................... 58,906 10.1 
1977-78 .................... 62,3:s9 10.6 
1975-79 .................... R 64 06.'5 10.9 
1979-80 .................... R63:aaa R 11.2 
1980-81 .................... 64,987 11.1 

---------,"'------------~--

TABLE XX-A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CONTESTED DISPOSITIONS 

riscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

OtherciyjJ 
PerronaJ inj~ 

come.laints CriminaJb Percent of 
Perctm?oF 

Percent of total 
total 

total Number dispositions a Number dispositions 8 Number dispositions 3,119 6.6 11,081 12.ll 8,571 13.9 3,516 6.11 11,152 12.1 7,881 14.4 3,141 6.1 11,166 12.6 7,802 15.7 2,843 11.3 4,921 11.0 b 7,486 14.8 2,877 4.6 4,889 10..'1 5,089 10.2 
2,631 4.4 11,043 10.2 6,133 12.11 2,377 3.8 R II,OBIS 10.4 R 5,810 11.9 2,200 3.11 iI 5,293 10.2 11,200 10.6 R2,048 3.3 4,965 9.2 RII,094 9.9 I,9U 2.8 1!,53.5 

l uYenile c 

Percent of 
total 

Nw:uber dispositions 
6,4.57 10.1 
7,482 12.1 
8/597 12.0 
8,457 11.4 

c 13,747 13.3 

14,979 15.0 
14,365 14..'1 
14,274 14.8 

R 14,913 111.7 9.8 11,241 9.0 14,539 15.6 
• Exclusive of disr.nissals for lack of prosecution. 

bOn)"', 1.197~ d~ 10 """"'~;. ........ """"'- =. __ ..... whloh _ ..... _ ""","", e~ ...... = .... _re _ .. e....., ..... =_ 
c 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-A shows the number of contested matters disposed of elich 
year since 1971-72 in four selected categories or proceedings that require 
substantial judicial effort. These categories accounted for over 27,200 con
tested matters, or 42 percent of all contested matters disposed of in 1980-
81. This total was slightly above the 1979-80 total and 5 percent below the 
peak of 28,SOQ contested matters disposed of in 1976-77. 

3. JURY TRIALS 
The number of jury trials is another important measure of judicial activ

ity in superior courts. Prior to 1975-76, this information was not collected 
and the number of juries sworn was used as an index. Table XXI shows the 
number of juries sworn each year since 1971-72 for all cases and the two 
selected categories of personal injury, death and property damage, and 
criminal. 

Although cases disposed of by jury trial only comprise about 1 percent 
of all cases disposed of, they represent th.e most time-consuming cases in 
terms of judiCial effort. In 1980-81 jury trials in superior court disposed of 
about 7,600 cases. This total increased slightly from the 7,400 cases disposed 
of by jury in 1979-80. 

Jury trials of personal injury and criminal cases together accounted for 
about 6,300 cases or 84 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 increased by about.'3 
percent in 1980-81. In personal injury proceedings, about 6 percent fewer 
cases were tried by jury than in 1979-80. 

4. CONDITION OF CIVIL CALENDARS
METROPOLITAN COURTS 

In 1981, for the first time in eight years, improvements were noted in 
the condition of the civil calendars in tht;l larger metropolitan superior 
courts. 

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 measltred 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.17 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 dis~ussed as a 
group, each calendar is unique and conditions will, of course, differ from 
one court to another. 

n Superior Cow:s of Alameda, Contra C:,osta, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, 
San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clarar, Sonoma, Stanislaus, 
Tulare and Ventura Counties. 
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TABLE XXI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN AND JURY TRIALS Q AND JURIES SWORN AND JURY TRIALS Q 

AS PERCENT OF DISPOSITIONS 
(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 
A.U~ 

PersonaJiqj!!!Z. 
As II percent 

As II percent of disposjtion~ 
of dispositions Juries (Jury Juries (Jury Juries (Jury Juries (Jury Fiscal year SWlIm Trials) SWlIm Trials) SWlIm triRls) . SWlIm Trials) 1971-72. ............................. 8,012 1.8 2,738 11.8 1972-73 ....•....•.....••.....•...•... 8,(jf6 1.9 3,021 5.6 1973-74 .............................. 8,fJ1l 1.9 2,740 15.3 1974-715 .............................. 8 ....... 9 1.7 2,648 4.9 197t>-76 .............................. 8,439 (7,826) 1.15 (1.4) 2,447 (2,266) 4.2 (3.9) 

1976-77 .............................. 8,868 (8,272) 1.15 (1.4) 2,3157 (2,003) 3.9 (3.7) 1977-78 .............................. 8,471 (7,892) 1.4 (1.3) 2,193 (2,042) 3.15 • (3.3) 1975-79 .............................. 7,911 (7,309) 1.4 (1.2) 2,024 (1,810) 3.2 (2.9) 1979-80 .............................. R7,816 R (7,393) 1.4 (1.3) R 1,724 R (1,910) 2.8 (3.1) 1980-81 ..•...............•.....•.•... 7,913 (7,rRT) 1.4 (1.3) 1,687 (1,7815) . 2.4 (2.6) 
• Fiscal year 197t>-76 was the first year that jury trials were reported separately. These data are shown in parentheses. Rh~ . 

(, 

,/ 

Jo:: . \ 

Jllries 
SWlIm 

4,300 
4..,000 
4,8151 
4,600 
15,028 

15,5156 
15,194 

R 4,7152 
15,003 
15,048 

, 

Criminal 

(Jury 
Trials) , 

(4,6915) 

(15,179) 
(4,914) 

R (4,473) 
(4,439) 
(4,1544) 

As II percent 
of dispositions 

Juri..~' (Jury 
swnm triRls) 

7.0 
8..'5 
9.8 
9.1 

10.0 (9.4) 

11.3 
10.6 

R 9.7 
9.8 
8.7 

(10..5) 
(10.0) 
(9.1) 

R (8.7) 
('1'.8) 
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Number of Civil Cases A waiting Trial 
The inventory of civil cases awaiting trial (cases on the civil active list 

as the result of filing an at-issue memorandum) as ofJune 30,1972 through 
1981 is shown in Table XXII and on Figure 11. The total of almost 117,500 
civil cases that awaited trial in the 21 courts as of June 30, 1981 reflected 
the first decline in eight years. The 1981 total was 9,400 cases or 7 percent 
less than the record total established during the previous year. This de
crease resulted even though civil filings during the same time increased 
by almost 11,500 cases. 

Jury cases which are the critical component of the inventory also de
creased in 1981. The June 30, 1981 jury list of nearly 71,000 cases represents 
a decrease of about 6,000 cases or 8 percent. from the jury figure for 1980. 
It is important to note that only a small percentage of the inventory of 
"cases awaiting trial" are disposed of by trial. For instance, only 19 percent 
of civil cases recorded as waiting trial on June 30, 1980 were actually 
disposed of at a contested trial in 1980-81. 

Twelve superior courts registered decreases in the number of cases 
awaiting trial between June 30, 1980 and June 30~ 1981. Large reductions 
occurred in the superior courts of Los Angeles (-4,400), Santa Clara 
( -1,500), San Francisco (-1,400), San Bernardino (-1,200), and Sacra
mento (-700). Nine superior courts reported small increases of less than 
400 "::'c:tSes each. 

The number and proportion of civil jury cases awaiting trial for over one 
year as of June 30, 1981 are shown in Table XXIII. Also shown is a compari
son of that proportion for each court as of JWle 30, 1980. 
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TABLE XXII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE 
JUDGES a_NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

Court 
Alamecl ......................................................................... 
Contra Coota .............................................................. 
Fresno .......................................................................... 
Kern ............................................................................ 
Los Angeles ................................................................ 

Marin ............................................................................ 
Monterey .................................................................... 
Orange ........................................................................ 
Riverside .................................................................... 
Sacramento ................................................................ 

San Bernardino .......................................................... 
San Diego .................................................................... 
San Francisco ............................................................ 
San Joaquin ................................................................ 
San Mateo .................................................................. 

Santa Barbara ........................................................... . 
Santa Clara ............................................................... . 
Sonoma ....................................................................... . 
Stn.nislaus ................................................................... . 
Tulare ........................................................................ .. 
Ventura ...................................................................... .. 

Total .................................................................. .. 
Total ~u.Wng Los Ang~l~ ....... : ................. . 
Total CIvil Jury cases a watl:ing trial ............. . 

: As of June 30, 1981. 

1!172 
3,M9 
2,090 

trT6 
6Zl 

38,383 

829 
262 

2,428 
1,1152 
1,900 

1,173 
2,821 
7,831 
1,104 
1,307 

611 
2,584 

514 
338 
176 
574 

R71,149 
R 32,766 
R 43,5153 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1972 THROUGH 1981 

1973 
4,0i54 

~10 
115 

643 
38,trT3 

842 
2158 

2,826 
1,194 
2,050 

1,301 
3,43~ 

6,240 
1,059 
1,331 

361 
1,594 

647 
316 
215 
5153 

R70,821 
R 31,948 
R 43,550 

1974 
4,351 
2,157 

trT9 
497 

37,222 

593 
391 

3,638 
1,384 
2,335 

1,398 
4,0615 
5,823 
1,042 
1,356 

426 
1,346 

925 
318 
174 
779 
~ 
R

71,099 
33,tm 

R 42,78O 

Number of civil C8SeS BWaiting trial 
1975 

4,4115 
2,349 

921 
488 

39,131 

735 
406 

5,309 
1,603 
3,072 

1,592 
15,2.52 
5,599 
1,106 
1,788 

329 
1,520 

trTl5 
632 
28.'5 

1,174 
R78,581 
R 39,4150 
R46,246 

1976 
15,677 
2,291 
1,232 

trT8 
44,199 

913 
1596 

7,390 
1,788 
3,420 

2,323 
6,472 
15,~ 
1,064 
2,001 

507 
2,164 
1,366 

644 
438 

1,618 

:92,416 
R 48,217 

54,697 

1977 
5,970 
2,376 
1,2KT 

914 
515,1150 

1,101 
513 

8,1151 
1,9152 
3,173 

2,667 
7,105 
4,968 
1,303 
1,470 

716 
2,776 
1,480 

411 
602 

1,258 

R 105,373 
R50,22."J 
R 62,245 

1978 
5,482 
2,626 
1,745 
1,124 

63,433 

I,Otr1 
360 

10,942 
2,457 
2,822 

2,771 
7,121 
4,654 
1,345 
1,310 

984 
3,750 
1,572 

1594 
356 

1,356 
l'{ 117,891 
R54458 
R 70:163 

July 31, 1973. 

R" Prior to 1980 the San Francisco court did not count at-issue memorandums Imtil a certificate of readiness was filed at the invitation of the court. 
Revised. 

/ .. -.'.! . 

1 
/ . 

..... 
(0 

~ 
:> 

1979 1980 1981 Z 
Z 

3,939 3,920 3,940 

~ 2,926 2,697 2,435 
1,849 1,688 1,346 

!J:j 1,218 1,046 9158 f:l:j 
71,179 72,072 67,715 '"t1 

0 
1,205 764 4156 ;:J 

289 290 339 0 
12,940 10,649 10,483 ~ 
2,422 1,993 2,068 >-'l 
2,949 2,683 2,017 :I: 

f:l:j 

3,000 4,419 3,247 fj 
7,694 7,747 8,090 
4,130 c6,093 4,661 ~ ..... 
1,510 1,797 2,188 Z ..... 
1,068 915 trT4 CIl 

~ 719 774 806 
2,7ZT 3,610 2,082 
1,387 636 526 ~ 
1,109 1,115 1,2615 

0 354 267 305 ~ 
1,748 1,719 1,692 ::2 

R 126,392 126,894 117,493 CJ 
~ 515,213 54,822 49,778 

f:l:j 

75,622 77,031 70,993 
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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, 1981 

87 

Total civil 
jury CIlSes 

Cases in which Ilt-issue 
memortl1lda were Percent of cases 

in which Ilt.issue l1led OVer one year 
memortl1lda were 

IlS of lune ~ 1981 
filed over one year Number Percent of total 
IlS of June ~ 1980 422 14.2 19,8 949 56.l5 14.0 121 16.2 14.4 89 11.0 31.1 3O,f116 15.6 18.0 

1 1.3 ZT.6 0 0 0 1,202 11.2 13.1 403 39.6 46.3 28 2.3 0 
110 45.6 48.6 2,~ 60.4 51.1S 693 18.0 36.9 909 86.8 59.2 0 0 0 
56 13.1 1S.3 1 0.1 0 21 1.2 34,4 0 0 0 0 0 0 411 41.2 30.8 39,631 55.8 56.8 8,661 28.8 29.8 

Court IlWBitfrlg trial 
Alameda................................................ 2,962 
Contra Carta........................................ 1,679 
Fresno .................................................. 741 
lCem ...................................................... 1S23 
Loa Angeles ................ "........................ -ID,966 

Marin .................................................... 78 
Monterey.............................................. 159 
Orange , ............ ,...................................... 7,009 
Rivenide .............................................. 1,019 
SacrlllDento .......................................... 1,213 

San Bernardino .................................. 1,1l58 
San Diego ............................................ 4,379 
San FrancUco ...................................... 3,843 
San Joaquin .......................................... 1,041 
San Mateo ............................................ 4IlIl 

Santa Barbara...................................... 409 
Santa CIara .......................................... 1,03.5 
Sonoma.................................................. 291 
Stanislaus .............................................. 461 
~ .................................................... 162 
Ven!ura .......................... ,..................... 998 

Total .............................................. 70,993 
Total excluding Los Angeles .. 30,027 

• All of J':'(;e 30, 1981. 

It is noteworthy that of the 15 courts that reported having more than 
one case with an interval in excess of one year, nine reported decreases 
from 1980 to 1981 in the percentage of civil jury cases awaiting trial in 
which the at-issue memoranda had been on file for more than one year. 
Civil jury cases awaiting trial for more than one year exceeded 50 percent 
of the total awaiting trial in four superior courts: San Joaquin (87 percent), 
Los Angeles (76 percent), San Diego (60 percent), and Contra Costa (56 percent). 

Table XXIV shows in detail the number of civil cases awaiting trial per 
authorized judge as of June 30 from 1972 through 1981. 
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TABLE XXIV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE 
JUDGES a_NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

Court 
Alameda ................................................................................ 
Contra Costa ........................................................................ 
Fresno .................................................................................... 
Kern .............................................. u ...................................... 

Los Angeles .......................................................................... 

Marin ...................................................................................... 
Monterey .............................................................................. 
Orange .................................................................................. 
Riverside ......................................................................... u ••• 

Sacramento .......................................................................... 

San Bernardino .................................................................. ,. 
San Diego .............................................................................. 
San Francisco ...................................................................... 
San Joaquin .......................................................................... 
San Mateo ............................................................................ 

Santa Barbara ...................................................................... 
Santa Clara .......................................................................... 
Sonoma .................................................................................. 
Stanislaus .............................................................................. 
Tulare .................................................................................... 
Ventura .................................................................................. 

Average cases awaiting trial per authorized 
judge: 

Total for the above courb ............................................ 
Total excluding Los Angeles ........................................ 

PER AUTHORIZED JUDGE b AS OF JUNE 30, 1972 
THROUGH 1981 

Number of civil cases awaiting trial l!!!.T authorized Judge 
1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 19'JB 

142 162 174 177 203 206 183 
190 192 196 214 206 198 219 
110 c 114 110 115 154 129 1415 
105 107 83 81 110 114 141 
238 241 231 229 215ll 323 371 

166 Hi9 119 147 183 184 181 
52 52 78 81 119 73 51 
84 91 117 171 224 2m 274 
96 100 115 134 138 150 189 

128 137 156 171 171 159 128 

90 93 100 106 129 148 154 
101 118 140 159 196 203 003 
301 240 224 215 ro9 191 179 
184 Ull 149 1158 152 186 192 
101 102 104 138 143 105 94 

B7 52 61 47 72 107 141 
108 66 56 158 83 96 129 
129 162 231 219 273 247 262 
68 63 64 105 107 59 99 
159 54 44 71 110 150 71 
B2 79 111 168 231 140 151 

R172 
R 130 

R l59 
R 124 

R170 
R 131 

R 179 
R 147 

R203 
Rl70 

R~ 
R 166 

R244 
R175 

1979 1980 1981 
131 126 127 
244 193 174 
142 130 104 
152 131 96 
416 368 329 

ro1 127 76 
41 41 48 

324 254 22B 
151 117 122 
134 117 75 

168 221 155 
192 189 197 
1159 226 173 
216 2215 274 
76 65 62 

103 111 115 
94 109 63 

231 106 88 
185 186 211 
71 44 51 

194 156 154 

R257 237 211 
R172 161 142 

• As of June 30, 1981. 
b Note that comparisons relate to the total nwnber of judges authorized IIIl of June 30 of each fiscal year and are not atljusted to reflect the nwnber actua1ly available to dispose of civil b!!cldog. 
~July 31, 1973. 
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Elapsed Time 10 T,ial 
Previous reports noted that the term "delay" is misleading when used 

to describe some of the various time elements in court proceedings ter
minating in trial. Therefore, in lieu of that designation, the Judicial Coun
cil has adopted the term "elapsed time to trial" which more accurately 
describes the time from the point of filing various documents (e.g., com
plaint, 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 regu
larly require to prepare cas~s for trial. To label such composites of time 
periods as "cour.t 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. 

TABLE XXV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH SIX OR MORE JUDGES 5 

-MEDIAN INTE~,VAL TO TRIAL FROM AT-ISSUE MEMO FOR CIVIL JURY CASES TRIED IN 
JUNE 1972 THROUGH 1981 

Median interval in months from: 
At-issue memo to trial 

june June June June June June June June June June 
Court 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 81 

Alameda" ... ".""'"." ... " .... ,, ... ,,"" 1M 13 11 13 22 24.5 24 18 13 21 
Contra Costa" .. "." ... "."."".""." 19 22 23 19 19 22 20 22 32 30 
Fresno .. ".",.""."."".".",,,,, ... ,,,,. 16 b 10.5 1015 10.5 9 13.5 15 15 19 16.5 
Kern""""."." .. "" ...... " ..... "."",, .. 13 9 16 9.5 15 14 16 18 10 
Los Angeie'J""" .. "." ... "."" .. "." .. 30 25 24 20 21 24 31 32.1S 3IS.5 40.5 

Marin "" .. "" ... " ........ """." .......... 28 24 11 17 16 20 26.5 111 15 4 
Monterey .................................... 7 6 9 10 13 11 3.5 3.5 5 3.5 
Orange ............................... " ....... 17 11 12 13 18 20 22 30 25 33 
RiversidJa ................. " ...... " ......... 18 14 10 16 18 21 ~ 2:1 23 29 
Sacramento ........... " .... " .... " ... " .. 10 10 11 13 17 15 12 11.5 11 11 

San Bernardino ................ " ...... 14 18 23 3IS 16 32 3IS 15 16 29 
San Diego .... " .... " .... " .... """,, .... 11 15 16 17 21 21 31 24 30 40 
San Francisco .................. " .... ,," 33 32 25 20 20 20 23 22 22 18 
San Joaquin .. " .......... """" ...... ,, .. 36.5 42 31 ~ 18 22 25 36 25.5 14.5 
San Mateo """" .... ,, ........ "" .... ,," 11 9 7 JI 15 9 7 5 5 5.5 

Santa Barbara" ..... " .... "" .. " ....... 12 7 5 6 6 9 18 21 14 21 
Santa Clara " .. " .... " .... " .. "" ...... " 8 5 4 4 6 6 6.5 7 11 4.5 
Sonoma."" ..... " .... " .... " ............. ". 12 14 18 18 23 ~ 42 ~ 16 
Stanislaus ." .... "" ...................... ". 5 5 5 7 5 5 7 16 9 8 
Tulare " .... " .. """." ........ ,," ....... ,, .. 12.5 21 21 15 16 12 8 7 10 
Ventura ........ """" ... ""." .. ,, .. ,," .. 10 7 11 15.5 21 17 18 36.5 25 

a AJ of June 30, 1981. 
b For month of July 1973. 

Table XXV displays the median elapsed time to trial in months, from the 
filing of the at-issue memorandum, as of June 30, 1972 through June 30, 
1981, in the 21 metropolitan courts. In seven of the courts, the interval to 
jury trial exceeded 24 months. . 

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 courts. 
Attorneys often file at-issue memoranda for tactical reasons in cases where 
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an early trial is neither desired n.or 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 median interval from at-issue memorandum to trial decreased in 11 
metropolitan courts, increased in 8 and remained virtually unchanged in 
2 between June 1980 and June 1981. The 11 superior courts which ex
perienced reductions in the interval between the at-issue memorand':lffi 
and trial were: Contra Costa (-2 months), Fresno (-2.5 months), Kern 
(-8 months), Marin (-11 months), Monterey (-1.5 months), San Fran
cisco (-4 months), San Joaquin (-11 months), Santa Clara (-6.5 
months), Sonoma (-11 months), Stanislaus (-1 month) and Ventura 
(-11.5 months). The elapsed time increased in the superior courts of 
Alameda (+8 months), Los Angeles (+5 months), Orange (+8 months), 

. Riverside (+ 6 months), San Bernardino (+ 13 months) , San Diego (+ 10 
months), Santa Barbara (+ 'r months) and Tulare (+ 3 months). 

InJune 1981, four of the 21 superior courts (Marin, Monterey, San Mateo 
and Santa Clara) reported median intervals of six months or less from the 
time that an at-issue memorandum was filed to the start of trial. The June 
median interval dropped below six months for the first time in ten years 
for the Marin court and in four years for the Santa Clara court. In 8 of the 
21 courts, the median civil jury case reached trial within a year of the 
at-issue memorandum. The median interval exceeded 24 months in seven 
courts: Contra Costa, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, San 
Diego and Ventura. 

5. CONDITION OF CRIMINAL CALENDARS
METROPOLITAN COURTS 

Data for 1981 submitted by the superior courts indicate an overall in
crease in the number of criminal cases set for trial in the metropolitan 
courts. l8 The rise was quite small even though the totcJ is the highest in 
the past ten years. Trial calendars increased from a total of 8,800 cases set 
for trial as of June 30, 1980 to 9,000 on June 30, 1981, an increase of 2 
percent. If the trial calendar for the Los Angeles court is excluded, the 
cases set for hial showed an increase of 7 percent from about 5,100 cases 
set in 1980 to 5,400 in 1981. 

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 91 percent of criminal cases calendared for trial as 
of June 30, 1981 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 
• 1 Superior Courts of Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, 

San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sonoma, Stanislaw, 
Tulare and Ventura Counties. 

',"Pl",','" ~l~ , , . , 
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?ourt is discussed separately because its size would tend to obscure trends 
In other courts. 

Cases Calendared for Trial 

Except for good cause, a superior court must dismiss a criminal case if 
the defe?dant ha~ not been brought to trial within 60 days of the indict
m~n~ or l~formahon, unless the defendant waives the right to trial within 
thIS time. Eve? though many defendants demand a trial and waive 'time, 
the ~-day ~eqU1re~ent nevertheless tends to limit the time cases rer;nain 
awal~g trI~ 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 20 as 
of June 30, 1972 through June 30, 1981 for the courts under consideration. 
It .sh?wS that 11 of the 21 courts had increases over the previous year in 
crunmal cases set for trial while nine of the courts showed decreases and 
one s~owed no change. The 20 courts, exclusive of Los Angeles showed 
a net Increase of about 400 criminal cases awaiting trial an incr~ase of 7 
percent. Criminal filings during the year for the same 20 courts increased 

TABLE XXV~--CAlIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WiTH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES Q 

NUMBER OF CFIIMINAL CASES CALENDARED FOR TRIAL 
AS ()F JUNE 30, 1972 THROUGH 1981 

Court 
Criminal cases awaiting trial 

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 
Alameda ...................... .589 375 194 463 663 462 5..19 581 530 Contra Costa .............. 262 2D2 94 124 114 93 202 212 321 Fresno .......................... 80 IWl 79 80 137 106 161 123 146 Kern .............................. 82 73 73 65 83 94 141 148 184 Los Angeles ................ 3,516 3,840 3$1 3,632 3,539 4,182 3,545 3,009 3,719 

Marin ............................ 51 41 51 47 69 64 62 26 52 Monterey .................... 71 100 91 102 9.'1 72 94 70 54 Orange ..... , .................... 248 2OS~ 211 246 229 274 336 365 423 Riverside ...................... 91 122 132 112 107 176 242 221 223 Sacramento .................. 132 113 126 180 194 182 272 194 251 

San Bernardino .......... 343 402 299 163 154 165 217 278 343 San Diego .................... 323 349 613 261 407 392 479 657 928 San Francisco .............. 291 136 119 115 116 191 234 205 260 San Joaquin .................. 102 77 69 103 108 131 165 148 192 San Mateo ....... ., ........... 162 138 150 114 146 104 125 105 108 

Santa Barbara ............ '13 42 34 27 45 47 92 97 113 Santa Clara .................. 307 185 215 323 501 443 628 689 555 Sonoma ........................ 17 27 40 69 81 125 82 97 49 Stanislaw ...................... 190 118 75 100 58 104 115 106 136 Tulare .......................... 79 61 54 77 105 58 66 60 62 Ventura ........................ 46 46 66 73 83 122 74 124 153 
Total ... : ...................... '1\7,055 R 6,705 R 6,072 R6,476 R7,034. R7,587 R7,671 R 7,515 8,802 Total excluding Los 

Angeles ................ R 3,539 R 2,865 R2,785 R2,844 R3,495 R3,405 R4,326 R4,500 5,083 
~As of June 30,1981. 

Revised. 

.~ Pen. Code, § 1382(2), 

1981 

755 
183 
169 
167 

3,547 

52 
61 

393 
212 
283 

301 
331 
348 
235 
282 

124 
1,105 

101 
129 
118 
98 

8,994 

5,447 

10 Since the !?'eat m~orlty of trial demands are for a jury trir.J, the figures in Table XXVI represent jury triel calendars for 
all practical purposes . 
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by 4,100 cases from 33,000 to 37,100 or 12 perce~t. T~e growth in the cases 
awaiting trial was not as large as the increase In filings as the number of 
cases disposed of increased almost as much as cases filed during the year. 
In comparison, cases awaiting trial in the Los Angeles court decreased by 
about 200 cases (-5 percent) while its filings rose (+ 11 percent) from 
19400 in 1979-80 to 21,400 in 1980-81. . ' 

As with civil trial inventories, criminal inventOrIes consId~ra?ly over-
state the number of cases that will actually reach trial. Many crImmal ~ases 
are calendared for trial where, despite a trial demand, defendants ~eIthe.r 
wish nor anticipate a trial. Cases against many such defend~ts w~ ulti
mately be disposed of by pleas of guilty. In 1980-81, pleas of gUIlty (Includ
ing certification on pleas of guilty from lower courts) accounted for .17 
percent or 25,400 of 'the 32,800 total cases disposed of in t~e 20 superIor 
courts excluding Los Angeles. This proportion is the san1.e as In the preced-
ing year. . 

Many of the pleas of guilty came after the defendan~ ha~ 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 plea 
occur as 'a result of negotiations between the prosecution and defen~e. 

Very little empirical data is available .r~garding. th~ effe~ts of the varIOUS 
types of plea negotiation on the condition of cnmmal trIal calendars. 

TABLE >LXVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

CRIMINAL F!LlNGS AND NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Court 
Alameda ................................. ···· .............. · .... ·· ........ · .... • .. · .. ··· .. · ........................... .. 
Contra Costa ....................................................................................................... . 
Fresno ............................... ·.· ............ · .. · ...... · .... · .. · .... · ...... · .... · ................................. . 
Kern .................................................................................................................... .. 
Los Angeles ........................................................................................................ .. 

Marin .................................................. · ................................ • ........ · ........................ . 
Monterey ............................................................................................................. . 
Orange ................................................................................................................ .. 
Riverside ............................................................................................................. . 
Sacramento ......................................................................................................... . 

San Bernardino ................................................................................................... . 
San Diego ............................................. · .... ··· ........ · ...... · .... · .. · .. · .. · .......................... . 
San Francisco ..................................................................................................... . 
San Joaquin ........................................................................................................ .. 
San Mateo ........................... , .............................................................................. .. 

Santa Barbara ..................................................................................................... . 
Santa Cl.~a ........................................................................................................ .. 
Sonoma ............................... · ...... · .. •· .... ·· .... · .. · .... · .. · .......... · .. · .................................. . 
Stanislaus ............................................................................................................. . 
Tulare .................................................................................................................. .. 

Ventu:ra ............................... · .. • ........ · .. · .. · ............ · .... · .............. · .............................. . 
Total ................................................................................................................ .. 
Total excluding Los Angeles ...................................................................... .. 

a A:l of June 30, 1981. 

Criminal 
Filings Juries sworn 

3,514 164 
944 185 

1,~1i3 190 
l,406 109 

21,435 1,3OB 

3B3 
1,014 
3,112 
1,616 
S,343 

2,401 
5,110 
3,252 

998 
914 

777 
4,688 

639 
835 
701 

1,008 

58,524 
37,088 

78 
79 

'})57 

142 
9f.'f1 

225 
318 
203 
101 
B2 

66 
185 
79 

104 
103 

75 

4,260 
2,952 

Percent of 
juries ~'Wom 
to total filings 

4.6 
19.6 
13.9 
7.8 
6.1 

20.4 
7.8 
8.3 
8.8 
8.8 

9.4 
6.2 
6.2 

10.1 
9.0 

8.5 
4.0 

12.4 
12.5 
14.7 

7.4 

7.3 
8.0 
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Relatively few criIninal cases are actually disposed of by trial.21 There 
were almost 3,000 juries sworn in 1980-81 in criminal cases in the 20 
metropolitan courts, exclusive of Los Angeles, comprising 7 percent of the 
criminal dispositions in those courts (see Table XXVII). 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 trial for each 
trial that results, and conversely, that guilty pleas are subsequently en
tered in the other four cases that had been set for trial. 

In 1980-81, 5 of the 21 metropolitan courts showed an increase in the 
ratio of juries sworn to total filings, 14 showed decreases and 2 showed no 
changes. The overall ratio of juries sworn to cases filed for the 20 courts, 
exclusive of the Los Angeles court, showed a decline as juries were sworn 
in 9 percent of criminal cases in the metropolitan courts in 1979-80 and 
in 7 percent in 1980-81. 

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 counties. In 
1980-81 municipal and justice courts in the 20 metropolitan counties, ex-

TABLE XXVI\I~CALIFORNIA COUNTIES WITH SIX OR MORE 
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES a-FELONY FILINGS IN LOWER 

COURTS AND FELONY FILINGS IN SUPERIOR COURT 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Felony filings 
Municipal o.nd 

Court justice courts 
Alameda ........................................................................................................ 7,308 
Contra Costa ................................................................................................ 2,482 
Fresno ............................................................................................................ 4,703 
Kern................................................................................................................ 3,lS45 
Los Angeles .................................................................................................. 33,165 

Marin.............................................................................................................. 833 
Monterey ...................................................................................................... I,m 
Orange............................................................................................................ 5,651 
Riverside ........................................................................................................ 3,943 
Sacramento.................................................................................................... 5,335 

San Bernardino .................................................................................... ,....... 4,964 
San Diego ...................................................................................................... 9,821 
San Francisco................................................................................................ 6,415 
San Joaquin.................................................................................................... 3,053 
San Mateo...................................................................................................... 2,738 

Santa Barbara .............................................................................................. 1,324 
Santa Clara.................................................................................................... 7,756 
Sonoma ..................................................... ,.................................................... 1,569 
Stanislaus........................................................................................................ 2,147 
Tulare ............................................................................................................ 1,740 

Venrura.......................................................................................................... 1,423 

Total............................................................................................................ 111,892 

Total excluding Los Angeles ................................................................ 78,727 

• As of June 30, 1981. 

Superior court 
3,574 

944 
1,363 
1,406 

21,436 

3B3 
1,014 
3,112 
1,6Ui 
2,3.{'3 

2,401 
5,110 
3,262 

99B 
914 

777 
4,688 

639 
835 
701 

1,008 

58,524 

37,088 

Approximate percent 
disposed of by 
municipal o.nd 
justice courts 

51.1 
62.0 
71.0 
60.3 
35.4 

54.0 
48.7 
44.9 
59.0 
56.1 

51.6 
48.0 
49.2 
67.3 
66.6 

41.3 
39.6 
59.3 
61.1 
59.7 

29.2 

47.7 

52.9 

.. Unless otherwise indicated, "trial" excludes cases disposed of on the transcript of the preliminary hearing. 

'''''i • 
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" I d 'ustice courts disposed of about 53 
~:s~~~tO~f~~~ 1~1~~:sfill:.~c!~aOh~~rb Jyears'dx:nuni~ipg~t~:j~tS~~~o~~~~ 
, h 20 metropolitan counties ave een Isposm d 

:~t ~f the felony cases fil~d'vThetupr~~~r~~g~s~fO~r~~~:!~~~;~:~~elt 
from a low of 29 percent m en r h ld r 
should be noted thbat inhsome case~~hge o~~~~~~~t~~~l~ ; ini~r:~:~n in the lower court, ut t e prosecu 
in the superior court, 'I t 
,. f the felony filings were disposed of m the ower cour s, 

oJ;~~:~~r~portion of the felony cases file;, ~IU~~I~~rtb::i~: 
disposed of with a misdeme~or sentence (s,ee ~ ~he 20 metropolitan 

ent were convicted of mIsdemeanor cnmes m .. 
perc t I d'ng the Los Angeles court, Disposition of these types of cases 
cour s exc u 1 t th than m' superior courts offer the following , the lower cour s ra er 'd bl l~ 'ficant advantages: (1) dispositions of these cases are conSl era, y 
h=en~d; (2) critically limited supe~or court resources are bot .:hx.;t~~d~~ 
on these dispositions; and (3) supenor court resources can e 
reduce congestion and delay, 

TABLE XXVIII-A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

FELONJ7;~~~I;:I~E~~~~~~~~N~M~~~~: s;~~~~ci~~N;R~~~~~~~CTION 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Court 
Total defendants 

convicted 
2,619 Alameda ................................................................................................. . 

Contra Costa ......................................................................................... . 
Fresno ..................................................................................................... . 

~;n&;~~i;~·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Marin ...................................................................................................... .. 

~;~~Z·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Sacramento ........................................................................................... . 

San Bemardino ..................................................................................... . 

~: ~;:!~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~:=-.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa Barbara ....................................................................................... . 
Santa Clara ........................................................................................... . 
Sonoma .................................................................................................. .. 
Stanislaus .............................................................................................. .. 
Tulare ..................................................................................................... . 

Ventura ................................................................................................... . 

Total .................................................................................................. .. 

Total excluding Los Angeles ......................................................... . 

a As of June 30, 1981. 

693 
793 

1,074 
16,077 

232 
681 

2,520 
997 

1,480 

1,591 
3,879 
2,139 

459 
590 

509 
3,420 

329 
490 
317 

580 

41,469 

25,392 

Felony 
convictions 

2,607 
690 
791 

1,056 
15,275 

232 
620 

2,437 
974 

1,314 

1,586 
3,568 
2,053 

459 
559 

459 
3,237 

328 
482 
295 

548 

39,570 

24,295 

Percent 
Misdemeanor misdemeanor 
convictions convictions 

12 4.6 
3 4.3 
2 2.5 

18 1.7 
802 5.0 

0 0 
61 9.0 
83 3.3 
23 2.3 

166 11.2 

5 3.1 
311 8.0 

86 4.0 
0 0 

31 5.2 

50 9.8 
183 5.4 

1 0.3 
8 1.6 

22 6.9 

32 5.5 

1,899 4.6 

1,097 4.3 

, 
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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, 

TABLE XXIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
SIX OR MORE JUDGES a 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL JURIES SWORN MORE THAN 
60 DAYS FROM INDICTMENT OR INFORMATION 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

ToW 
criminal juries 

Court swom 
Alameda............................................................................................................ 164 
Contra Costa.................................................................................................... 185 
Fresno .............................................................................................................. 190 
Kern ... "............................................................................................................. 109 
Los Angeles...................................................................................................... 1,308 

Marin ................................................................................................................ 78 
Monterey .......................................................................................................... 79 
Orange.............................................................................................................. 257 
Riverside .......................................................................................................... 142 
Sacramento ...................................................................................................... 207 

Sail Bernardino ............................................................................................. . 
San Diego ...................................................................................................... .. 
San Francisco ................................................................................................ .. 
San Joaquin ..................................................................................................... . 
San Mateo ...................................................................................................... .. 

Santa Barbara ................................................................................................. . 
Santa Clara .................................................................................................... .. 
Sonoma ............................................................................................................ .. 
Stanislaus ........................................................................................................ .. 
Tulare .............................................................................................................. .. 

Ventura .......................................................................................................... .. 

Total ............................................................................................................. . 

225 
318 
203 
101 
82 

66 
185 
79 

104 
103 

75 

4,260 

Total excluding Los Angeles ................................................................. 2,952 

• As of June 30, 1981. 

Juriesswom 
more than 

60dsys 
from indictment 
or infonnstion 

Number Percent of toW 
137 83.5 
15 8.1 

119 62.6 
97 89.0 

610 46.6 

45 57.7 
44 55.7 
1 0.4 

89 62.7 
113 54.6 

179 79.6 
251 78.9 
62 30.5 
66 85.4 
62 75.6 

48 72.7 
185 89.2 
52 65.8 
64 61.5 
0 0 

55 73.3 
2,274 53.4 

1,664 56.4 

In 1980-81, both the number and the proportion of cases where trial 
commenced more than 60 days after the filing of an indictment or infor
mation declined from 1979-80. The number of cases in the 20 courts, 
exclusive of Los Angeles, decreased only slightly from 1,800 in the previous 
year to 1,700 in 1980-81, but the proportion commencing more than 60 
days after an indictment or information dropped from 61 percent record
ed in the preceding year to 56 percent in 1980-81. Since the publication 
of these figures in 1973-74, the proportion has ranged from 51 percent to 
61 percent. 

In 1980-81, 9 of the 20 courts reported overa:G. increases in the percent
age of cases with juries sworn more than 60 days from the filing of the 
indictment or information, Of the almost 3,000 criminal juries Sworn in 
these courts last year, almost 1,700 or 56 percent were sworn more than 

\ 
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60 days from filing, ranging from a low (excluding Tulare and Orange 
which reported one or no such cases) of 8 percent in Contra Costa to a 
high of 89 percent in Kern and Santa Clara. Of the 20 courts, 16 reported 
that half or more of their criminal jury cases were tried after 60 or more 
days from filing. In six courts, 75 percent or more of the criminal jury cases 
tried exceeded the 6O-day limit. 

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. 

Felony filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court have continued to drop 
virtually every year since 1971-72 but in 1979-80, the trend was reversed 
and criminal filings incresed 14 percent over the preceding year. In 1980-
81, those filings increased 11 percent. In the 20 other melTopolitan courts, 
criminal filings also rose by about the same amount (+12 percent) in 
1980-81. 

The number of criminal cases calendared for trial in the Los Angeles 
court fluctuated between 3,000 and 4,000 cases during the past decade. In 
1980-81, about 3,500 criminal cases were calendared for trial. This volume 
was 5 percent less than in 1979-80. Criminal cases set for trial in the 20 
other metropolitan courts, in contrast, increased at the rate of 7 percent. 

Even though criminal filings in the Los Angeles court increased, the 
volume of cases awaiting trial did not increase as dispositions kept up with 
the increase in filings. 

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 
1980-81, there were over 20,000 criminal dispositions of which 16,100 were 
pleas of guilty, a ratio of 80 percent. During this same period, the ratio of 
pleas of guilty to total criminal dispositions for the 20 metropolitan superi
or courts was 77 percent. 

In 1980-81, the Los Angeles superior, municipal, and justice courts dis
posed of 35 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). Even though a low proportion of felony filings was disposed by 
municipal and justice courts in Los Angeles County, the proportion dis
posed of as misdemeanors in the superior court was not unusually high. In 
1980-81, the Los Angeles Superior Court disposed of 5 percent of its total 
felony filings as misdemeanors under Section 17 (b) (5) of the Penal Code 
and other statutory provisions. This was down from last year's percentage 
of7, but slightly above the 4 percent average for the 20 other metropolitan 
courts for the same period. Table XXVIII-A sets forth the percentages of 
felony and misdemeanor convictions in these superior courts under Sec
tion 17 (b) of the Penal Code and other statutory provisions. 

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 47 
peJrcent of the total juries were sworn after 60 days from filing, but in the 
20 other metropolitan courts about 56 percent of the total juries were 
sworn after 60 days from the filing of an indictment or information (see 
Table XXIX). 

-- - ----

1982 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

D. 

T olDI Filings 

LOWER COURTS 
1. FILINGS 

97 

Th~ historical 10-year ·trend data presented in this section has been 
comb~ed for ~he 2~~cipal ~d justice courts and presented as lower 
co~t iI;tf'0rmation. . ThIS p~rIDIts a clear view of the effects of changes in 
l~gl~~tiO? or re~or~g of filings and dispositions without the complication 
o a ~ustin.g for Justice courts becoming municipal courts. 

Total filings for the 178 lower courts (84 municipal courts 94 justice 
co.u~ts) de~r~ased by 3 percent. du~g the 1980-81 fiscal y~ar to 17.5 
million. This IS the firs~ decre~se m filings since 1973-74 and is attributed 
to the large decrea~e.m parking filings. Nonparking filings increased 7 
percent fr~m 7.3 ~on to 7.8 million filing during 1980-81. Over the 
10-year penod, total filings have risen from 12 8 to 17 5 milll'on an . f 36 D . . . , ' mcrease 
o percent. urmg the same 10-year period, nonparking filin s in-
creased 30 percent from 6 to 7.8 million. Filings for illegal par~ in
?reased by 42 percent from 6.8 to 9.6 million during the 10 years sh~wn 
m Table XXX, but decreased 11 percent during 1980-81. 

TABLE XXX-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT 
FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

CriminsJ 
Selected Other Other SmaU 

CYvil 

Total Parking tralRc trsRic Felonies nontralRc claims Other 

1971-72 ............ 12,83.5,1118 
1972-73 ............ 12,805,78.5 
1973-74............ 13,423,274 
1974-715 ............ 14,648,1152 
19715-76 ............ 115,239,1l15 

1976-77 ............ 115,793,BII 
1977-78 ............ 16.M5,401I 
1978-79 1f .... ·.... 17,4115,830 
1979-80 ........ 18,07.,479 
1980-81 ............ 17,477,15415 

1971-72 ............ 100 
1972-73 ............ 100 
1973-74 ............ 100 
1974-715 ............ 100 
19715-76 ............ 100 

1976-77 ............ 100 
1977-78 ............ 100 
1978-79 ............ 100 
1979-80 ............ 100 
19&-81 ............ 100 

1971-72 ............ - <1 
1972-73 ............ - < 1 
1973-74............ 15 
1974-715 ............ 9 
19715-76............ 4 

6,800,M6 
6,992,298 
7,464,M2 
8,OOS,88.5 
8,674,737 

8,9158,187 
9,l168,843 

10,183,814 
10,770,203 
9,637,632 

153 
155 
56 
155 
57 

NUMBER 
251>,757 4,490,178 
286,638 4,180,7159 
317,128 4,247,104 
321,724 4,820,006 
28C,173 4,797$1 

276,1l1 R 
RM37,922 

2715,4.41 R 15,1315,669 
284,363 15,289,6115 
302,687 15,189,937 
334,464 5,M8,389 

PERCENT· 
2 315 
2 33 
2 32 
2 33 
2 31 

130,046 
II7,867 
109,333 
109,076 
1015,421 

102,849 
1015,465 
106,061 
II15,849 
128,781 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

157 2 32 1 
56 2 31 1 
56 2 30 1 
60 2 29 1 
.55 2 32 1 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
-1 8 -<1 -5 

3 12 -7 -9 
7 II 2 -7 
7 1 13 - <1 
8 -13 -<1 -3 

1976-77 ............ 4 3 1 
1977-78............ 15 7-1 

5 
2 
3 

-2 
2 
1 
9 

1978-79 ...........• 15 6 3 
1979-80 ............ 4 6 6 
1980-81 ............ -3 -Ii 10 

i ~=~ents may not add to 100 percent due to rounding. 

-2 
8 11 

549,127 347,171 260,683 
.562,721 393,771 271,731 
1578,141 419,478 287,548 
610,2155 462,716 318,490 
6115,2715 434,672 331,2.50 

647,354 427,.224 344,164 
631,316 4.'S3,727 ::174,944 
642,6215 496,999 412,3153 
6152,1152 544,161 499,490 
7015,101 561,829 52\1,349 

4 3 2 
4 3 2 
4 3 2 
4 3 2 
4 3 2 

4 3 2 
4 3 .'Z 
4 3 1~ 
4 3 3 
4 3 3 

3 7 -15 
2 13 4 
3 7 6 
6 10 II 
1 -6 4 

5 -2 4 
-2 6 9 

2 10 10 
1 9 21 
8 3 4 

II Legislation giving the justice courts the sam 'urisdi ti .. aI 
1977-78 fiscal year was the first full year th: J1aw w~ : ::r::~C1P courts becarne effective January 1, 1977. The 

.~ . 
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Figure 12-LOWER COURT FILINGS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURTS 

Fiscal Year 1971-72 through 1980-81 
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Filings by Type 01 Proceeding 
Felony filings registered an 11 percent increase in 1980-81 to 128,800. 

This is the largest increase in the last ten years and is the second consecu
tive large increase for felony filings. Of the 84 municipal courts, 14 had 
decreases in felony filings totaling 1,051, while the remaining 70 courts had 
increases totaling 13,752 felony filings. Twenty-three courts had increases 
of 25 percent or more in felony filings, and these courts account for 5,12t, 
or 37 percent, of the 13,752 felony filings. Los Angeles Municipal Court and 
Santa Clara County Municipal Court had increases of 17 percent and 13 
percent respectively, for a total of 3,019 filings or 22 percent. The remain
ing 45 courts which experienced increases in felony filings accounts for the 
remaining 42 percent of the 1,752 felony filings. 

Nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions increased 8 percent to 705,000. 
This includes a 6 percent increase in Group A misdemeanors 23 with in
creases in the other categories of non traffic misdemeanors and infractions 
of 7 and 27 percent respectively. (See Table XXXI.) 

Selected traffic 24 cases increased 10 percent to 334,500 in fiscal year 
1980-81 and other traffic 25 offenses increased by 8 percent to 5.6 million. 
Other traffic offenses reversed their 10-year decreasing trend in percent 
of total filings by increasing to 32 percent of total filings during 1980-81. 
Within other traffic, Group D filings increased 13 percent to 316,000 and 
traffic infractions increased 7 percent to 5.3 million during 1980-81. (See 
Table XXXI.) 

The substantial decrease in illegal parking filings, 11 percent, is due to 
cities and counties assuming the processing of uncontested parking cita
tions. As of July 1, 1981, twenty courts had notified the Administrative 
Office of the Courts that they are no longer processing uncontested park
ing citations. In 1980-81, these 20 courts processed 1.1 million fewer illegal 
parking filings then in 1979-80. 

Small claims filings increased 18,000, only 3 percent, after increases of 
10 and 9 percent in 1978-79 and 1979-80. 

Other civil filings increased 4 percent to 521,000 for the 1980-81 fiscal 
year. This follows increases of 9, 10, and 21 percent for the three previous 
years. The 21 percent increase last year was due in part to the jurisdiction
al change to $15,000 on July 1, 1979. It was estimated that in 1979-80, the 
natural growth in civil filings (without the effect of the jurisdictional 
change) was approximately 10 percent. The 4 percent increase in civil 
filings for 1980-81 is comparable to the increases experienced in 1975-76 
and 1976-71. 

.. Group A misdemeanors include Penal Code violations and other state statutes excluding Fish 6c Game and Intoxication . 

.. Group C Vehicle Code rilisdemeanors §§ 20002 (hit and run property damElge). 23102 (misdemeanor drunk driving). 
23104 (reckless driving with UUury), and 23105 (driving under the influenc~ of drugs). and Vehicle Code felonies filed 
os misdemeanors under Penal Code ~ 17(b)4. 

.. Group D traffic misdemeanors (all traffic misdemeanor offenses except tholle specified in Group C) and traffic infrac
tions. 

-, 
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TABLE XXXI-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 
Percent chsnge 

Percent from 
Number distribution • e.rior J::.ear 

Type of Proceeding Filings Dispositions Filings Dispositions Filings Dispositions 
Total all proceedings ............................... . 17,4TT,545 14,913,ITT 100 
Felonies ..................................................... . 128,781 88,222 1 
Felom~' reduced to misdemeanors .... .. 19,419 
N"ntraffic 

Group A Misdemeanors ..................... . 417,513 371,907 2 
. Group B Misdemeanors .................... .. 214,813 186,672 1 

Infractions .~ ........................................... . 72,TT5 55,B87 <1 
Traffic 

Group C Misdemeanors .................... .. 334,464 261,244 2 
Group D Misdemeanors .................... .. 315,849 296,499 2 
Infractions ............................................. . 5,272,540 4,660,124 30 
Parlcing .................................................. .. 9,637,632 8,189,197 55 

Small claims .............................................. .. 561,829 410,235 3 
Other Civil ................................................ .. 521,349 373,T70 3 
• Components may not add to total due to rounding. 

Estimated Impact of Civil Jurisdiction Change 
in the Municipal and Superior C-~urts 

100 -3 5 
1 11 11 

<1 13 

2 6 5 
1 7 2 

<1 'Z1 30 

2 10 8 
2 13 <1 

31 7 9 
35 -11 4 
3 3 4 
3 4 10 

On July 1, 1979, the limit on civil cases filed in the lower courts increased 
from $5,000 to $15,000. This change was partially responsible for the 21 
percent increase in civil filings in the lower courts during 1979-80 (see 
January 1, 1981 Annual Report) . Figure 12A and Table XXXI-A have been 
prepared to determine the continuing effects of the jurisdictional change 
on the municipal and superior courts. 

Figure 12A displays the monthly civil filings within the municipal and 
superior courts 26 from July 1977 through June 1981. The vertical broken 
line indicates when the jurisdiction changed from $5,000 to $15,000 in the 
lower courts. Trend lines are drawn for both municipal and superior 
courts based on the data from the two fiscal years prior to the jurisdiction 
change. The purpose of the trend lines is to estimate the changes in civil 
filings if no jurisdictional change had taken place. Table XXXI-A summa
rizes the data plotted in Figure 12A. 

TABLE XXXI·A: ESTIMt\TED IMPACT OF JURISDICTIONAL 
INCREASE • IN CIVIL LIMIT FOR LOWER COURTS 

ON THE MUNICIPAL AND SUPERIOR COURTS 
Municipal Courts Superior Courts .. 

Averoge filings per month 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 
Actual ..................................................................................... . R4Q,149 42,090 RI4,381 14,574 
Expected (if no jurisdictional change) ........................ .. 36,405 39,592 17,693 19,285 
Difference (Actual less Expected) ................................ .. 3,744 2,498 -3,312 -4,711 
Percent Difference from expected ................................. . 10% 6% -19% -24% 
Estimated Annual Impact (difference times 12) ...... .. 44,928 29,976 -39,744 -56,532 

• On July 1, 1979, the jurisdictional limit for civil cp.ses 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, 

deat~, md property damage. 
R Revised. 

•• Superior court civil filings limiied to combined filings for other civil complaints and personal injury, death, and }jroperty 
damage. 
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Figure 12A-MUNICIPAL AND SELECTED' SUPERIOR COURT CIVIL FILINGS 
BEFORE AND AFTER LOWER COURT JURISDICTIONAL CHANGE," 

By Month. July 1977 through June 1981 
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The municipal court civil filings for 1980-81 were six percent greater 
than expected if no jurisdictional change had taken piace. It is estimated 
that municipal courts handled an additional 30,000 civil filings during the 
1980-81 fiscal year. The superior courts civil filings for 1980-81 were 24 
percent less than expected (approximately 57,000 filings). 

One would expect that the civil cases not filed in the superior courts 
would be m~d in the municipal courts, therefore the decrease in superior 
courts should equal the increase in municipal courts. The estimated de
crease in superior courts is not equal or even close to the estimated in
crease in municipal courts. The trend lines assume a growth rate equal to 
that of 1977-78 and 1978-79. Thi$ assumption appeared to be valid for 
1979-80, but for 1980-81 the natural growth rate was somewhat different 
than during the two years prior to the jurisdictional change. The differ
ence in filings from what was expected should primarily be used only to 
get some idea of the increase I decrease in filings due to the jurisdictional 
change in the lower courts. 

Figures 12B and 12C display municipal court civil cases ready to be tried 
at the end of each month from July 1977 through June 1981 (cases set for 
future trial and cases with memorandum-to-set filed but no trial date 
assigned). Because of its great size, the Los Angeles Municipal Court's data 
is displayed separately. 

Since the jurisdictional change in July 1979, the cases ready for court 
trial (Figure 12B) at the end of each month in the state, less Los Angeles, 
has climbed steadily to about 12,000 cases pending per month. This is 
double the cases pending prior to the jurisdictional change. Los Angeles 
experienced an abrupt increase, about five times, in cases ready for court 
trial about twelve months later. Figure 12C shows an increase of about five 
times in cases ready for jury trials in the Los Angeles court and a twofold 
increase in cases ready for jury trial in the remainder of the state. 

A:lthough many of these cases do not go to trial, these figures do repre
sent an increase in workload which may be understated by the increase 
in civil filings (Figure 12A). 

In looking at nine of the largest California municipal courts, the median 
time from memorandum-to-set to trial appears not to have increased 
(with the possible exception of the Los Angeles Municipal Court) with the 
increase in number of cases set for trial. Since the median time is reported 
after trial, it is suspected that there may be some lag time if the median 
time is to increase with the number of civil cases set for trial. Tables 
XXXI-B and C display the median times for the selected courts for select
ed months before and after the civil jurisdictional change in the municipal 
courts. 
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Figure 12B-MUNICIPAL COURTS 
CIVIL CASES READY FOR COURT TRIAL AS OF 

THE LAST DAY OF EACH MONTH JULY 1977 through JUNE 1981 
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TABLE XXXI·B: SELECTED CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME· TO TRIAL FROM AT·ISSUE MEMORANDUM FOR CIVIL JURY TRIALS 

SELECTED MONTHS PRIOR TO AND AFTER THE CIVIL JURISDICTION CHANGE 
FROM 5,000 TO 15,000 ON JULY 1, 1979 

Central North West San 
Montbsnd OsJdand Los Orange Orange Orange lJemsrdino 

Year Piedmont Angeles County County County Sacramento County 
Before Jurisdiction Change 

July 1m ...................................................................................................................................... .. 7.5 5 0 4 0 0.0 0.0 
January 1978 ................................................................................................................................ .. 9.0 2 11 4 0 8.0 0.0 
June 1978 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 11.2 5 0 0 0 3,5 0.0 
July 1978 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 7,5 2 10 9 0 3.0 0.0 
January 1979 ................................................................................................................................ .. 7.0 6 11 0 1 2.5 0.0 
June 1979 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 0.0 8 0 0 0 0.0 1.2 

After Jurisdiction Change 
July 1979 ....................................................................................................................................... . 7.1 6 0 0 4 3.8 18.1 
January 1980 ................................................................................................................................ .. 4.9 3 0 9 14 3.0 1.4 
June 1980 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 8.9 1 8 0 0 3.8 6.0 
July 1980 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 2.8 10 9 0 3 2.9 0.0 
January 1981 .......................... ; ..................................................................................................... .. 4.9 15 7 1 1 2.6 1.2 
June 1982 ....................................................................................................................................... . 7.4 10 0 5 0 4.2 3.2 

-In months. 

, 

San 
Diego 

6.0 
6.0 
7.0 
5.0 
5.0 
4.0 

3.0 
2.0 
7.0 
0.0 
1.6 
5.0 

San 
Frsncirco 

3 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
0 
2 
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TABLE XXXI·C: SELECTED CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
MEDIAN TiME· TO TRIAL FROM AT·ISSUE MEMORANDUM FOR CIVIL COURT TRIALS 

FOR SELECTED MONTHS PRIOR TO AND AFTER THE CIVIL JURISDICTION CHANGE 
FROM 5.000 TO 15.000 ON JULY 1, 1919 

Month IUJd OllklllDd Los 
YeJiT Piedmont Angeles 

Before Jurisdiction Change 
July HI17 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 1.4 1 
January 1978 ................................................................................................................................. .. 1.2 2 
June 1978 ....................................................................................................................................... . 0.7 1 
July 1978 ....................................................................................................................................... . 1.4 1 
January 1979 ................................................................................................................................. . 0.9 1 
June 1979 ...................................................................................................................................... .. 0.7 1 

After Jurisdiction Change 
July 1979 ..................................................... : ................................................................................. . 0.7 1 
January 1980 ................................................................................................................................ .. 1.0 1 
June 1980 ....................................................................................................................................... . 0.8 2 
July 1980 ....................................................................................................................................... . 0.7 2 
January 1981 ................................................................................................................................ .. 0.5 3 
June 1981 ....................................................................................................................................... . 0.6 3 

·In months. 

ii"" 

Central 
Orange 
County 

5 
4 
4 
-4 
-4 
4 

-4 
4 
2 
2 
4 
3 

North 
Orange 
County 

9 
3 

11 
4 
2 
7 

1 
4 
1 
1 
1 
1 

, 

West San 
Orange Bernardino 
County Sacramento County 

1 2.0 1.7 
2 2.0 2.6 
1 2.0 1.5 
2 2.0 3.0 
1 2.0 1.6 
2 2.0 1.5 

2 1.5 1.0 
2 2.0 1.3 
2 1.8 2.1 
2 2.2 0.9 
1 3.0 1.8 
1 4.0 2.0 

San 
Diego 

1.0 
2.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
1.5 

San 
Francisco 

, .... 

2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
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2. DISPOSITIONS 
The lower courts disposed of 14.9 million cases during 1980-81, an in

crease of 5 percent over the previous year. Fifty-five percent or 8.2 million 
dispositions were parking violations and the remaining 45 percent, 6.7 
million, were either nonparking criminal offenses or civil cases (see Tables 
XXXI and XXXII). 

TABLE XXXII-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

Before trial . After trial 
Convicted 

Dismissals or bound 
Fiscal Bsil snd overs1ter All Juvenile 
year Total Forfeitures transfers guilty pl811 others Uncol1tested Contested Ord8TS 

1971-72 ................ 11,568,438 
1972-73 ................ 11,390,600 
1973-74 ................ 11,376,4150 
1974-711 ................ 11,9015,337 
1975-76 ................ 11,963,102 

1976-77 ................ 6,1.50,091 
1977-78 ................ 6,2111,574 
1976-79.1\' ............ 6,392,M4 
197~ ............ 6,IDS.B9B 
1980-81 ................ 6,723,980 

197E-72. ............... 100 
1972-73 ................ 100 
1973-74 ................ 100 
i974-711 ................ 100 
1975-76 ................ 100 

1976-77 ................ 100 
1977-78 ................ 100 
1976-79 ................ 100 
197~ ................ 100 
1980-81 ................ 100 

1971-72. ............... <1 
19'('}.-73 ................ -3 
1973-74 ................ -<1 
1974-711 ................ 10 
1975-76 ................ 1 

1976-77 ................ 3 
1977-78 ................ R1 
1978-79 ................ 3 
19'1'~ ................ -3 
1980-81 ................ 8 

2,810,691 
2,l582,6.'SO 
2,611,264 
2,972,#1 
2,960,7153 

3,023,114 
2,9815,621 
3,028,047 
2:177,894 
2,905,7111 

150 
48 
49 
150 
150 

49 
48 
47 
415 
43 

NUMBER 
800,980 1,374,096 
819,6615 1,388,403 
830,796 1,325,754 
910,824 1,3157,196 
945,9152 1,371,091 

1lf.!9,964 1,4151,688 
1,101,687 1,421,046 
1,168,718 1,4151,403 
1,232,724 1,403,728 
1,1501,617 1,468,112 

PERCENT· 
14 215 
1.'S 26 
III 215 
III 23 
16 23 

16 24 
18 23 
18 23 
2.0 23 
22 22 

915,760 
90,646 
91,1915 

104,7111 
12.0,288 

1215,226 
133,093 
1415,1567 
172,128 
189,3711 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
3 
3 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
-4 4 8 8 
-8 2 1 -II 

1 1 -II 1 
14 10 2 III 

- <1 4 1 III 

2 
-1 

1 
-8 

II 

II 
11 
6 
II 

22 

6 
-2 

2 
-3 

6 

4 
6 
9 

18 
10 

• Components may not udd to 100 percent due to rounding. 
RRevised. 

234,241 213,284 39,386 
21515,493 214,818 38,925 
262,2lS6 214,4315 40,750 
284,766 232,1S33 42,823 
289,6615 236,910 38,443 

274,224 242,079 43,700 
284,296 241,887 ,17,944 
300,873 247,264 47,682 
336,490 24.5,914 40,020 
3151,112 248,043 39,970 

4 4 1 
II 4 1 
II 4 1 
II 4 1 
5 4 1 

4 4 1 
II 4 1 
II " 1 
5 " 1 
5 " 1 

1 -2 2 
9 1 -1 
3 -<1 ~ 0' 
9 8 5 
2 2 --10 

-II 2 14 
R4 R -<1 9 

7 2 R -1 
11 -1 -16 
4 1 -<1 
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Figure 13-LOWER COURT NOt~PARKING DISPOSITIONS 
Municipal and Justice Courts 

Fiscal years 1971-72 through 1980-81 
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Table XXXII and Figure 13 show nonparking dispositions by type of 
disposition. Total nonparking dispositions increased 8 percent, the second 
largest increase in 10 years and the largest increase since 1974-75. Dismis
sals and transfers increased 22 percent in 1980-81 to a total of 1.5 million 
and accounted for 22 percent of all nonparking dispositions. Bail forfei
tures, accounting for 43 percent of all nonparking dispositions, increased 
5 percent. Dispositions by conviction or by being bound over after a plea 
of guilty, after decreaSing in 1979-80, increased to 1.5 million or 6 percent. 
All othe'l! before trial dispositions increased to 189,000 or 10 percent. All 
other before lTial dispositions are before trial dispositions under civil and 
consist of "Summary judgments" and "All other judgments." These cate
gories of dispositions were affected by the increase in the lower courts' 
civil jurisdiction limit from $5,000 to $15,000 on July 1, 1979. 

Uncontested trials increased 4 percent to 351,000 and contested trials 
increased 1 percent to 248,000. Juvenile orders stayed essentially the same, 
about 40,000. Juvenile orders are processed at the discretion of the judges 
in a court and many mUnicipal courts do not process juvenile orders. Only 
18 municipal courts processed 50 or more juvenile orders during the 1980-81 fiscal year. 

Fiscal 
year 

1971-72. .... " ................. 
1972-73 ........................ 
1973-74 ........................ 
197.1-7.5 ........................ 
1975-76 ........................ 

1976-77 ........................ 
1977-78 ........................ 
1978-79 ........................ 
1979-&:1 ........................ 
1980-81 .•.. , ................... 

TABtE XXXIII-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND JUDGES 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

Number 
Municie!!J.. courts 

lustire courts 
Judicial NU;;;ber of Authorized Judicial position of 

Attomel:..ludlI.es courts judgeships positions equivalents- courts Number Percentage 77 365 394 396 226 75 33 
76 380 414 416 221 79 36 
77 384 42B 438 214 B2 38 
80 406 459 454 199 84 42 
84 42.5 482 475 17.5 79 45 89 447 511 511 111 109 98 
90 45.5 527 534 107 105 98 
89 465 .539 IS45 102 102 100 
83 472 544 .555 100 101 100 
84 4Sl I5(!"f .564 94 94 100 

• Judiclai position equivalents are defined as authorized judgeships, plu5 full.time COmmissioners and referees, when 
adjusted to reflect judge vacancies, assistant'll rendered to other courts by municipal court judges and assistance 
received by muniCipal courts from assigned judges or 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 303 to 178, 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 10-year span 
from 620 to 661, an increase of 7 percent; nonparking filings and disposi
tions increased about six and three times faster, respectively, than judicial 
positions in the same period. Table XXXIII also displays the fact that all 
justice Court judges are attorneys. In 5.5 years, after the Gordon deCision 
(Gordon v. Justice Court (1974) 12 Cal.3d 323), the percent of attorney 

judges increased from 42 percent to 100 percent. 
Table XXXIV shows the dispositions per 100 filings for certain categories 
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. This measure, dispositions per 100 
of cases for the pnor 10 fiscal years. nta e of cases filed that reach a 
filings, is an approximation of Ithe ~=llc~air! have 73 dispositions per 100 
judicial disposition. For ~xamp e~t~d loosely as meaning that about one
filings, whICh could be mterpr 1 d' the 'udicial system for one reason 
fourth of these cases are not reso ve m J 
or another: 

TABLE XXXIV-CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS PER 100 FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

CRIMINAL 

Felony TRAmC 
prelim/. Non· 

Other Parking Fiscal 
naries tnJ1ic' [;ejected 

Year 89 94 92 
70 100 95 90 11111-72 .......................... · ...... • 
71 ffl 90 aa 93 1ffl2-73 ............................ • ..... 
69 .92 90 85 91 1973-74 .................... · .. • ...... · .. · 
71 92 ·,89 

86 94 1974-75 ............... ···· ............ · .. as 92 81 
197~76 ............................ · .... · fr1 

93 82 92 
Iffl6-77 .................................. 86 81 91 _81_ 

fr1 92 91 J 78 I 1977-78 ..................... ·· .... · ...... 
86 91 ~ Raa 173 I IfflB-79 .................................. R83 89 80 -8&-

1979..a) ............................ • ..... fr1 78 B9 
1980-81 .............................. " .. 84 

CIVIL 

Smnll 
claims Other 

75 79 
78 75 
76 74 
73 73 
77 75 

75 76 
75 75 
75 71 
73 68 
73 72 

RRev\sed· 
. . . er 100 filings is stable from year 

Generally the number of ~lSp~Sl~~~S l~st three years is illegal parking 
to year, but the ~ne e.xcep?:)ll m 100 filings declined substantially for 
dispositions. Parking diSPOSltid~~per 73 dispositions per 100 filings. It w~s 
1978-79 and 1979-80 to ~8 an eilis ositions per 100 fi.lings from 85 m 
suggested that the declin~ to 78 . P dis ositions which were processed 
1978-79 was due to a delay m reportin~ hi ') s (DMV) made possible by 
through the Department of Motod ~ c t~ 73 dispositions per 100 filings 
Vehicle Code section 4760, and the. ec ~dng dispositions handled by the 
was due to some courts not reporti~g Pili sitions per 100 filings would 
DMV. It was expected that parking ~o arking dispositions per filings 
return to between 85 and 90. Therealwer~o ~hen compared to the ratios 
for 1980-81, an apparently norm ra 
before 1978-79. b d types of dispositions per judicial 

Table XXXV shows the num er a.r: over the last 10 fiscal years. Justice 
position equival~nt in municipal cour o} the small justice courts ha,,:e les.s 
courts were oIIDtted becaus.e ~fY. would distort the figures. DlSPOSI
than a full workload and theIr mc us}(~n ed for all types of disposition 

. "'al 'ti' equivalent mcreas . d'l tions per Judlcl POSI on. ., osition equivalent has declined ste~ ? y 
matters. Juries sworn per JudlClal P tIl of 15 juries per judicial posItion 
over the last 10 years to the curren eve 
equivalent. 

,~~."'l.';:l"""-"~= . ., .• ,,7'''>->. , . , . . , 
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TABLE XXXV-CALIFORNIA MUf,IICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITION MATTERS PER JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENT G 

Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 198C)..81 

NonJ)lU'ldng 
Fiscal IUega} Totsl Before Alter Unconrested Contested Juries 
year plU'ldng nonplU'/dng bial tn'al trials b trials swam 

Iffll-72. ............................ 111,138 11,819 10,766 l,OM 526 483 30 
197Z-73 .............................. 14,472 11,038 9,961 l,0S8 M2 460 29 
Iffl3-74 .............................. 14,315 10,lS14 9,490 1,023 536 437 28 
1974-75 ....... " ..................... 14,467 11,133 10,000 1,1J13 562 4IS6 23 
1975-76 .............................. 15,214 10,995 9,942 1,~2 M4 ~ 21 

197'f>.!n .............................. 14,841 10,9"..8 9,939 9S9 496 4ZT 19 
1977-78 .............................. 14,949 10,766 9,774 992 ISOO 417 18 
Iffl~t9 .............................. 14,462 10,849 9,834 1,015 523 417 17 
1979-80 .............................. 14,038 10,400 9,364 \,036 1568 406 16 
1980-81 .............................. 14,377 11,119 10,0S8 1,062 591 409 15 

'. Judicial position equivalenb are defined as authorized judgeships, plus full·time commlssioners and referees, when 
adjusted to reflect judge vacancies, assistance rendered to other courts by municipal court judges and assistance 
received by municipal courts from aaslgned judges or from temporary judges serving by stipulation of the parties. 

b Excludes juvenile orders. 

Dispositions by Type of Proceeding. 
Methods of disposition of felony cases in lower courts are depicted in 

Figure 14. Only 14 percent of the felony cases were disposed of by guilty 
plea, while 96 and 97 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 nontl'affic misdemeanor and infraction 
dispositions are shown in Figure 15. The percentages of cases disposed of 
by bail forfeitures and pleas of guilty vary 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 difference in the effects 
of these two methods of dispositions is the judicial time involved in the 
plea of guilty. 

It is interesting to note that only 2 percent of the illegal parking disposi
tions are after trial. This 2 percent, though, amounts to almost 187,000 
dispositions. San Francisco, which had 2.2 million parking dispositions for 
the fiscal year 1980-81, or 27 percent of all parking dispositions, accounted 
for 184,000 or 99 percent of the parking dispositions after trial. 

Types of dispositions of small claims and other civil matters are shown 
in Figure 17. In small claims, 31 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 approxim.ately 
the same in both small claims and civil. 

-----------...----
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1" _eELO' NY DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' Figure ..--.-

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Contested 
Hearings 8% 

Uncontested 
Trials 2 % -----. 

Uncontested 
Trials 2% ---. 

Contested 
Trials 2% 

Contested 
Trials 1% 

FELONIES 

n = 88,221 

[

Excludes felonies] 
reduced to 
misdemeanors 

FELONIES 
REDUCED TO 
MISDEMEANORS 
through 17(b}(5) P.C. 

n = 14,701 

OTHER FELONIES 
REDUCED TO 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 4,71& 

t ot total 100% due to rounding. Cases transferred to another court • Percen ages may n 
are included with dismissals 

------- -~--
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Figure 15-NONTRAFFIC CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS IN LOWER COURTS' 

After Trial 
3% 

Atter Trial 
1% 

Fiscal Year 198Q-81 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
23% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
16% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
28% 

GROUP A 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 371,907 

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 49gb PC 
Trespass 602 PC 

GROUP B 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 186,672 

Nontraffic misdemeanor violations 
of city and county ordinances and 
intoxication and Fish and Game 
violations 

NON TRAFFIC 
INFRACTIONS 

n = 55,887 

Violations 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· 

f=is'cal Year 1980...-81 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
5% 

After 
Trial 3% 

Dismissals 
before 

Trial 19% 

Bail 
Forifeitures 

20% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
23% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
20% 

GROUP C TRAFFIC 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 261,244 

Hit and Run 
Drunk Driving 
Reckless Driving--lnjury 
Driving Under Influence of Drugs 

GROUP D TRAFFIC 
MISDEMEANORS 

n = 296,499 

Examples: 
Speed contests 
Driving without valid license 

" Violation of truck weight limit 
Reckless driving without injury 

TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS 

n = 4,660,124 

Examples: 
Speeding 
Improper operation 
Faulty equipment 
Improper registration 

ILLEGAL 
PARKING 

n = 8,189,197 

·Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding, Cases transferred to another court 
are included with dismissals 

"J 

1982 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

Figure 17-CIVIL DISPOSITIONS IN I;.OWER COURTS. 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
24% 

Uncontested 
Trials 
45% 

Judgments by 
clerks and 

summary judgments 
51% 

Contested 
Trials 
31% 

Contested 
Trials 
6% 

Uncontested 
Trials 
20% 

Dismissals 
before 
Trial 
24% 

• Percentages may not total 100 % due to rounding, 

SMALL 
CLAIMS 

n = 410,213 

CIVIL 

n = 373,770 
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Conviction Rates in Criminal Trials 
The number of convictions after uncontested and contested trials ~ by 

court or by jury according to type of proceeding and the conviction rates 
are presented in Table XXXVI. A graphic representation for comparison 
of the conviction rates is shown in Figure 18. 

TABLE XXXVI--CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS 
CONVICTIONS AND CONV~CTION RATES FOR CI~IMINAL TRIALS IN 

MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURTS 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Conviction Rates· 
Number of Convictions 

Uncontested Contested Uncontested Contested 

trial trial tri1ll trial 

TyptJ of proceeding Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury 

Felonies ......................... · .. · .... ··· .... · ........ · 92 b 
90 42,298 6,699 

Felonies reduced by 17 (b) (5) PC .. 00 79 se 215 5 114 46 

Other reduced felonies ...................... ~ 
b 46 48 0 13 12 

Nontraffic 
Group A misdemeanors ................ 43 ~ 61 62 806 163 2,228 2,341 

Group B misdemeanors ................ 47 66 ~ 344 00 1,040 164 

Infractions ................. · .. ·· .. · .... · ...... · .. ··· 65 ~ 472 490 

Traffic 
Group C misdemeanors ................ 65 7g 74 78 475 160 1,149 2,282 

Group D misdemeanors ................ 61 70 70 1,036 24 2,611 175 

Infractions ......................... · .... · .......... · 47 73 18,794 51,851 

60 185,654 1,944 

Parking .............................................. 99 

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 lower 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. 

Weighted 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 of 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 a six-week survey 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 1977-78. 
., A trial is considered uncontested if evidence is entered by only one side. A trial is considered contested when evidence 

la entered by both sides. 

,,--,"';-:-:-:-:-:;;:c-::=·-:-:-"~-::T;;- - -. -, '\ 
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Figure 18-CONVICTION R~TES IN LOWER COURT CRIMINAL TRIALS 
Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Uncontested Trials Contested Trials 
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TABLE XXXVII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
WEIGHTED FILINGS' AND REQUIRED JUDICIAL POSITIONS 2 BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 
State Total State Jess Los Angeles Los Angeles Court 

Weighted Required 
Type of l'roceedin& filings judicial positions Wdght 

Total 3 ............................................................................... . 47,83.'5,898 6155 

Felony preliminary ............................................................... . 9,068,293 124 73 
Nontraffic 

Group A misdemeanors ................................................. ... 12,258,751 168 31 
Group B misdemeanors ................................................... . 1,IM,I64 16 6 
Nontraffic infractions .............. " ......................................... . 270,896 4 4 

Traffic 
Group C misdemeanors ................................................... . 9,705,435 133 31 
Group D misd,emeanors ................................................... . 1,167,664 16 4 
Traffic infractions .................................... ., ......................... . 4,312,026 59 0.9 
Parlcing ................................................................................. . 285,952 4 0.03 

Civil 
Small claims ......................................................................... . 4,138,019 57 8 
Other civil ........................................................................... . 5,478,698 74 10 

1 Weight times filings, an estimate of judicir~ rrlsutes of case-related time to dispose of filings. 

Weighted Required 
filings judicial positions 

40,723,553 Il62 

7,001$12 

10,501,529 
1,066,032 

261,548 

8,417,895 
1,040,428 
3,913,234 

226,069 

3,624,016 
3,981,230 

106 

145 
15 
4 

116 
14 
54 
3 

M 
55 

Weight 

97 

34 
9 
4 

30 
6 
0.7 
0.03 

7 
14 

Weighted Required 
It.~,,gs judicial positions 
7,U2,345 93 

1,376,721 18 

1,757~ 23 
84,132 1 
9,348 <1 

1,287,540 17 
127,236 2 
398,792 5 
59,883 1 

514,003 7 
1,497,468 19 

• An estimate ofthe number of judicial positions Ilooded to dispose ofn 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 Gudges) 71,500 
S-10 Gudges) 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 72,500 for the rest of the courts. 
• Componenbi may not add to totals due to rounding. 
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Figure 19-PERCENT DISTRIBUTION" OF FILINGS AND WEIGHTED 
FILINGS, FO~ MUNICIPAL COURTS 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

r---______ Group A Misdemeanors 2% 
Group C Misdemeanors 2 % llil :~ Felony Preliminaries 1 % 

Civil 3 % ) Group B Misdemeanors 1 % 
Small C'alm' 3%/ I , =Gmup D ,."demeano", 2% 

Filings 

Weighted 
Filings 

Traffic 
Infractions 

29% 

Group B 2% -----,1 

Felony 
Preliminaries 

19% 

Group A 
26% 

Parking 
57% 

- Group 0 2% 

r-r-----__ Parking 1 % 

Group C 
20% 

"Components may not total 100 % due to rounding. 
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In 1978, the Judicial Council approved the weights and judge-year val
ues derived from the survey for use in judgeship needs studies for munici
pal 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 
number of judges needed to dispose of the filings in that category. 

Under the weighted caseload system, tl55 judicial positions were needed 
to dispose of the 17.5 million municipal court filings in fiscal year 1980-81. 
Sixty-five percent of the required judicial positions were needed for three 
categories of cases: felony preliminary hearings, 124 judicial positions; 
nontraffic Group A misdemeanors, 168 judicial positions; and Group C 
misdemeanors, 133 judicial positions. Civil matters required 20 percent of 
the judicial positions: small claims, 57 judicial positions; and other civil, 74 
judicial positions. Traffic infractions needed 9 percent of the judicial posi
tions, while the remaining four categories of cases required only 5 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 57 percent of total 
municipal court filings but required only 1 percent of judicial time. In fact, 
parking and traffic infractions together represented 86 percent of total 
filings but required only 10 percent of judicial time. The other proceed
ings, none of which exceeded 3 percent of the filings, required the remain
ing 90 percent of total judicial time. Group A and Group C misdemeanors 
represented 4 percent of the filings but required 46 percent of all munici
pal court judicial time. Felony complaints, however, are the most time
consuming type of case since they comprised only 1 percent of total filings 
but required 19 percent of the available judicial time. 

E. JUDICIAL ASSIGNMENTS AND ASSISTANCE 
1. 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.28 

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 1971-72 through 1980-81. 
Overall, the total days of assistance in 1980-81 were about the same as in 
the previous fiscal year and declined by 1 percent. 

•• Cal. Const., art. VI, sec. 6. 
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TOT TABLE XXXVIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
AL DAYS OF ASSISTANCE TH 

APPEAL, SUPERIOR COURTS MUNI~~UAGLHCAOSUSRITGNMENTS TO COURTS OF 
, S, AND JUSTICE COURTS a 

AN~ DAYS GIVEI\, BY RETIRED JUDGES ' 
Fiscal Years 1971-72 through 1980-81 

17,404 
19,110 

R 18,104 
18.808 
18.680 

Days given by 
retired judges 

4,204 
5,141 
5,684 
7,m 
8.602 

8,350 
7,521 
6.fll7 
5.366 
5,319 

Percentage of 
total given by 
retired judges 

4IS 
46 
37 
40 
43 

46 
39 
34 
29 
28 

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 ' 

As.ristlIJJC'8 
gil'eJJby: 

Total ............................ .. 
Supreme Court justices .. .. 
Retired judges .................. .. 
(',ourt of Appeal justices .. 
Superior Court judges .... .. 
Municipal Court judges .. .. 
Justice Court judges ........ .. 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

ToW 
Percent distribution' 0/ &s:ristmC'8 received by: 
Courts 0/ Superior MUDidfJII All Courts 

J!1tlJ.81 197'!J..8) 
ApPeal Courts Courts 

J!8J..8J J!J79.BJ J!8J-8J J97'!J..8) J9fKJ..81 J97'!J..8) 
100 

o 
28 

<1 
23 
15 
33 

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
0000 000 

<~ 6 3 47 47 23 24 
o 0 <l <l 0 

21 79 83 23 20 0 
18 15 14 27 32 i ~ 
32 0 0 2 1 73 70 

Total Days • ........................ 18,680 ,R 18,808 2,914 2,647 
Percent Change ................ -1 +10 8,020 R 8,381 5,827 5,564 

i CO~ponents may not add to total due to rounding 
RevUed. . 

-4 +5 

Courts 01 Appeal 

JustiC'8 
Courts 

1!JtKJ...81 197'!J..8) 

100 100 
o 0 
3 <l 
o 0 
3 3 
2 2 

92 95 

1,919 2,216 
-13 

of ~p~~~iu~9;!~:s~~~~~;:~1 ~sistance were received by the Courts 
assistance they received in the p' ter~ent over the n~ber of days of 
in 1980-81 came from su erior co nor. sc year. The aSSIstance provided 
judges (15 percent) an! retired J~~~Jgudg(e6s (79 percent), municipal court 

es perc en t) . 
Superior Courts 

or I~~~~~~~ ;:~~~!~::~e~haeSSpistan?e wefirealreceived by the superi-
'd d h revlOUS sc year The ass· t prOVI e to t e superior courts in 1980-81 f '.. IS ance 

percent), municipal court 'ud es c~e rom retIred Judges (47 
judges (23 percent) and jus~ce gcou~2! dPerce(n2t), other superior court 

'~JU ges percent). 
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Figure 20-ASSIST ANCE RECEIVED AND GIVEN THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

8 

Assistance Received 
Thousands of Days 
I I I I I I 
642 

2,914 
I 

I 5,827 

I I 
I 

o 

Court or 
Source 

and Year 

Courts of 
Appeal 

1979-80 

1980-81 

Superior 
Courts 

1979-80 

1980-81 

MuniCipal 
Courts 

1979-80 

1980-81 

Justice 
Courts 

1979-80 

1980-81 

Retired 
Judges 

1979-80 

1980-81 

0 

~139 

Assistance Given 
Thousands of Days 

I I I I I I 
<1 4 6 

I 
I 

8 

6,095 

6,198 

5,366 

5,319 

r 
f 

r 
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Municipal Courts 

The municipal courts received 5,827 days of assigned assistance in 1980-, 
81, up 5 percent from the prior fiscal year, Justice court judges provided 
73 percent of the assigned assistance to municipal courts, Retired judges 
gave 23 percent of the assigned assistance and municipal and superior 
court judges gave 3 and 2 percent respectively. 

Justice Courts 

Justice courts received 1,919 days of assistance in 1980-81, a decline of 
13 percent from the previous year. Almost all of the assistance to justice 
courts came from other justice court judges, 92 percent. Retired judges 
and superior court judges each contributed 3 percent of the assigned 
assistance and municipal court judges contributed 2 percent of assigned 
days of assistance, 

Days of 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 
1979-80 and 1980-81 on a court-by-court basis. The last column under eat."h 
fiscal year indicates net days of assistance. A minus item indicates that the 
court rendered more days of assistance than it received. 

!~-,t-,',":~':"O'''''',~~'''-""!J1I'-·W"('··''''·''''~r'''¥.,..--.-, •. ·:-,, ""'~<_". ,,,'" """",_.,'" 
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TABLE XL-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 
Fiscal Year. 1980-81 and 1975-80 

1!BJ.8J 1!J79.8J 
Net Days ~»:Kl 

(or 1i«xJertxJ2 a 
As.hrcent Net Days 

lJ!l}'1 Dap Dap a/Net Dap Dap Recei»:Kl (or 
County Assignedb R«J!i»:Kl &Ddered Number fudge Dapc Ji8ceiwxJ Rendered Rendered)-

State total .......... 6,310 S,019.11 4,2711.11 3,744 M I:S,381 3,989.11 R4,391.11 

(1 . 
~,' 

Alameda ................ 343 29t 219..5 74.11 1.0 377 179 198 
Alpine .................... 3(j lo.1! 149 -138..5 -15.'5.4 10 137.11 i\127.11 
Amador .................. 122 42..5 34 8..5 3.4 R46 43.11 -2.11 
Butte ...................... 6.'S 6.'S srT..5 37.1! II 74 41.11 32.11 
CP.laveras ................ II 53.11 44..5 9 3.6 69 46..5 22.11 
Colusa .................... 6 2.'j 70 -41} -IS 42..5 63.11 -21 
Contra Costa ........ 2 10 21 -11 -0.3 104 73 31 
Del Norte .............. 29 150 119 -9 3.6 62 47 111 
El Dorado .............. II 102 72.11 29.5 3.9 93 38 15.'5 
Fresno .................... 264 213 29 184 6.1 174 73 101 
Glenn ...................... III 48 72 -24 -9.6 114 8o.1! -26.11 
Humboldt .............. 1119 111.11 1!4 -2.1! -0.3 37 48 -11 
Imperial .................. 21!4 228 228 42.5 70 118 12 
Inyo ........................ 14 44 37 7 2.S 41! 40.11 4..5 
Kern ........................ 2.'j 86 311 III 2.6 92 26 66 
Kings ...................... 144 147 24 123 32.9 128 14.11 113..5 
Lake ........................ 183 148 00.5 m.5 51 149 29 100 
Lassen .................... 1!6 1315 60 75 30 109 52 1!7 
Los Ange!es .......... 711 498 1,060..5 -fS62.5 -1.2 760 900..5 -146..5 
Maden, .................. 67 79..5 60.5 19 3.S 60.5 43 17.5 
Marin ...................... 1315 147 II 142 9.6 79 7 72 
Mariposa ................ 7 18 51..5 -33..5 -13.4 lS 14..5 3.5 
Mendocino ............ 12 44.5 58 -13.5 -2.7 00.5 16.5 

"' Merced .................. 3 11..5 17..5 -6 -O.S 1!6 60 -4 
Modoc .................... 4 17 66..5 -49.5 -19.S 29 87 -118 
Mono ...................... 5 22 4 IS 7.2 2.'j.5 12 !3.5 
Monterey .............. lIS 119 23 96 11.7 109..5 23.11 86 
Napa ........................ 99 111.5 S 103.5 00.7 167.5 3 184.11 
Nevada. ................... 22 136 86.5 49..5 9.9 29 13 16 
Ore.nge .................... 383 31!4 90 264 2.1! 329 66 263 
PIaI:er ...................... 84 66 99..5 -33.5 -3.4 J48.5 6.'S 83.11 
Plumas .................... 23 79 74 5 2 119 42 1117 
Riverside ................ 137 III 68 -17 -0.4 93 84 29 
Sacramento ............ 121 227 61.5 159.5 2.7 317 174.11 142.11 
San Benito ............ 4 6 S -2 -O.S 19 86 -67 
San Bernardino .... 151 171 d 84 87 1.7 144 79 6.'S 
San Diego .............. 212 1,787 246 1,1541 15.5 1,927..5 d 236 1,691.5 
San Francisco ........ 269 3Oi5 63 242 3.7 42.'j lOB 317 
San Joaquin ............ 171 100.5 92 S.5 0.5 73 1 72 
San Luis Obispo .. 32 150 15.'5 -5 -0.5 66 68 -2 
Sau Mateo .............. 153 169 1 168 4.9 51 0.lS 150.5 
Santa Barbara .•..•. 387 2/?.() 280 16.S 249 1.5 247.11 
Santa Clara ............ 346 174 46 128 1.6 366 142 224 
Santa Cruz ............ 102 80 80 S 70 3 67 
ShlIsta ...................... 21 71 63 8 1.1 103.5 70.5 33 
Sierra ...................... 14 32 136 -104 -41.6 00 129.11 -109.5 
Sisldyou .................. 30 81.11 16.5 6.'S 26 51 14.5 36.5 
Solmo .................... 7 72 6.'S 7 0.6 13 5 8 
Sonoma .................. m 134 67.5 66.5 4.4 8I!.5 6 79.5 
Sl:!u1isl&us ................ 84 68 77..5 -9..5 -0.6 46 29 17 
Sutter ...................... 41 .87.5 51..5 36 7.2 89 70.5 18.5 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------
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TABLE XL-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTU-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDEFlED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 
Fiscal Years 1980-81 and 1975-80 

1!JtKJ..81 1!J79.8J 
Net lAp RtJCt!i»:Kl 

(or lleodered2 -
As • Percent Net lAp 

lAp Dap Dap oINet D.lP Ihys Recei»:Kl (or County AssigntJdb IIet't!i»:Kl R~ NllIDhtr fudgrJ Dapc R«ti»:Kl RetJdemJ ReDtif..-J) a 
Tehama ................... 67 1~ 66.11 38.11 15.4 81 61.5 19.5 
Trinity .................... 8 30 39 -9 -3.6 00 28.11 -8.11 
Tulare .................... 15 SI.ll 137.11 -1!6 -3.7 18 78.5 -60.5 
Tuolumne .............. 32 1!7 18.5 38.5 15.4 1!4 13.5 40.11 
Ventura .................. 319 !Z66.3 1 261!.3 9.9 301 2 299 
Yolo ........................ 23 31.11 17.5 14 1.9 46.11 24 22.11 
yuba ........................ 1 45.11 15.'5 -9.5 -1.9 2.'j.5 38 -12.5 

a Minus sign (-) indicates the court rendered more days of assistance than it received 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 

b excess of three h?w'S was repolted as a full day, while three hours or less were reported as a half day. 
Does not mclude .d.~ys &:om recipr~ or blanket assignments. Numerous blanket (within county) and reciprocal 

(between counties) al51gnments are ISSUed each year by the Chief Justice to pennit aj~ldge of one court to sit as ajudge 
of another co~ eithe,r within his or her o,wn ~unty or in a neighboring county, whenever the presiding or sole judges 
of the C?urts mvolved agree. In courts which utilize the blanket and reciprocal procedure, a separate assignment need 

c n?t be ISSUed by the Chief Justice each time judicial assistance is given or received. 
Net Judge days are the number of days the court is open for business times the number of judge positions in the court 

d w~ch are ~ot vacan~. . " 
The SIZe of this figure IS atbibutllble to the reporting rule CIted above in footnote (a) s\IId to the extensive assistance 

R provided by this COWlty'S municipal court judges pursu.1nt to blanket assignments. 
Revised. 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

Fiscal Years 198G-81 and 1979-80 

1980-81 

County tilli! Dsys Dsys Dsys 
Judicial Disfda Assignedb Received Rendered 

State total ................ ........ 6,544 15,827.15 2,848.0 

Alameda: 
Alameda .................... , ........ . 

Berkeley·Albany ...... ' ........ . 
Ftemont·Newark·Ullion 

City ..... , .................... , ....... .. 
Livermore..Pleasantcon .... .. 
Oa1dand·Piedmont .......... .. 
San Leandro-Hayward .... .. 

Butte: 
Chico .................................. . 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ....... , .............................. .. 
Delta ................................... . 
Mt. Diablo .......................... .. 
Walnut Creek·Dall.ville .. .. 

Fresno: 
Consolidated F,resno ........ 

Hwnboldt: 
Eureka ............... , ..... , .......... ,. 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .............. .. 

Kern: 
East Kern .......................... .. 
West Kern ........................ .. 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .......................... .. 
Antelope ............................. . 
Beverly Hills ..................... . 
Burbank, ............ , ................ .. 
Citrus ................................... . 
Compton ............................. . 
Culver ................................. . 
Downey ............................... . 
East Los Angeles ............... . 
Glendale ............................. . 
Inglewood .......................... .. 
Long Beach ....................... . 
Lo! Angeles ....................... . 
Los Cerritos ...................... .. 
Malibu ................................ ,. 
Newhall ............. , ................ .. 
Pasadena ............................. . 
Pomona ............ , .... , ............. . 
Rio Hondo ......................... . 
Santa Anita ........................ .. 
Santa Monica .................... .. 
South Bay ........................... . 
Southeast ............................ .. 
Whittier ............ , ....... , .... ,., ... . 

Marin: 
Central ........................ ,., ...... . 

12 

15 

61 
48 

216 
15 

73 
o 
o 
o 

141 

16 

188 

1 
20 

142 
19 
28 
o 

115 
69 
19 

168 
184 
1115 

48 
63 

'1,094 
152 
o 
6 

51 
5 

68 
20 
37 
115 
43 
.0 

26 

13.0 

,0 

152.0 
48.0 

1715.15 
.0 

132.0 

70,0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

156.5 

181.0 

143.0 

24.0 
17.0 

119.0 
30.0 
28,0 
3.0 

115.15 
.0 

14.0 
87.0 

164.0 
1015.5 
14.0 
58.0 

546.0 
154.0 

.0 
15.0 

40.0 
5.0 

615.0 
16.15 
37.0 
115.0 
38.0 

.0 

24.0 

.0 

1~.0 

.0 
37.0 

1.0 
8.0 

2.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 
,0 

58.0 

6.0 

133.0 

44.0 
37.5 

,0 
8.0 

.0 
20.15 
17.0 
21.0 

.0 

.0 
,0 
.0 
.0 

43.0 
188.15 

.0 

.0 
1.0 

43.0 
.0 

6.0 
1.15 

1115.0 
. 0 
. 0 
.0 

15.0 

NetDsys 
Received 

(or Rendered) a 

Ass Percent 
of Net Dsys 

Number Judge Dsysc Received 
2,979.15 2.6 15,1564,5 

13.0 

-19.0 

152.0 
11.0 

174.15 
-8.0 

130,0 

70.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

98,5 

175.0 

10.0 

-20.0 
-20.5 

119.0 
22.0 
28.0 

-17.15 
-1.15 

-21.0 
14.0 
87.0 

164.0 
1015.5 
14,0 
115.0 

3157.15 
154.0 

.0 
4.0 

-3.0 
15.0 

159.0 
115 

-78.0 
115.0 
38.0 

. 0 

19,0 

5.2 

-1.9 

6.9 
2.2 
5.5 

-·.15 

152.0 

15.6 
.0 
.0 
.0 

5.2 

44.2 

1.1 

-4.0 
-1.5 

19.1 
4,15 
3.7 

-3.5 
-0.1 
-1.15 

2.8 
9.3 

18.8 
~.7 

1.0 
0.9 
2.3 
7.9 

,0 
0,8 

-0.3 
0.7 
6.0 
6.0 

-lOA 
1.1 
3.0 
.0 

1.9 

41.0 

20.0 

37.0 
15.0 

98.0 
0,5 

99,0 

110.0 
3,0 

415.5 
0.15 

64.15 

150.0 

38.0 

11.0 
70.0 

88.5 
104.0 

.0 
2.5 

29.0 
10.0 
27.0 
39.0 

.0 
155.0 

• 0 
107.0 
744,0 

16.0 
. 0 
.0 

10.0 
23.0 
83.0 
6.5 

33.0 
.0 

96.0 
.0 

22.5 

NetDsys 
Dsys Received (or 

Rendered Rendered) • 
3,349.15 2,215.0 

0.0 41.0 

7,0 13.v 

3.0 34.0 
3.0 2.0 

110.5 -12.5 
8.0 -7.5 

3,0 

0.0 
0.5 
3.0 

.0 

18.0 

1.5 

43.0 

61.0 
56.0 

0.5 
4.0 

66.0 
.0 

1.0 
,0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

304.0 
.0 
.0 

2.0 
.0 

13.0 
.0 

5,5 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.0 

96.0 

110.0 
2.5 

42.5 
0.5 

46,5 

48.5 

-5,0 

-150.0 
14.0 

88.0 
100.0 

-66.0 
2.5 

28.0 
10.0 
27.0 
39.0 

.0 
155,0 

,0 
107.0 
440.0 

16.0 
.0 

-2.0 
10,0 
10.0 
83.0 

1.0 
33.0 

. 0 
96.0 

.0 

22.5 

\ . 
! 

\ 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

County and 
Judicis! District 
Merced: 

Merced County ................. . 

Monterey: 
Monterey County ............. . 
Monterey Peninsula ......... . 
North Monterey County .. 
Salinas ................................ .. 

Napa: 
Napa County ..................... . 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .. 
North Orange County .... .. 
Orange County Harbor .. .. 
South Orange County ..... . 
West Orange County ....... . 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................. 
Desert ................................ .. 
Mt. San Jacinto ................. . 
Riverside ............................. . 
Three Lakes ...................... .. 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ........................ .. 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County d 

San Diego: 
El ~on ............................ .. 
North County ................... . 
San Diego ........................... . 
South Bay .......................... .. 

San Francl"co: 
San Francisco ..................... . 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi 
Man~:ru;~:~~~~: .. · 

Tracy ........................... . 
Stockton ............................. . 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .. 

San Mateo: 
Northern .. " ......................... . 
Southern ..... " ...................... . 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................... . 
Santa Barbara.Goleta ....... . 
Santa Maria " .. " ................ .. 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County ......... . 

Fiscal Years 1980-81 and 1979-80 
1!JfJ0..81 

Dzys' Days Days 
Assignedb Received Rendered 

36 36.15 

92 

188 

1 
106 

15 
77 

149 

8 
233 
29 
81 
157 

318 

348 

o 
1215 
278 

10 

208 

36 

31 
21 

13 

o 
o 

1 
88 
1 

297 

133 

158.15 

o 
91 
o 

56 
124 

7 
1315 

o 
80 
151 

300 

o 
115 
214 

o 

196 

28 

29.15 
20 

13 

o 
o 

19 
815 

15.15 

277 

18 

34 

2 
o 
1 
o 
o 

o 
16 
o 

14 
o 

3 

26.0 

10 

10.15 

4 
2.15 

14 

o 
o 

29.15 
3 

38.15 

o 

NetDIlYS 
Received 

...f!!.! Rendered) a 

AsaPercent 
of Net Dsys 

Number Judge Daysc Recedved 

1115 

24.15 

-2 
91 

-1 
158 

124 

7 
119 

o 
66 
In 

343.15 

-1571 
-114.15 
-146 
-'"B 

186 

17.15 

215.15 
17.5 

-1 

o 
o 

-10.5 
82 

-33 

277 

4.7 

6.6 

4.9 

-0.1 
3.15 

-0.1 
7.15 
15.2 

1.4 
9.8 
o 
15.7 

2004 

8.9 

7.7 

-33 
-6.1 
-2.9 

-315.8 

4,3 

7 

15.1 
1.4 

-0.1 

o 
o 

-4.2 
10.9 

-6.6 

5.4 

71.5 

815 
90 
56.15 
92.15 

100 

o 
15 
115 

106 
60.5 

2 
164 
40 
39 
27 

449 

289 

o 
97 

204 
9 

168 

9 

82.5 
38 

29.5 
17 

215 
76 
7 

19'!9-80 

Net Days 
Days Received (or 

Rendered Rendered) a 

20 151.15 

36 49 
22.5 67.15 
3 153.15 

158.5 34 

13 87 

41 
6 
o 
o 
o 

o 
15 
o 
5 
o 

227.15 

29 

393 e 
299.l5 e 

614.15 e 
412 e 

107 

9.5 

8.15 
1 

~.5 

o 
o 

24 
12.5 
37.5 

86 

-41 
9 

115 
106 
60.5 

2 
149 
40 
:u 
Z7 

221.5 

260 

-393 
-202.15 
-410.5 
-403 

61 

-0.5 

74 
37 

32.15 

29.5 
17 

1 
63.15 

-30.5 

136 

« 

\ 



~ , 

" 

128 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COLJRTS-·-Continued 
DAYS OF ASS!STANCE RECEIVED AND RENDEREt) BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

Fiscal Years 1980-81 and 1979-80 
1980-81 

NetDaysRe
c.'eived 

(or Rendered)" 

1979-80 

Countysnd 
JudiciBl District 

Days Days Days 
Assignedb Received Rendered 

As a Pereelit 
oENet Da}'s 

Number Judge Daysc Received 

Netdsys 
Days Received (or 

Rendered Rendered) a 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ............ 88 86 5 81 8.1 109 22 F!7 

Shasta: 
Redding ................................ 17 W 3 264 1(l.'S.6 65 4 61 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ................ 95 74.5 65 9.5 1.3 65 2 63 
Vallejo-Benicia .................... 40 41 0 41 8.2 18 1 17 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................. 90 51 7.5 43.5 3.5 89 7 82 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .............. 29 21 28 -7 -0.4 45 9 36 

Sutter: 
Sutter County .................... 12 11.5 U.5 0 0 10.5 11 -0.5 

Tulare: 
Porterville ............................ 10 63.5 11 52.5 21 35.5 15.5 20 
Tulare-Pixley ...................... 36 76 10.5 65.5 26.2 103 19 84 
Visalia. ................................... 36 85 18 67 13.4 49.5 4 45.5 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ................ 98 94 21.5 72.5 2.9 24 34.5 -10.5 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ........................ 17 8 1.5 6.5 0.9 18 0 18 

Yuba: 
Yuba County d .................... 1 10 15 -5 -2 

a Minus sign (-) indicates the court rendered more days of assistance than it received 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, while three hours or less were reported as a half day. 

b Does not include days from reciprocal or blanlcet assignments. Numerous blanlcet (within county) and reciprocal 
(between counties) assignments are issued each year by the ChiefJustice to permit ajudge of one court to sit as ajudge 
of another court, either within his or her own county or in a neighboring county, whenever the presiding or sole judges 
of the courts involved agree. In courts which utilize the blanlcet and reciprocal procedure, a separate assignment need 
not be issued by the Chief Justice each time judicial assistance is given or received. 

C Net judge days are the number of days the court is open for business times the number of judge positions in the court 
which are not vacant. 

d For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
e The size of these figures is attributable to the reporting rule cited above in footnote (a) and to the extensive use of 

municipal court-superior court blanlcet assignments in San Diego County. 

------- -'-- - ------------------
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3. ASSISTANCE BY COMMiSSiONERS, REFEREES AND 
TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Some superior and municipal courts also received assistance in fiscal 
year 1980-81 other than by assigILrnent 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. 

TABLE XLii-CALIFORNiA SUPERiOR coURTS 

DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, 
REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Countysnd 
judicial district Total days 

Stat,.. total ........................................ 24,444 

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 .............................................. .. 

612 

471 

63 

442 

11,946 

235 

5 

3.5 

1,476.5 

49 
714 
500 

Commissioners a 

As temporBrY As 
judges commissioners 

4,127 9,309.5 

612 

59 

229 

50 

5 

39 
533.5 
500 

6,453.5 

218 

1,256.5 

5 
38 

Referees 
8,717.5 

44 

455 

193 

5,253.5 

17 

75.5 

Ls~ers 
as 

temporBrY 
judges 

2,290 

16 

4 

20 

189 

3.5 

220 

5 
67 

1; 
H 
if 
;1 

t.i 
f) 

r-

\ 
i 

\ 
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TABLE XLli·CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, 

REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Countysnd 
j!Jdicial distdet 

San Bernardino ............................... . 
San Diego ........................................ .. 
San Francisco .................................. .. 
San Joaquin ....................................... . 
San Luis Obispo ............................ .. 

San Mateo ......................................... . 
Santa Barbara ................................ .. 
Santa Clara ...................................... .. 
Santa Cruz ....................................... . 
Shasta ................................................. . 

Sierra ................................................ .. 
Sisldyou ............................................ .. 
Solano ............................................... . 
Sonoma ............................................. . 
Stanislaus ........................................... . 

Sutter ................................................. . 
Tehama ............................................. . 
Trinity ............................................... . 
Tulare .............................................. .. 
Tuolumne ........................................ .. 

Ventura ............................................ .. 
Yolo .................................................. .. 
yuba ................................................... . 

" Excludes jury commissioners. 

Total days 

892 
I,!S6UI 
1,698 

231 
82 

464 
744 
715 
114 

43 
263 
233 

191 

569 
82.5 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Commissioners • 
As temporary As 

judges commissioners 

460 346 

1,007 691 

32.5 22.5 

19 216 
136 2B 

1 

35 

Referees 

837 

231 

211 
292 
2.'10 
114 

2B 
245 
233 

156 

82.5 

Lawyers 
as 

temporary 
/udges 

86 
724.5 

'1:1 

18 
2BB 
465 

14 
18 

125 

r 
I 
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TABLE XLIII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTA"~CE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 

TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Countysnd 
judicial district 

State total ............................................ .. 

Alameda 
Alameda ..................................................... . 
Berkeley-Albany .................................... .. 
Fremont-Newark_Union City .............. .. 
Livermore-Pleasanton ........................... . 
Oakland-Piedmont ................................. . 
San Leandro-Hayward .......................... .. 

Butte 
Chico ........................................................ .. 

Contra Costa 
Bay ............................................................ .. 
Delta ............. : ............................................. . 
Mt. Diablo ................................................ .. 
Walnut Creek-Danville ........................ .. 

Fresno 

Consolidated Fresno .............................. .. 

Humboldt 
Eureka ....................................................... . 

Imperial 
Imperial COUllty .................................... .. 

Kern 

East Kern ................................................. . 
West Kern ................................................ .. 

Los Angeles 
Alhambra .................................................. .. 
Antelope .................................................. .. 
Beverly Hills ............................................ .. 
Burbank ..................................................... . 
Citrus ........................................................ .. 
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 ..................................................... . 

Fiscal Year 1980-81 

Total days 

23,586.0 

3.5 
68.0 

406.0 
23.0 

413.0 
49.0 

16.0 

64 
9.0 

32.5 
23.5 

294.5 

19.0 

120.0 

398.0 

310.5 

378.0 
250.0 
442.0 

1,090.0 
66.5 

'1:19.0 
494.5 
256.0 
293.0 
655.0 

5,663.0 
266.0 
289.0 
41.5 

379.0 
301.0 
306.0 
222.5 
132.0 
103.0 
645.0 
223.5 

COmmissioners 
As temporary As 

judges commissioners" 
8,924.5 7.200.0 

0.5 
246.0 

2.5 12.0 
2m.0 

15.5 214.5 

148.0 

175.0 57.0 

1.0 241.0 
124.0 126.0 
442.0 
840.0 
33.5 33.0 

207.0 
436.0 
122.0 83.0 
18.0 198.0 

218.5 218.5 
4,084.0 c 

2'1:1.0 
174.0 60.0 

207.0 40.0 
277.0 

100.0 
300.0 
97.0 

24.0 
103.0 

454.0 
134.0 84.0 

Referees b 

2,133.0 

6.0 

17.5 

120.0 

244.0 

15.0 

Lawyers 
as temporary • 

judges 

5,322.5 

3.5 
61.5 

160.0 
8.5 

188.5 
49.0 

16.0 

64.0 
9.0 

32.5 
23.5 

64.5 

19.0 

6.0 

78.5 

136.0 

250.0 

72.0 
58.5 
51.0 
77.0 

218.0 
1,579.0 

34.0 
55.0 
41.5 

132.0 
24.0 
6.0 

25.5 
108.0 

191.0 
5.5 

" 

\ 

'i " 
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TABLE XLlII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 

TEMPORARY JUDGES 
Fiscel Yeer 1980-81 

Commissioners 
As temporary As Countysnd 

judicial district ToWrhys judges commissioners a Referees b 

Marin 
Central .............................................. ··· .. ··· .. 

Merced 
Merced County ...................................... .. 

Monterey 
Monterey County .................................. .. 

Napa 
Napa County .......................................... .. 

Orange 
Central Orange County ......................... . 
North Orange County ........................... . 
Orange County Harbor ......................... . 
South Orange County .......................... .. 
West Orange County ........................... ... 

Riverside 
Corona ............................ ·.··· .. ············ .. · .. ·· .. 
Desert ................................... · ... ··············· ... . 
Mt. San Jacinto .................................... ······ 
Riverside ................................................... . 
1bree Lakes ............................................ .. 

sacramento 
Sacramento ............................................... . 

San Bernardino d 
San Bernardino County ..................... . 

San Diego 
El Cajon ............................................. ········· 
North County .......................................... .. 
San Diego ................................................. . 
South Bay ........................................ · .. ······· 

San Francisco 
San Francisco ........................................... . 

San Joaquin 
Lodi .........................•• ·························· ........ . 
Manteca-Ripon-Es;:a!on-Tracy ............. . 
Stoclcton ............................... ·.················ .... . 

San Luis Obispo 
San Luis Obispo County ....................... . 

San Mateo 
Northern ................................................... . 
Southern ................................................... . 

68.0 

398.0 

315.0 

ll.O 

13.0 
243.0 
392.0 
268.0 
456.0 

5.5 
120.0 
212.5 
286.5 
41.0 

373.5 

623.0 

00.0 
86.0 

537.0 
223.0 

279.0 

231.0 

250.0 

55.5 

254.0 
467.5 

50.0 
18.0 

8.0 
10.0 

73.5 

19.0 

91.0 

41.0 

415.0 
101.5 

221.0 

203.5 
248.5 
221.0 
4IS6.0 

10.0 
234.0 

269.5 

237.5 

4<Y7.5 

186.0 

140.0 

ii'7.0 

204.0 
365.0 

386.0 

172.0 

47.0 

88.0 

156.0 

223.0 

93.0 

90.0 

55.5 

Lswyers 
as temponuy 

judges 

68.0 

12.0 

94.0 

ll.O 

13.0 
39.5 
93.5 
23.0 

5.5 
ll2.0 
20.5 
52.5 

16.0 

156.0 

60.0 
86.0 

llO.5 

22.0 

15.0 
1.0 

i 

f 
! 

fl ,\ 

,.
~--
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TABLE XLIII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 

TEMPORARY JUDGES 
Fiscel Yeer 1980-81 

Commissioners 
CountylUld 
judiciRi district 

Santa Barbara 
Lompoc ..................................................... . 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ............................. . 
Santa Maria ............................................... . 

Santa Clara 
Santa Clara County ................................. . 

Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County ................................. . 

Shasta 
Redding ..................................................... . 

Solano 
Northern Solano ..................................... . 
Vallejo-Benicia ........................................ .. 

Sonoma 
Sonoma Ccunty ....................................... . 

Stanl!laus County ................................... . 

Sutter 
Sutter County .......................................... .. 

Tulare 
Porterville ...... : .......................................... . 
Tulare-Pixley ............................................. . 
Visalia ........................................................ .. 

Ventura 
Ventura County ....................................... . 

Yolo 
. Yolo County ............................................. . 

Yuba 
Yuba County d ......................................... . 

ToW dJJys 

249.0 

1,093.5 

24.5 

289.0 
ll.O 

395.0 

52.0 

158.0 

41.0 

73.0 

As temporlU}' 
judges 

37.0 

376.0 

6.5 

9.0 

: Includes traffic commissioners and excludes jury commissioners. 
Includes days of assistance given by traffic referees. 

C Included with assistance by commissioners as temporary judges. 
d For explanation, see footnote applicable ~o the court on Table 27. 

As 
commissioners-

212.0 

512.0 

230.0 

Referees b 

12.0 

249.0 

47.0 

58.0 

64.0 

. '..IIwyers 
lIS lemponuy 

judges 

201S.lS 

12.5 

52.11 
ll.O 

146.0 

11.0 

41.0 

\ 
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Superior Courts 
In 1980-81, 24,444 days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 

attorneys acting as temporary judges were received by the superior 
courts. Referees furnished 36 percent of the assistance, commissioners 
(whether acting as temporary judges or as commissioners) provided 55 
percent and lawyers acting as temporary judges gave 9 percent of this 
total. 

Table XLII lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
lawyers acting as temporary judges by court. Los Angeles received almost 
half (49 percent) of all such assistance. The Orange, San Diego and San 
Francisco courts account for another 19 percent of the assistance. In al
most all cas~s, 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 su
perior courts by commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as tempo
rary judges amounted to the equivalent of 113 full-time judges in 1980-81. 

Municipal Courts 
The municipal courts received a total of 23,586 days of assistance from 

commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as temporary judges in 1980-
81. Table XLIII lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges for individual municipal courts. 

Commissioners provided 68 percent of the assistance. Lawyers acting as 
temporary judges gave another 23 percent and referees were responsible 
for 9 percent, of the assistance. 

The he'aviest users of assistance from commissioners, referees and attor
neys acting as temporary judges are the large metropolitan courts. Thir
teen courts with 400 or more days of assistance accounted for 55 percent 
of all such assistance. The Los Angeles Municipal Court alone was respon
sible for 24 percent of all assistance and received 5,663 days. The Santa 
Clara County and Compton Municipal Courts each received more than 
1,000 days of assistance. Ten courts received no assistance; 26 received 
some but less than 100 days; 4 were provided with more than 100 but less 
than 200 days; 20 received more than 200 days but less than 300 days of 
assistance and 11 courts received between 390 and 400 days. 

The 23,586 days of assistance given to municipal courts from commis
sioners, referees and temporary judges :in 1980-81 was an increase of 10 
percent over the amount for the previous fiscal year and represents the 
equivalent of 109 additional full-time municipal court judges. 
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TABLE 1-CAlIFORNIA SUPREME COURT SUMMARY OF FILINGS 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Type of RUng 1980-81 1979-80 

Total filings ........................................................................................................................................... . 3,864 3,858 

Appeals: 
Civil .................. : .......................................................................................................................................... . 0 0 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . ~ 22 

Original proceedings: 
Civil ............................................................................................................................................................. . 195 215 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 463 438 

Motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate: 
Civil ............................................................................................................................................................. . 0 0 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 0 0 

Petitions for hearing of cases previously decided by the Courts of Appeal a ............................ .. 3,179 3,183 b 

a Petition 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(a),(e), Calif. Rules of Court). A separate count of petitions filed is expected to be available for fiscal year 
1981-82. 

b Three petitions were later withdrawn. 

TABLE 2-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business transacted 1980-81 1979-80 

Total business transacted .......................... " ...................................................................................... .. 7 :JJ)8 6,637 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 64 60 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................. . 22 40 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ......................................................................................................................... " .............................. . 14 28 
Criminal ................................................................................ , .............................................................. .. 0 4 

Qriginal proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
'.By written opinion .................................................................................................................................. .. 
'Without opinion ............................................................................................................................ : ......... .. 

28 40 
523 503 

Motions. (mist.-el~eous) denied or granted: a . 

~~u~~~~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 0 
264 179 

Hearings: 
Granted ....................................................................................................................................................... . 267 217 
Denied ................................................................................ ; ........................................................................ . 2,912 2,963 

Rehearings: 
Granted ....................................................................................................................................................... . 0 0 
Denied ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 62 72 

Orders: b 

Transfers and retransfers ...................................................................................................................... .. 171 220 
Alternative writs or orders to show cause ............................................. " ......................................... .. 40 44 
Miscellaneous ............................................................................................................................................ .. 2,621 2,250 

Executive clemency applications C ........................................................................................................... . 20 17 

a Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. . 
C Cal. Const., art. V, § 8. 
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TABLE 3-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL FILINGS AND TRANSFERS FROM SUPREME COURT 

Totsl 
All Courts 
ofAeJJeMl 

19f11J..81 1!l7'9-1XJ 
Total filings and transfers 

frorn Supreme Court .. 115,446 14,7157 

Appeab: 
Civil .................................... 4,466 4,249 
Criminal ............................ 4,730 4,586 

Original proceedings: 
Civil .................................... 4,lOO 4,260 
Criminal ............................ 1,2116 1$T9 

Motions to dismiss on 
clerk's certificate .......... 474 383 

Fiscal Years 1979-10 and 1980-81 

First District Second District Third District 
1980-81 197!)...8} 19tKJ-81 1!I'!9-IKJ 1980-81 1~ 

4,643 4,162 15,CTT0 15,43.5 1,lS151 1,4.28 

1,374 1,107 1,1152 1,289 1579 1578 
1,1015 1,170 1,841 1,884 477 3.'52 

1,«.3 1,9.48 1,1518 1,622 ~ 364 
37·8 381 -«2 lS42 118 126 

·343 2156 117 118 8 8 

1 

Fourth District 
1980-81 

2,851 

981 
813 

8154 
003 

6 

1979-lKJ 

2,1504 

,. . 

9(X) 

737 

717 
1415 

0 

Fifth District 
1980-81 1~ 

1,3215 1,228 

380 300 
494 443 

336 309 
1115 8.'5 

0 

\ 
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Supreme Court md TotRls 
Cotut! of Appeal 19(1)..81 1!1l9-lKJ 

Total, Supreme 
Court and 
Courts of 
Appeal .......... 36,598 34,6.5l 

Supreme Court .. 7,2DB 6,640 
Courts of Ap-

peal, total .... 29,390 28,011 
First District ...... 9,176 8,713 
Second District.. 10,128 10,036 
Third District .... 3,568 3,136 
Fourth District .. 4,765 4,:581 
Fifth District ...... 1,753 1,1525 

TABLE 4-CAlIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Origirul 
Afpea/s PI rx:eediJJgs Motioosa Heuings RebeIriDgs 

lfJflJ..81 1!J79..80 19!KJ.-81 19'19-!KJ If'8)..!JJ lfl7'9..9O 19(1)..81 1!1l9-lKJ 19(1)..8] 1!1l9-lKJ 

10,097 9,812 6,286 15,868 1,664 1,1501 3,179 d 1,549 IP11 3,183 d 
100 132 15151 1543 264 179 3,179 3,183 62 72 

9,9f17 9,680 5,7315 15,325 1,400 1,322 1,487 1,499 
2,280 2,344 1,694 IP11 1573 I5C11 375 449 
3,591 3,631 2,035 2,059 136 1150 500 M.5 
1,102 1,005 517 459 444 "'" 177 185 '""" 2,079 1,893 1,052 854 29 72 323 262 

945 f!m 437 382 218 184 92 58 

: Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

~ Cal. Const., art. V, ~ 8. 
Three petitions were wii:hdrawn. 

\ ~\. 

!j!:~ • 1 

Ezecutive 

Orr1enh 
clemency 

IP1J/icMtioos c 
lfJtl).8J lf1l9..aJ 19(1)..8} 1!1l9-lKJ 

13,803 12,699 00 17 
3,032 2,1514 00 17 

10,771 10,185 
4,2154 3,842 
3,846 3,671 
1,328 1,078 
1,282 1,1500 

61 94 
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TABLE S-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business frIInsacted 1!J80...81 

Total business trllIWlCted .: ........................................................................................................ .. 29,390 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ................................................................................................................................................. . 2,721 
Crirn.irull .......................................................................................................................................... .. 3,912 

WitnlJut opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ................................................................................................................................................ .. 2,481 
CriIn£Ilal .......................................................................................................................................... .. 883 

Original proceedUlgs (Including habeas corpus): 

~~~u~('~~::::::~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 533 
5,202 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: a 
By written opinion ... ' .................................................................................................................. .. 6 
Without opinion ............................................................................................................................ .. 1,394 

Rehearings: 
Granted .......................................................................................................................................... .. 151 
Denied ............................................................................................................................................ .. 1,336 

Orders (miscellaneous) b .................................................................................................................. .. 10,771 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 

TABLE 6-FIRST APPELLATE (SAN FRANCISCO) DISTRICT 
(Four Divisions-16 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

BusinCM I:nInsscted 1!J80...81 
Total business transacted ................................................................................................................ .. 9,176 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. IS38 
CrimInal ............................................. ., ............................................................................................... .. 865 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirtnMce or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil .................................................. " .................................................................................................. .. 699 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 178 

Orig!n;:l p~~g~ (Including habeas corpus): 
By wntten oplIllon ............................................................................................................................ .. 188 
Wil:hout opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 1,l506 

Motlions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: a 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 0 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 573 

Rehearings: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................. . 36 
Denied ................................................................................................................................................... . 319 

Orde~ ,(m\~llaneous) b ,. ....................................................................................................................... . 4,2M 

: Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

145 

1!J79...80 
28,011 

2,816 
3,M9 

2,523 
982 

484 
4,841 

11 
1,311 

136 
1,363 

10,185 

1979-80 

8,713 

746 
808 

573 
217 

• 158 
1,413 

1 
506 

36 
393 

3,842 
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TABLE 7-SECOND APPELLATE (LOS ANGELES) DISTRICT 
(Five Divisions-20 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business transacted 
Total business transacted ............................................................................................................ .. 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ................................................................................................................................................... . 
Crimlnal .......................................................................................................................................... .. 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil .................................................................................................................................................. .. 
Crimlnal ........................................................................................................................................... . 

Original p~~ (including habeas corpus): 
By wntten OpIDlOq ......................................................................................................................... . 
Without opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 

Motions (~~El?us) denied or granted: a 
By wntten oplIDon ........................................................................................................................ .. 
Without opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 

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

Orders (miBcellaneous) b .................................................................................................................... .. 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported ebewhere. 

1980-81 

10,128 

915 
1,545 

708 
423 

137 
1,898 

1 
135 

46 
474 

3,846 

TABLE 8-THIRD APPELLATE (SACRAMENTO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-7 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business transacted 

Total business transacted ................................................................................................................ .. 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 
Crimlnal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
Crimlnal ............................................................................................................................................... . 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................ .. 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 

Motions (miIcella.neous) denied or granted: a 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 

RehearingJ: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................. . 
Denied .................................................................................................................................................. .. 

Orders (miIcella.neous) b ........................................................................................................................ .. 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 

1980-81 

3,568 

355 
366 

321 
60 

76 
441 

5 
439 

29 
148 

1,328 

1979-80 

10,056 

891 
1,337 

932 
471 

149 
1,910 

4 
146 

37 
508 

3,671 

1979-80 

3,136 

301 
304 

330 
70 

59 
400 

1 
408 

28 
157 

1,078 

I 
I 

I,· 
I: 
f 

r 
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TABLE 9-FOURTH APPELLATE (SAN DIEGO AI'~D 
SAN BERNARDINO) DISTRICT 

(Two DiYisions-10 Judges) a 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business transacted 
Total business transacted 

......................................................... •••• ••••••••••• h ....................................... . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

~~ ................................................................................................................................................. . 
W~t OPW~~"(b; .. di;;;;·i~~;i:·;rr~;~~ .. ~;·;;~~;;j·~~·~ti~cl;ti~~:·;~ti·~~:·;t~:); .... ········ 

CriJnfu;;j":::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Original pr~ings (including habeas corpus): 

~~~:~::on ............................................................................................................................ .. 
. ............................................................................................................................... .. 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: a 

~~~:~::on ............................................................................................................................ .. 
.. ............................................................................................................................... . 

Rehearings: 

g::!t..:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Orders (miscellaneous) b 

........................................................................................................................... 

: Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

1980-81 

4,765 

731 
674 

509 
165 

81 
971 

o 
29 

12 
311 

1,282 

TABLE 10-fiFTH APPELLATE (FRESNO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-6 Judges) a 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Business transacted 
ToW business transacted . ............................................................................................................... .. 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

~ ................................................................................................................................................. . 
W~~t opici~~ .. ·(b; .. di~~;;i:·~;;; .. ~;·;;~~;~·~~·~ti~cl;ti~~·:·;~ti~~: .. ;t~:); ........... . 
~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Origlnal proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By writte " 
Without o~::on ............................................................................................................................ .. 

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

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: a 

~~~:~::on ............................................................................................................................. . 
.. .............................................................................................................................. .. 

Rehearings: 

g::!t.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Orders (miscellaneous) b 

.......................................................................................................................... 

: Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals 
Not reported elsewhere. . 

1980-81 

1,753 

182 
462 

244 
57 

51 
386 

o 
218 

8 
84 

61 

------~---

147 

.... 
1979-80 

4,581 

701 
578 

469 
145 

71 
783 

0 
72 

11 
251 

1,500 

1979-80 

1,525 

177 
332 

219 
79 

47 
335 \ 

5 
179 

4 
54 

94 





--------------~---------------------------~----------~Q--

'. 

r Sacramento ........................ 27b 23 27,6fIiJ R26,864 22,713 21,606 8,040 7,273 12,637 12,254 2,fJ36 2,(JT9 
San Benito , ........... " ............ 1 1 733 f){0 572 643 185 293 264 330 123 20 

til San Bernardino .................. 21b 20 3O .. c)!11 R 27,fi!T 21,753 19,783 8,!lSl 7,315 11,149 10,180 2,337 2,288 
~ San Diego ............................ 41 41 52,211 51,928 39,427 38,lS43 13,872 11,8.54 20,349 21,611 5,206 5,(JIB 

.". 
San Francisco .................... 27 27 26,061 25,838 20,329 21,680 9,563 9,917 7,939 M88 3,027 3,275 
San Joaquin ........................ 8 8 11,96e R 11,317 9,651 9,148 4,075 3,336 4,364 4,342 1,212 1,470 
San Luis Obispo ................ 4 4 4,762 4,415 3,943 3,,709 1,210 1,211 2,361 2,198 372 300 
San Mateo .......................... 14 14 16,324 ';5,841 12,354 11,901 4,747 3,b:SO 6,516 6,998 1,091 1,043 
Santa BlIJ'bara .................... 7 7 9,961 7,325 8,173 2,681 3,476 3,738 3,827 906 870 ..... 

9,531 

co 
Santa Clara ........................ 33 33 ~;/03 39,063 32,754 35,456 12,534 12,808 18,045 20,534 2,175 2,114 ~ 
Santa Cruz .......................... 4 4 5,765 5,529 4,657 4,395 1,646 1,451 2,421 2,417 590 527 

1Z 
Shasta .................................. 3 3 4,490 4,170 3,600 3,410 1,316 1,070 1,811 1,729 473 611 
Sierra .................................... 1 1 82 93 63 38 4 6 26 18 33 14 Z 
Siskiyou ................................ 1 1 1,332 1,254 1,017 943 406 369 515 4'19 96 95 52 
Solano .................................. 5 5 8,222 6,222 5,533 4,942 1,766 1,290 3,264 3,061 603 591 t"' 
Sonoma ................................ 6 6 8,886 8,369 6,826 6,921 2,305 1,919 3,677 4,021 844 981 

fi5 
Stanislaus ............................ 6 6 9,787 9,429 8,396 6,929 2;981 1,906 2;861 3,567 2,554 1,4M 
Sutter .................................... 2 2 1,739 1,645 1,009 1,162 417 425 480 582 112 155 "tl 

0 
Tehama ................................ 1 1 1,336 1,229 939 912 381 273 479 539 79 100 !:C 
Trinity .................................. 1 1 363 346 332 294 !55 119 124 129 53 46 >-i 
TulIIJ'e .................................. 6 6 7,390 6,814 5,060 R.282 1,927 1,853 !l,7U5 2,777 428 652 0 
Tuolumlle ............................ 1 1 1,36S 1,3(JT 1,002 959 352 310 558 575 92 74 "'l Ventura ................................ 11 11 17,803 18,623 14,312 13,733 4,592 4,188 6,522 6,361 3,198 3,184 ~ 
yolo ...................................... 3 3 3,325 3,024 £,'Jl2 2,5f){ 1,235 921 1,438 1,484 299 182 trl 
Yuba .................................... 2 2 1,770 1,796 1,309 1,436 423 452 740 843 146 141 > 

0 : Number of authorized judgeships at end of the fiscal Y6llJ'. 
~ .... 
Z 

R Statute provided for increase effective January I, 1981. 
Revised 

! 
~ 
0 

~ 
A r;....j 

C") 
l'%l 

...... ; Ii ~ 
CO ' '\' 

'~: 
i ~ I,: 

~r 
:;~ 
~ 

, \, 
""'-,, ... -,~<-,-""":, 

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

.---=~-.,::""". -",-".".-.-. --

\ 

" 
.,~, 

~ 

t!3 

1 'i'. ~ 

l" , . ... 
tc~ " . .~; 't~ '~tl, '. 

';. <)1f:.
J 

;' 
/' 

'l'<~ 

'~ 
~, . 

, 

~ 

. ~. 
\ , 

~1f, 
. 

ft 





~----

,--
,1 

152 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 
1982 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE QFFJ.CE 153 

TABLE 14.-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS TABLE 15-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
MOTOR VEHICLE PERSONAL INJURY. DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY. DEATH AND PROPERTY D,AMAGE 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscol Years 1979--80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions after trial 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested To!r.) Total 
Dispositions after trial 

_,..i!!!E8!._ dispositions before trial matters matters filings dispositions 
Dispositions Unco:atested Contested 

OJW1ty 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-aJ County 
before trial ---.!!!!~ matters 1980-81 1979-80 

R 53,733 R42,920 R 4O,899 R 1,070 R9.51 
l!ifX)..81 .1979-80 1980-81 1979-aJ 19tKJ.-Jll 1979-aJ 1980-81 

State toW ................ 150,723 47,332 45,630 861 841 State total ............ 30,247 R29,538 23,28.5 R22,l28 R 20,OBIS 
1979-aJ 

21,473 742 R946 1,070 1,097 

Alameda ........... ,,, ........ 1,775 2,151 2,MO 2,223 2,l501 2,158 10 10 39 511 Alameda .................. 1,201 1,266 1,855 
Alpine .. , ....................... 8 3 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 Alpine ...................... 

1,848 1,705 1,600 91 74 4 2 3 59 84 

Amador ........................ 19 26 9 4 8 3 1 0 0 1 Amador .................... 2 3 2 0 0 20 13 3 0 0 

Butte ............................ 156 173 148 164 141 156 2 1 5 7 Butte ........................ 131 
5 3 3 0 0 0 

Calaveras ...................... 25 31 18 11 17 10 1 0 0 1 Calaveras .................. 
119 f!1 58 f!1 56 0 

2 
10 16 5 

0 0 2 

Colllllll .......................... 24 11 16 10 14 0 0 1 2 Colusn ...................... 2 2 2 
15 6 R 18 7 

0 0 3 0 

Contra Costa .............. 1,149 R 1,190 781 R680 724 R643 44 R28 13 Rg Contra Costa .......... 646 R 11 7 R 10 0 R 0 0 1 f!13 489 483 462 
Del Norte ................... , 24 17 25 22 24 20 0 0 i 2- Del Norte ................ 12 30 

430 12 30 15 23 

El Dorado .................... 166 182 125 145 118 138 2 0 5 7 El Dorado ................ 
31 13 'ZT 12 3 116 99 70 

() 1 1 

Fresno .......................... £115 1,012 720 730 em 6f11 1 2 32 31 Fresno ...................... 401 
72 63 61 0 I) 7 386 lI35 11 

Glenn ............................ 9 10 11 16 9 14 i i 1 1 Glenn ........................ 11 
518 513 473 3 II 19 0 9 34 

Humboldt .................... 90 117 78 89 63 66 9 11 6 12 Humboldt ................ 14 9 12 0 0 139 143 13 0 2 

ImperiaL ...................... 9.5 85 58 511 55 34 0 0 3 1 Imperial .................... 
128 56 83 9 9 71 47 50 8 36 

lnyo .............................. 11 8 10 5 10 3 0 0 0 2 lnyo .......................... 
37 46 33 0 0 15 14 14 4 4 

Kern .............................. 556 574 453 510 438 475 6 16 9 19 Kern .......................... 3 11 2 0 293 241 181 
0 3 1 

KIngs ............................ 89 78 52 58 50 56 0 2 2 0 Kings ........................ 187 166 134 2 32 28 20 13 13 

Lalce .............................. 49 43 35 30 29 25 3 2 3 3 Lalce .......................... 
15 9 14 7 0 29 32 15 

0 1 2 

Lassen .......................... 18 29 23 38 22 31 0 0 1 7 Lassen ...................... 13 15 12 0 0 8 7 12 0 1 

Los Angeles ................ 22,704 24,763 23,829 21,481 23,428 20,872 190 319 211 290 Los Angeles ............ 12,947 
16 9 11 0 0 3 11,947 9,185 5 

Madera ........................ 83 87 52 56 50 53 0 0 2 3 Madera .................... 
8,714 8,007 8,050 239 348 56 49 5 339 316 

Marin ............................ 413 373 S34 290 324 'ZT6 1 0 9 14 Marin ........................ 
3 1 1 0 0 'ZT2 354 285 4 2 

Mariposa ...................... 22 19 17 8 17 8 0 0 0 0 Mariposa .............. " .. 
196 264 184 1 3 7 8 7 20 9 

Mendocino .................. 71 87 61 49 56 43 1 0 4 6 Mendocino .............. 11 7 10 0 0 56 51 23 0 1 

Merced ........................ 206 192 152 131 135 U8 7 5 10 8 Merced .................... 125 
23 22 00 0 0 1 176 113 3 

Modoc .......................... 14 10 10 3 10 2 0 0 0 1 Modoc ...................... 85 103 - 77 5 0 2 4 1 5 8 

Mono ............................ 11 12 3 4 3 3 0 0 0 1 Mono ........................ 0 1 0 0 0 19 19 3 0 0 

Monterey .................... 312 328 339 277 320 2M 9 15 10 7 Monterey." , ........... 171 
6 3 6 0 0 0 151 174 0 

Napa .............................. 180 159 1'ZT 88 122 83 1 3 4 2 Napa .......................... 41 
1M 134 126 7 4 13 102 28 25 

Nevada .......................... 56 79 28 34 'ZT 32 0 0 1 2 Nevada ...................... 46 22 40 0 2 41 'ZT 23 6 4 

Orange .......................... 4,706 4,591 3,819 3,062 3,752 3,030 20 20 47 12 Orange ............ , ......... 3,9.20 
32 23 30 0 0 0 3,064 1,743 2 

fj Placer ............................ 1@ 183 112 66 101 59 4 1 7 6 Placer ........................ 104 £11 
1,373 1,641 1,9K1 36 34 66 52 

Plumas .... " ................ 
£11 68 87 59 

Plumas: ......................... 16 9 10 15 10 15 0 0 0 0 15 24 10 
3 0 7 9 

Riverside ...................... 1,049 1,121 967 865 932 812 21 23 14 30 Riverside .................. 689 
18 9 17 0 0 1 584 485 1 

Sacramento .................. 1,765 2,121 1,5O(S 1,308 1,422 1,203 37 70 46 35 Sacramento .............. 1,345 
477 462 434 10 26 13 1,304 1,076 17 

San Benito .................. 18 25 10 29 10 26 0 3 0 0 San Benito .............. 6 
964 1,001 890 37 42 13 6 38 32 

San Bernardino .......... 1,317 1,312 B54 719 816 f!12 10 11 28 35 San Bernardino ...... 965 
17 6 11 0 6 0 1,301 788 592 0 

San Diego .................... 2,066 2,181 1,770 1,615 1,466 1,313 240 251 64 51 San Diego ................ 924 
705 513 23 29 60 1,066 . 878 50 

San F\·ancisco .............. 2,362 1,998 2,150 1,892 1,946 44 U6 82 88 San Francisco .......... 
1,111 706 899 99 132 

2,360 1,987 2,047 1,314 73 80 

San Joaquin .................. 488 575 378 442 341 417 19 9 18 16 San Joaquin .............. 413 
1,851 1,208 1,658 'ZT 80 79 352 360 113 

San Luis Obispo ........ 191 175 140 123 120 105 10 10 10 8 San Luis Obispo .... 288 331 262 9 9 108 92 64 20 17 

San Mateo .................... 1,189 1,261 859 835 848 821 3 1 8 13 San Mateo ................ 573 
57 57 49 5 5 2 563 444 3 

Santa Barbara ............ 3M 408 292 359 281 340 3 9 8 10 Santa Barbara ........ 368 391 366 13 1 'ZT9 206 134 40 .21 

Santa Clara .................. 2,823 2,854 2,120 1,980 2,014 1,893 34 32 52 55 Santa Clara .............. 1,062 
178 137 160 3 6 14 1,131 845 12 

Santa Cruz .................. 214 2..~ 181 228 1M 185 18 23 8 20 Santa Cruz .............. 
5£11 779 570 23 10 100 125 43 17 

Shasta ............................ 1M 131 53 31 38 20 1 6 14 5 Shasta ........................ 
112 91 96 73 7 14 125 129 174 9 4 

Sierra ............................ 6 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Sierra ........................ 93 163 85 2 3 5 1 2 9 5 

Siskiyou ........................ 53 45 43 44 39 42 0 1 4 1 Siskiyou .................... 30 
0 0 0 0 0 2 41 35 0 

Solano .......................... 239 93 223 103 199 £11 15 1 9 5 Solano ...................... 129 
26 'ZT 25 2 0 6 \ 

66 121 1 

Sonoma ........................ 498 453 458 461 383 413 50 35 25 13 Sonoma .................. :. 86 114 72 1 4 199 229 343 6 10 

Stanislaus ...................... 464 496 360 353 343 325 2 18 15 10 Stanislaus ............... ". 
307 286 266 26 201 180 210 

25 31 16 

Sutter ............................ 105 102 46 70 45 69 0 0 1 1 Sutter ........................ 248 193 226 :5 51 51 17 
9 12 13 

Tehama ........................ 37 31 36 30 34 26 0 2 2 2 Tehama .................... 20 16 19 0 15 24 16 
0 1 1 

Trinity .......................... 10 13 11 11 10 8 0 2 1 1 ~. Trinity ...................... 22 15 19 1 0 7 10 4 13 4 
0 3 

.;; Tulare .......................... 86 69 120 107 106 93 4 4 10 10 Tulare ...................... 157 209 134 
9 0 0 0 4 

Tuolumne .................... 65 74 46 35 41 30 2 1 3 4. Tuolumne ................ 
135 145 122 4 3 25 47 10 5 10 

Ventura ........................ 784 722 872 464 659 457 9 5 4 2 Ventura .................... 502 
21 10 19 0 0 0 424 2 

Yolo .............................. 122 141 U6 112 112 107 1 0 3 5 Yolo .......................... 
453 288 420 'ZT8 30 4 57 80 3 6 

yuba .............................. 63 73 84 62 65 yuba .......................... 
61 71 57 68 2 

85 5 1 6 18 62 56 28 
1 2 2 38 22 32 2 2 4 

RRevised 
4 

RRevised 

~ 
.. ~ 
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CoWlty 
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 ....... . 
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 ................ .. 

. ~ -. -~-~------.. --.---.--------
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TJl~BLE 13-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL PETITIONS 

Fisca! Years 1979-80 and 1~1 

Total 
filings 

1980-81 1979-80 
113,911 R 105,301 

3,8115 
2 

35 
949 
139 
25 

3,1580 
131 
693 

1,302 
105 
9'47 
&')5 
106 
B7t; 
541 
298 

83 
~1{),381 

618 
1,101 

3() 
tl26 

1,4'33 
SO 

11 
1,259 

'lIJ7 
120 

5,496 
600 
96 

2,341 
4,599 

175 
8,974 
8,982 
3,218 
2,279 

3()3 

2,442 
2,197 
7,416 
1.085 

921 
1 

351 
980 

1,.'\34 
1,897 

496 
265 
83 

1,422 
400 

4,154 
801 
500 

3,272 
4 

37 
717 
02 
31 

R 2,631 
104 
491 

1.380 
98 

1.()5() 
547 
181 

1.197 
8US 
249 
48 

29.695 
5..10 

1.132 
3{) 

477 
1,558 

66 
21 

1,145 
221 
100 

6,340 
375 
247 

2,166 
R3,264 

R 177 
6.626 
9.705 
3.456 
1,412 

372 
11.,808 
2.006 
6.395 

\925 
ei64 

2 
2'.15 
64'3 

1,260 
1.7711 

493 
304 
76 

1,373 
254 

4.441 
377 
254 

Total 
dispositions 

1980-81 1979-80 
67,166 R 64.681 

2,980 
1 
8 

647 
80 
13 

2,252 
69 

350 
1.146 

49 
509 
436 
80 

1.44() 
419 
198 
45 

16.421 
261 
4TT 

15 
377 
548 
77 
21 

896 
184 
42 

3.469 
208 

91 
1.788 
2,914 

67 
5.056 
3.146 
2,0'rT 
1.911 

233 
1.784 
1.196 
4,860 

766 
622 

1 
236 
477 
542 

1,229 
216 
197 
70 

998 
196 

2,032 
668 
127 

3.612 
3 

14 
567 
75 
10 

R 2,001 
12 

29.1 
834 

31 
673 
255 
152 

2,340 
487 
146 
35 

15.664 
254 
601 
27 

257 
5()6 

41 
10 

1.014 
116 
46 

3,547 
99 

147 
1,568 
fl,&'31 

158 
4,532 
3.438 
1,626 
1.419 

3A7 
1.403 
1;377 
5.421 

659 
384 

o 
185 
249 
571 
810 
243 
144 
60 

906 
73 

2,121 
283 
140 

Dispositions 
before hearing 

1980-81 1979-80 
39,545 R 37.437 

1,427 
1 
o 

533 
73 
4 

1.697 
69 

175 
288 

18 
233 
384 
39 

435 
125 
173 
16 

9,581 
61 

328 
14 

201 
478 
59 
18 

563 
120 
28 

2,227 
188 
19 

1,2..16 
1,239 

67 
2,743 
1,835 
1.441 
1,510 

108 
1,219 

837 
2,895 

430 
448 

o 
151 
222 
106 
652 
115 
135 
56 

757 
11'1 

1.mn 
335 

35 

1.417 
3 
3 

454 
4.'l 
5 

R 1,541 
8 

147 
350 

11 
473 
199 
85 

66'3 
331 
82 
11 

8.649 
78 

443 
25 

140 
437 
23 
4 

580 
3S\ 
26 

2,340 
76 
48 

1.051 
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 

1,557 
165 
64 

Dispositions after hearing 
Uncontested Contested 

matters matters 
1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

25,299 R 25;H9 2,322 R 2.025 

1.417 
o 
7 

96 
5 
9 

493 
o 

163 
774 
26 

107 
51 
8 

948 
293 
23 
£6 

5,921 
144 
140 

1 
176 
68 
.1.6 
2 

313 
64 
12 

1,228 
13 
70 

509 
1,598 

o 
2,273 
1,200 

573 
358 
109 
561 
344 

1.911 
327 
145 

o 
84 

241 
407 
515 
82 
61 
10 
~ 
69 

865 
126 
82 

2,097 
o 

11 
109 

3() 
5 

R507 
4 

144 
460 

19 
150 
45 
67 

1.600 
156 
58 
21 

6,201 
152 
151 

2 
114 
66 
10 
2 

414 
69 
19 

1.195 
18 
96 

475 
1.118 

18 
2,012 
1,282 

397 
265 
99 

480 
282 

2,088 
333 
84 
o 

58 
153 
433 
595 
79 
52 
11 

194 
45 

495 
106 
73 

136 
o 
1 

18 
2 
o 

82 
o 

12 
84 
5 

169 
1 

33 
57 
1 
2 
3 

919 
55 
9 
o 
o 
2 
2 
1 

20 
o 
2 

14 
7 
2 

43 
77 
o 

40 
111 

13 
43 
16 
4 

15 
54 
9 

29 
1 
1 

14 
29 
62 
19 
1 
4 
4 

10 
86 
7 

10 

98 
o 
o 
4 
o 
o 

R49 
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 
'1:1 
39 
10 
5 

15 
56 
13 
8 
o 
2 
5 

32 
20 
28 
3 
1 

20 
5 

69 
12 
3 

-------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------~c' ----

,. , 
t 

,. 
i 

CoWlty 
State total ............. . 

Alameda .................... .. 
Alpine ........................ .. 
AInador ..................... . 
Butte ........................... . 
Calaveras .................. .. 
Colusa ......................... . 
Contra Costa ............ .. 
.Pel Norte ................. . 
E1 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 ........... , .... .. 
San Bernardino ...... .. 
San Diugo ................. . 
San Francisco ........... . 
San Joaquin ............... . 
San Luis Obispo ....... . 
San Mateo ................. . 
Santa Barbara .......... .. 
Santa Clara ............... . 
Santa Cruz ............... . 
Sha.!ta ......................... . 
Sierra ......................... . 
Sislciyou ..................... . 
Solano ......................... . 
SOnolIUl ....................... . 
Stanislaw .................. .. 
Sutter ........................ .. 
Tehama .................... .. 
Trinity ....................... . 
Tulare ......................... . 
Tuolurnr.le ................ .. 
Ventura .................... .. 
yolo ............................. . 
Yuba .......................... .. 
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TABLE 19-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
MENTAL HEALTH FILINGS t~ND DISPOSrnONS 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 .lInd 1980-81 

Total 

filings 
1980-81 1979-80 

3,700 R3,593 

2!l 
o 
4 

29 
1 
6 

90 
7 
5 

227 

" 6 
25 
13 

257 
35 
11 
3 

422 
48 
28 
o 

16 
12 
2 
o 

139 
3 
2 

154 
72 
o 

103 
55 
o 

226 
576 
124 
55 
39 

136 
57 

167 
29 
41 
o 
6 

68 
57 
42 

1 
3 
o 

60 
15 

226 
21 
29 

20 
o 
5 

25 
o 
o 

~86 
8 
6 

157 
1 
o 

22 
10 

272 
49 
10 
o 

488 
33 
27 
o 

10 
28 
4 
o 

145 
4 
o 

109 
34 
o 

64 
120 

1 
180 
603 

J49 
45 
36 

133 
47 

189 
27 
28 

1 
to 
46 
66 
37 
3 
7 
1 

60 
7 

148 
25 
7 

Total 
disposib'ons 

1!itKJ...'J1 19'19-80 

4,234 '\1,634 

193 
o 
2 

19 
o 
3 

85 
8 
5 

181 
5 

12 
28 
14 

396 
34 
11 
3 

276 
48 
21 
o 

11 
o 
4 
1 

107 
3 
3 

184 
154 

o 
94 

157 
o 

182 
570 
13() 
49 
48 

136 
110 
229 
20 
29 
o 
8 

103 
58 
52 
o 
3 
o 

31 
19 

.'341 
23 
31 

49 
o 
5 

25 
o 
o 

RB.( 

4 
6 

1~ 
6 
9 

:n 
15 

229 
45 
8 
o 

412 
17 
18 
o 
7 
(} 

3 
1 

135 

" " 150 
80 
o 

95 
210 

o 
149 
594 
132 
44 
35 

133 
88 

226 
3() 
35 
o 
8 

72 
32 
3() 
3 

12 
o 

51 
16 

154 
2§ 

7 

Dispositions after hearing 
,Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

.!!}.fore hearing . matters matters 
1!l8.'J....81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 198Q...81 1979-80 

231 3()3 3.342 ~B72 611 R459 

1 
o 
(l 

~ 
I) 

a 
10 

() 

" 1 
o 
() 

j 
1 
2 
1 
o 
2 

56 

" 1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 

32 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

18 
l7 
o 
2 
2 

28 
3 
o 
o 

19 
1 
1 
o 
o 
1 
7 

18 
2 
o 
2 
o 
1 
6 

24 
3 

" 

fI 
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 

13() 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 

63 
7 
1 

133 
4 
1 

U 
12 

305 
31 
10 
o 

205 
17 
o 
() 

10 
o 
4 
o 

59 
o 
2 

172 
145 

o 
60 

105 
o 

178 
548 
82 
40 
42 

104 
69 

200 
8 

25 
o 
6 

84 
3() 
43 
o 
1 
o 

25 
9 

308 
17 
22 

7 
o 
1 

13 
o 

R 0 
53 
3 
5 

93 
6 
o 

27 
14 

161 
42 
8 
o 

316 
8 
o 
o 
5 
o 
1 
1 

81 
o 
1 

137 
66 
o 

61 
124 

o 
143 
567 
123 
32 
21 

113 
60 

195 
11 
18 
o .,. 

48 
28 
27 
3 
6 
o 

46 
16 

148 
24 
2 

82 
o 
1 

19 
o 
o 

12 
1 
o 

47 
1 

11 
1 
1 

89 
2 
1 
1 

15 
27 
20 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 

16 
,,} 

! 
12 
9 
o 

16 
35 
o 
2 

20 
20 
6 
6 

32 
22 
28 
11 
4 
o 
1 

12 
10 
7 
o 
o 
o 
5 
4 
9 
3 
IS 

33 
o 
3 

12 
o 

RO 
9 
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 
21 
19 
4 
o 
o 

18 
4 
3 
(} 

3 
o 
2 
o 

" 1 
3 

\ 



(~ 
~" 

" ... 

County 
State total ................................ 

Alameda ...................................... 
Alpine .......................................... 
Amador •...................................... 
Butte ............................................ 
Calaveras ...................................... 
Colusa .......................................... 
Contra Costa .............................. 
Del Norte .................................... 
El Dorado .................................... 
Fresno .......................................... 
Glenn ............................................ 
Humboldt .................................... 
Imperial ........................................ 
lnyo .............................................. 
Kern .............................................. 
Kings ............................................ 
Lake .............................................. 
Lassen .......................................... 
Los Angeles ................................ 
Madera ................... , ... , .. , .... , ........ 
Marin .. ,., ....... , ........ , ...................... 
Mariposa ...................................... 
Mendocino .................................. 
Merced ........................................ 
Modoc .......................................... 
Mono ............................................ 
Monterey .................................... 
Napa .............................................. 
Nevada .......................................... 
Orange .......................................... 
Placer ............................................ 
Plumas .......................................... 
Riverside ...................................... 

----------------------_. ------------------------------------

TABLE 20-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
I--' 
Ol 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
00 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Dispositions aher hearinl{. 
Filings Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

Total Original Subsequent Dispositions before hesrin~ matters matters 
19[;1).81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

80,998 R82,887 49,634 R52,348 31,364 R 30,541 76,263 R 77,104 9;J.S1 R 8,537 55,032 R55,832 11,974 R 12,735 

4,089 4,506 2,504 2,796 1,585 1,710 3,693 4,153 37 57 3,254 3,678 402 418 
3 8 3 7 0 1 6 3 2 0 4 2 0 1 

44 42 25 32 ~9 10 48 36 0 0 43 31 5 5 § 444 421 252 254 192 167 4Z7 354 11 31 375 283 41 40 
37 40 33 40 4 0 64 60 8 13 48 40 8 7 ..... 
17 39 14 36 3 3 28 46 Z7 17 1 29 0 0 n 

3,855 R3,573 2,152 R 1.,997 1,703 R 1,576 3,483 R3,316 9 R 14 3,189 R3,028 285 RZ74 ~ 76 103 51 62 25 41 69 96 5 25 53 62 11 9 
Z73 OOS 162 138 111 67 319 178 22 12 266 165 31 1 C1 

0 2,755 R 1,865 1,130 R798 1,625 R 1,067 1,840 1,672 155 65 1,351 1,3.~ 334 254 
~ 59 44 54 40 5 1 57 4'l 0 0 54 41 3 7 

374 371 215 229 159 142 244 200 34 6 175 164 35 30 C1 .... 
446 390 431 344 15 46 513 2..81 99 11 358 71 56 199 t"' 
115 78 113 78 2 0 106 75 0 0 104 13 2 2 0 

2,101 2,131 1,143 1,283 1,018 e48 2,423 2,109 157 225 1,635 1,513 631 371 '"%j 

Z72 3:50 136 185 136 165 205 311 29 68 129 152 47 91 C1 
72 122 48 84 24 38 8.5 125 2 21 80 100 3 4 ~ 44 43 44 43 0 0 49 41 3 0 46 41 0 0 

20,034 20,086 12,479 12,759 7,555 7;JZ7 19,258 17,906 4,354 3,818 10,057 8,751 4,847 5,337 0 
551 561 285 291 266 Z70 528 567 5 35 472 476 49 56 !:I:I 
458 397 259 003 199 194 376 369 Zl 51 329 294 20 24 Z 
42 39 38 34 4 5 42 39 5 1 36 37 1 1 > 

298 256 006 170 92 86 259 Z70 37 36 189 201 33 33 
554 559 365 358 189 201 562 605 133 170 363 347 66 S8 
33 Z7 28 23 5 4 00 26 13 6 23 19 2 1 
30 36 20 31 10 15 25 35 2 0 21 32 2 3 

1,453 1,571 934 1,005 519 566 1,257 1,400 7 0 968 1,026 282 374 
313 Z73 181 174 132 99 3lJ1 3Z7 8 12 240 265 59 50 
144 178 113 146 31 32 210 246 54 35 122 137 34 74 

8,7g'J 9,576 5,618 6.105 3,162 3,;l7I 9,180 9,424 337 Z78 8,391 8,692 452 454 
708 008 4BO 390 22B 218 629 518 205 140 413 362 11 16 
69 49 54 46 15 3 48 51 4 8 39 38 5 5 

2,452 ;?,601 1,699 1,850 753 751 2,513 2,561 153 211 1,458 2,143 902 207 

\ 

, 
/' 



Sacramento .................................. 3,463 3,595 1,918 1,973 1,545 1,622 3,338 3,531 330 246 2,803 2,942 205 343 
San Benito .................................. 86 97 86 76 0 21 153 99 22 7 118 84 13 8 
San Bernardino .......................... 2,192 2,311 1,638 1,754 554 557 I,m 2,032 192 :m 1,523 1,472 162 233 
San Diego .................................... 4,212 5,082 2,676 3,742 1,536 1,340 4,258 4,850 428 475 3,403 4,056 427 319 
San Francisco .............................. 1,933 2,116 1,178 1,426 755 690 1,771 1,848 309 242 906 985 556 621 
San Joaquin .................................. 1.,728 1,553 983 836 745 717 1,478 1,236 306 5 951 891 221 340 
San Luis Obispo ........................ 385 330 290 249 95 81 380 296 29 16 327 261 24 19 
San Mateo .................................... 1,862 1,760 1,157 p81 705 579 1,44)3 1,371 8 1 1,321 1,198 H4 172 
Santa Berbara ............................ 1,529 8 1,383 674 682 855 8 701 1,199 1,166 79 57 812 892 308 217 .... 

to 
Santa Clara .................................. 3,793 5,144 2,413 3,OTT 1,380 2,067 4,451 5,263 745 1,047 3,525 3,670 131 546 i?5 
Santu Cruz .................................. 703 689 530 505 173 184 558 528 47 65 352 334 159 129 > 
Shasta ............................................ 461 SOl 225 244 236 257 425 498 44 54 359 403 22 41 Z 
Sierra ............................................ 6 3 6 3 0 0 6 3 0 0 1 1 5 2 

~ Siskiyou ........................................ 47 42 33 31 14 11 39 31 9 2 26 26 4 3 
Solano .......................................... 1,293 1,072 771 677 522 395 1,034 1,001 190 129 731 769 113 103 
Sonoma ........................................ 790 736 506 483 284 253 793 794 47 58 606 499 140 237 !:Xl 
Stanislaus ...................................... 1$7 1,285 761 834 526 451 540 855 90 87 225 437 225 !)Si ~ 
Sutter ............................................ 126 98 89 74 37 24 90 71 4 5 78 53 8 13 0 
Tehama ........................................ 12;7 155 84 99 43 56 127 154 8 1 95 128 24 25 

~ Trinity .......................................... 34 33 32 26 2 7 39 43 5 7 33 34 1 2 
Tulare .......................................... 1,324 1,337 804 816 520 521 986 1,142 221 209 613 645 152 288 0 
Tuolumne .................................... 143 146 104 117 39 29 141 141 16 5 109 124 16 12 "'1 

Ventura ........................................ 1,931 1,876 1,lOB 1,155 823 721 1,742 2,296 103 91 1,462 1,941 177 264 ~ Yolo .............................................. 366 255 189 148 177 107 395 274 76 28 278 232 41 14 
yuba .............................................. 122 140 110 107 12 33 III 133 5 7 89 109 17 17 

I:%J 

fj 
R Revised 

~ , .... q Z .... 
~ 

A . ~ . , 
I:%J 
0 

~ 
(") 
I:%J 

\ 

/' 
.1.: 



n 
"" 

, 

~ 

" ..... 

County 

State total ............................................ 
Alameda"""' ... ".""."" .. """",, .... ,,",,.,,"'" 
Alpine ... "."" ... ""." .. ".""" ..... " ..... "" ....... ,, 
Amador ... "."." .......... " .. " ......... "." ..... ,,"" 
Butte .. "".""'''" .. "." .. "" ........ "" .... "'',, .. ,, ... 
Calaveras """ ..... " .. "." .. " .. " ........ " .. "." .. ". 
Colusa ............ "."."" ........ "."." .. """ .. "." ... 
Contra Costa." .. "." ............... "" ....... "",, .. 
Del Norte ................................................ 
El Dorado """ ...... " .. " .............. "" ....... "". 
Fresno ...................................................... 
Glenn."" ... "."." .. "" .. " ....... "" .......... """,,. 
Hwnboldt "."."""."."."" ........ ".".,,",, ..... 
Impevial .. "" .. " .. "" .. " .. "." .. "" .. " .. """ .. .. , 
lnyo." ... "" ... " .. "" ................... " .......... " .... 
Kern ............ " ............................................ 
Kings .................... " .................................... 
Lake .......................................................... 
Lassen .............................................. " ........ 
Los Angeles ................................ " ............ 
Madera .. " .................................. " .............. 
Marin ....... " ............................................... 
Mariposa .................................................. 
Mendocino .............................................. 
Merced ............................ " ........................ 
Modoc ....................................... " ............... 
Mono" ........................................................ 
Monterey ................................. " ....... "." ... 
Napa .......................................................... 
Nevada ..................................................... 
Orange ....................... "." ........................... 
Placer ........... , ............................................ 
Plumas ........................ " ............................ 
Riverside .................................................. 

Total 
1980-81 1979-80 

1,706 1,315 

26 16 
Ii 0 
0 1 
0 0 
2 5 
0 0 

12 10 
8 5 
0 0 

59 68 
0 3 

23 24 
3 1 

20 8 
2 12 

20 0 
0 1 
2 7 

635 208 
5 8 
7 12 
6 5 
0 0 

25 4 
3 2 
0 0 
1 3 
0 5 
4 6 
9 54 

12 24 
13 4 
19 161 

TABLE 20A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS BY TYPE 

,Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
601 W&I 

OrWnal Subsequent Total 
1980-81 1fJ79J80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

1,384 1,152 322 163 79,292 R 81,572 

26 16 0 0 4,063 4,490 
0 0 0 0 3 8 
0 0 0 1 44 41 
0 0 0 0 444 421 
2 5 0 0 35 35 
0 0 0 0 17 3.Q 

11 10 1 0 3,843 R 3,563 
8 5 0 0 68 98 
0 0 0 0 273 005 

37 47 22 21 2,006 R 1,797 
0 (I 0 0 59 41 

21 22 2 2 351 347 
3 1 0 0 443 389 

20 8 0 0 95 70 
2 12 0 0 2,159 2,119 
8 0 12 0 252 350 
0 1 0 0 72 121 
2 7 0 0 42 36 

465 169 170 39 19,399 19,878 
5 7 0 1 546 553 
6 9 1 3 451 385 
6 5 0 0 36 34 
0 0 0 0 298 256 

24 3 1 1 529 555 
3 2 0 0 30 25 
0 0 0 0 30 36 
1 2 0 1 1,452 1,568 
0 1 0 4 313 268 
4 6 0 0 140 172 
7 51 2 3 8,TTI 9,522 
7 17 5 7 006 584 
9 4 4 0 56 45 

19 139 0 22 2,433 2,440 

1 
,. 

" 

-~ , 
602 W&I 

Original Subsequent 
1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

48,2150 R 51,194 31,042 R 30,378 

2,478 2,780 1,585 1,710 
3 7 0 1 

§ 25 32 19 9 
252 254 192 167 -31 35 4 0 (') 

14 36 3 3 ~ 2,141 R 1,987 1,702 R 1,576 
43 57 25 41 (') 

162 138 111 67 0 
1,093 R751 1,603 R 1,046 ~ 54 37 5 4 (') 

194 2f11 157 140 ...... 
t"' 

428 343 15 46 0 93 70 2 0 "%j 
1,141 1,271 1,018 848 (') 

128 185 124 165 t 48 83 24 38 
42 36 0 0 "%j 

12,014 12,590 7,385 7 ;1J38 0 
~ 280 284 266 269 Z 

253 lJ.94 198 191 $: 
32 29 4 5 

206 170 92 86 
341 355 188 200 

25 21 5 4 
20 31 10 5 

933 1,003 519 565 
181 173 132 95 
109 140 31 32 

5,611 6,0S4 3,160 3,468 
473 373 223 211 

45 42 11 3 
1,680 1,711 753 729 

\ 



U .J 

, 

.. 

.. ... 

Sacramento .............................................. 
San Benito ................................................ 
San Bernardino ...................................... 
San Diego ................................................ 
San Francisco .......................................... 
San Joaquin ...........................................••. 
San L~ Obispo ...................................... 
San Mateo ................................................ 
Santa Barbara .......................................... 
Santa Clara .............................................. 
Santa Cruz .............................................. 
Shasta ........................................................ 
Sierra ........................................................ 
Sislciyou .................................................... 
Solano ........................................................ 
Sonoma ...................................................... 
Stanislaus .................................................. 
Sutter ........................................................ 
Tehama .................................................... 
Trinity ......................... " ........................... 
Tulare ....... · ................................................. 
Tuolwnne ............................... , ................ 
Ventura .................................................... 
yolo ............................................................ 
yuba .......................................................... 

R Revised 

!l2 9!l 
1 0 

43 38 
0 17 

119 137 
Z12 49 

0 0 
4 0 

13 11 
117 188 

0 0 
17 3 
0 0 
0 2 
2 9 
1 8 
6 6 
1 0 
5 8 
3 8 

67 50 
8 10 
1 9 
7 7 

11 0 

88 ~ 4 11 
1 0 0 0 

43 36 0 2 
0 17 0 0 

102 132 17 5 
218 39 54 10 

0 0 0 0 
2 0 2 0 
8 7 5 4 

III 176 6 12 
0 0 0 0 

16 3 1 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 2 0 0 
2 9 0 0 
1 8 0 0 
6 6 0 0 
1 0 0 0 
5 7 0 1 
3 5 0 3 

55 42 12 8 
7 9 1 1 
1 9 0 0 
7 6 0 1 

II 0 0 0 

3,371 3,4!?T 1,830 l.,&85 
85 g.' 85 76 

2,149 2,273 1,.595 1,718 
4,212 5,065 2,676 3,725 
1,814 1,979 1,076 1~ 
1,456 1,504 765 797 

385 33Q 290 249 
1,858 1,760 1,155 p81 
1,516 R 1,372 666 675 
3,616 4,956 2,302 2,901 

70..1 689 530 505 
444 498 200 241 

6 3 6 3 
47 40 33 29 

1,291 1,063 769 668 
789 728 505 475 

1,281 1,279 755 828 
125 98 88 74 
122 147 79 92 
31 25 29 21 

1,257 1,287 749 774 
135 136 97 lOB 

1,930 1,867 1,107 1,146 
359 248 182 142 
111 140 99 107 

. .\ 

1 

1,541 
0 

554 
1,536 

738 
691 

95 
703 
850 

1,374 
173 
235 

0 
14 

522 
284 
526 

37 
43 
2 

508 
38 

823 
177 

12 

, .... 

" 

1,611 
21 

555 
1,340 

68.5 
707 
81 

579 
R697 
2,055 

184 
'JST 

0 
II 

395 
253 
451 
24 
55 

4 
513 

28 
721 
106 
33 

.... 
to 
~ 
> Z 
Z 

~ 
!:d 
t%J 
'tI 
0 
!:d ..., 
0 
"rJ 

~ 
t%J 

~ 
a:: ..... z ..... 
~ 

~ ..... 
~ 
0 
"rJ 
::a 
(j 
t%J 

\ 

I' 



TABLE 21-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
JUVENILE DEPENDENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Yeanli 19"19-80 and 1980-81 

Filings Total Dispositions 
Total OriKinsJ Subsl!!luent dispositions before hearing 

County 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State total ............................................ 22,679 R 19,651 21,163 R 18,475 1,516 R 1,176 17,061 R 17,796 2,605 ~,415 

Alameda .............................................. 1,048 899 1,048 899 0 0 394 831 9 26 
Alpine .................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador ................................................ 7 9 5 9 2 0 7 9 0 0 
Butte .................................................... 148 171 132 134 16 37 143 155 9 13 
Calaveras ............................................ 17 14 17 14 0 0 14 14 7 8 
Colusa .................................................. 12 6 10 6 2 0 9 15 7 8 
Contra Costa ...................................... 615 F.543 549 R479 00 R64 478 R 491 3 R7 

Del Norte ............................................ 34 32 19 29 15 3 10 28 7 12 
El Dorado .......................................... 26 34 19 22 7 12 25 35 2 5 
Fremo .................................................. 547 R580 418 R499 129 RBl 382 324 57 35 
Glenn .................................................. 15 25 15 24 0 1 13 32 0 0 
Hwnboldt ............................................ 135 100 124 88 11 12 98 91 27 3 
Imperial .............................................. 90 109 83 99 7 10 119 61 9 9 
lnyo ...................................................... 54 44 54 44 0 0 36 37 0 0 
Kern .................................................... 968 510 661 510 307 0 842 547 93 83 
Kings .................................................... 123 104 96 82 27 22 81 65 14 12 
Lake ...................................................... 21 17 19 15 2 2 14 20 0 1 
Lassen .................................................. 11 11 11 11 0 0 18 12 0 1 
Los Angeles ........................................ 7,594 6,162 7,569 6,049 25 113 4,191 5,687 748 798 
Madera ................................................ 65 110 60 105 5 5 57 104 1 a 
Marin .................................................... 134 140 125 136 9 4 174 138 13 26 
Mariposa .............................................. 15 12 15 11 0 1 8 6 2 1 
Mendocino .......................................... <:8 67 46 63 2 4 44 55 10 3 
Merced ................................................ 166 191 165 190 1 1 217 249 160 196 
Modoc .................................................. 15 26 13 18 2 8 14 29 1 10 

!\l Mono .................................................... 4 9 2 8 2 1 9 6 3 0 
1"" Monterey .......... ~ ................................ 140 L27 138 127 2 0 105 118 0 0 

Napa .................................................... 75 71 55 59 20 12 68 66 6 1 
Nevada ................................................ 31 28 30 23 1 5 64 10 16 4 
Orange ................................................ 1,318 1,270 1,195 1,173 123 97 1,161 1,071 118 135 
Placer .................................................. 88 86 88 86 0 0 108 111 51 36 
Plwnas ................................................ 11 8 11 6 0 2 6 18 1 9 
Riverside ............................................ 995 812 990 804 5 8 903 777 129 61 

r 

1 

Dispositions sfter hearing 
Uncontested 

matters 
1980-81 1979-80 

11,891 R 13,203 

353 759 
0 0 
7 8 

121 126 
7 5 
2 7 

433 R 419 
3 15 

22 30 
168 184 

5 22 
58 76 
90 28 
36 37 

549 393 
57 40 
12 12 
17 11 

2,4O'f 3,958 
49 89 

147 104 
5 4 

25 52 
52 44 
12 9 
4 6 

100 108 
42 48 
42 4 

1,008 900 
54 65 

5 9 
670 667 

Contested 
matters 

1980-81 

2,565 

32 
0 
0 

13 
0 
0 

42 
0 
1 

157 
8 

13 
20 
0 

200 
10 

2 
1 

1,036 
7 

14 
1 
9 
5 
1 
2 
5 

20 
6 

35 
3 
0 

104 

1979-80 

R 2,178 

, ..... 

46 
0 
1 

16 
1 
0 

R65 
1 
0 

105 
10 
12 
24 

0 
71 
13 
7 
0 

931 
7 
8 
1 
0 
9 

10 
0 

10 
17 
2 

36 
10 
0 
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Sacramento ........................................ 874 817 699 670 175 147 791 788 43 40 684 670 64 78 
San Benito .......................................... 13 9 10 9 3 0 6 11 0 3 5 8 1 0 
San Bernardino .................................. 793 739 788 734 5 5 62J 640 124 123 473 509 26 8 
San Diego ............................................ 1,750 1,668 1,743 1,532 7 136 1,815 1,619 164 204 1,498 1,321 153 94 
San Francisco .................................... 574 504 417 491 157 13 394 437 103 103 192 267 99 67 
San Joaquin ........................................ 631 4ro l590 3.54 41 66 478 278 204 11 208 223 66 44 
San Luis Obispo ................................ 86 72 81 61 5 11 110 69 9 3 97 62 4 4 
San Mateo .......................................... 325 304 279 278 46 26 210 155 0 1 170 119 40 35 
Santa Barbara .................................... 369 R3.54 294 R248 75 R 106 243 296 26 46 163 183 54 67 

... 
Santa Clara ........................................ 844 841 844 835 0 6 1,077 856 209 195 818 611 50 50 ~ 
Santa Cruz .......................................... 53 62 53 62 0 0 56 50 8 8 37 35 11 7 :> 
Shasta .................................................. 119 103 103 83 16 00 121 102 15 10 98 90 8 2 Z 
Sierra .................................................... 14 10 14 10 0 0 11 5 2 0 3 1 6 4 ~ Sislciyou ................................................ 12 18 12 17 0 1 13 17 4 4 9 12 0 1 
Solano .................................................. 218 235 200 218 18 17 002 264 70 42 lOB 165 24 57 t"' 
Sonoma ................................................ 170 192 142 169 28 23 172 194 8 17 126 121 38 56 = Stanislaus ............................................ 226 176 187 157 39 19 101 92 18 8 36 36 47 48 t:tl 

'" Sutter .................................................... 33 48 33 39 0 9 35 30 0 3 18 22 17 5 0 
Tehama ................................................ 18 17 17 17 1 0 19 16 3 0 12 9 4 7 ~ Trinity .................................................. 11 6 10 6 1 0 4 1(1: 0 0 4 10 0 0 
Tulare .................................................. 286 193 286 193 0 0 248 185 46 44 171 109 31 35 0 
Tuolumne ............................................ 43 40 34 34 9 6 37 39 7 4 27 30 3 5 

"1j 

Ventura ................................................ 519 387 431 341 88 46 358 323 26 16 279 278 53 29 ~ Yolo ...................................................... 91 90 80 76 11 14 103 93 13 19 72 67 18 7 
Yuba .................................................... 37 19 34 19 3 0 22 12 0 0 21 6 1 6 

15 
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County 
State total .......... , ................................. 

Alarneda .................................................... 
Alpine ........................................................ 
AmadQr .................................................... 
Butte .......................................................... 
Calaveras .................................................. 
Colusa ........................................................ 
Contra Costa ............................................ 
Del Norte ................................................ 
El Dorado ................................................ 
Fremo ...................................................... 
Glenn ........................................................ 
Humboldt ................................................ 
Imperial .................................................... 
Inyo ............................................................ 
Kern .......................................................... 
Kings .......................................................... 
Lake .......................................................... 
Lassen ........................................................ 
Los Angeles .............................................. 
Madera ...................................................... 
Marin ........................................................ 
Mariposa .................................................. 
Mendocino .............................................. 
Merced ..................................................... 
Modoc ........................................................ 
Mono .......................................................... 
Monterey .................................................. 
Napa .......................................................... 
Nevada ...................................................... 
Orange ...................................................... 
Placer ........................................................ 
Plumas ...................................................... 
Riverside .................................................. 

Total 
filings 

1980-81 1fl79...8O 
64,993 858,004 

3,574 '3,lSO 
4 1 

40 42 
3215 331 
117 73 
18 16 

944 8 1,159 
59 715 

204 142 
1,363 1,138 

101 64 
300 302 
271 212 
88 91 

1,406 1,099 
222 175 
79 SO 
35 33 

21,436 1~72 
306 10 
383 257 

Hi 16 
201 197 
489 igi 19 
47 27 

1,01" 939 
144 129 
118 78 

3,112 2,811 
232 197 
51 48 

1,616 R1,573 

TABLE 22-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIM!NAL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Total Disl?:2§itions before trial 
dispositions To/'al Cuiltzl!./ess 

1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1fl79...8O 1980-81 19'J9i.$) 
58,312 8:51,281 51,826 R44,924 45,082 R38,690 

3,1715 ~.420 3,014 2,243 2,619 1,862 15 3 4 3 1 1 'l:l 22 25 20 25 19 244 182 158 120 132 110 Bf) 67 69 61 58 56 10 26 7 8 18 7 ~11 9B2 81,003 774 693 01 808 
150 64 43 49 36 44 184 126 164 109 III 90 1,264 1,029 1,002 848 793 689 79 72 74 64 71 47 253 198 92 SO 23 64 185 210 148 161 117 119 67 70 43 46 35 46 1,253 820 1,125 697 1,074 646 210 204 1153 132 106 87 84 72 67 49 52 36 36 50 22 37 19 3i) 

20,041 !7,!lM 18,084 15,978 16,077 1:3,614 269 W 210 177 133 129 419 290 270 216 232 196 14 8 14 8 12 5 162 178 137 137 112 95 414 321 36(} 273 339 249 12 27 7 19 6 19 29 19 13 16 12 14 924 910 793 781 681 666 116 130 97 100 95 96 1153 123 75 54 71 47 2,900 2,453 2,638 2,166 2,520 2,087 203 141 166 107 91 77 35 51 10 23 10 ll3 1,446 1,36.'5 1,253 1,193 997 1,000 

1 

..... 
&: 

Dispositions slter trial 
Uncontested Contested 

Other matters matters 
1980-81 1.979-80 1980-81 1fJ79..8(J 1980-81 1979-80 

6,744 R 6,2.14 1,245 1,263 15,241 R15,094 

395 381 15 22 146 155 § 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 ...... 26 10 32 24 154 38 (") 
11 .5 1 2 10 4 ~ 0 7 0 0 3 8 81 RI0'7 29 28 179 Rl67 (") 

0 7 :5 1 7 6 8 153 19 4 2 16 15 ~ 209 l59 83 45 179 136 (") 
3 1'1 2 0 3 8 

...... 
t"' 69 16 98 15 63 103 0 31 4l! 3 7 34 42 "lj 

8 0 1 6 23 18 (") 51 51 17 16 111 107 t 47 45 6 12 51 60 15 13 2 0 15 1'..'3 "lj 
0 3 7 1 0 13 13 
~ 2,007 2,364 385 486 1,572 1,490\\ 

77 48 0 8 59 42 5= 38 20 4 14 145 60 2 3 0 0 0 0 
25 42 3 12 22 29 
21 24 0 2 54 46 1 0 0 1 .5 7 
1 2 1 1 15 2 

112 115 26 35 1015 94 2 4 7 6 12 24 
4 7 35 24 43 45 118 79 19 36 243 251 

75 30 18 8 19 26 0 0 19 19 6 9 256 193 69 63 124 109 

\ 

/' 
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Sacrl\Illento .............................................. 2,343 2,185 2,089 1,814 1,900 1,640 1,480 
San Benito ................................................ 103 61 81 58 57 49 49 
San Bernardino ...................................... 2,401 2,164 2,003 1,7~ 1,725 1,496 1,591 
San Diego ................................................ 5,110 4,533 5,044 4,010 4,696 3,690 3,879 
San Francisco .......................................... 3,262 \f~ 2,656 2,675 2,482 2,425 2,139 
San Joaquin .............................................. 998 637 483 533 4CJ7 459 
San Luis Obispo ...................................... a44 363 242 243 221 212 001 
San Mateo ................................................ 914 814 7~ 618 851 IS63 590 
Santa Barbara .......................................... 777 7~ 6S6 669 618 587 509 
Santa Clara .............................................. 4,688 3,663 3,m 3,814 3,743 3,59:5 3,420 
Santa Cruz .............................................. 556 515 483 508 445 468 386 
Shasta ........................................................ 403 ~ 381 376 340 261 308 
Sierra ........................................................ 11 11 12 8 2 2 2 
Siskiyou .................................................... 89 101 f1T 99 70 73 63 
Solano ........................................................ 637 645 513 1136 417 419 365 
Sonoma ...................................................... 639 548 572 436 488 :M6 329 
Stanislaus .................................................. 8315 813 687 515 589 391 490 
Sutter ........................................................ 172 126 l~ 88 101 &J f1T 
TehaullI .................................................... f1T 106 136 98 126 82 106 
Trinity ...................................................... 00 29 71 ~ 48 22 44 
Tulare ........................................................ 701 5.53 451 446 353 3152 317 
Tuolumne ................................................ 63 80 G9 89 58 70 43 
Ventura .................................................... 1,008 962 &M 802 726 657 580 
yolo ............................................................ 217 216 161 184 137 154 92 
Yuba .......................................................... 22B 128 216 119 189 102 183 

RRevised 
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1,314 420 326 
41 8 8 

1,380 1M 116 
3:;:rT 817 413 
2,074 a43 3151 

M1 74 66 
174 00 38 
5.29 61 34 
514 109 73 

3,284 323 311 
380 59 88 
236 32 25 

2 0 0 
68 7 5 

a44 52 75 
258 159 88 
268 99 123 

63 4 5 
74 20 8 
15 4 7 

-25:6 36 96 
51 15 19 

500 146 f1T 
120 45 M 
92 § 10 

--~--
~~~~~~~~--~---

49 44 140 130 
0 2 24 7 

150 17 228 214 
46 54 302 266 
15 30 159 220 
3 1 101 75 
9 4 12 ~ 
0 0 76 :s:s ..... 
2 3 76 79 ~ 

69 43 185 176 
I>::> 

7 14 31 26 ~ 
10 17 31 98 

~ 3 1 7 5 
0 0 ~ 26 

15 16 81 101 

~ 1 13 83 77 
10 2B 88 96 
10 9 9 11 ~ 
0 0 10 16 >-i 
3 1 00 4 0 

15 14 83 80 "%j 

1 0 10 19 

ffi 33 43 B7 102 
0 3 24 ~ 

11 3 16 12 ~ 
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Cotmty 
State total ........................................ 

Alameda .................................................. 
Alpine ...................................................... 
Amador .................................................... 
Butte ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 

Calaveras .................................................. 
Colusa ...................................................... 
Contra Com:a .......................................... 
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 .................................................. 

TABLE 22A-CAU'FORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER UNCONTESTED TRIAL 

Fiscal Ye~us 1979-80 and 1980-81 
Total Disposed of Afler Uncontested TrW A'l!luitted or Disrnis.red 

All Del'endmts B~Court B~l'!.!Z B~Court B~l'!.!Z 
l!1tKJ..81 lfll9..8J 19tKJ-81 lfll9..8J 19tKJ-81 lfll9..8J i9tKJ-81 lfll9..8J 19tKJ-81 lfll9..8J 

1,245 1,263 938 890 3(f{ 373 188 261 83 70 

15 22 10 17 5 5 2 4 3 3 
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

32 24 26 13 6 11 2 0 0 0 
1 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

29 28 24 22 5 6 5 4 2 1 
1 7 0 0 1 ~ 0 0 1 2 
4 2 4 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 

83 45 82 45 1 0 13 32 0 0 
2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

98 15 96 14 2 1 4 0 0 1 
3 7 1 7 2 0 0 5 0 0 
1 6 1 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 

17 16 16 13 1 3 13 11 0 0 
6 12 0 2 6 10 0 0 0 3 
2 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 
1 0 [J 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

385 486 246 360 139 126 87 113 41 38 
0 8 0 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 
4 14 2 1 2 13 0 0 0 2 
0 ;) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3 12 3 11 0 1 1 4 0 0 
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

26 35 24 33 2 2 2 5 2 2 
7 6 6 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 

35 24 35 21 0 3 0 0 0 0 
19 36 19 36 0 0 3 13 0 0 
18 8 10 3 8 5 0 1 3 0 
19 19 19 18 0 1 0 0 0 0 
69 63 47 43 22 20 12 16 7 1 

1 
/ . 

, 

~ 
~ 
~ 

Convicted 
B~Court Bll'!.!Z 

19tJJ.&1 lfll9..8J l!1tKJ..81 lfll9..8J 
750 629 224 303 

8 13 2 2 
1 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 

24 13 6 U '-
1 2 0 0 § 
0 0 0 0 ..... 

C') 
19 18 3 5 :> 0 0 0 5 t"' 
3 0 0 1 C') 

69 13 1 0 0 
1 0 1 0 c:: 

92 14 2 0 Z 
1 2 2 0 C') ..... 
0 6 0 0 t"' 
3 2 1 3 0 
0 2 6 7 '%j 

0 0 0 0 C') 
> 0 0 1 0 t"' 

159 247 98 88 ..... 
'%j 

0 0 0 0 0 
2 1 2 11 !:Xl 

Z 0 C- O 0 ..... 
2 ? 0 1 > 
0 2 0 0 
0 1 0 0 
0 0 0 1 

22 28 0 0 
5 6 1 0 

35 21 0 3 
16 23 0 0 
10 2 5 5 
19 18 0 1 
35 27 15 19 

\ 

I' 



Sacramento .............................................. 49 44 29 19 20 25 2 4 2 2 'l:T 15 18 23 
San Benito .............................................. 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
San Bernardino ...................................... 50 17 49 16 1 1 0 0 0 0 49 16 1 1 
San Diego ................................................ 46 54 30 30 16 24 4 11 2 3 26 19 14 21 
San Francisco .......................................... 15 30 12 13 3 17 10 7 1 3 2 6 2 14 
San Joaquin .............................................. 3 1 3 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
San Luis Obispo .................................... 9 4 6 4 3 0 1 1 1 0 5 3 2 0 
San Mateo ................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Barbara ........................................ 2 3 2 3 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 .... 
Santa Clara .............................................. 69 43 57 4C 12 3 5 3 8 0 52 37 4 3 ~ 

t-:I 
Santa Cruz .............................................. 7 14 6 7 1 7 0 0 0 0 6 7 1 7 

~ Shasta ........................................................ 10 17 8 3 2 14 3 0 0 1 5 3 2 13 
Sierra ........................................................ 3 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 Z 
Sislciyou .................... " .............................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

Soi..'UlO ...................................................... 15 16 14 13 1 3 0 1 1 0 14 12 0 3 ~ 
Sonuma .................................................... 1 13 1 3 0 10 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 10 

Eil Stani'llaus .................................................. 10 28 8 7 2 21 4 5 0 0 4 2 2 21 
Sutter ........................................................ 10 9 0 5 10 4 0 1 3 0 0 4 7 4 '"C 

0 Tehama .................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Trinity ...................................................... 3 1 3 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 
Tulare ...................................................... 15 14 7 5 8 9 3 1 2 3 4 4 6 6 0 
Tuolumne ................................................ 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 "'l 
Ventura .................................................... 33 43 22 29 H 14 2 5 0 4 20 24 11 10 ~ 

Yolo 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 ::z:: ......................................................... , txl 
yuba .......................................................... 11 5 2 2 9 3 1 2 2 1 1 0 7 2 
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TABLE 22B-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS &5 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER CONTESTED TRIAL 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Total J>isr;osI.':d of Mer Contested TrW Ar:s.uitted or Dismissed Conl'icted 
All Dekndmts BlCourt Bdury BlCourt Bllury BlCourt Bd'!!Z 

County 19t1J..81 1979-1lJ 1[lJ()..81 1979-1lJ 19t1J..81 1979-1lJ 19t1J..81 1979-1lJ 19t1J..81 1979-1lJ 19t1J..81 1979-1lJ 19t1J..81 J979-IlJ 

State total .......................................................... 5,241 R5,094 1,004 R 1,028 4,237 R4,066 200 201 731 718 784 R827 3,506 R3,348 

Alameda ................................................................ 146 155 14 28 132 127 3 9 13 23 11 19 119 104 
Alpine .................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador .................................................................. 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 
Butte ...................................................................... 54 38 9 7 45 31 1 2 9 2 8 5 36 29 § Calaveras .............................................................. 10 4 1 1 9 3 0 0 1 0 1 1 8 3 
Colusa .................................................................... 3 8 0 2 3 6 0 2 2 5 0 0 1 1 ..... 
Contra Costa ........................................................ 179 R 167 25 R 12 154 R 155 4 1 16 2.5 21 Rll 138 R 130 (') ..... 
Del Norte .............................................................. 6 8 0 2 6 6 0 1 1 2 0 1 5 4 F= El [}Prado ............................................................ 16 15 2 1 14 14 0 0 4 3 2 1 10 11 (') 
Fresno .................................................................... 179 136 6 8 173 128 2 2 24 9 4 6 149 119 0 
Glenn .................................................................... 3 8 0 0 3 8 0 (} 0 2 0 0 3 6 ~ Hurnboldt .............................................................. 63 103 39 81 24 22 2 3 4 1 37 78 20 21 
Imperial ................................................................ 34 42 8 17 26 25 1 0 3 6 7 17 23 19 (') ..... 
Inyo ........................................................................ 23 18 21 5 2 13 5 0 1 9 15 5 1 4 t"" 
Kern ...................................................................... 111 1(17 4 7 107 100 3 3 16 16 1 4 91 84 0 
Kings ...................................................................... 51 60 5 2 46 58 0 0 5 7 5 2 41 51 ~ 

Lalce ........................................................................ 15 23 1 1 14 22 0 0 I) 5 1 1 9 17 (') 

Lassen .................................................................... 13 13 4 4 9 9 0 1 0 0 4 3 9 9 F= 
l.os Angeles ............................................ : ............. 1,572 1,494 ·166 416 1,106 1,078 138 113 250 225 328 303 858 853 ..... 

"%j 
Madera .................................................................. 59 42 7 4 52 38 5 1 13 14 2 3 39 24 0 
Marin ...................................................................... 145 60 2 7 143 53 0 0 9 5 2 7 134 48 !:Xl 
Mariposa ................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Z 
Mendocino ............................................................ 22 29 0 1 22 28 0 1 6 12 0 0 16 16 :> 
Merced .................................................................. 54 46 13 12 41 34 1 2 13 8 12 10 28 26 
Modoc .................................................................... 5 7 1 2 4 5 G 0 2 0 1 2 2 5 
Mono ...................................................................... 15 2 14 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 12 1 0 1 

(?l Monterey .............................................................. 105 94 29 12 76 82 3 2 11 18 26 10 65 64 

" Napa ...................................................................... 12 24 3 2 9 22 0 0 2 0 3 2 7 22 
Nevada .................................................................. 43 45 27 37 16 8 0 0 0 0 27 37 16 8 
Orange .................................................................. 243 251 16 19 227 232 5 7 40 36 11 12 187 196 
Placer .................................................................... 19 26 0 4 19 22 0 2 0 6 0 2 19 16 
Plumas .................................................................. 6 9 0 0 6 !? 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 8 
Riverside .............................................................. 124 109 22 18 102 91 6 5 23 21 16 13 79 70 
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Sacramento .......................................................... 140 130 7 6 
San Benito ............................................................ 24 7 21 1 
San Bernardino .................................................... 22B 214 11 11 
San Diego .............................................................. 302 266 48 56 
San Francisco ...................................................... 159 2m 6 7 
San Joaquin .......................................................... 101 75 6 1 
San Luis Obispo .................................................. 12 27 5 3 
San Mateo ............................................................ 76 55 5 9 
Santa Barbara ...................................................... 76 79 5 5 
Santa Clara .......................................................... 1&5 176 34 29 
Santa Cruz ......................•....................................• 31 26 3 2 
Shasta ......................................................... - ......... 31 98 18 78 
Sierra ...................................................................... 7 5 7 5 
Sislciyou .................................................................. 27 26 9 5 
Solano : ................................................................... 81 101 30 26 
Sonoma .................................................................. 83 77 6 9 
Stanislaus ..................... -........................................ 88 96 9 11 
Sutter ...................................................................... 9 11 0 1 
Tehama .................................................................. 10 16 1 4 
Trinity .................................................................... 20 4 2 2 
Tulare .................................................................... 83 80 3 6 
Tuolumne .............................................................. 10 19 1 2 
Ventura .................................................................. 87 102 20 33 
yolo ........................................................................ 24 27 3 1 
Yuba ...................................................................... 16 12 5 2 

RRevised 

';'c' , 

133 124 
3 6 

217 203 
254 210 
153 213 
95 74 
7 24 

71 ~.6 
71 74 

151 147 
28 24 
13 20 
0 0 

18 21 
51 75 
77 68 
79 &5 
9 10 
9 12 

18 2 
80 74 

9 17 
67 69 
21 26 
11 10 

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

1 3 16 15 6 3 117 109 
4 0 1 0 17 1 2 6 
0 1 29 45 11 10 188 158 

14 9 40 37 34 47 214 173 
2 3 19 32 4 4 134 181 
2 0 11 5 4 1 84 69 
0 1 0 4 5 2 7 20 
0 0 0 0 5 9 71 46 ... 
1 1 9 10 4 4 62 64 ~ 
4 4 26 11 30 25 125 136 to 

0 0 5 5 3 2 23 19 ~ 2 3 2 3 16 75 11 17 
0 0 0 0 7 5 0 0 Z 
0 2 5 9 9 3 13 12 ~ 6 2 21 11 24 24 30 64 
0 0 7 13 6 9 70 35 !:l:I 
1 1 14 19 8 10 65. 66 t::I 

'"d 
0 0 2 2 0 1 7 8 0 
0 0 3 4 1 4 6 8 ~ 0 2 11 1 2 0 7 1 
0 4 8 8 3 2 72 66 0 
0 1 2 3 1 1 7 14 

~ 

0 7 16 14 20 26 51 55 ~ 
0 0 5 6 3 1 16 20 t::I 
1 0 4 0 4 2 7 10 

~ ::: .... z .... 
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~ 
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TABLE 22C.;....CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS -:t 

0 

LEVEL OF CONVICTION OF CRIMINAL. DEFENDANTS 
Fiscal Years 1919-80 and 1980-81 

Con victed before friIlI Convicted alter Convicted Rfier 
ToIRl defendants convicted of on l!!ea of ~f1tx. court friIlI of jury friIlI of 

All types Fe/onJ:. Misdemeanor Fe/anJ:. Mjsdemeanor Fe/anJ:. Misdemeanor Fe/onJ:. Misdemeanor 
County JfJIXJ-8J Jfl1'9...8) J9tKJ...8J Jfl1'9...8) J9tKJ...8J J!17!J-IKJ J9tKJ...8J Jfl1'9...8) J9tKJ...8J IP'/9-IKJ JfJIXJ-8J Jfl1'9...8) J9tKJ...8J Jfl1'9...8) J9tKJ...8J Jfl1'9...8) l!aMJ J!17!J-IKJ 

State total ............ 50,346 R 43,7f1l 47,753 R 4O,967 2,593 2,830 42,863 R36,245 2,219 2,445 1,:134 R 1,258 200 198 3,556 R 3,464 174 187 

Alameda .................. 2,759 2,000 2,743 1,f1l1 16 29 2,fJJ7 1,836 12 26 19 31 0 1 117 104 4 2 
Alpine ...................... 2 1 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ...... 
Amador .................... 26 21 18 20 8 1 17 18 8 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 § 
Butte ........................ 206 168 204 166 2 2 132 llO i) 0 30 17 2 1 42 39 0 1 ..... 
Calaveras ................ 68 62 45 48 20 14 40 42 18 14 2 3 0 0 6 3 2 0 l.l 
Colusa ...................... 8 R 12 8 11 0 1 7 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 ;; 
Contra Costa .......... 874 867 R864 7 1 690 R 701 3 0 39 R28 1 1 138 n 135 3 0 t"" 

865 
l.l Del Norte ................ 41 54 23 41 18 13 20 32 16 12 0 1 0 0 3 8 2 1 0 

El Dorado .............. 126 100 121 f1l 5 6 106 84 5 6 5 1 0 0 10 12 0 0 c:: 
Fresno ...................... 1,016 S'Z7 1,008 818 8 9 791 689 2 0 67 10 6 9 150 119 0 0 Z 
Glenn ...................... 76 53 69 46 7 7 64 40 7 7 1 0 0 0 4 6 0 0 l.l ..... 
Hwnboldt ................ 174 177 86 72 88 105 6 39 17 25 61 25 68 67 19 8 3 13 t"" 
Imperial .................. 150 157 132 139 18 18 101 105 16 14 7 15 1 4 24 19 1 0 0 
lnyo .......................... 51 61 46 57 5 4 32 43 3 3 13 10 2 1 1 4 0 0 "%j 

Kern ........................ 1,170 739 1,150 732 20 7 1,056 640 18 6 3 6 1 0 91 86 1 1 l.l 
Kings ........................ 158 149 155 147 3 2 106 87 0 0 5 4 0 0 44 56 3 2 > 

t"" 
Lake .......................... 62 ~ 62 53 0 1 52 36 0 0 1 1 0 0 !l 16 0 1 -"%j 
Lassen ...................... 3-3 42 32 35 1 7 18 23 1 7 4 3 0 0 10 9 0 0 0 
Los Angeles ............ 17,518 15,105 16,528 14,094 990 1,011 15,275 12,803 802 811 417 462 70 88 836 829 118 112 !:O 
Madera .................... 174 156 173 147 1 9 133 124 0 5 2 3 0 0 38 20 1 4 Z 
Marin ........................ 372 283 372 262 0 1 232 196 0 0 4 7 0 1 136 50 0 0 ;; 
Mariposa .................. 12 5 9 5 3 0 9 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino .............. 130 119 103 77 Z1 42 90 61 2.2 34 1 4 1 3 12 12 4 5 
Merced .................... 379 287 353 Z14 26 13 317 240 2!i' 9 11 12 1 0 25 22 3 5 

I~ Modoc ...................... 9 Z1 9 26 0 1 6 18 0 1 1 3 0 0 2 5 0 0 
~" Mono ........................ 24 17 18 17 6 0 9 14 3 0 9 1 3 0 0 2 0 0 

Monterey ................ 794 768 724 661 70 107 620 561 61 105 41 36 7 2 63 64 2 0 
Napa ........................ 111 126 102 126 9 0 88 96 7 0 7 8 1 0 7 22 1 0 
Nevada .................... 149 116 148 116 1 0 70 47 0 62 58 0 0 16 11 0 0 
Orange .................... 2,734 2,318 2,644 2,Z13 90 45 2,437 2,044 83 43 23 33 4 2 184 196 3 0 
Placer ...................... 125 102 124 100 1 2 90 75 1 2 10 4 0 0 24 21 0 0 
Plwnas .................... 35 50 35 50 0 0 10 23 0 0 19 18 0 0 6 9 0 0 , 
Riverside ................ 1,142 1,129 1,117 1,082 25 47 f1l4 955 23 4.5 50 38 1 2 93 89 1 0 

j 
'~ 

\ 

, 
/' 

./ ' 

!:~ " ~' 



Sacramento ............ 1,648 1,464 1,480 1,269 168 195 1,3J4 1,121 166 193 31 16 2 2 135 132 0 0 

San Benito .............. 68 50 68 50 0 0 49 4" 0 0 17 1 0 0 2 8 0 0 

1 San Bernardino ...... 1,840 1,56.5 1,83.5 1,545 5 '20 1,586 1,360 5 20 t~ 26 0 0 189 159 0 0 

San Diego ................ 4,167 3,537 3,838 3,174 329 36.'1 3,568 2,925 311 352 52 64 8 2 218 185 10 9 

San Francisco ........ 2,281 2,279 2,192 2,199 89 80 2,053 1,994 66 80 6 10 0 0 133 195 3 0 

San Joaquin ............ 548 412 548 411 0 1 459 341 0 0 5 2 0 0 84 68 0 1 

San Luis Obispo .... 220 199 199 197 21 2 182 172 19 2 8 5 2 0 9 20 0 () 

San Mateo .............. 666 584 635 519 31 65 559 464 31 65 5 9 0 0 71 46 0 0 

Santa Barbara ........ 576 584 526 525 50 59 459 oR56 50 58 5 6 0 0 82 63 0 1 .... 
Santa Clara ............ 3,631 3,485 3,438 3,215 193 270 3,237 3,022 183 282 74 60 8 2 127 133 2 6 ~ 
Santa Cruz .............. 419 415 393 388 26 27 361 355 25 25 9 9 0 0 23 24 1 2 

~ 

Shasta ...................... 342 344 309 331 33 13 276 230 32 6 21 76 0 2 12 25 1 5 

Sierra ........................ 12 8 7 4 5 4 1 0 1 2 6 4 4 2 0 0 0 0 Z 
Siskiyou .................... 85 83 75 72 10 11 56 59 7 9 7 2 2 1 12 11 1 1 ~ 
Solano ...................... 433 447 375 402 58 45 308 305 57 39 38 35 0 1 29 62 1 5 

Sonoma .................... 405 335 404 333 1 Z 328 256 1 2 6 12 0 0 70 65 0 0 

~ 
Stanislaus ................ 569 367 560 362 9 5 482 268 8 0 12 11 0 1 66 83 1 4 

Sutter ........................ 111 80 103 74 8 6 811 58 8 5 0 5 0 0 14 11 0 1 0 

Tehama .................... 113 86 104 68 9 18 98 ~, 8 17 1 3 0 1 5 8 1 0 l:O 

Trinity ...................... 5.5 16 46 13 9 3 35 12 9 3 4 0 0 0 7 1 0 0 >-l 
Tulare ...................... 40',2 334 379 284 23 50 295 209 22 47 6 6 1 0 78 69 0 3 0 
Tuolumne ................ 52 66 52 63 0 3 43 50 0 1 2 1 0 0 7 12 0 2 'TJ 
Ventura .................... 682 675 640 605 36 70 548 493 32 67 36 48 4 2 62 64 0 1 ~ 
yolo .......................... 111 143 100 131 5 12 88 108 4 12 3 3 0 0 15 20 1 0 

Yuba ........................ 202 100 202 lOS 0 1 183 91 0 1 5 2 0 0 14 12 0 0 

~ R Revised 
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TABLE ~ALlFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DiSPOSITIONS BY JURY TRIAL 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Personal hqury, 
Desth and 

Tobll ProPtJ!!l::. Damage Criminal 
County 19tKJ..81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 19tKJ..81 1979-80 

State tuta!.. .............................. 7/581 R7,393 1,78.5 R 1,910 4,544 R4,439 

Alameda .......................................... 248 246 61 71 137 132 
Alpine .............................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Am&dor ............................................ " 10 0 3 2 2 
Butte ................................................ 156 157 3 7 151 42 
Calaveras ........................................ 11 4 2 {) 9 3 

6 3 3 " 11 1 
R21 1159 R 161 

Colusa .............................................. 
204 Rl100 26 Contra Costa .................................. 

Del Norte ........................................ 11 115 2 2 7 13 
El Dorado ...................................... 31 36 10 14 14 115 
Fresno .............................................. 230 , IDS 315 151 174 128 
Glenn .............................................. 9 14 0 2 4 8 
Humboldt ........................................ 100 29 3 15 26 2.'3 
Imperilll .......................................... 33 ~ 4 1 28 25 
Inyo .................................................. 2 19 0 3 2 13 
Kern ................................................ 131 1415 2D 215 108 103 
KingI ................................................ 00 70 3 1 152 68 
LaIce .................................................. 24 30 3 15 16 22 
LaDen .............................................. 16 2.'3 4 7 10 9 

1,2n4 2,361 692 831 1,245 
38 

Loil Angeles .................................... 2,294 
415 15 4 152 61 Madera ............................................ 

Marin ................................................ 191 114 29 26 1415 66 
Maripoa .......................................... 1 7 0 1 0 0 
Mendocino ...................................... 28 41 4 6 22 29 
Merced ............................................ 65 155 115 13 41 34 
Modoc .............................................. 4 6 0 0 4 15 
Mono ................................................ 1 3 0 1 1 2 
Monterey ........................................ 1115 118 2D 18 78 84 
Nspa ........ _ ...................................... 2.'3 30 9 6 10 22 
Nevada ............................................ 30 25 1 4 16 11 
Orange ............................................ 384 321 92 48 2Z1 232 
Placer .............................................. 41 39 13 10 '.!T '.!T 
PlWIllll ............................................ 10 13 0 1 6 10 
Rh'enide ........................................ 181 194 29 37 124 III 
Sacramentu .................................... 286 234 83 156 1153 149 
San Benitu ...................................... 28 8 0 0 3 8 
San Bernardino .............................. 288 266 154 41 218 204 
San Diego ........................................ 480 410 108 III '.!TO 234 
San Francill:o ................................ 3152 473 126 189 1156 230 
San Joaquin .................................... 1154 108 36 28 915 74 
San LuiJ Obilpo ............................ 32 415 15 9 10 24 
San Mateo .u ................................... 1.26 108 31 29 71 46 
Santa BarbaJra ................................ 117 100 2.'3 17 71 74 
Santa Oara .. ·.··.r· ........................... 283 2151 71 66 163 150 
Santa Cruz ...................................... 156 154 13 16 29 31 
Sbuta .............................................. 44 151 19 9 115 34 
Sierra ................................................ 6 0 1 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ............................................ 29 32 9 2 18 21 
Solano .............................................. 74 107 13 115 152 78 
Sonoma ............................................ 146 133 46 2.'3 T1 78 
Stanillaus ........................................ 12.'3 l.29 22 11 81 106 
Sutter ................................................ 24 2D 2 2 19 14 
Tehama ............................................ 12 16 2 3 9 12 
Trinity .............................................. 19 6 1 2 18 2 
Tulare .............................................. 109 1115 12 17 88 83 
Tuolumne ........................................ 13 22 3 15 9 17 
Ventura ............................................ 92 103 8 15 78 83 
yolo .................................................. 315 50 4 7 21 26 
yuba ................................................ 30 36 7 21 2D 13 

Another 
Proceedings 

1980-81 1979-80 
1,238 1,044 

50 43 
0 0 
2 15 
2 8 
0 1 
0 2 

19 18 
~ 0 
7 7 

21 29 
15 4 

71 1 
1 1 
0 3 
3 17 
5 1 
15 3 
2 7 

357 326 
4 3 

17 2.'3 
1 6 
2 6 
9 8 
0 1 
0 0 

17 16 
4 2 

13 10 
65 41 
7 2 
4 2 

28 ~ 
50 29 
215 0 
16 21 

102 615 
70 154 
2.'3 6 
17 12 
24 33 
2.'3 9 
49 315 
14 7 
10 B 
5 0 
2 9 
9 14 

2.'3 32 
2D 12 
3 4 
1 1 
0 2 
9 115 
1 0 
6 115 

10 17 
3 2 

I 
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TABLE 26-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
TOTAL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1980 AND JUNE 30, 1981 
Number 

Total cases ofjudicia1 
Cases sWlli~ triRl st end of month b 

per judicial /!!!!!.tions a Tobll Civil Criminal /!!!!!.b'on 
County 6/30/81 6/30/80 6/30/81 6/30/80 6/30/81 6/30/80 6/30/81 6/30/80 6/30/81 6/30/80 

State totaL .............. 726 705 132,363 142,090 122,1519 132,747 9,844 9,343 182 2D2 Alameda ...................... 33 33 4,695 4,450 3,940 3,900 71515 1530 142 1315 
Alpine .......................... 1 1 3 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 
Amador ........................ 1 1 76 108 60 103 16 15 76 lOB 
Butte ............................ 3 3 198 194 180 165 18 29 66 615 
Calaveras .................... 1 1 94 98 91 93 "3 15 94 98 
Colusa .......................... 1 1 21 2.'3 21 2.'3 0 0 21 2.'3 
Contra Costa .............. 17 17 2,618 3,018 2,4315 2,fJ1T 183 321 1154 178 
Del Norte .................... 1 1 29 41 24 32 15 9 29 41 
El Dorado .................. 3 3 233 300 213 280 2D 2D 78 100 
Fresno .......................... 115 115 1,1S115 1,634 1,346 1,688 169 146 101 122 
Glenn .......................... 1 1 29 151 215 415 4 6 29 151 
Humboldt .................... 3 3 412 609 348 1542 64 67 137 2D3 
Imperial ...................... 3 3 117 102 93 86 24 16 39 34 
Inyo .............................. 1 . 1 156 86 47 73 9 13 156 86 
Kern ............................ 12 10 1,1215 1,230 9158 1,046 167 184 94 12.'3 
Kings ............................ 2 2 28 118 28 89 0 29 14 159 
La1ce .............................. 1 1 68 47 615 42 3 15 68 47 
Lusen .......................... 1 1 49 154 44 49 15 15 49 154 .' 
Los Angeles ................ 261 2151 71,262 715,791 67,7115 72,072 3,547 3,719 '.!T3 302 
Madera ........................ 2 2 219 117 90 68 129 49 110 158 
Marin ............................ 7 7 508 816 4156 764 152 152 73 117 
Mariposa ...................... 1 1 30 22 28 2D 2 2 30 22 
Mendocino .................. 2 2 131 122 1115 108 16 14 66 61 
Merced ........................ 3 3 302 197 l100 174 10-2 2.'3 101 66 
Modoc .......................... 1 1 11 115 8 12 3 3 11 115 
Meno ............................ 1 1 315 62 315 156 0 6 315 62 
Monterey .................... 7 7 400 344 339 290 61 154 157 49 
Napa ............................ 2 2 2D1 221 187 218 14 3 100 110 
Nevada ........................ 2 2 1715 212 175 189 0 2.'3 88 106 
Orange ....... : ................ 51 47 10,876 11,072 10,483 10,649 393 42.'3 213 236 
Placer .......................... 4 4 616 1589 1568 1573 48 16 1154 147 
Plumas ........................ 1 1 78 71 69 615 9 6 78 71 
Riverside .................... FA) 2D 2,280 2,216 2,068 1,993 212 22.'3 114 III 
Sacramento ................ 29 215 2,300 2,934 2,017 2,683 283 2151 79 117 
San Benito .................. 1 1 11 12 10 9 1 3 11 12 
San Bernardino ..... ", .. 215 24 3,1548 4,762 3,247 4,419 301 343 142 198 
San Diego .................... 44 44 8,421 8,6715 8,090 7,747 331 928 191 197 
San Francfsco ............ 33 33 15.009 6,3153 4,661 6,093 348 260 1152 193 
San Joaquin ................ 9 9 2,42.'3 1,989 2,188 1,797 2315 192 269 221 
San Luis Obispo ........ 4 4 1550 617 488 612 62 15 138 1154 
San Mateo .................. 16 16 1,1156 1,023 874 9115 282 108 72 64 
Santa Barbara ............ 9 9 930 887 S06 T14 124 113 103 99 
Santa Clara ................ 34 34 3,187 4,165 2,062 3,610 1,105 155.5 94 122 
Santa Cruz .................. 4 4 249 2154 183 205 66 49 62 64 
Shuta .......................... 3 3 402 6156 363 633 39 2.'3 134 219 
Sierra ............................ 1 1 15 6 15 6 0 0 15 6 
Shlldyou ........................ 1 1 64 60 62 156 2 4 64 60 

\ 

Solano .......................... 15 15 679 628 609 606 70 22 136 126 
Sonoma ... " ................... '( 7 6!Z1 6615 1526 636 101 49 90 98 
StanWau~ .................... 7 7 1,394 1,2151 1,2615 1,1115 129 136 199 179 
Sutter ............................ 2 2 1159 12.'3 130 107 29 16 80 62 
Tehama ........................ 1 1 64 44 63 44 1 0 64 44 
Trinity .......................... 1 1 24 42 2.'3 39 1 3 24 42 
Tulare .......................... 6 6 423 329 305 267 118 62 70 155 
Tuoll11llllle .................... 1 1 HI5 12D 113 114 2 6 1115 120 
Ventura ........................ 13 13 1,790 1,872 1,692 1,719 98 1153 138 144 
yolo .............................. 3 3 '.!T8 286 236 2158 {2 28 93 915 
Yuba ............................ 2 2 615 84 24 156 41 28 32 42 

• Judicial poeitions include full-time court colI1Illiasioners and referees in addition to the .\lumber of judges authorized for the court. For a list of judgeships see Table 11. 

b Cases aWaiting bial include criminal and civil cues set for future bial and civil cases in which at-issue memoranda have been filed but [ie bial dates DSSigned. 
"Criminal CII!"eS sei j\lr bial during next 30 days . 
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TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Number 
01 

lhmtymd Judtrtwhpa 
judic.U} cIi#nct 1!i8J-8J 19'I!J.4J 

State total .............................. 41fT 472 

Alameda: 
Alameda ...................................... 1 1 
BerlceIey-Albany ...................... 4 4 
Frumotlt-Newark-Union City 3 3 
Livermore-Pleasanton ............ 2 2 
Oakland-Piedmont .................. 14 14 
San .Leandro-Hayward ............ 7 7 

Butte: 
Chico .......................................... 1 

Contra Costa: 
Bay .............................................. 15 15 
Delta ............................................ 2 2 
Mt Diablo .................................. 4 4 
Walnut Creek-Danville .......... 3 3 

Fresno: 
Comolldal'ed Fresno ................ 8 8 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ........................................ 2 2 

Imperiah 
Imperial Colmty ..... " ............. 4 4 

Kern: 
East Kern .................................. 2 2 
West Kern .................................. 6 6 

Fiscal Years 1979-080 and 1980-81 

ToaJ Toal 
6/ingr di1po6itkJDS 

19t1J..8l 1fl'1'9..1lJ 1!i8J-8J 1Yl9--8J 

7;100,716 R6,793,068 6,271,374 R15,711,951 

23,48.5 13,704 17,41515 11,799 
37,463 28,884 31,961S 29,032 
62,1159 49,720 157,821) 46,931 
415,906 38,3&'S 43,SUO 315,013 

199,393 170,1596 1715,949 R 162,172 
109,121 98,800 90,436 815,191 

20,670 16,042 17,723 14,744 

159,6015 61,812 48,935 R lI2,lS24 
31,167 23,718 28,8151 21,lS34 
83,363 159,713 156~ 50,046 
62,127 M,IKl6 53,7154 47,2!JfJ. 

100,300 99,033 92,071 92,250 

13,740 11,722 13,337 10,446 

415,482 37,972 315,1582 28,250 

iPD,324 19,108 17,484 16,078 
172,389 R 149,599 137,860 124,946 

DiI!pottitiotu 
~J.ring 

19tKJ..8J 

15,672,672 

16,149 
29,035 
50,091 
40,730 

161,986 
83,210 

115,Ml 

41,361 
24,248 
~ 
415,l59O 

83,302 

11,918 

33,414 

115,747 
127,0'57 

. .. 

. , . " 

19794J 
R 15,I97,031 

10,447 
26,000 
41,030 
32,902 

R 148,144 
7~ 

12,197 

R44,I66 
17,838 
42,065 
40,086 

82,600 

8,913 

26,1211 

14,272 
116,4211 

1 

DispoIitkJIJS .JiM bNriDg 
UDCODImfzKl Cootestai . 

I1WItIn DJ6IIm 
1!i8J-8J 19794J 19t1J..8l 19794J 
333,M3 R3115,097 230,712 R2.2.'5,300 

839 910 467 442 
1,1106 1,480 1,424 1,M2 
3,8156 3,528 3,878 2,373 
1,235 1,(l!59 1,2415 1,0152 
8$1 7,742 15,647 6,2158 
4,216 3,493 3,010 2,lm 

974 8.22 1,090 1,117 

2,388 2,2al 2,1516 2,824 
2,040 1,689 1,522 1,176 
2,382 2,181 2,496 2,fJTT 
1,620 1,319 2,306 2,196 

15,090 15,080 3,232 3,850 

817 9315 600 l598 

1,206 1,237 9i59 889 

4H1 5i>.5 15215 1570 
6,313 4,8154 3,160 2,418 

( . 

JUV6lIile 
ordt!nb 

19t1J.8l 

34,437 

0 
0 
0 
0 

29 
0 

lOB 

2,670 
l,o.U 
3,484 
4,228 

447 

2 

3 

7215 
1,330 

, .... 

1!Jl9..9J 

34,1523 

0 
0 
0 
0 

28 
0 

~ 

3,2M 
831 

3,193 
3,621 

630 

0 

4\ 

681 
1,2M 

.... 

""'" ~ 
~ 

§ .... 

~ 
() 
0 

2 
() .... 
t'" 
0 
"Ij 

g 
"Ij 
0 

~ :;: 

\ 

I' 
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Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .................................... 3 3 51,976 61,3SS 49,&2 SS,636 46,064 51,294 2,130 2,454 1,-08 1,888 0 0 
Antelope .................................... 2 2 34,876 32,0011 31,4150 'rl,Tl2 29,440 215,862 1,199 1,088 811 822 0 0 
Beverly Hil1s •.•.•.•.•.•...•..•.•.•..•.•..• 3 3 41,&11 41m2 38,212 32,423 34,209 28,609 2,S2S 2':310 1,418 1,s02 0 2 
Burbanlc ...................................... 2 2 23,844 21,2!16 22,298 15,612 2O,1~ 14,091 1,283 884 835 fH1 0 0 

Citnll .......................................... 6 6 114,1'rl 104,303 100,236 92,161 91,421 8U$1 4,811 4,602 3,992 3,332 0 0 

Compton .................................... 6 6 133,942 116,26l5 89,687 94,9915 18,991 83,1(11 1,838 8,169 2,&58 3,119 0 0 

Culver ........................................ 2 2 24,424 22,1SS 00,103 19,228 11,526 16,618 1,81l6 l,Tl4 121 Tl6 0 0 

Downey ...................................... 4 4 60,223 SS,2152 49,341 48,400 44,609 44,004 3,103 2,S28 1,835 1,810 0 0 

East Los Angeles ...................... 4 4 66,8'rl 51,689 51!1'J9. 46,!nl 53,194 42,617 2.&69 2,603 2,159 1,1129 0 0 .... 
(0 

Glendale .................................... 2 2 44,~ 40,156.5 36,341 3(,,1fTl 32,133 32,494 2,OOS 1,949 1,1548 1,3M 1 0 00 
t-:) 

Inglewood .................................. Ii 6 19,996 15,0815 15,M!! SS,93S 68,891 48,810 4,039 3,849 2,6118 3,215 0 1 > 
Long Beach ................................ 1 7 l24,816 121,C113 83,8?'3 8M'rl 14,6S1 16,2S1 6,131 6,081 2,996 3,169 39 26 Z 
Los Angeles ................................ c14 64 891,Tl9 991,383 681,391 148,688 594,683 6M,939 1I6,1'l&'5 60,332 30,123 32,411 0 0 ~ Los Cerritos .............................. 3 3 SB,081 58,160 53,981 S2,261 150,454 48,61S 1,193 1,196 1,134 1,190 0 0 

Malibu ........................................ 1 1 3.'5,468 ~ 29,610 215,1& 28,!5S8 24,211 414 331 698 STT 0 0 t"' 
Newhall ...................................... 2 2 1S4,406 41,6M 43,4fTl :rT,069 42,146 3.'5m6 ~ 43.'5 TIl 6118 0 0 = 
Pasadena .................................... 4 4 66,S'T1 12,511 51,9!5.'5 60,226 46,012 1S4,S39 3,410 3,113 2,S33 2,S14 0 0 ttl 

Pomona ...................................... 3 3 4S;JSl 41,894 41,699 40,416 :rT,322 36,029 2,119 2,648 1,6118 1,199 0 0 "d 
0 

Rio Hondo .................................. 4 4 S8,l596 44,249 44,216 34,1115 41,2152 32,239 1,158 1,496 1,200 1,040 0 0 ~ Santa Anita ................................ 1 1 32,1S91 'rl,438 2,11"","93 23,210 26,fHI 21,210 1,293 ~ 1,093 l,ass 0 1 

Santa Monica ............................ 3 3 38,S38 29/Y!fJ 31,622 26,183 28,223 22,114 IJT1S 2,221 1,-t23 1,181 1 1 0 
South Bay .................................. 6 6 123,3CH 121,318 lQ5,526 101,810 9:5,396 91,6116 S;JSl S,-08 4,863 4,692 0 4 "1j 

Southeast .................................... 5 S 18,24S 13,369 10,939 62,8615 &,841 58,(113 3;JSl 2,fTl9 1,8.'l.S 1,812 0 1 ~ 
Whittier ...................................... 4 4 48,328 SI,119 43,181 44,000 39,00 39,2.51 2,303 2,163 2,439 2,S86 0 0 ttl 

Marin: ~ 
Central ........................................ 4 4 18,120 62,143 61,428 51,1513 63,083 53,8S3 1,819 1,4116 2,421 2,138 45 66 E::: .... 

Z 
Merced: 

.... 
Merced County ........................ 3 3 68,S04 63,96.5 61,411 53~ SB,400 150,938 1,488 1,211 1,1529 1,130 0 0 ~ 

Monterey: ~ 
Monterey County .................... 1 1 fTl,110 46,13.'5 86,8S4 41,3415 18,454 :rT,l53.'5 4,136 1,901 3,664 1,909 0 0 .... 
Monterey Peninsula ................ 0 14,11S 0 l2,S2S 0 10,932 0 138 0 8SI5 0 0 ~ 
North Monterey County ........ 0 6,liM 0 S,186 0 S,3SS 0 114 0 2S1 0 0 0 
Salinu .......................................... 0 18,108 0 H'~61I6 0 IS,2S1 0 912 0 493 0 0 "1j 

::l 
() 

{\l 
*" 

Napa: 
Napa County ............................ 2 2 22,663 19,929 22,040 19,224 18,9C11 16,129 896 913 112 148 1,l52S 1,434 

ttl 

Orange: 
130,216 Central Orange County .......... 13 13 111,836 148,323 141,l5116 129,1fTl 118,84S 6,311 6,248 S,388 S,123 0 0 

North Orange County ............ 11 11 11S,306 153,l549 IM,184 130,449 142,160 118,999 1,284 M83 S,226 S,l541 114 326 

Orange County Harbor .......... 6 6 133,400 Il2,24O 115,118 109,231 101,102 9:5,3.'57 1,934 1,800 4,093 3mO 8,S89 8,484 

South Orange County ............ c4 3 S8,l523 M,153 51,138 48,248 41,l519 44,Tll 1,941S 1,753 2,213 1,124 1 0 

West Orange County .............. 10 10 1150,223 144,943 136,119 120,215 123,111 107,993 1,999 1,115 S,1530 5,1(11 19 0 --l 
-l 
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TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ ... 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued -" 00 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 19&0-81 
Numbtr /JittpotitJoot ..,. JJt.riDs 

01 TobJ TobJ DiIpo.iticDI C!DcoDbIItt1d Ca::/tIIbJd JIMJIJi/e 
OlunIyMJd ........,.6:-. 611n.,. !,.,.tioDI btJIare~ IUIttn ruJ/tJn onltnb 

}udit:iM diItrict JfBUl J!fI9.I1) J9fB.8J J9'f9.8J J9fB.8J J9'f9.8J J9fB.8J J9'f9.8J JfBUl J9'f9.8J JfBUl J?19-IlJ 19fJI).8J J9'f9.8J 

Rlvenide: 
Corona .......................................... 2 2 18,671 17,768 17,752 16,.511 15,951 15,081 1,006 698 '79!5 732 0 0 
n-rt .......................................... 5 5 TT,fNj ~1 62,935 54,4118 5M14 49,866 2,466 2,443 2,~ 2,145 0 4 
Mt. San JlCinto .......................... 2 2 515,009 154,6119 52,416 45,615 sam 43,900 969 1,381 8150 I,OO?' 0 ZT 
Rlvenide ...................................... 5 5 85,313 74,106 78,784 62,~ 73,MB 57,129 2,904 3,051 2,332 2,4-~ 0 0 § ThreG LaIces ................................ 1 1 16,739 16,200 14,lm 14,721 13,l5OO 13,601 6ff1 &'J6 619 1594 0 0 .... 

Sacramento: CJ 

Sacramento .................................. 15 15 121,386 189,536 118,~ 161,949 99,394 145,001 l2,114 10,300 6,896 6,1MB 0 0 ~ 
San Bernardino: CJ 

0 
San Bernardino County d ........ 18 18 253,740 ro9,015 'J3fJ.,775 196,638 005,149 179,147 10,848 11,1524 6,TT8 5,966 0 ~ 

San Diego: CJ .... 
El Ciijon ...................................... 7 7 106,623 100,720 102,470 90,237 94,l513 82II14 4,1524 4,293 3,433 3,1110 0 0 l""' 
North County ............................ 0119 8 144,192 129,1S11 13.2,984 118,180 123,139 109,378 5,182 4,/S16 4,663 4,285 0 1 0 
San Diego .................................... 22 22 403,893 321,273 379,033 306,131 355,422 2/l2,IS49 13,970 14,831 9,638 8,751 3 0 ~ 

South Bay ................................. , .. 5 5 82,!S3O 79,6.'SO 83,066 72,064 TT,lS15 66,7111 2,021 1,893 3,1S29 3,463 1 1 g 
San Francbco: ~ 

San FranclsL'O .............................. em 19 190,165 145,685 140,.((J() 119,739 lll,218 94,M8 22,960 19,639 6,2S!O 5,742 2 0 0 

~ San Joequin: 5: Lodi .............................................. 1 1 19,145 17,811 16,332 15,1S85 14,087 13,4154 8150 m 616 596 779 738 
Manteca-Rlpon-Eacalon-Tracy 2 2 ~1 25,902 24,00 23,322 21,789 21,047 1,014 942 TTl 843 471 490 
Stockton ...................................... 5 5 72,015 59,401 63,633 52,234 154,942 44,372 5,147 4,1524 1,964 2,008 1,1SilO 1,330 

Sen Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obizpo County .......... 4 4 64,857 531!fJJJ 57,716 45,148 49,885 38,401 2,349 1,646 1,843 1,~ 3,639 3,496 

San Mateo: ,., 
Northern ...................................... 3 3 M,IS28 47,794 44,762 38,348 40,892 34,TT4 1,900 1,719 1,902 1,853 8 2 

\." 
Southern ...................................... 6 6 135,274 R 130,008 l28,049 109,11T8 119,7(15 1(IO,m 3,955 3,m 4,301 4,1S26 8 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ........................................ 1 1 6,984 6,263 ~ 5,666 5,6111 5,011 368 362 294 293 0 0 
Snlta Barbera-Goleta ................ 3 3 47,830 .f.5,7T1 43,128 45,844 37,843 4O,TTI 3,680 3,243 1,005 1,830 0 0 
Santa Maria ................................ 2 2 00,429 21,2l2 14,332 17,020 12,392 15,125 1,I1T5 1,114 86.'S 781 0 0 

, 

': ;'" _. :~"~'-ft~·:::' . .A:: _,,,"::: ~-:.:: ... ~ ~·:::.-:;~:r:;"O-~;T··" 
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Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County .................. 22 22 373,400 352,7M 324,135 266,904 300,6155 244,MB l1,!m 10,917 11,482 11,42.5 1 4 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .................... 4 4 61,482 59,m 48,361 l!O,l22 4O!Jf!T 43,345 2,713 1,889 1,932 1,901 2,729 2!Jf!1 

Shut&: 
1' 6m R 15,352 R4,693 R3159 Redding ........................................ 1 19,671 17,740 115,8153 1,062 82.5 R300 0 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ........................ 3 3 156,67·'1;, 36\,840 154,00 152,461 151,4154 l!O,Ol1 1,008 993 1,1500 1,457 1 0 
ValIejo.Benicia ............................ 2 2 24,363 21,9715 00,694 18,349 18,280 16,292 1,2215 973 1,189 1,084 0 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .......................... 15 15 82,342 74,426 68,1522 66:BT 63,072 61,368 2,971 2,!m 2,479 2,192 0 0 

StanWaus: 
Stanislaus County ...................... 7 7 92,4615 81,313 77;ml 59,Wl 71,192 62,480 2,797 3,271 3,380 3,l537 6 3 

Sutter: 
Suiter County ............................ 10,91!0 9,005 10,039 1).,:!c.1{t 8,863 7,367 6715 15151 l!Ol 386 0 4 

Tu1are: 
Porterville .................................... 1 1 11,263 9!1S1 10,103 8,831 9,143 7,772 591 608 367 4150 2 1 
Tulare-Pixley .............................. 1 1 115,2.'54 16,.2152 13,684 14,097 12,973 13,372 440 3154 271 368 0 3 
Visalia. ........................................... 2 2 26,411 24,3(16 21,708 19,831 19,266 17,638 1,1536 1,327 906 866 0 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................ 10 10 141,718 122,200 136,187 113,9015 1.2S,7415 104,6115 6,010 15,0159 4,432 4,231 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ................................ 3 3 00,359 31,0215 19,630 26,214 16,689 22,840 1,419 1,293 802 1,100 700 981 

Yuba: r 
Yuba County ............................ 2 7,6153 0 15,833 0 15,237 0 3153 0 227 0 16 0 

• Number of authorized judgeships at the end of the fiscal year. 
b Orden of judges acting as traffic hearing officers pursuant to Section 1563 of the Welfare and Imtitutil)OS Code. 
C Statute provided for increase effective January I, 1981. 
d Colton, Crest Forest and MissIon Justice Court Districb consolidated with San Bernardino County Municipal Court District-Centrai Division, effective October I, 1980. Rancho Cucamonga 

Division consolidated \1l<ith West Valley Division of the San Bernardino County Municipal Court, e!'fective January 12, 1981. 
e Statute provided for increase, effective January I, 1981, but excludes one judicial position dependent lupon a resolution by the board of supervUors. 
r Marysville and Wheatland Justice Court Districb consolidated to become Yuba County Municipal Cotlrt District, effective January 12, 1981. 
BReviJed. 
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TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Flacal Yeara 1975-80 iind 1980-81 

TobII 
!!!fE8L_ 

COOnty mel judicW district -=1980-8.=-::-:-''1 1~ 1!8J..8l 197'!i1-8O 

DispositiOllS 
bttfont be!ring 

l!lfJO.-81 1979-80 

State total ...................................................................... 119,M'T R106,856 l00,3IK ~,701 49,303 R~761 

Alameda: 
Alameda ......................................................................... , .... 2S6 249 244 U7 wi 182 
Berkeley-Albany .............................................................. 464 ~ .a ~ 132 157 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ........................................ 1,118 802 4Ei 391 301 11O1 
Uvennore-Pieuanton .................................................... 358 355 3715 316 271 R 247 

1Ia,217 Oakland-Piedmont ....................... ., ................................. 3,34:5 3,534 3,1114 1,~ 1,688 
San Leandro-Hayward .................................................... 1,767 1,737 1,631 1,_ 1,195 1,064 

Butte: 
ChIco .................................................................................. 273 Sl6I5 241 l106 162 136 

Cootra Costa: 
Bay ...................................................................................... 1,1171 8156 795 686 421 248 
Delta .................................................................................... 394 346 355 32.'5 197 159 
Mt. Diablo .......................................................................... 661 003 M6 513 274 199 
Walnut Creek-Danville .................................................. 3156 '1!iT1 233 l109 89 68 

F'remo: 
ConIolidated Fresno ........................................................ 3,674 2.928 3,313 2,774 2,428 1,918 

Humboldt: 
Eureb ................................................................................ 816 671 !l84 591 382 319 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .............................................................. 923 1,002 664 794 393 l!.')6 

Kern: 
EutJCem 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••• ..................... 8 .......................... 
176 195 1415 163 114 109 

West JCem .......................................................................... 3,300 2,843 3,338 2,994 2,780 2,498 

, 

19fKJ...81 197'!i1-8O 1!J80-81 1fI79..IKJ 
44,613 R42,l521 6,388 R",.fi9 

37 41 36 24 
m 251 2 0 

§ 162 1156 24 34 
104 69 0 0 .... 

1,274 1,3l1O 231 l109 C'.l 
419 400 17 28 ~ 

C'.l 
76 68 3 2 0 

~ 
Q 

341 402 33 36 t'" 
130 138 28 28 0 
237 270 3IS 44 "%j 
132 129 12 12 

~ 817 775 68 81 0 
~ 

225 'iI:11 77 6IS ;; '. 
181 172 90 86 

9 12 ~ 42 
497 «'3 61 53 

, 

f' 

" 



\ 
II 

,0. ~'I 

I 

¥,t::, 
" , 15115 1561 523 429 238 78 283 347 2 4 ...................................................... 

c: ~ !'~'~~-< ~ ...................................................... 378 360 316 296 113 !56 rol 232 2 8 
(;i L':c. ...................................................... 1541 3!fT 429 326 49 17 374 30B 6 1 
f,J DE;~~~, ...................................................... 183 2B2 124 193 215 3B 95 146 4 9 .,·v 
,:...:. C1·~;-;t~~, ...................................................... 1,200 I,OM 873 864 466 4m' 404 412 3 215 

g~~~~: .. ' ...................................................... 2,34B 2,346 1,9.'52 1,919 423 406 1,l529 1,1513 0 0 
' ...................................................... 282 244 ~1 196 42 32 174 1151 115 13 

n~~ .. :.: •• ...... ••••• .. •• ...... • ........... " •••• ~ ••• u •••••••• 966 1,012 .569 604 54 B.5 1510 491 15 28 
r:~, " ...................................................... 929 701 743 15415 90 21 ~ 504 30 ro .... 

...................................................... 421 362 324 30B 150 39 246 264 28 15 ~ ...................................................... 1,1158 1,22.'1 1,061 722 218 1015 B43 1S84 0 33 
~ ...................................................... 1,895 1,832 1,148 1,192 113 70 1,029 1 ,lIS 6 3 

...................................................... 14,193 12,091 11,781 10,aro 3,778 2,1539 7,00!5 7:JHJ 99B 1512 Z 
.... ...................................................... 3BO 446 3M 349 64 415 291 303 0 1 ~ 

' ..................................................... 332 2m 81 83 22 18 158 615 1 0 t"" 
, .. -,j . ' . ,. .. . ..................................................... 421 ~ 247 114 ~ 34 191 79 4 1 ~ 

L .. \::::::..t.'cr:'::l ~ ....... , .......... > ........ !._ •. ~u ....................................... 1,3615 1,109 6.'5S 1578 141 147 1512 4215 3 6 t:rJ 
l?omonu .............................................................................. 644 I5Z1 rm 492 99 90 4715 377 3 2~ 

>tj 
0 

Rio Hondo .......................................................................... 1,043 15!50 403 361 159 109 333 244 11 8 ~ 
Santa Anita ........................................................................ 290 22B 314 181 43 31 270 146 1 4 >-l 
Santa Monica .................................................................... 3159 261 2154 229 30 33 213 182 11 14 0 
South Bay .......................................................................... I,m 933 788 728 106 l24 6B2 1599 0 5 '7j 

Southeast ............................................................................ 1,1593 1,241 1,372 1,047 271 216 1,092 B29 9 2 ~ Whittier .............................................................................. 642 497 494 413 100 53 384 300 10 60 t:rJ 
" ~ ''#- Marin: 

Centrnl ................................................................................ 833 730 602 1540 272 262 2B4 2M 46 ~ e; 
Merced: Z .... 

Merced County ................................................................ 1,090 926 874 6.'l15 .502 354 333 2S1 39 44 
en ; Monterey: 

Monterey County ...... .. .................................................. 1,8156 8115 1,406 6615 15156 274 B2l 379 29 12 
Monterey Pemn,:.'tl!n ... . ................................................... 0 327 0 2I5B 0 119 0 139 0 0 t:rJ 
North Monterey Q:;CIr, y ................................................ 0 BB 0 101 v 33 0 16 0 152 0 
Sa1iru:m ................................................................................. 0 470 0 317 0 915 0 214 0 8 '7j 

::J 
Nnpx Q 

NnpaCounty .............. .................................................. 610 498 376 ~1 218 92 1~ 133 315 6 

Orange: 
Centrnl Orange Count .................................................. 1,7156 1,673 1,742 1,1544 1,149 1,014 gr 316 496 214 
North Orange County ................................................... 1,1577 1,2152 1,179 1,142 674 643 447 398 158 101 
Orange County Hnrbo:: .................................................. 1516 370 i5I5B 463 34B 241 2 36 ros 186 
South Orange County .......... , ....................................... 361 321 290 ~ lOS 72 129 131 53 30 
West Orange County ...................................................... 1,441 l,o.'5B 1,363 947 009 487 474 3B2 80 78 I-' 

00 
I-' 
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County md judicU1 district 

Riverside: 
COrooa ................................................................................ 
DeIert .................................................................................. 
Ml San Jlcinto .................................................................. 
Riverside ............................................................................ 
Three Lakes ...................................................................... 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ..................... : .................................................. 

San Bemardlno: 
San BI.m1L"'ttino County • ................................... u ......... 

San Diego: 
El~ .............................................................................. 
North County .................................................................... 
San Diego .......................................................................... 
South Bay .......................................................................... 

San Franciaco: 
San Franciaco .................................................................... 

San JOIIqUin: 
Lodi ...................................................................................... 
Manteca·Ripon-Escalon-Tracy ...................................... 
Stockton .............................................................................. 

San Lull Obispo: 
San Lull Obispo County ................................................ 

San Mateo: 
No~ ............................................................................ 
Southern ............................................................................ 

TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Total ToW 
filings dispositions 

1980-81 1979-80 19tJO..8l 1!J'l9...aJ 

438 346 397 28.'i 
1,001 951 (95 692 

564 428 315 292 
1,631 1,527 1,157 1,004 

309 194 213 149 

11,335 11,181 4,709 4Jm 

4,782 4,1!84 4,B1S2 4,484 

1,673 1,243 1,41!6 1,368 
1,548 1,476 1,233 996 
11,343 4.fTT7 II,M~ 11,331 
1:JS1 1,063 1;81 1,042 

6,4111 6,629 6,092 5,434 

327 247 ISO 222 
1119 474 408 400 

2/Il11 2,fHl 2,117 1,829 

677 733 688 700 

649 564 1!43 1!80 
2,089 1,899 1,314 1,178 

/ 

DispoDtions 
before bearing 

1980-81 1979-80 

.. 

243 
370 
163 
fI.TI 

37 

3,189 

3,233 

1,032 
942 

2,81!4 
~ 

2,2S3 

99 
'1S1 

1,307 

406 

219 
1!63 

. , ,. 

1115 
3-.">1 
114 
433 
27 

3,177 

2,923 

9111 
720 

2,B68 
477 

2,415 

147 
008 

1,275 

426 

326 
675 

, 

Dispositions alter beario,g 
Uncontested 

mJltters 
1980-81 1979-80 

1411 fTT 
313 314 
143 173 
466 535 
114 81 

1,1108 1:1114 

1,280 1,323 

311 338 
263 2711 

2,102 2,367 
303 506 

2,340 2,290 

81 73 
114 137 
739 49S 

2'.tt 225 

321 253 
558 329 

Contested 
m'l.~ 

1980-81 1979-80 

6 
13 
9 

84 
62 

12 

339 

113 
ll.,) 

3!r:;J 
79 

1,489 

0 
27 
71 

55 

3 
100 

, -

3 
21 
5 

36 
41 

6 

2.",s 

1111 
1 

96 
59 

729 

2 
55 
56 

49 

1 
174 

§ .... 
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~ 
(J 
0 
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Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .............................................................................. 122 158 110 129 51 49 IW 80 5 0 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ...................................................... 863 691 7('(1 463 322 ~ 385 258 0 0 
Santa Maria ........................................................................ 301 356 268 358 54 65 212 289 2 4 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Oara County .............................. , ........................... 7,756 6,839 6,28S- 5,101 2,878 2,526 3,34/5 2,5115 66 60 

Santa Cruz: .... 
Santa Cruz County ...................... " .................................. 1,2315 990 1,100 982 639 ~ 431 476 30 11 ~ 

Sb.uta: > 
Redding .............................................................................. 700 RS 1556 R~ 'JS1 R 179 132 ROO IS7 Rll Z 

~ Solano: 
Northern Solano .............................................................. 989 1,026 856 965 712 716 128 233 16 16 

~ VaIlejo.Benicia .................................................................. 9ff1 1,009 702 768 44IS 489 213 216 44 63 ttl 
'tI 

Sonoma: ~ Sonoma County ................................................................ 1,1169 1,276 1,349 1,059 771 IS35 M3 489 35 35 >-3 

StaniIlaua: ~ 
StaniJlaus County ............................................................ 2,147 2,1112 1,692 1,434 9159 784 719 ~ 14 2IS til 

Sutter: ttl 
Sutter County .................................................................... 394 358 380 294 286 rD6 93 77 11 rs 

'I'uIare! ::: -Porterville .......................................................................... 418 305 312 S28 148 91 122 IS9 42 78 Z -TuJare.Pixley ...................................................................... 425 2M 299 ~ 1154 915 140 IS7 5 IS5 ~ 
VisIlia .................................................................................. IS53 440 ,"8 3115 138 72 213 198 17 45 

~ Ventura: 
Ventura County ................................................................ 1,423 1,312 1,145 1,029 277 228 834 7fT[ 34 4 ttl 

Yolo: 0 ' , 

Yolo County ...................................................................... 477 448 Z82 285 145 130 114 126 2:;1 29 ~ 
C') 

Yuba: ttl 
f<':l Yuba County· .................................................................. 238 0 2m 0 43 0 161 0 0 0 
'''''' 

~For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Tllble 27. Ii 
Reviled 'i ;4 
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TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 

DiSPOSITIONS OF fELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISDEMEANORS 
Fiscal Years 19~ and 1980-81 

Be.fOreheartng Alter hearing 
Pless of guil2:. A~uitted or dismissed Convicted or bound over 

Dismisssls Reduced to Reduced to Reduced to 
and'tnm~ Felomes misdemeanors Felomes misdemeanors Felonies misdemeanors 

County and judiciB1 district 1980-81! 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State total .................................. oo,84BI R 19,M5 11,651 R8,835 16,004 R 14,379 4,146 3,212 161 191 46,315 R42P74 379 R555 

Alameda: 
Alameda .......................... , ............. 38 46 43 00 70 116 0 6 0 1 9G 57 0 1 ....... c:: 
Berkeley-Albany .......................... :Sll 84 62 159 17 14 0 0 0 0 Z'l5 251 2 0 0 
Fremont-Newark-Union City .. 000 103 37 Z'l lIB 71 11 10 0 0 173 179 2 1 .... 

(") 
Livermore-Pleasanton ................ 8l~ 81 50 47 139 119 0 0 0 0 104 66 0 3 

~ Oaldand-Piedmont ...................... 611; R771 372 228 661 689 0 0 1 3 1,503 1,l522 1 4 
San Leandro-Hayward .............. 4319 360 330 172 426 532 11 10 1 0 423 414 1 4 (") 

0 
Butte: c:: 

Chico .............................................. 54 55 32 31 76 50 1 3 1 4 77 62 0 1 Z 
(") .... 

Contra Costa: t-< 
Bay .................................................. 11.7 113 44 21 260 114 33 31 0 2 339 403 2 2 0 
Delta .............................................. flO 81 35 36 82 42 1 3 0 1 1155 162 2 0 "':l 

Mt. Diablo .................................... 1l!2 118 26 19 126 62 9 17 0 2 239 2BO 24 15 (") 

Walnut Creek-Danville .............. :l6 42 22 7 31 19 11 12 0 1 133 1Z'l 0 1 ~ .... 
"':l 

Fresno: 0 
Consolidated Fresno .................. \,'J.TT l,o.'SIS 366 345 785 518 II 104 3 2 874 746 2 4 ~ 

Z .... 
Humboldt: > 

Eureka .......................................... 182 140 53 38 147 141 34 39 0 0 265 230 3 3 

{!l Imperial: 
~,' Imperial County .......................... 147 181 32 62 214 293 22 14 8 7 233 236 8 1 

Kern: 
East Wl;ern ...................................... 32 42 Z'l 00 55 47 2 7 0 2 Z'l 41 2 4 
West·Kern .................................... 1,099 1,228 686 433 99:s a:rr 2 24 0 0 546 445 10 Z'l 

·l 

\ 

, 



-~-- ~-------------



(j 

~---------~---

TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COUlqTS 
,... 

DISPOSITIONS OF FELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISI?EMEANORS-ContinuBd ~ 

DimJis.Ws 
and transfers 

County mld judiciJll district 1980-81 1~ 

Rivet£ide: 
Corona ............................................ 89 lQ5 
DeIerl .............................................. 116 1M 
Mt. San Jacinto .............................. 62 17 
Riverside ........................................ 341 mil 
Three Lakes .................................. 1 9 

Sacramento: 
Sac.carnento .................................... 1,612 1.495 

Sar.1 Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County· ............ 1,266 1,211 

San Diego: 
E1 c..Jon .......................................... is!i 398 
North County ................................ 198 238 
San Diego ........................................ 1,144 1,386 
South Bay ........................................ is!i 179 

San Francilco: 
San Francisco ................................ 938 1,372 

San Jo.quin: 
~ .................................................. 60 49 
Manteca-Rlpon-E'.Ic.lon-Tracy .. 113 :57 
Stockton .......................................... lSllS ~ 

San Luis Obispo: 
San LoJiI Obispo County ............ l26 1:59 

San Mateo: 
N'ntbem .......................................... 174 213 
f.outbem .......................................... 254 360 

Fiscal Yaars 1979-80 Bind 1~1 

Before bMrbJg Alter beuinJl 
PJeu of gui./tJ:. Agzuittt!d Glr dismissed Convicted or bound over 

Reduced to 
Felomes misdemetU1or.s Feloaies 

1980-81 1~ 1980-81 1979-8/} 1980-81 1~ 

52 36 102 414 11 0 
122 113 132 l1i9 150 52 
24 25 77 '12 16 158 

160 1150 106 sa 61 61 
lS 18 31 0 95 :53 

762 611 81lS 1.00:5 11 12 

790 724 1.177 988 199 163 

386 219 381 298 13 13 
386 ~ 358 22S 12 19 
803 608 907 trr4 189 191 
214 96 360 200 :s:s :57 

462 396 863 647 1,295 478 

0 3 39 95 3 4 
3 3 llSl 148 8 34 

112 1:57 680 638 ~\5 lSI 

130 114 1:50 1:53 llS 11 

13 m 32 93 0 7 
415 38 264 217 111 61 

,) 

Reduced to 
misdemetU1Or.s Felonies 

,1980-81 1~ 19t!0-81 1~ 

0 0 134 100 
1 3 214 217 
3 16 133 103 
lS 4 {l8 496 
0 1 ill 68 

4 1.495 1.742 

~I lS 1,349 1,221 

1 1 400 ~ 
0 0 269 ~ 

22 11 2,280 2,l!29 
7 3 316 lSO!I 

11 19 2,41J8 2,482 

0 0 78 70 
0 0 128 1158 
0 lS 76:5 498 

0 0 ~ 263 

3 2 320 2415 
7 13 633 426 

, 

Reduced to 
misckmetU1or.s 

19tKJ-81 1979-80 

9 
1 
0 
0 
0 

10 

66 

1 
10 
10 
4 

315 

0 
lS 
0 

0 

1 
0 

0 
3 
2 
4 
0 

lS 

172 

0 
0 

31 
0 

40 

1 
0 
0 

0 

0 
3 

, .... 

§ .... n 
~ 
n 
0 

~ 
~ 
0 
'"'.1 
n 

~ 
0 

~ 
1> 

\ 

f' 



Santa 8arban: 
Lompoc ............................................ 33 21 0 0 18 28 4 5 0 1 IllS 73 0 1 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .................. 147 100 61 39 108 66 21 0 0 0 364 2IS8 0 0 
Santa Maria .................................... 17 49 4 0 33 16 19 23 0 0 194 269 1 1 

Santa Can: 
Santa Can. County ...................... 6152 421 1,2l56 1,16'7 !110 938 138 103 3 2 3,266 2,4&1 4 1 

~ 

Santa Cruz: ~ 
Santa Cruz County ...................... 413 265 34 82 192 148 37 53 0 0 4m 433 4 1 

§ Shasta: 
R42 R82 RIllS R69 Rl Redding .......................................... 615 175 127 5 0 0 182 2 

~ 
Solano: 

Northern Solano ............................ 381 ,619 92 64 239 233 8 !SO 1 1 135 1!11 0 1 ~ 
Vallejo-Benicia .............................. 181 198 137 107 127 184 6 8 0 0 251 271 0 0 ~ 

0 
Sonoma: ~ 

Sonoma County ............................ 4IS8 304 53 7 260 224 6 6 0 1 572 "510 0 7 0 
"'l 

Stanislaus: 

~ Stanis1aus County .......................... 3ISO .wT S!OO 178 400 179 14 21 3 0 713 62:9 3 0 
<. 

Sutter: 15 Sutter County ................................ 00 72 ao 42 126 92 5 0 2 88 83 0 3 a:: 
Tulare: Z -Porterville ...................................... 74 33 11 2 63 56 12 8 2 2 148 127 2 0 

~ Tulare-Pildey .................................. 40 28 14 3 100 64 23 £6 2 1 119 84 1 1 
Visalia .............................................. 67 39 6 2 6IS 31 47 31 0 4 s:n 208 2 1 

::l 
Ventura: til 

Ventura County ............................ 142 83 84 64 51 79 82 33 0 4 774 752 12 12 0 
Yolo: ~ 

Yclo County .................................... 79 6'7 50 47 16 16 10 8 0 0 127 147 0 0 () 
J:%j 

Yuba: 
Yuba County· ................................ 8 0 12 0 23 0 50 0 0 0 III 0 0 0 

0 
• For explanation, nee footnote applicable to the Court on Table 27. 
RReviIed 
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TABLE 3G-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 

SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 
Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

(Excludes felonies rE,duced to misdemeanors) 
Dispositions slter tri1ll 

ToW Tow Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
filings dispositions before tri1ll matters matters orders-

County and judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 19'f9..8IJ 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State total .......................................................... 645,186 R593,619 563,936 R528,444 552;01 R516,l39 2,866 R3,1l4 8,646 R9,058 147 133 

Alameda: 

§ Alameda ............................................................ 2,457 2,099 1,2.55 922 1,218 909 11 3 26 10 0 0 
Berkeley-Albany .............................................. 3,121 3,327 3,024 3,244 2,991 3,197 9 11 24 36 0 0 
Fremont-""~'Wark-Union City ........................ 3m 2,698 3,304 2,200 3,269 2,004 13 32 22 44 0 0 

..... 
(') 

Livermore-Pleasanton .................................... 2,242 1,861 1,909 1,608 1,863 1,557 0 0 46 51 0 0 ~ Oakland-Piedmont .......................................... 11,-415 12,626 12,521 12,817 12,408 12,647 46 28 58 130 9 12 
San Leandro-Hayward .................................... 7,097 6,106 6,601 6,112 6,lS6-4 6,OM 10 6 Z7 47 0 0 (') 

0 
Butte: c:: 

Chico .................................................................. 3,250 2,991 2,836 2,?.54 2,673 2,052 49 12 104 138 10 52 Z 
(') ..... 

Contra Costa: t'" 

Bay ...................................................................... 3,7130 4,29:5 3,239 3,183 3,173 3,097 11 8 55 78 0 0 0 
"%j 

Delta .................................................................. 3,200 2,675 2,982 2,481 2,813 2,336 90 82 61 46 18 17 (') 
Mt. Diablo .......................................................... 4,197 3,763 4,022 3,519 3,971 3,443 4 14 44 62 3 0 t: W.slnut Creek-Danville .................................. 2,252 2,008 2,~ 1,957 1,978 1,895 17 18 59 44 0 0 

"%j 

Fresno: 0 
CoruJOUdated Fresno ...................................... 7,778 7 :JJY}. 5,982 5,508 5,921 5,440 24 19 35 49 2 0 ~ 

Z 

Humboldt: s: 
Eurek9, ................................................................ l,fIil1 1,480 1,861 1,417 1,831 1,385 4 4 26 28 0 0 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .............................................. -4,0i56 2,515 3,155 1,950 3,009 1,904 45 13 99 33 2 0 

Kern: 
East Kern .......................................................... 1,224 1,250 1,134 1,076 1,108 1,043 1 4 25 ZT 0 2 
West Kern ........................................................ 17,294 15,676 13,910 12,377 13,768 12,189 23 ro 114 161 5 7 

1 

" 

"", . \ 

a 

"'I&: 

f 

I 

\ 

!' 



----------~~-----

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ......................................................... , 3,336 3,7150 3,~ 3,273 3,(l29 3,lB1 2 21 5rl 71 0 0 
Antelope ............................................................ 2,BBO 3,OO"i 2,lS33 2,611 2,491 2,52B 2 5 40 7B 0 0 
Beverly Hills .................................................... 2,471 2,341 2,023 2,068 1,89CS 1,973 20 24 108 00 0 2 
Burbank .............................................................. 2,063 2,208 1,773 1,662 1,749 1,635 4 12 20 14 0 0 
Citrw .................................................................. 8,247 B,63B 6,328 7,490 6,175 7 ;l'J9 3 6 1150 155 0 0 
Compton ............................................................ 9,431 10,780 8,550 7J?1J8 8,450 7,fh5 :l5 103 65 100 0 0 
Culver ................................................................ 2,925 2,675 2,230 1,928 2,029 1,884 179 21 22 23 0 0 
Downey .............................................................. 5,2.'S9 5,136 4,080 4~ 4,022 4,175 22 5 36 70 0 0 ... 

(0 

Eatt Los Angele! .............................................. 4,040 4,249 3,41B 3,4150 3:vn 3,375 10 13 B1 62 0 0 ~ 
Glendaie ............................................................ 5,258 3,784. 4,61B 3,725 4,526 3,6150 7 11 85 64 0 0 > Inglewood .......................................................... 7,006 7,7M. 6,l2il 6,722 6,0i>,4 6,462 12 25 84 235 0 0 Z 
Long Beach ...................................................... 17,863 17,363 14,033 14,848 13,884 14,659 42 44 107 145 0 0 Z 
Los Angeles ....................................................... 63,368 67,080 57/326 60,344 56,608 5B,B7B 252 379 966 1,067 0 0 ~ Los Cerritos ...................................................... 3,774 3,680 3,698 3,l5OO a,639 3,458 1 4 58 41 0 0 
Malibu ................................................................ 5,559 2,633 3,936 2,181 3,905 2,173 3 6 2B 8 0 0 ~ 
Newball .............................................................. 3,502 2,037 2,7ro 1,510 2,685 1,477 2 0 39 33 0 0 J:%l 
Pasadena ............................................................ 6;'.08 6,680 5,U.6 5,152 4,980 5,~1 37 16 99 9:5 0 0 '"t1 

0 
Pomona .............................................................. 5,104 3,315 3,ro1 2,400 2,961 2,400 4 8 46 61 0 0 

~ Rio Hondo ........................................................ 6,2B3 4,183 3,814 3,239 3,7150 3,202 18 14 46 23 0 0 
Santa Anita ........................................................ 2,396 2,2.90 2,496 2,184 2,453 2,140 2 0 41 43 0 1 0 
Santa Monica .................................................... 8,487 5,903 3,256 5,749 5,224 5,283 1 417 31 48 0 1 "'l 
South Bay .......................................................... 14,027 12,794 11,158 10,765 10,964 10,499 37 31 157 235 0 0 ~ Southeast ............................................................ 9,966 8,640 B,751 7,429 8,629 7:JB6 10 14 112 128 0 1 J:%l 
Whittier .............................................................. 4,555 3:;gT 3,568 3,575 3,431 3,413 0 0 137 162 0 0 

~ 
Marin: a:: 

Central ............................................................... 5,857 5,28.'; 5,573 4,776 5,505 4,004 10 29 58 53 0 0 ..... 
Z ..... 

Merced: 

~ Merced County ................................................ 6,234 4,615 5,293 3,801 5,191 3,7'J:1 37 7 65 67 0 0 

Monrerey: 
Monterey County ............................................ 9,225 3,775 B,359 3,843 B,031 3,002 150 16 'J:1B 135 0 0 J:%l 
Monterey Peninsu1a ........................................ 0 1,467 0 1 .. 515 0 1,446 0 B 0 61 0 0 0 
North Monterey County ................................ 0 392 0 419 () 36B 0 19 0 32 0 0 "'l 
Salimls ................................................................ 0 1,s:so 0 1,600 0 1,539 .0 24 0 37 0 0 ::l 

0 
Nap.;: tr:I 

Napa County .................................................... 2,470 2,291 2,646 2,212 2,576 2,162 17 14 53 36 0 0 

0 Orange! 
Central Orange County ................................ 19,1584. 16,404 17,261 14,382 17,112 14,262 33 2B 116 92 0 0 
North Orange County .................................... 11'),243 14,439 13,299 13,535 13,108 13,325 30 47 161 163 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .................................. 17:eT 111,970 111,874 13,985 111.684 13,802 0 25 190 158 0 0 
South Orange County .................................... 7,572 6Iffl 7,801 6,694 7,685 6,606 24 11 92 77 0 0 ...... 
West Orange County ...................................... 14,948 14,688 13$B 12,839 13,006 12,710 13 13 99 116 0 0 fB 

·l i 
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TABLE 3O-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 

Disposjtions Ilfrer trW ToIRI Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested R/ings dispositions before Iris! mlltters l1lIitters County IUld judiciRl district 19tKJ..81 1979-80 19tKJ..81 1979-80 19tKJ..81 1979-80 19tJ0..81 1979-80 19tKJ..81 1979-80 Rivenide: 
Corona .............................................................. 3,oos 2,217 2,M9 2,185 2,lm 2,138 9 9 40 38 Detert ................................................................ 6,916 5.790 6,180 5,167 6,rtrr II~ 33 21 70 90 Mt San Jacinto ................................................ 3,270 2,749 3,011 2,2'74 2,986 ~ 3 34 22 7 Rivenide .......................................................... 9,(185 7,536 8,679 6,800 8,347 6,756 93 9 239 9.'5 Three Lakes .................................................... 2,154 2,8159 2,0IlIS 2,7iS 2,011 2,685 III lU is 00 

Sacramento: 
s.cramento ...................................................... 13,384 13.116 12,006 14,21S6 1l,!713 14,rtrr 12 II 101 174 

San Bemudino: 
San 6ernArdiuo County - ............................ 17,885 111.664 16,699 111,089 16,352 14,298 170 638 177 153 

San Diego: 
El c..Ion ............................................................ 6,964 11.771 11,965 1I,61S1S 11,836 II~ 24 12 105 138 North County .................................................. 10,988 l.2,225 9$12 10.613 9,639 10,340 22 41 211 232 San Diego ..•................. , ................................... 41,662 37.461 36,246 31,606 3.'5.064 30,429 143 19.'5 1.038 982 South Bay ........................................................ 6,905 6,808 7.049 6,483 6,M8 6,2S8 30 24 170 191 

San F'rmcitco: 
San FrancUco .................................................. 17.785 14,1S08 16,041 19,588 111,229 19,300 6190 168 1m 1m 

San Ja.quin: 
Lodi .................................................................... lMO 1.459 1,359 1,282 1,280 1,246 1 1 00 18 Manteca-Ripon-Eacalon-Tracy .................... 2,172 2,00 1,7M 1.716 1.717 1.663 8 9 29 30 Stocltton .......................................................... " 8,193 7,103 7,270 6,093 7,214 6,017 23 12 31 64 

San Lull 0biIp0: 
San Lull ObUpo County .............................. 1I,l!61 11.127 1I,l5111 11,1304 11,434 5.052 0 0 81 82 

San Mateo: 
Northern .......................................................... 3,602 2,8IS6 3,23.'5 3,Ie 3,178 2,9IS4 2 8 47 61 Southern .......................................................... 4,764 R4,I69 3,718 3,738 3,649 3,6Z1 18 21 ISO 90 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................................ 1.000 1.058 96f 9lr1 941 89C 1 0 22 33 Santa BarbIira-Goleta .................................... 8,688 8,157 7.198 6,391 7,076 6,3.'50 28 0 94 41 Santa Maria ...................................................... 2,037 2,398 1,593 2,001 1,523 1,938 0 0 70 63 

, 
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JuWJnile 
orders-

1!8J-81 1979-80 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 ...... 
0 0 § -n 
0 0 ~ 

n 
0 

0 0 ~ n -0 0 t"' 
0 0 0 
1 0 "'1 
1 0 ~ -"'1 
2 0 0 

!Xl 

~ 
JI 

58 17 
1 14 
2 0 

0 0 

;1 
8 2 

q 
1 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
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Santa Clara: 
&.nta Oara County ........................................ 3.2$1 28,496 28,142 22,644 Z7,863 22,251 21 6 '1S7 

Salta Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ........................................ 7,831 8,37" 6,lill ~ 6,423 6,182 18 13 70 

Shasta: 
R932 R764 R740 R2 Redding ............................................................ 2,-'68 2,ll5 2,069 5 "1 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ............................................ 3,48.2 3,033 2,928 2,63-' 2,800 2,561 7 6 101 
Vallejo.Benicia ................................................ 2,-'83 U42 2,536 2,069 2,398 2,005 9 9 129 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .............................................. 8,39S 8,1152 ~l 6,8f!1 6,661 6,729 40 35 100 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .......................................... 6,~ Mll 6,1-'9 4,f!T7 5,921 ",660 6.'5 75 161 

Sutter: 
Sutter County .................................................. l,2ll 1,002 1,150 1,1l2S 1.102 979 6 " 42 

Tulare: 
Porterville ........................................................ 1JB) l,Ul 1,670 1,6191 l,6U 1,667 " 0 l!O 
Tu1are-Pildey .................................................... 983 1,143 961 1,042 9408 1,026 1 1 12 
Visalia ........................... " ................................... 1,1S26 1,27" 1,033 939 1,007 916 3 1 23 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .............................................. 12,717 ll,-460 10,906 ll,846 1O.so1 1l,l537 54 34 351 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .................................................... .(,025 3,302 3,092 2,7111 3,018 2,663 21 3 a. 

Yuba: 
Yuba County· ................ " .............................. 6715 0 590 0 1162 \) II 0 17 

a For ezplanation, !lee footnote a~ to the court on Table Z7. 

II Revised. 
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TABLE lOA-CALIFORNIA MUNICiPAL COURTS· f-' 
<0 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MIS[)EMEANORS a to 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions after trilll 

ToW ToW Disposib'ons Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
filings disposibons before trilll matters matters orders b 

County and judicilll district 1980-81 197!J...8() 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 196"VJ..81 197!J...8() 

State total ........................................ 390,442 R 366,217 349,584 R 330,759 341,226 R 321,455 1,712 R 2,143 6,024 R 7,128 <>-, .... 32 

Alameda: 
Alameda .......................................... 728 596 674 514 652 5IJ7 9 2 13 5 0 0 
Berkeley-Albany ............................ 1,ffT7 1,975 2,255 2,110 2,232 2,075 7 3 16 32 0 0 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ...... 2,019 1,940 2,925 2,087 2,891 2,020 12 31 22 36 0 0 ....... c: 
Livermore-Pleasanton .................. 1,782 1,415 1,362 1,190 1,316 1,139 0 0 46 51 0 0 t:l 
Oo.kland-Piedmont ........................ 6,409 6,151 9,160 8,045 9,052 7,911 44 19 56 103 8 12 -(") 
San Leandro-Hayward .................. 3,952 3,859 3,593 3,826 3,563 3,783 4 5 26 38 0 0 ->-

l' 
Butte: (") 

Chico ............................................... 1,651 1,507 1,009 1,011 956 925 6 7 45 78 2 0 c: 
Contra Costa: Z 

Bay .................................................... 2,209 2,486 1,988 2,090 1,929 2,009 10 8 49 73 0 0 
() -Delta ................................................ 1,455 1,318 1,428 1,186 1,317 1,087 77 67 34 32 0 0 l' 

Mt. Diablo .............•.......................... 2,456 1,961 2,357 1,828 2,324 1,761 2 12 31 55 0 0 0 
Walnut Creek-Danville ................ 1,334 1,137 1,241 1,099 1,178 1,046 14 15 49 38 0 0 ~ 

() 

Fresno: >-
l' 

Consolidated Fresno .................... 5,920 4,911 4,640 3,724 4,588 3,667 19 15 33 42 0 0 -':I:j 
0 

Humboldt: ~ Eureka .............................................. 802 822 904 7Z1 878 706 4 22 20 0 0 ->-
/?,) 

Imperial: 

V Imperial County ............................ 2,453 1,494 1,475 901 1,360 861 Z1 11 86 29 2 0 

Kern: 
East Kern ........................................ 722 708 619 582 601 562 1 4 17 15 0 1 
West Kern ...................................... 8,406 7,261 6,814 5,901 6,732 5,775 10 9 72 114 0 3 

r 
\ 

, 
.. f' 

• '< 



Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ........................................ 2,253 2,870 2,050 2,439 2,0'Z7 2,363 2 19 21 57 0 0 
Antelope .......................................... I,m 1,1559 1,330 1,454 1,294 1,383 2 5 34 66 0 0 
Beverly Hills .................................. 1,004 1,744 1,728 1,792 1,619 1,726 15 13 94 51 0 2 
Burbank ............................................ 1,332 1,1555 1,141 1,363 1,121 1,340 1 12 19 11 0 0 
Citrus ................................................ 5,982 6,017 4,006 4,615 3,885 4,495 2 6 119 114 0 0 
Compton .......................................... 5,l534 7,423 4,958 4,926 4,865 4,785 29 87 64 74 0 0 
Culver .............................................. 2,117 1,729 1,472 1,050 1,282 1,023 169 17 21 10 0 0 
Downey ............................................ 3,242 3,289 2,228 2,375 2,174 2,317 21 3 33 55 0 0 ..... 
East Los Angeles ............................ 2,261 2,.')79 2,102 2,017 2,019 1,953 9 6 74 58 0 0 <0 

Glendale .......................................... 3,196 2,382 3,021 2,883 2,9:58 2,819 6 11 57 53 0 0 ~ 
Inglewood ........................................ 5,235 5,430 4,032 4,352 3,958 4,223 6 20 68 100 0 0 > 
Long Beach .................................... 10,110 9,722 7,125 7 ;J1})5 6,992 7,063 36 36 fJT 126 0 0 

Z 
Z 

Los Angeles .................................... 51,683 54,351 48,273 50,558 47,150 49,176 220 367 903 1,015 0 0 ~ Los Cerritos .................................... 2,794 2,761 2,756 2,619 2,699 2,581 1 2 56 36 0 0 
Malibu .............................................. 1,578 889 1,166 B23 1,149 811 3 6 14 6 0 0 t'"' 

Newhall ............................................ 1,335 1,110 965 737 940 714 2 0 23 23 0 0 ~ 
Pasadena .......................................... 3,712 3,421 2,831 2,425 2,720 2,347 31 11 80 87 0 0 '"C 

Pomona ............................................ 3,254 2,636 2,201 1,982 2,152 1,917 4 7 45 58 0 0 0 
Rio Hondo ...................................... 3,855 2,463 2,040 1,808 1,988 1,783 16 9 36 16 0 0 ~ 

>-i 
Santa Anita ...................................... 1,402 1,309 1,212 1,076 1,173 1,042 2 0 37 33 0 1 0 
Santa Monica .................................. 2,683 1,909 1,991 2,060 l,fJT6 1,818 1 2i{) 14 21 0 1 '7l 
South Bay ........................................ 6,348 5,796 4,926 4,927 4,802 4,757 24 2() 100 150 0 0 

~ Southeast .......................................... 5,631 5,002 4,817 4,119 4,731 4,004 8 ll' 78 103 0 1 
Whittier ............................................ 2,451 2,282 1,996 2,146 1,871 2,002 0 0 125 144 0 0 trl 

Marin: 
~ 

CentruI:::: .......................................... 2,170 1,905 1,o3B 1,645 1,792 1,588 5 16 41 41 0 0 E::: -Z -Merced: 
Merced County .............................. 2,757 2,882 3,154 2,280 3,087 2,218 26 5 41 57 0 0 ~ 

Monterey: ~ 
Monterey County .......................... 5,836 2,503 5,801 2,605 5,547 2,489 38 15 216 101 0 0 <: 
Monterey Peninsula ...................... 0 889 0 851 0 810 0 4 0 37 0 0 

trl 

North Monterey Co'.lIlty .............. 0 221 0 208 0 175 0 9 0 24 0 0 0 rj 

Salinas .............................................. 0 993 0 1,103 0 1,050 0 20 0 33 0 0 ~ ~ 
n () ~, 
"'" Napa: ttl 

i\ Napa County .................................. 1,698 1,276 1,643 1,216 1,594 1,180 8 9 41 27 0 0 
! 

Orange: 
,j 

Central Orange County .............. 12,074 9,999 10,879 9,563 10,769 9,462 17 20 93 81 0 0 II 
North Orange County .................. 9,605 9,006 7,900 8,147 7,731 7,949 29 40 149 158 0 0 :t 
Orange County Harbor ................ 8,417 7,988 8,046 6,380 7,961 6,255 0 17 85 lOB 0 0 ~~, 
South Orange County .................. 4,416 4,162 3,786 3,169 3,6fJT 3,105 23 9 66 55 0 0 ..... < f 

West Orange County .................... 9,201 9,358 8,759 8,327 8,660 8,212 8 8 91 107 0 0 to ! \ 
w 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
(0 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTIRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued ~ 
~~ 

Fiscal Years 1~ and 1980-81 

Total Total DisJ.~tJons 
6I1np dispositions Wore trW 

County and judJcUU district 1!Jf»..81 1!J7'9...lKJ 1!Jf»..81 1979-80 1~1 1!J7'9...lKJ 
Riverside: 

Corona .............................................. 927 761 7:rt trTO 728 8M 
Deaert .............................................. 3,llM 2,614 3,006 2,399 2,.932 2,327 
Mt. San Jacinto .............................. 1,242 1,270 1,279 1,1715 1,274 1,142 
Riverside ......................................... 4,7150 4,lS84 4,993 4,004 4,833 4,700 
Three Lakes .................................... 891 999 803 913 m 1199 

Sacramento: 
Sacn.mento ...................................... l2,383 11,303 10,361 11,529 10,262 11,365 

San Bernardin~: b 
San Bernardino County ............ 9,.'509 7;J81 9,1599 8,136 9,34:4 7,594 

San DIego: 
El Qijon .......................................... S,I5OO 4,386 .,464 4,362 .,31S8 4,229 
North County ................................ 6,891 7,834 6,23S 6,90S 6,0150 6,68S 
San Diego ........................................ 99.If1. ~,636 22,363 18,987 21,1517 18,036 
South Bay ........................................ 4,471 .,780 4,864 .,l5OO 4,700 .,346 

San FranciJco: 
San FranciJco .................................. 11,848 9,990 10,961 1.,605 10,M7 14,.715 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .................................................. 1,047 1,001 879 891 86S 873 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .... 1,61. 1,1516 1,2S1 1,167 1,223 1,136 
Stoclrton .......................................... .,.78 3,684 4,040 3,3S1 3~ 3,293 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .............. 2,.t94 2,124 2,669 2,186 2,621 2,129 

San Mateo: 
Northern .......................................... 2,822 R2,32'7 2,787 2,691 2,7.tS 2,626 
Southern .......................................... 3,613 2,840 2,-"9 2,684 2,407 !~617 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoo ............................................ SIS .t94 S19 440 502 417 
Santa Barbara-Go1eta .................... 4,882 .,161 3,300 2,917 3,263 2,886 
Santa Maria .................................... 1,166 1,216 l,<Wo 9S8 m 909 

Dispositions alter tritd 
Uncontested Coatest«l 
rm~ mUters 

1980-81 1979-80 19fJ0..81 1979-80 

0 0 9 16 
24 13 150 !i9 
1 30 4 3 

21 4 139 80 
4 Ul 2'2 4 

9 4 90 160 

112 414 143 128 

18 9 88 124 
8 ~ 177 193 

99 149 7.t6 802 
19 l8 1 ... 1156 

210 72 102 A sa 

1 1 13 17 
8 6 00 18 

19 9 24 .tS 

0 0 48 Sf 

2 S :rt sa 
• 7 38 60 

1 0 16 23 
6 0 39 31 
0 0 49 .t9 

,-,; 

1 

Juvenile 
ordenb 

1980-81 1979-80 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
1 0 
1 0 

2 0 

0 0 
0 7 
0 0 

0 0 

3 2 
~o 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

§ .... 
C') 

~ 
C') 
0 

~ 
C') ..... 
t"" 
0 
>:rj 

g 
":j 
0 

~ 
> 

, .... 
\ 
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'f 
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i 
! 
~ 

Santa Clam: I Santa Clara County ...................... 18,433 17~ 16,349 13,835 16,145 13,M3 10 6 193 ZTS 

Santa Cruz: ! Santa Cruz County ........................ 3.432 4pr[ 4.01!9 3.614 3,999 3,,552 13 11 47 SI 0 0 

SIw{t.c 
R618 R477 R4,57 Rl Redding ............................................ 1,604 1,349 1,309 4 36 R 19 0 0 .... 

Solano: ~ 
Northern &>lana ............................ 2,834 2,218 2,130 1,7.0 2,00 1,684 S " 80 S2 0 0 >-
Vallejo-Benl<.ia ................................ 1.666 1,349 1,800 1,256 1,712 1,2115 tf 9 83 42 0 0 Z 

Z 
Sonosru;.: ~ Sonoma County .............................. 4,611 4,259 3~ 3,W1 3,433 3,366 20 28 71 103 0 0 

= Stanialaw: t%:I 
Sbinillaus County .......................... 4,865 4~ 4,811 3,646 4,6151 3,499 32 41 128 106 0 0 

"t! 
0 = Sutter: >-3 

Sutter County ................................ 631 66.'S SS4 618 513 1188 r 20 29 0 0 0 
"%j 

Tulare: ~ Portervi1le ......................... ., ............. 800 7915 ~ IW 740 ~ 4 0 13 21 2 0 t%:I 
Tulare-Pixley .................................. S90 :s33 S21 Ml S12 sao 0 0 9 11 0 0 

~ VisaIia. ..................................... , -,. ...... 963 815 718 613 69S 1191 3 0 20 22 6 0 
a:: 

Ventura: -Z 
Ventura County .................. , ......... 8,183 6,192 7,631 8,262 7,384 8.069 IS 12 232 181 0 0 -

I Yolo: 
Yolo County .................................... 2,403 1,838 1,620 1,263 1,579 1,23S 14 3 27 215 0 0 

Yuba: 
Yuba County b ................................ 633 0 498 0 473 0 10 0 IS 0 0 0 0 

• Group A Misdemeanors are: Misdemeanor violati()DS of Penal Code and other state statutes except intoxication and Fish and Game. Examples: Battery 242 pc, Disturbing Peace 4115 PC, ~ 
DOOrderly Conduct 647 PC, Joy Ride 499b PC and Trespas., 602 PC. 

e') 

b For explanation, see footnote applicable to ~e court on Table 27. 
t%:I 

Rnevised. 
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TABLE lOB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ..... 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a ~ 

Fiscal Years 1979-10 and 1980-81 

Dispositions after trial 
ToW ToW Dispositions Unc&Jtested CaDtested Juvenile 
6lillfilS disJx;sitions before trial matters matters orrJersh 

County IlDd judiciBl district 19lKJ..;?1 1979-80 1980-81 1fi79....8) 198tJ..B1 1fJ'l9...a? 1980-81 1979-&J 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 
State total .................................................. 187,000 R 174,906 162,426 R 1158,730 160,lI12 R15s,497 440 739 1,38.5 R 1,446 89 48 

-~eda: 
Alai.'leda .................................................... 1,729 1,r03 578 4/.JT 1563 402 2 1 13 4 0 0 Berkeloy-Albany ...................................... 1,136 1,308 668 1,080 6158 1,068 2 8 8 4 0 0 Fremont-Newarlc-Union City .............. 1,151l6 757 374 192 373 183 1 1 0 8 0 0 § Livermore-Pleasanton ............................ 3159 300 436 291 436 291 0 0 0 0 0 0 Oakland·Piedmont .................................. 15,006 6,4715 3,361 4,772 3,3156 4;736 2 9 2 27 1 0 ...... 

C") San Leandro-Hayward .......................... 2,980 2,246 2,943 2,2815 2,942 2,2715 0 1 1 9 0 0 
~ Butte: 
C") Chico .......................................................... 2115 221 IS48 300 1537 287 2 15 9 7 0 0 

Contra Costa: ~ Bay .............................................................. 287 :IUl 310 172 306 168 1 0 3 4 0 0 
C") ...... Delta .......................................................... 973 739 774 702 721 657 12 15 23 13 18 17 t"' 

Mt. Diablo ................................................ t87 542 402 430 399 428 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 Walnut Creelc-Danv.Hle .......................... 186 120 144 1015 J.39 100 2 1 3 4 0 0 "%j 

C") 
Fresno: 

~ Consolidated Fresno .............................. 1,1159 fJJ7 1,013 5{\2 1,0015 492 5 3 7 2 0 ...... 
"%j 
0 Humboldt: 
!:O 
Z a Eurelca ...................................................... 882 623 938 634 9:J4 630 0 1 4 3 0 0 > Imperial: 

Imperial County ...................................... 1,51S9 989 1,494 P~2 1,471 948 12 2 11 4 0 0 , 
Kern: 

East leGm .................................................. 502 542 501 490 493 477 0 0 8 12 0 1 West Kem ................................................ 8,283 7,717 6,391S 5,819 6,341 lS,7oo 9 8 41 47 4 4 ,) 

( 
i 

I 
\ 

.- -- -.-.- -.----_____ ... l 
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" 
(' 
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, 
Los Angele:~ 

t Alhambnll .................................................. 818 645 7115 WI 713 591 Ii 1 2 15 0 0 
Antelope .................................................... 1,003 1,446 1,003 1,1S7 1,197 1,1415 0 0 6 12 0 0 

~ 
Beverly Hills ............................................ 561 603 283 276 26:5 247 .. ~~ 11 14 18 0 0 
Burbank , .................................................... 730 648 002 ilSl l598 294 3 0 1 3 0 0 

"'" Citrus ...... , ................................................... 1,070 1,314 1,33.'5 1,543 1,309 1,l512 1 0 ~ 31 0 0 
Compton .................................................. 3,359 2,903 ~ 2,322 2,802 2,289 15 10 1 23 0 0 
Culver ........................................................ 683 713 6715 6ffT 670 681 4 2 1 4 0 0 
Downey .................................................... 2,016 1,847 1,848 1,8715 1,844 1,8.58 1 2 3 IS 0 0 .... 
East Los Angeles .................................... 1,1SO 1,431 1,0!56 1,414 1,048 1,403 1 7 7 4 0 0 ~ Glendale .. , .................................. , ............... 2,062 1,400 1,592 838 1,.'563 827 1 0 28 11 0 0 
lnglewoocll ................................................ 1,0152 1,932 1,413 1,993 1,397 1,9l59 2 4 14 30 0 (} ~ Long BeaI:h .............................................. 6,624 6,863 6,1715 7,()fJ1 6,1159 7,040 6 8 10 19 0 0 

~ Los Angeles .............................................. 9,348 11,316 8,214 9,245 8,146 9,167 27 11 41 67 0 0 
Los Cerritos ................................ , ............. ~ 919 942 884 940 1!17 0 2 2 15 0 0 
Malibu ..... , .................................................. 3,981 1,743 2,770 1,363 2,7156 1,361 0 0 14 2 0 0 t"' 
Newhall ...................................................... 2,166 922 1,761 771 1,74.5 761 0 0 16 10 0 0 ~ 
Pasadena .............................. ,. .................... 2,l564 3,2159 2,2M 2,721 2,230 2,694 6 15 19 28 0 0 ." 
Pomona ............................... o ...................... 1,849 679 826 4fr1 82S 483 0 1 1 .1 0 0 0 
Rio Homilll ....................... __ ....................... 2,421 1,720 1,774 1,431 1,762 1,419 2 15 10 7 0 0 ~ 

~ 
Santa Anita .............................................. 908 981 1,230 1,105 1,226 1,0915 0 0 4 10 0 0 0 
Santa Monica ............................................ 4,710 2,606 2,l510 2,666 2,495 2,468 0 173 IS ~ 0 0 "%j 
South Bay .................................................. 7,OC1iJ 6,447 6,0.'50 15,608 15,981 M14 13 11 56 83 0 0 

~ Southeast .................................................. 4,327 3,638 3,705 3,310 3,669 3,282 2 3 34 25 0 0 
Whittier .................................................... 2,104 1,6415 1,l572 1,429 1,l56O 1,411 0 0 12 18 0 0 t"l 

Marin: 
E; 

Central ............................. " ........................ 1,292 1,190 1,418 1,3:S3 1,399 1,339 15 4 14 10 0 0 E:: 
Z 

Merced: 

~ Mf~rced County ........................................ 3,477 1,733 2,139 1,l521 2,104 1,509 11 2 24 10 0 0 

Monterey: ~ Monterey County .................................... 1,764 002 1,l523 En3 1,478 848 8 0 37 25 0 0 
Monterey Peninsula .............................. 0 306 0 386 0 378 0 0 0 B 0 0 11'\ 

North Monterey County ...................... 0 101 0 123 0 116 0 2 0 15 0 0 0 
Sa1ina.s ........................................................ 0 44.5 0 417 0 412 0 1 0 4 0 0 ~ 

(} 
n 

Napa: t"l 
Napa Coun\;Y ............................................ 70:5 9S7 993 981 974 fiST B 15 11 9 0 0 

1.-. 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ........................ 6,7!l9. 15,356 15,532 4,034 15,495 4,017 14 8 23 9 0 0 
Nort},! Orange County .......................... 2,313 2,l56O 3,.5l5B 3,.503 3,lS4.5 3,491 1 7 l.2 15 0 0 
Orangs County Harbor ........................ 7,668 6,496 7,H\3 6,364 7,0152 6,323 0 G 101 as 0 0 
South Orange County ............................ 1,873 1,717 3,103 3,164 3,(118 3,140 0 2 25 22, 0 0 
West Orange County ............................ 2,913 3,rnr 2,830 2,l546 2,BIB 2,l537 4 1 B B 0 0 
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TABLE 3OB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
~ 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NON'fRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS O-ContinulHl 00 

Fiscal Yaara 1979-80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions aber trial 

Total ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
/Uings dispositions before triJZl matters matters orders b 

County and judicisl district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

Rivas!de: 
Corona ...................................................... 1,~ s:rr l,ilXl .539 1,067 till 7 9 31 19 0 0 
Desert ........................................................ 3,366 2,892 2,8.'56 2,449 2Jm 2,412 9 8 lMl 29 0 0 
Mt. San Jacinto ........................................ 1,411 1,160 1,161 931 1,160 929 0 0 1 2 0 0 
IDvenide .................................................. 2,839 2,341 2,718 1,89f 2,1144 1$T7 26 2 48 15 0 0 

'C Three Lakes ............................................ 1,118 1,~ 1,125 1,713 1,1(17 1,685 11 14 7 14 0 0 
0 

Sacramento: 
.... 
CJ 

Sacramento .............................................. 1,001 2,473 1,725 2,7~ l,7ll 2,712 3 1 II 14 0 0 
.... 
~ 

SanBemardino: b CJ 
San Bernardino Ccnmty ...................... 11,442 6,323 5,068 5,0455 4.f1l9 11,209 57 221 32 25 0 0 0 

C 
San Diego: 

Z 
CJ 

El avon .................................................... 1,1015 1,156 1,z12 9915 1,s1M 982 ~ 1 14 12 0 0 .... 
t'"' 

North County .......................................... 1,556 1,351 1,529 1,446 1,503 1,412 4 6 22 28 0 0 
0 San Diego .................................................. 9,Tl8 l2,821S 6,382 12,619 6,200 l2,393 34 46 148 180 0 0 ':I:j 

South Bay .................................................. 867 711f. 948 836 929 8t6 8 1 11 9 0 0 CJ 

San F'rmruco: t 
San lo"'ranciaco .......................................... 2,474 1,396 ~4 2,467 2,252 2,4311 18 21 4 II 0 0 ':I:j 

0 
San Ja.quin: 

~ 

(J Z 
Lodi ............................................................ 411 353 415 366 350 349 0 0 7 1 118 16 > 
Manteca-Ripon-Etcalon-~ ............ 1111 4311 492 1117 483 498 0 3 8 10 1 6 
Stocktoa .................................................... 1,952 1,728 1,787 1,l583 l,Tl6 1,.569 3 3 6 11 2 0 

San Luis Obispo: 
Si'n Luis Obispo County ...................... 1,902 l,6OIS 1,759 1,497 1,734 1,484 0 0 ~ 13 0 0 

S2.u Mateo: 
Northern .................................................... 161 171 168 103 160 99 0 2 8 2 0 0 
Southern .................................................... TT9 940 l,CX1T 922 1,084 900 4 9 8 13 1 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ...................................................... 142 131 122 106 119 103 0 0 3 3 0 0 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ............................ 2,Ml 2,7114 2,5(J1 2,573 2,1!02 2,565 1 0 4 8 0 0 
Santa Maria .............................................. 346 313 253 311 239 302 0 0 14 9 0 0 

\ 

-. 

1 
I' 

/' . 



Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County ................................ 11,101 7,903 10,300 7,52.'S 10,2.54 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ................................ 1,284 1,.530 716 1m2 701 

Shasta: 
Redding .................................................... .f.86 8 187 487 8 169 462 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ...................................... 386 691 6115 832 601 
Vallejo-Benicia ........................................ lI38 696 MIS 413 308 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ...................................... 3$1 3,(;[2 3,143 3,1158 3,fH7 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .................................... 1,293 964 9!J1 932 !1M 

Sutter: 
Sutter County .......................................... 1500 312 4815 290 466 

Tulare: 
Porterville ................................................ 888 849 883 786 876 
Tu1are-Pixley ............................................ 21515 468 293 3.59 291 
Visalia ........................................................ 310 128 181 130 178 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ...................................... 4,332 15,211 3,069 3,1lO3 3,eIM 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .............................................. 1,606 1,462 1,441 1,442 l,m 

Yuba: b 
26 0 .. " 0 74 Yuba County ........................................ IU 

• Group B mildemeanol's include fish and game violatioll5, intoxication and city and county ordinances. 
(] b For explill1lltion, see f<lOtnote applicable to the court on Table .'Zl. 
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TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIAMUNICIPAL' COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Dispositions alter bilil 
Tobll ToblI Dispositions UDCOlJtested Contested 

filings dispositions before bilil m.tten mJltters 
County mdjudicW district 19fJ0..81 1!J79..80 19fJ0...81 1!J79..80 19fJ0..81 1bl'1!J.-1K) 19fJO...8.1 1!J79..80 19fJ0...81 1979-80 

State total ..................................................................... . 61,724 R52,~ 151,91!i6 R38,9M lSO,539 R ~'8,186 714 l!32 6.T7 484 

Alameda: 
Alameda ........................................................................ .. 0 0 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 
Berkeley-Albany ........................................................ .. 108 .... 101 54 101 54 0 0 0 0 
Fremoot-NewlIl'k-Union City ................................... . 2 1 15 1 15 1 0 0 0 0 
Livermore-Pleasanton .............................................. .. 101 132 111 127 111 127 0 0 0 0 
OaIdand-Piedmont ..................................................... . 0 0 0 0 0 li' 0 0 0 0 
San Leandro-Haywani ............................................... . HiS 1 55 1 159 1 6 0 0 0 

Butte: 
auco ............................................................................. . 1,384 1,263 1,279 943 1,180 840 41 0 I!O 153 

Contra Costa: 
Bay ................................................................................ .. 1,284 1,499 s.n 921 938 900 0 0 3 1 
Delta ............................................................................... . 772 618 7&'0 1593 7715 1592 1 0 4 1 
Mt. Diablo ..................................................................... . 1,254 1,260 1,263 1,261 1,248 1,254 1 1 11 6 
Walnut Creek-Danville ............................................. . 732 7151 669 7153 661 749 1 2 7 2 

Fresno: 
Con5oIida:ed Fresno ................................................... . 699 1,684 329 1,282 32B 1,281 fJ 1 0 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .......................................................................... .. 13 315 19 156 19 49 0 2 0 15 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ........................................................ .. .... 32 186 97 178 97 6 0 2 0 

Kern: 
East Kern ..................................................................... . 0 0 14 4 14 4 0 0 0 0 
West Kern ..................................................................... . 605 898 701 6S7 61915 6S4 4 3 1 0 

1 

, . 
", '\ 

JUVenUtl 
ordersbl 

19fJ0..81 19'19-80 
36 153 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 § 0 0 
0 0 -Cj 
0 0 

~ 
Cj 

8 I!O 0 

~ 
0 0 

Cj -0 0 t"" 

3 0 0 
0 0 

"%j 

g 
0 0 "%j 

0 
~ 

0 0 
z 
5= 

0 0 

0 0 
1 0 
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Los Angeles: 
AIluunbra ........................................................................ 255 n'I 293 237 289 W 0 1 4 9 0 0 
Antelope ........................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Beverly Hills .................................................................. 0 0 12 0 11 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
BurbanIc .......................................................................... 1 II 30 2 30 2 v 0 (} 0 0 0 
Citrus .............................................................................. 1,1915 1,307 9ffT 1,332 981 1,322 0 0 6 10 0 0 
Compton ........................................................................ 538 454 784 :s6O 783 1531 1 26 0 3 0 0 
Culver ............................................................................ 125 233 83 191 77 lCO 6 2 0 9 0 0 
Downey .......................................................................... 1 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ..... 
East Los Angeles .......................................................... 629 23!l 260 19 260 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 co 
Glendale .... •• .. •••• ......... H ................................................. 0 2 II 4 II 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 
Inglewood ...................................................................... 710 362 f!T6 m 669 280 4 1 2 96 0 0 !Z Long Beach .................................................................... 1,131 778 733 M6 733 M6 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ Los Angeles ................................................................ , ... 2,337 1,393 1,339 541 1,312 l535 II 1 22 5 '0 0 
Los Cerritos ................................ ~ ................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Malibu ............................................................................ 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Newhall .......................................................................... 1 II 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 l:I:' 

t:j 
Pasadena ........................................................................ 32 0 30 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 "'d 
Pomona .......................................................................... 1 0 4 0 4 0 {) I) 0 0 0 0 0 
Rio Hondo ...................................................................... 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 (j 0 0 0 0 l:I:' 

>-3 Santa Anita .................................................................... 86 0 M 3 lS4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Santa Monica ................................................................ 1,074 1,388 755 1,023 753 9f11 0 24 2 2 0 0 "'l 
South Bay ...................................................................... 670 l1li1 182 230 181 228 0 0 1 2 0 0 

~ Southeast .................................... ., .................................. 8 0 229 0 229 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Whittier .......................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 t:j 

Marin: ~ 
Central ............................................................................ 2,3911 2,190 2,317 1,778 2,314 1,767 0 9 3 2 0 0 :::: -Z 

Merced: -
Merced County ............................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 () 0 0 ~ 

Monterey: >-3 
Monterey County ........................................................ 1,621S 470 l,03.'S 3611 1,006 3l1li 4 1 211 9 0 0 ~ Monterey Peninsula .................................................... 0 212 '0 Z18 0 2!58 0 4 0 16 0 0 

0 North Monterey County ............................................ 0 70 0 88 0 77 0 8 0 3 0 0 
~ (';j Salil}!' .................................. ~, ..................................... " ... 0 11£ 0 80 0 77 0 3 0 0 0 0 

4~ -(j 
Napa: t:j 

Napa County ................................................................ 67 118 10 111 8 15 1 0 0 0 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .............................................. 788 1,1H9 8110 7811 848 783 2 0 0 2 0 0 
North Orange County ................................................ 3,325 2,873 1,832 1,8&'5 1,832 1,8811 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .............................................. 1,212 1,486 fi1II 1,241 671 1,224 0 2 4 111 0 0 
South Orange County ................................................ 1,283 998 912 361 910 361 1 0 1 0 0 0 t-o West Orange County .................................................. 2,834 2,233 2,389 1,966 2,388 1,961 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 

~ 
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TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS G-ContinuBd 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Total Total Dispositions 
filings dispositions before trial 

County and judicial district 19lKJ...81 1!J7Y...lK) 19lKJ...81 1979-80 19lKJ...81 1979-80 
Riverside: 

Corona ............................................................................ 1,0i52 819 1,007 776 I,OM 773 
Desert .............................................................................. 492 l!84 318 319 318 :m 
Mt. San Jacinto .............................................................. 617 :119 5'71 H13 15.52 162 
Riverside ........................................................................ 1,496 till 968 162 870 159 
Three Lakes .................................................................. 145 166 127 103 127 101 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

San Bernardino: b 
San Bernardino County ............................................ 2,934 1,954 2,032 1,498 2,029 1,495 

San Diego: 
El~on .......................................................................... 3.59 229 229 298 223 294 
North County ................................................................ 2,541 '3,040 2,108 2,262 2,086 2,243 
San Diego ........................................................................ 9,010 0 7,l501 0 7;341 0 
South Bay ........................................................................ 1,567 1,2,72 1,237 1,127 1,219 1,096 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ................................................................ 3,463 3,122 2,B06 2,516 2,330 2,:!90 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .................................................................................. 182 l0i5 6.'5 2IS 6.'5 24 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .................................. 47 94 12 32 11 29 
Stocl:ton .......................................................................... 1,763 1,691 1,443 l,llS9 1,441 1,155 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County ............................................ 1,16.'5 1.,398 1,087 1,451 1,079 1,439 

San Mateo: 
Northem .......................................................................... 619 3158 280 231 273 229 
SOuthem .......................................................................... 372 389 172 132 158 110 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................................................ 343 433 323 381 320 374 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .................................................. 1,46.'5 1,242 1,383 901 1,311 899 
Santa Maria .................................................................... 52IS 869 314 732 3fJ7 727 

1 
'. 

/ 

Dispositions alter trial 
Uncontested 

JIUltters 
1980-81 1979-80 

2 0 
0 0 
2 4 

46 3 
0 0 

0 0 

1 3 

3 2 
10 8 
10 0 
3 5 

462 75 

0 0 
0 0 
1 0 

0 0 

0 
10 5 

0 0 
21 0 

0 0 

Contested Juvenile 
matters orders b 

19lKJ...81 1!J7Y...lK) 19lKJ...81 1979-80 

0 
0 

17 
52 

0 

0 

2 

3 
12 

144 
15 

14 

0 
1 
1 

8 

2 
4 

3 
51 
7 

3 
2 
2 
0 
2 

0 

0 

2 
11 
0 

26 

51 

0 
2 
4 

12 

1 
17 

7 
2 
5 

'" ,. "0, , 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 1 
0 1 
0 0 

0 0 

5 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

t-:) 
0 
t-:) 

...... 
§ .... 

~ 
() 
0 

2 
() .... 
l:"' 
0 
'"1j 

() 
;> 
l:"' .... 
'"1j 
0 
~ 
5: 

A 

\ 



Santa Clara: 

Santa Clara County ...................................................... 2,731 3,342 1,493 1,284 1,464 1,271 6 0 23 13 0 0 Santa Cruz: 

Santa Cruz County ...................................................... 3,115 2$1 1,736 1,074 1,723 1,065 1 0 12 9 0 0 I I 

II 
Shasta: 

R lZ7 R9B R97 
Redding •...•..........................................•.....................•.... 378 299 298 0 0 0 0 ..... II 

~ 
:1 
I' )1 

Solano: 

it 
Northern Solano ............................................................ 262 124 183 62 174 62 1 0 8 0 0 0 :> ~i 

Vallejo-Benicia ..............................•....•.•........................ Z79 197 181 340 178 339 0 0 3 1 0 0 z 
1 Sonoma: 

~ J 

Sonoma County .................................•.......................... 187 221 132 232 129 231 2 0 0 0 g; j 
Stanislaw: 

'"tl 
Stanislaw County .......................................................... 265 297 341 299 315 269 10 12 16 18 0 0 0 

Ci 
Sutter: 

0 
Sutter County ................................................................ 60 115 71 117 63 110 4 4 5 0 1 >:rj 

~ 1 

Tulare: 

,) 

I 

Porterville ...................................................................... 183 97 28 84 28 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 t'j ;i 
Tulare-Pixley .....................................•............................ 138 142 147 142 145 141 1 0 1 1 0 0 ~ 't 

Visalia .............................................................................. 233 331 134 196 134 196 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~ 

Ventura: 

Z -Ventura Courity ............................................................ 200 57 206 81 93 31 32 16 81 34 0 0 

~ 
Yolo: 

Yolo _County .................................................................... 16 2 31 2 12 0 0 0 1 19 0 ~ 
Yuba: 

Yuba County b 
16 0 16 0 J5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

•••••••••••••·•••• .. •·••••••••• .............. h ............... 

~ a Nontraffic infractions are city and county ordinances specified as infractions. 
C') 
t'j 

b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table Z7. 
RRevised. 

t"':! ., 

I.\:) 
0 
c.J 

\ 

1 
I' 

,/ 



TABLE 31--CAIJFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 1.'0 

SUMMARY OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS ~ 
Fiscal Yaars 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Disposjtioru Miter trW 
ToaJ Tobll Dispositions UnCOlltestBcl Cootested Juvenile 
6/iares dispositions before trW m.ti.ters m.tters ordtJrsll 

County IUJd jucJjdill district 1980-81 1979-80 1!J80....81 l!J79-1)() 198rJ..81 1979-80 1!BJ..81 1979-80 1980-81 l!J'l1NJO 1980-81 1979-80 
State total .......................... 5,l513,517 R5•104,229 4,860.636 8 4.458,744 4,7l2,.323 84,3H.787 39,917 838,482 74,106 8 71•065 34,290 34,390 

Alameda: 
Aluneda ................................ 18,348 8,568 14,021 8,388 13,967 8,346 22 4 32 38 0 0 
BerV.,ley-Albany .................. 29.128 00.121 24.739 21,300 ~,987 20.685 363 335 389 340 0 0 
FremOllt-Newark-Union § City .................................. 50,(172 39.443 48,W 38,210 44.467' 36,537 1.00 M.'S 2,609 1.028 0 0 
livermore-Pleasanton ........ 40~ 33~ 37,918 3(1.773 37,506 30,336 0 57 412 380 0 0 .... 

C') 
Oakland-Piedmont .............. 157,32l 125.100 138,395 W,981 136,663 l22,M; 92 131 1.620 1.748 00 16 .... 
San Leandro-Hayward ........ 86,1IM 76,928 70.683 ~,223 ~.445 65,11C1S 171 178 1.067 1.057 0 0 ~ 

Butte: 
C') 
0 

Chico ...................................... 14,717 10,246 l2,553 10.0518 11.~3 8,902 237 53 54.'S 517 98 556 ~ 
Contra Colt&: C') .... 

Bay .......................................... 47.073 48,855 38,91.8 42,996 34.406 37~ 444 252 1.406 1~ 2,670 3,sIM t"' 
Delta ...................................... ~.118 16,987 22,lM 15,931 20.149 14,436 214 181 768 500 1,023 814 0 
Mt. Diablo .............................. 51,307 48,460 46,279 40,996 41~ 35,974 419 534 1.092 1,295 3.481 3.193 "'1 
Walnut Creek-Danville ...... S2,9OO 47.7'JfJ 46,353 40,801 40,898 35,990 181 W 1.036 1.067 ~ 3.621 f;2 

Fremo: t:: 
"1j 

Con.oUdated Fresno .......... 66,566 66,682 66,454 68,161 65.068 66.471 'JfJ 51 8915 1.015 445 630 0 
!:C 

Humboldt: Z 
Eureka .................................... 8,9!W.) 7:1$3 8,905 6,503 ~648 6,268 !56 102 199 133 2 0 > 

Imperial: 
Imperi!:l County .................. 37.001 31.775 29,8!56 ~,503 29.158 22,845 363 403 332 251 4 

Kern: 
EutKern .............................. 17,393 15,990 14,952 13,344 14,056 12,486 14 21 157 158 725 ~ 

l':l 
Wert Kern ............................ 135.740 8 116,480 107.663 98,712 105.139 96,416 37 1M 1.162 8915 1~ 1,247 , 

.J 

\ 

1 

. 
\ . \ 

~ .... 



~----

" 
" < ~ 

t 
r 

LoI AnpIeI: 11 
Alhambra .................. " .......... 41,741 48,6015 41,ati 46,461 40,813 411,_ 19 rtI 489 712 0 0 :1 
Antelope ................................ Jll,401 25,185 i6,1119 22,7SO 25,949 ~14 10 24 lMIO 212 0 0 \1 
Beverly Hilb ........................ 36,105 30,367 30,355 WW9 !!9,1l6 23,s83 1,115 1,m3 124 213 0 0 'I 
Burbank. ................................. 18,1115 15,060 '-7,818 11,236 17,1rt1 11,056 442 80 2T9 100 0 0 II 
Citrua ...................................... 9O,aW 81,4'78 82,842 74,644 81,013 72,898 30 483 1,799 l,i63 0 0 I, Compton ................................ 1117,_ fIT_ 69,M 75,486 ffI:;s9 73,m 1,140 1,213 956 918 0 0 iI Culver .................................... 16,543 15,(M!3 14,.514 13,9(M 14,089 13,490 299 313 li1i 101 0 0 1! 
Downey .................................. 45_ 40,~ 39,339 37,903 38,733 37,9S4 141 23 4615 586 0 0 II 

East ~ Angeles .................. 55,1!1112 4tl,146 49,1l99 38,751 48,353 ::: 222 170 1.014 483 0 0 0- '1 

Glendale ................................ 32,00 30.- 96,8S2 'ZT,700 26,38Z 93 530 376 332 1 0 ~ 
Inglewood .............................. 55,517 4'7/Tf8 119,588 37J1.t1 58,s83 37,213 S1.'!5 32 770 691 0 1 

~ Long s-:b ................. , ........ 83,5f11 81,llW 54,578 1$,07lI 53,1lOO 54,(112 315 331 724 646 39 iii 
LoI AngeIeI .......................... 633,8'Z1 735,650 4lfT,668 555,2'70 479,556 545,011 1,333 2.~ 6,719 8,177 0 0 

~ LoI Cerrito. .......................... 48,l4'7 48,914 45,'1215 44,503 45,115 43,712 15 9 605 782 0 0 
Malibu .................................... i!T,738 24,171 24,535 22,003 24,172 21,735 iii 'ZT 337 241 0 0 
Newball._ ............................... 48,~ 37,413 39,150 34.158 38,799 33,866 8 23 343 - 0 0 ~ P...derJil ................................ 48,rt12 55,828 40,(182 48,882 39,375 47,823 36 100 ffll 9159 0 0 '"d 
POlDOllll .................................. 31,646 36,lm 32,793 32,5.'54 ~ 31,921 25 'ZT 559 606 0 0 0 
Rio Rondo ............................ 43,542 33,198 35,048 i6,8OO 34,731 26,568 66 56 251 176 0 0 ~ Santa Anita ............................ iIi,373 21,701 23,4rt1 18,522 23,046 18,118 0 0 411 404 0 0 
Santa Monica ........................ 22,!192 17,425 21,233 16,011 00,783 15,483 'ZT 310 422 218 1 0 0 
South Bay .............................. 91,254 90,494 82,437 79,423 80,121 77,ffIr1 337 641 1,919 1,721 0 4 

"l:j 

SOUtt-n ................................ rtI,491 54,324 54,467 48,461 54,154 48,079 4 13 309 369 0 0 ~ Whittier .................................. 35,319 39,964 34,054 34.M5 32,!l9l5 33,379 1 0 1,058 1,176 0 0 trl 

Marin: E; 
CentraL ................................... 63,631 48Jm 54,234 46,l72 52,858 45,066 29C5 149 1,036 891 45 ~ a::: 

Z 
Meti:ed: -Merced County .................... 56,008 54,154 51,31!1) 46,1!1)5 5O,21lS 45,068 242 196 803 941. 0 0 

~ Monterey: 
Monterey County ................ ns,fBT 36,496 68,165 32,+45 66,C'R'l 31,374 281 116 1,7fIT 955 0 0 ;1 Monterey PeninIula ............ 0 10,618 0 9,(K~ 0 8,633 0 44 0 366 0 0 
North Monterey County .... 0 5,912 0 5,018 0 4,832 0 79 0 107 0 0 0 
s.llnaa .................................... 0 13,862 0 13,11£ 0 l2,Bil8 0 66 0 236 0 0 ~ 

Napa: (") 
trl 

A 
Napa County ........................ 15,(Sl 13,474 16,.cB2 14,018 14,626 l2,281 186 152 145 151 1,525 1,434 

..;> 

Orange: 
Central <mnge County .... 125,196 105,735 105,993 99,395 104,079 97,724 230 86 1,684 1,585 0 0 
North Orange County ........ 133,403 113,971 !22,523 e9,837 lm.074 97,f!IiW. 1,Q20 00 1,31!1) 1,799 114 3.26 
Orange County Hubor ...... lr1J.,571 84,m1S 90,435 fIT,09O 8O,m 77,119 10 110 1,709 1,311 8,589 8,484 
South Orange County ........ 42,348 40,181 38,013 36,356 37,417 35,884 86 36 529 436 1 0 
Wegt <mnge County .......... 111,132 107,261 101,806 88,965 99,929 8Ii,942 486 fITO 1,312 1,153 79 0 ~ 

0 
01 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
1:'0 
0 SUMMARY OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-Continu8d 
0') Fiscal YO!lrS 197s..ao and 198G-81 

Dispositions after trial Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juyt'.nUe BlinKs dispositions before trial matters matters orders· County and judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 197!J....80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1971~ 
Riverside: 

Corona ...................................... 12,493 12,782 12,446 12,438 12,122 12,031 123 1111 001 300 0 0 
Desert ........................................ 60,6615 49,041 49,671 42,657 48,996 41,887 2&'l 306 392 460 0 4 
Mt. San Jacinto •....................... 47,5152 48,588 46,432 40,6615 45,980 39,863 195 496 257 279 0 27 
Rivtlrside .................................. 63,046 53,600 61,514 47:rT6 61,076 46,616 33 74 405 586 0 0 
Three La.\ces ............................ 11,998 11,295 10,961 10,575 10,874 10,431 14 2S 73 115 0 0 § Sacramento: to 

..... 
CJ 

Sacramento .............................. 60,000 133,830 72,224 117 !lT5 70,9S6 117,291 21 0 1,247 684 0 0 

~ 
San Bernardino: 

CJ 
San Bernardino County· ...... 001,1536 163,239 180,087 158,695 177,458 155,1015 1,02.'S 2,344 1,604 1,245 0 0 San Diego: 

~ El Cajon .................................... 83,961 81,284 83,885 73,931 82,155 71,871 1,228 1,653 502 407 0 >0 CJ ..... 
North County .......................... 115,582 101,117 109,561 96,408 107,555 94,675 280 2.'59 1,726 1,473 .0 .l t"" 
San Diego .................................. 317,300 240,778 308,571 245,398 301,266 239,623 4,288 3,090 3,015 2,685 2 (l 0 

0 

~ 

South Bay .................................. 66,457 64,545 GB,621 59,221 66.872 57,418 139 12 1,610 1,790 0 1 San Francisco: 

~ San FrWlcisco .......................... 133,1536 90,869 93,335 71,408 78,214 58,763 14,796 12,221 32.'5 424 0 0 ..... 
~ San Joaquin: 
0 
~ 
Z 

Lodi ............................................ 14,751 13,742 12,782 12,267 11,721 11,185 118 107 222 254 721 721 ;> 
MWlteca.Ripon·Escalo~. 

Tracy ....................... '-. ..... 21,162 00,646 19,602 19,255 18,841 18,408 38 B5 253 285 470 476 
Stockton .................................... 48,067 37,410 44,655 35,262 42,2.'58 33,135 170 135 649 662 1,578 1,330 San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County ...... 50,481 41,743 45,407 35,055 41,093 30,985 60 80 615 494 3,639 3,496 San Mateo: 
Northern .................................... 43,342 37,5f!l 36,100 29,871 34,657 28,622 468 375 975 874 0 0 

\~ 
Southern .................................... 117,054 112,774 114,176 96,058 110,:156 92,054 1,674 1,813 2,139 2,191 7 0 

~i' 

\ 

1 
I' 

/ -



c 



l"l 
\..,v 

" ... 

TABLE 31A-CALlfORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSlTIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

County IUld judicUU district 
State tobll ....................................................... . 

Alameda: 
Alameda ..................•......•.•.....•.•.•..........•..•...•.. 347 
Berlceley·Albany ............................................ 483 
Fremont·Newark·Union City .................... 2,483 
Livermore-Pleasanton .................................. 1:zrt 
Oakland·Piedmont ........................................ 3,585 
San Leandro-&yward ................................ 5,282 

Butte: 
Chico ................................................................ 736 

Contnl Costa: 
Bay .................................................................... 2,030 
Delta ................................................................ 718 
Mt. Diablo ...................................................... 2,389 
Walnut Creek·Danville ................................ 1,828 

Fresno: 
ColUOlidated Fresno .................................... 3,795 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ............................................................ 710 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ............................................ 2,000 

Kern: 
East Kern ........................................................ 620 
West Kem ...................................................... 6,154 

262 
M2 

2,014 
1,173 
3,296 
5,190 

799 

2,635 
514 

1,942 
1,839 

3,43(J 

8Z1 

1,869 

516 
5,rot 

Total 
dispositions 

1980-81 1979-80 
243,238 R 223,355 

263 214 
1526 393 

1,874 1,2fj1 
999 1m 

2,676 2,fI19 
3,822 3,610 

618 013 

1,953 1,957 
660 474 

2,005 1,755 
1,430 1,771 

3,864 3,366 

669 621 

1,641 1,288 

474 371 
4,841 3,983 

Dispositions 
before trW 

1980-81 1979-80 
238,712 R 218,216 

2.'S6 210 
517 390 

1,861 1,228 
984 7fI1 

2,644 2,802 
3,8)1 3,568 

581 :sao 

1,875 1,868 
615 458 

1m 1,710 
1,3tKl 1,709 

3,846 3,332 

663 611 

1,603 1,260; 

462 359 
4,778 3,924 

'. 
;;J 

Dispositions s1ter trial 
Uncontested Contested 

matters matters 
1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

1 

633 1,044 3,797 R 3,946 

2 
2 
4 
0 
4 
3 

12 

18 
37 

1 
13 

1 

0 

20 

0 
2 

1 
2 

17 
o 

13 
4 

4 

11 
6 
3 
6 

, . 

3 

6 

o 
2 

5 3 
7 1 
9 22 

15 16 
27 63 
18 38 

23 27 

60 78 
8 10 

27 42 
37 56 

17 31 

6 9 

18 18 

8 9 
58 45 

Juvenile 
orders b 

1980-81 1979-80 
96 149 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
IJ 0 
1 1 
0 0 

0 2 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

4 3 
3 12 

.:.. 

"-
§ ..... 
(') ..... 
~ 
(') 
0 

~ 
() ..... 
t"' 
0 
"%j 

(') 

~ ..... 
"%j 
0 

~ ;; 
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TABLE 31A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions after trial 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
RUngs dispositions before trial matters matters 

County snd judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

Riverside: 
Coron:. ............................................................ 814 678 5.52 509 546 502 0 0 6 7 
Desert .............................................................. 3,470 2,889 2,M4 2,151 2,1509 2,090 2 12 43 49 
Mt. San Jacinto .............................................. 1,241 1,ISO 986 903 980 901 2 2 4 0 
Riverside ........................................................ 4,602 4,24.5 3,611 3,547 3,567 3,443 1 16 43 88 
Three Lakes .................................................. 439 437 34{) 382 335 376 0 2 5 4 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .................................................... 11,711 10,853 9,388 8,840 9,268 8,721j 8 0 112 114 

San Bernardino: 1) 
San Bernardino County ., .......................... 13,069 9,603 8,347 7,391 8,129 6,800 87 462 131 129 

San Diego: 
EI Qijon .......................................................... 5,1568 15,247 ,24.5 3,296 3,166 3,219 4 4 715 73 
North County ................................................ 6,354 I5,MO 4,216 3,890 4,1215 3,821 0 8 91 61 
San Diego ........................................................ 14,339 12,403 7,1215 6,917 6,877 6,622 13 21 23IS Z74 
South Bay ........................................................ 3,823 3,721j 1,546 1,581 1,483 1,1S22 6 15 57 54 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ...................................... , ......... 4,170 3,7415 3,933 2,644 3,861 2,613 23 8 49 23 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .................................................................. 9115 696 741 1529 721 513 0 0 8 4 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .................. 1,073 964 888 817 880 792 4 6 3 13 
Stockton .......................................................... 3,881 3,018 3,268 2,482 3,218 2,422 1 0 17 19 

San Luis Obist>o: 
San Luis Obispo County ............................ 1,892 1,567 1,:536 1,25~ 1,491 1,231 0 0 45 21 

San Mateo: 
Northern .......................................................... 1,717 1,648 1,MB 1,580 1,544 1,562 1 0 13 18 
Southern .......................................................... 6,036 15,435 3,605 3,929 3,1S34 3,f!iJ1 14 57 57 65 

1 
". -

Juvenile 
orden b 

196..'L81 1979-80 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
() 0 
0 0 

0 0 

12 12 
1 6 

32 41 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

t-O 

""'"" 0 

§ -(') -~ 
CJ 
0 
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Mnta Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................................ 315 232 $1 187 245 179 1 1 5 7 Santa Barbara-Goleta .................................. 2,536 2,747 2,428 2,614 2,4m 2,571 0 0 21 43 Santa Maria .................................................... 986 790 735 614 725 606 0 0 10 8 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County ...................................... 19,398 17,328 16,309 15,410 16,lY78 15,110 9 2 222 298 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ...................................... 3,315 3,343 2,626 2,570 2,557 2,485 32 38 37 47 

Shasta: 
R415 R344 R340 Redding .......................................................... 1,490 1,145 1,127 6 0 12 4 

Solano: 
Northenl Solano ............................................ 1,923 2,085 1,605 1,609 1,565 1,576 3 1 36 32 Vallejo-Benicia .............................................. 885 895 671 631 636 610 4 0 31 21 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ............................................ 4,023 2,673 1,816 1,445 1,767 1,410 9 2 40 33 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .......................................... 7,001 4,894 6,563 4,361 6,359 4,238 25 32 1TIi 110 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ................................................ 757 552 704 493 681 474 0 2 23 17 

Tulare: 
Porterville ...................................................... 485 505 475 453 470 445 0 0 5 8 Tulare-Pixley .................................................. 561 782 504 587 489 575 2 1 13 10 Visalia .............................................................. 714 715 594 561 561 531 5 1 22 29 

Ventura: 
Vel!tura County ............................................ 6,542 5,253 5,834 6(127 5,665 6,123 2 168 112 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .................................................... 1,344 1,215 1,171 1,113 1,115 1,035 12 7 18 22 

Yuba: b 
Yuba County .............................................. 344 0 304 0 288 0 6 0 10 0 

a Group C traffic misdemeanor violations of the Vehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driving, recldess drivllig with injury and driving under the influence of drugs., 
b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
RR~vised. 
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TABLE 31B-CALIFORI'·UA MUPJtCIPAL t;:OU~T~ 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIOr,lS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
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TABLE 31B-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
DispOsitions after trial 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Co.atested 

filinG!. dispositions before trial mstteTY matteTY 

County snd judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................................................... 905 882 817 881 812 856 1 2 4 9 

Desert ...................................................................... 3,611 3,107 4,906 4,486 4,898 4,427 3 1 5 58 

Mt. San Jacinto ...................................................... 3,147 2,712 3,438 3,538 3,433 3,312 0 147 5 66 

Riverside ................................................................ 5,1S88 3,251 3,457 4,546 3,429 4,534 3 2 25 10 

Three Lakes .......................................................... 861 621 817 763 808 758 4 5 5 0 

Sllcramento: 
Sacramento ............................................................ 13,498 13,951 13,319 9,750 13,097 9,671 5 0 217 79 

San Bernardino: b 
San Bernardino County .................................... 14,1S88 11,961 18,297 22,726 17,935 21,804 249 831 113 90 

San Diego: 
El Cl\ion .................................................................. 6,307 5,730 7,303 5,551 7,Z'l3 5,506 1 0 29 45 

North County ........................................................ 9,080 8,529 8,231 9,444 8,196 9,389 2 5 33 50 

San Diego ................................................................ 5,ID3 5,816 11,262 14,343 11,001 14,105 74 57 185 181 

South Bay ................................................................ 5,084 6,124 4,922 5,214 4,912 5,148 2 4 8 61 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ........................................................ 1,218 1,096 1,232 819 1,122 796 29 12 81 11 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .......................................................................... 1,010 915 1,541 1,328 1,294 1,145 5 0 5 0 

Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .......................... 1,876 1,291 1,869 1,717 1,698 1,564 5 11 26 13 

Stockton .................................................................. 3,089 2,642 3,306 2,743 2,521 2,125 3 1 10 19 

San Luis Opispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .................................... 4,395 3,701 2,181 1,783 2,147 1,772 Il 0 34 11 

San Mateo: 
Northern .................................................................. 740 901 889 852 865 840 8 1 16 11 

Southern .................................................................. 1,561 1,135 2,406 1,878 2,286 1,802 62 53 51 23 

.\ 

, 
.' 

JuveJ'Iile 
ordeJ"Sb 

1980-81 1979-80 
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0 
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0 
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0 
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237 
140 
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0 
0 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
1 

0 

183 
129 
598 

0 

0 
0 

, .... 

~ ...... 
~ 

.,~ 

"-
§ 
..... 
(') 

~ 
(') 
0 

~ 
(') ..... 
t"' 
0 
"l:j 

(') 

~ 
"l:j 
0 
~ 
Z 
> 

i 

\ 



A 
I •• 

.. ... 

, 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................................................... 436 317 3m 322 377 294 2 7 18 21 0 U 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ............................ m ..... •••••• 903 1,336 1,019 1,861 m 1,81S 9 4 13 39 0 0 
Santa Maria ............................................................ 1,400 713 899 685 866 6150 0 1 33 34 0 0 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clar&: County ......................... , .................... 14,783 15,l511 14,278 13,780 14,055 13,522 19 204 9157 0 0 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .............................................. 3,710 3,046 6,309 4,205 5,523 3,404 83 13 58 45 645 743 

Shasta: 
Redding ......................................... , ........................ 1,2153 R434 935 R268 9(J1 1\ 261 6 0 22 R7 0 0 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................................... 2,171 2,148 2,488 2,512 2,409 2,419 3 9 76 84 0 0 
Vollejo-Benicia ...................................................... 2,708 2,24.2 2,210 l,aro 2,l82 1,619 2 4 26 57 0 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................................................... 5,B2.'S 4,998 6,116 8,664 8,038 8,553 27 53 51 58 0 0 

Stani!l1aus: 
Stanislaus County ......... , ........................................ 7,412 6,435 6,211 5,317 5,765 4,761 147 217 295 337 4 2 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ........................................................ l,om tr18 825 396 800 376 6 13 19 6 0 

Tulare: 
Porterville .............................. , ............................... 790 512 1,086 570 1,074 553 5 8 7 9 0 0 
Tulare-PUley .......................................................... 1,055 825 1,136 539 1,129 525 2 7 5 7 0 0 
Visalia ...................................................................... 1,537 1,165 1,283 1,015 1,216 994 15 2 52 19 0 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................................... 10,tr10 8,925 10,989 9,471 10,879 9,303 3 14 107 154 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ........................................................... 2,159 2,295 1,958 2,020 1,707 1,841 87 26 19 40 145 113 

Yuba: b 
Yuba County .......................................................... 585 0 453 0 426 0 8 0 17 0 0 0 

a Gr;;p D traffic misdemeanors are oll other traffic misdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contests, driving without 
a driver's license, ~olation of weight limit for trucks, reckless driving without injury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 

b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
RRevised. 
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TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS J:.O ..... 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a CJ') 

Fiscal Yaars 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Dispasitions s&r trial 
TobJI Total Dispositioru Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

/iUngs dispositions before trial DJIItters matters orrJ6TS b 
County IlDd judicW district 19lKJ...81 1979-80 19lKJ...81 1979-80 19lKJ...81 1979-80 19lKJ...81 1979-80 1!J80...81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State total .............................. 4,917,741 R4Pi7,7&1 4,351,179 R3,970,340 4,2l15,392 R 3,840,294 37,904 R3I5,389 67,101 R 63,007 30,782 30,960 

Alameda: 
Alameda ................................ 17,462 7,914 l2,617 7,848 12,1580 7,816 00 2 17 30 0 0 Berkeley-Albany .................. 'n,943 18,789 23,830 20,398 23,092 19,729 3159 331 379 338 0 0 Fremont-Newark-Union § City .......................................... 44,763 34,098 44,029 315,4015 4O.l5O' 33,833 1,009 600 2,1516 972 0 0 Livermore-Pleasanton ........ 37,1544 30,280 315,902 28,1519 315,1519 28,104 0 ril 383 3158 0 0 

..... 
(') Oakland-Piedmont .............. 146,689 114,1500 128,1518 114,230 126,849 112,4riT 86 110 1,156'7 1,648 16 15 ~ San Leandro-Hayward ........ 78,(114 68,426 62,606 159,818 61,401 158,637 167 173 1,038 1,008 0 0 
(') . Butte: 
0 Chico ...................................... l2,4115 8,822 10,1522 8,790 9,793 7,741 197 45 458 458 74 546 ~ 

Contra Costa: (') ..... 
Bay .......................................... 44,062 44,770 315,1592 39,285 31,341 34,631 4U 229 1,328 1,422 2,499 3,003 t"' 
Delta ...................................... 21,386 15,706 00,714 14,606 18,8&!) 13,264 177 169 7154 478 923 696 0 
Mt. Diablo .............................. 45,371 43,800 40,176 36,4152 315,1581 31,891 402 400 1,041 1,203 3,152 2,868 

'::I 
C') Walnut Creek-Danville ...... 48,300 43,6110 43,121 36,422 37,8[53 31,9152 lril 108 96'7 S70 4,144 3,392 > 

Fresno: t: 
'::I Consolidated F'resno .......... 61,026 61,333 60,262 62,419 58,9152 60,842 23 43 866 9159 421 rilS 0 
~ t) Humboldt: 
5= Eureka .................................... 7,lS11 5,739 7,15150 5,329 7 ;l'1IJ 5,129 52 89 176 111 2 0 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .................. 34,285 28,616 26,1552 00,993 26,0Zl 00,447 2S1 332 267 210 4 

Kern: 
East Kern .............................. 16,174 14,862 13,863 l2,455 13,047 11,66'7 5 17 138 138 673 633 
West Kern ............................ 116,899 RI02,412 97,619 90,436 915,691 88,645 26 123 1,033 779 869 889 

\ 

, 
I' 
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LoI Angeles: 
Alhambra .............................. 32,61I1 40,&78 35,412 35,546 34,9M 34,873 15 

Antelope ................................ 26,349 24:61 24,1m 21,431 24,636 21,223 B 

Beverly HiIb ........................ 33,832 WJ,878 28,l60 !l3,573 26,960 22,342 1,112 

Burbank .................................. 11,085 13,94l 16,959 10,296 16,32S 10,143 410 

Citrus ...................................... 81,255 7:J,393 75,fn6 fn,fI!£> 73,9615 66,123 30 

Compton ................................ 103,016 lWU6 M,089 71,413 63,070 69,298 1,0611 

Culver .................................... 15,285 13,893 13,&69 13,030 13,157 12,624 296 
Downey .................................. 38,91!0 35,924 35,369 33,tS4 34,786 33,Im 134 

East La! Angeles .................. 
150_ 

41,443 44,825 34,286 43,MS 33,728 212 

Glendale ................................ 3O~ 28,401 25,159 26,103 24,780 25,292 79 

Inglewood .............................. 49,3015 42!1TB 55,360 35,263 54,408 34,603 213 

Long Beach .......................... 75,648 72,162 46,788 46,&34 45,891 45,784 263 

La! Angeles ........................... 569,703 f!19!H1 432,32l 496,077 424,784 488,481 1,217 

La! Cerritos .......................... 43,1511 4rJ;?I.T1 41,643 40,823 41,000 40,078 4 

Malibu ............................. · ...... 26,173 22,468 !l3,308 20,735 22,959 20,491 26 

Newhall .................................. 45,411 35,433 37,318 32,~ 36,993 32,329 7 

Puadena ................................ 45,725 52,940 37,781 46,623 37,116 45,634 35 

Pomona .................................. 28,081 32,005 29,392 29,325 28,830 28,724 !l3 

Rio Hondo ............................ 36,945 28,646 30,248 22,965 29/113 22,775 60 

Santa Anita ............................ 24,188 20,070 21,1l97 17,411 21,llO3 17,021 0 

Santa Monica ........................ 21,268 15,962 19,682 14,038 19,2615 13,1586 19 

South Bay .............................. 82,497 83,908 75,46.5 74,112 73,296 71,864 308 

Southeast ................................ 51,682 49,006 47,682 43,032 47,396 42,735 3 

Whittier .................................. 31,3150 37,(1JI3 31,178 32,124 3O:;JJ7 31,032 1 

Marin: 
Central .................................... 57Jf:)8 44,214 49,425 41,613 48,IM 40,621 283 

Merced: 
Merced County .................... ~ 47:;51 4Il,11l8 40,1517 44,173 39,4f!1 224 

Monterey: 
Monterey County ................ 62,182 30zrt 1l6,661 27,015 54,929 26,09Il 232 

Monterey Peninsula ............ 0 9,080 0 7,483 0 7,149 0 

North Monterey County .... 0 4,888 0 4,000 0 3,932 0 

Salinas .................................... 0 11,384 0 10,216 Q 9,948 0 

Napa: 
Napa County ........................ 14,151 11,872 14,817 12,542 13,236 10,973 178 

t1 Orange: 
Central Orange County .... 110,216 93,287 97,797 91,348 915,988 89,757 210 

North Orange County ........ 123,299 104,477 113,744 91,171 111,421 89,298 1,020 

Or:mge County Harbor ...... 94,416 77,fJ1J. 85,529 82,799 75,272 72,908 10 

South Orange County ........ 39,1l32 37,2J11 35,562 33,268 35,012 32,852 59 

West Orange County .......... 101,496 96,614 93,569 79,418 91,881 77.530 464 

, 

.', 

". 

150 442 623 
19 183 189 

1,M6 88 185 
72 224 81 

4.'52 1,681 1,111 
1,236 934 882 

309 116 97 
16 449 M8 

127 968 431 
528 300 283 

!l3 739 636 
243 1596 481 

1,91!1 6,300 ;,ffJS 
7 549 738 

27 323 217 
23 318 252 
94 630 89S 
25 539 576 
45 215 145 
0 394 390 

251 397 201 
624 1,861 1,620 
12 263 28S 
0 970 1,092 

139 936 791 

179 761 871 

102 1,500 818 
39 0 295 
IllS 0 82 
61 0 2!.T1 

148 102 125 

66 1,599 1,1525 
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County and judidsJ district 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................... 
Desert .................................... 
Mt. San Jacinto .................... 
Riverside ................................ 
Three Lakes .......................... 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ............................ 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County b 

San Diego: 
El Qyon ................................ 
North County ...................... 
San Diego .............................. 
South Bay .............................. 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ........................ 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ........................................ 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-l~ 

Tracy .............................. '4;' 

Stoclcton ................................ 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .... 

San Mateo: 
Northern ................................ 
Southern ................................ 

,~ :: ~~:::;r-: ~~::~:;_::::;7::;::::,~o-:·_::, ::-:.:;:::.~.:-~-.t."'X, ;_~t"'_ -,,~ 
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TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Dispositions after trial Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Rlings dispositions before trial IIl1ltters matters 1980-81 1979-80 198(},-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

10,774 11,222 11,077 11,062 10,764 10,673 1.22 105 191 284 53,384 43,045 42,211 36,020 41,589 35,370 Z18 293 344 353 43,164 44,696 42,008 36,224 41,567 35,6.50 193 347 248 213 52,856 46,104 54,446 39,183 54,080 38,639 29 56 337 4BB 10,698 10,237 9,804 9,430 9,731 9,297 10 22 63 111 

34,811 109,026 49,517 99,385 48,591 98,B94 8 0 918 491 

173,879 141,675 153,443 128,578 151,394 126,501 6B9 1,051 1,360 1,026 

72,086 70,3(11 73,337 65,084 71,716 ($3,146 1,223 1,649 398 2B9 100,128 87,038 97,114 83,1Y14 95,234 81,46.'; 278 246 1,602 1,362 297,758 222,559 290,184 224,138 283,388 218,896 4,201 3,012 2,595 2,230 57,550 54,695 62,153 52,426 60,477 50,748 131 3 1,545 1,675 

128,148 86,028 88,170 67,945 73,231 55,354 14,744 12,201 195 390 

12,826 12,131 10,500 10,410 9,706 9;5Zl 113 107 209 250 
18,213 18,391 16,845 16,721 16,263 16,052 29 69 224 259 41,097 31,750 38,081 30,037 36,519 28,588 166 134 622 624 

44,194 36,455 41,690 32,020 37,455 27,982 60 SO 536 462 

40,885 35,038 33,653 27,439 32,248 26,220 459 374 946 845 109,457- 106,204 108,165 90,251 104,536 86,445 1,598 1,703 2,031 2,103 
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Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................. 3,952 3.457 3.610 3,2$ 3;5Zl 3.196 11 17 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .......... 27.174 2.5,374 2.5.999 :;;:),803 2.5.420 28,201 220 170 
Santa Maria .......................... 11.744 13,267 7,837 10,570 7,596 10.3.59 1 11 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County ............ 244.493 29!J.fHT 218,014 170,410 213,329 166,127 178 128 

&mta Cruz: 
s..mta Cruz County .............. 38,779 37,231 26,603 31,684 23,659 28,629 BI 122 

Shasta: 
R 3,178 Redding .................................. 9,830 10.012 R 2,721 9,788 R 2,641 43 Rll 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................. 43,l504 44,701 42,465 41,781 41'.,852 41,054 1~ 50 
Vallejo-Benicia ...................... 13,249 1l,81~ 11,109 10,191 10,734 9,fn6 13 8 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................... ~1,083 46,2a2 42,949 39,633 42,412 39,095 102 1~2 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County ................ 56,60'7 50,099 48,677 44,713 46,389 42,200 583 865 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ...................... ~,224 4,398 ~,203 4,626 ~,01O 4,518 44 46 

Tulare: 
Porterville .............................. MID 4,89.5 4,992 4,272 4,936 4,196 9 15 
Tulare-Pixley ........................ 10,874 !2,lfn 9,fn8 10,781 9,766 10,62.5 31 40 
Visalia. ..................................... 18,121 17,421 15,247 14,412 14,992 14,062 84 95 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................. 88,806 7~,239 91,386 70,130 90,142 68,853 ~ 88 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .......................... 8,746 19,818 10,612 17,329 9,662 1~,997 257 2IJ4 

Yuba: 
Yuba Cot:ntyb ...................... 4,930 0 3,645 0 3,492 0 26 0 

• Eumples of traffic infractions are. running a stop sign, speeding, improper operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 
b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
RRevised 
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72 56 0 0 
3.59 432 0 0 
260 000 0 0 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING 0 

Fiscal Years 1975-80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions sJrer trial 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested . Juvenile 
IilinJrs cJispositions before trial matters mlltters orders-

County lind jucJicisl district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 
State total .................................... 9,531,737 R 10,641,058 8,108,375 R7,791,308 7,918,4.51 R7,636,021 186,9915 R 152,839 2,893 R2,428 36 20 

Alameda: 
Alameda ........................................ 36,359 24,018 22,459 16,248 22,427 16,248 31 0 1 0 0 0 
Berkeley-Albany ........................ 349,411 346,979 331,431 333,963 331,370 333,809 34 107 ZT 47 0 0 § Fremont-Newark-Union City .. 13,537 10,906 3,905 3,480 3,754 3,420 55 25 96 31 0 4 
Livermore-PleasP.nton .............. 5,956 5,332 5,078 4,377 5,078 4,374 0 0 0 3 0 0 ...... 
Oaldand-Piedmont .................... 334,180 344,199 ZT8,6f!1 360,529 ZT8,566 360,357 44 60 77 112 0 0 tJ 
San Leandro-Hayward .............. 23,669 18,851 15,483 14,453 15,476 14,453 2 0 5 0 0 0 ~ 

Butte: tJ 
Chico ............................................ 30,563 16,443 24,538 26,549 24,494 26,445 13 0 29 104 2 0 0 ., 

~ Contra Costa: tJ 
Bay ................................................ 23,658 22,579 37,693 37,918 37,692 37,883 0 8 1 ZT 0 0 

...... 
t"' 

Delta .............................................. 6,796 6,829 6,821 6,784 6,773 6,729 15 7 33 48 0 0 0 Mt. Diablo .................................... 41,386 43,830 36,736 36,331 36,704 35,257 3 20 25 54 4 0 "%j 
Walnut Creek-Danville ............ 65,849 66,859 62,1-15 59,664 62,122 59,623 5 3 18 38 0 0 

~ .I 
Fresno: ...... 

0 Consolidated Fresno .................. 115,368 136,900 101,062 111,804 101,023 111,766 2 4 37 34 0 0 
"%j 
0 

Humboldt: ~ 
Eureka .......................................... 25,970 29,008 24,581 ZT,947 24,563 ZT,904 6 16 12 'Zi 0 0 ;; 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ........................ 5,164 8,755 3,062 4,150 3,062 4,150 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Kern: 
East Ker!l .' .................................. 446 280 256 218 250 218 0 0 0 0 6 0 
West Kem .................................... 46,739 55,230 42,731 53,470 42,715 53,460 4 1 4 0 8 9 

\ 



Los Angeles: 

t Alhambra ...................................... 32,769 S2,435 48,470 150,113 48,4.28 15O,OM S 2 37 56 0 0 
Antelope ...................................... 4,006 2,1501 2$l3 2,04.'5 2,..!rf3 2,044 0 1 0 0 0 0 

en Beverly Hills ................................ 435,234 433,670 2M,291 22.'5,400 2M,oo.Q 22.'5,439 2.')2 21 0 0 0 0 

~ Burbank ........................................ 76,8:58 76,980 67,958 M,289 67,891 M,283 M 6 14 0 0 0 
Citrus ............................................ l2,1ll 3:5,433 18,178 2S,6M 18,110 2S,M6 14 2S 54 74 0 0 
Compton ...................................... 60,810 S7,413 '115/3167 29,l591 2S,810 29,S44 41 33 16 14 0 0 
Culver .......................................... 113,171 40,809 32,666 28,810 32,S28 28,6'UI 1(Y:} 161 29 21 0 0 
Downey ........................................ ~3)5..~ !S8,8S8 M.676 67,688 M,ssg 67,658 2 1 IS 29 0 0 .... 
Eat Los Angeles ........................ 44,674 4S,956 29,396 15O,4S1 29,391 150,408 4 9 1 34 0 0 ~ Glendsle ...................................... 22,874 73;rtS 00,568 64,903 00,568 64,903 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Inglewood .................................... IH,9M 13:5,007 84,414 118,483 84,333 118,464 M 0 2B 19 ,0 0 ~ Long Beach .................................. SO,8S7 466,793 36,640 289,MB 36,499 289,M4 84 83 49 41 8 0 

~ Los Angeles .................................. 1,996,106 2;rt2,49l5 1,762,401 R 1,322,084 1,761,009 1,321,661 92 13' 610 410 0 0 
Los Cerritos ................................ 18,1162 49,136 215,903 38,184 2S,889 38,154 0 0 14 30 0 0 ~ Malibu .......................................... 19,2615 14,361 10,394 6,419 10,394 M17 0 0 0 2 0 0 
Newhall ........................................ 7,431 3,337 S,443 2,657 S,434 2,6150 0 2 9 S 0 0 ~ ;Pasadena ...................................... 21,238 ~,260 7,72S 41,408 7,l'HJj 41;rt6 168 8 31 124 0 0 
Pomona ........................................ lS,769 34,406 17,695 3:5,67S 17,630 3:5,614 7 6 sa M 0 0 0 
Rio Hondo .................................... 2S,70!S 21,403 12,804 10,469 ~ 10,460 1 1 1 8 0 0 ~ 
Santa Anita .................................. 13,004 13,017 12,688 13,M9 12,678 13,651 0 0 10 2 0 0 0 
Santa Monica ........................... , .. 322,631 3ff1 ,!i06 22I3,O!SO R 248,912 227,931 248,800 6 &i 113 40 0 0 ":tj 
South Bay .................................... 00,1500 161;rt2 14,49S 97/m 14,324 97,590 00 93 151 119 0 0 

~ Southeast ...................................... 121,084 119,i2n 104,682 100,163 104,671 100,162 0 1 11 0 0 0 
Whittier ........................................ 37,91S 42,290 34,.'S89 39,094 34,M7 39,OM 1 1 41 38 0 0 

Marin: ~ 
Centrul .......................................... 11ll,323 184,0'79 173,672 1S7,4M 173l,63 lS7,408 10 8 99 38 0 0 ~ 

Z 
Merced: 

~ Merced County .......................... 29,247 30,220 28,36S oo.0!S7 28,36S 26,0!S5 0 0 0 2 0 0 

Monterey: ~ Monterey County ...................... 167,923 78,393 1M,411 690M2 1M,332 69,529 7 0 72 13 0 0 
1"4 Monterey Peninsula .................. 0 77,573 0 68,31S 0 68,256 0 7 0 152 0 0 

0 \ ... ~ 
North Monterey County .......... 0 1M 0 96 0 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Salinas ............................................ 0 11,414 0 11,147 0 11,141 0 3 0 3 0 0 ~ 

() 
Napa: ~ 

Napa County .............................. 21,3.'5ti 19,106 11,807 13,566 11,806 13,56.'5 1 1 0 0 0 0 

) 
Orange: 

Central Orange County ............ 64,307 64,08.5 150,554 48,047 lSO.493 48,03:5 38 1 23 11 0 0 
North Orange County .............. 2l.2,5O'7 lZl,657 188,526 99,804 1&7,887 99,721 411 S 223 78 S 0 
Orange Coun~ Harbor ............ 193,101 190,900 178,077 106,646 178,033 100,646 16 (I 28 0 0 0 
South Orange County .............. 89,249 82,804 S7,7oo 66,937 S7,703 66,006 1 1 16 30 0 0 

~ West Orange County ................ IS2,I43 143,814 113,584 110,894 113,5S2 110,887 0 0 32 17 0 0 
~ 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1919-80 and 1980-81 

Dispositions BIter trial 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

Iilings dispositions before trial matters matters 
County and judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1919-80 1!i80-81 1!J79-80 1980-81 1919-80 1980-81 1979-80 

Riverside: 
Corona ........................................ 94 208 130 217 130 217 0 0 0 0 Desert .......................................... 3,225 21,100 l'j,7i36 19,181 5,7rtT 19,175 3 4 6 2 Mt. San J!lCinto .......................... 9ff1 837 890 500 890 517 0 3 0 0 Riverside .................................... 17,440 13,l'J8(JI 10,737 9,299 10,737 9,299 0 0 0 0 Three Lalces ... m ........................ 4M 238 381 229 384 W 1 1 2 1 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ................................ ~,21!1 289,685 2~1,764 228,227 241,751 228,226 0 0 13 1 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County· ...... 17,923 00,470 15,077 12,340 15,006 12,001 42 116 29 23 

San Diego: 
El Cl\ion ...... ., .............................. 1,185 10,246 957 7,192 911 7,191 41 0 5 1 
North County ............................ 81'fJ1 19,408 9;759 21,439 9,759 21,439 0 0 0 0 
San Diego .................................. 5,408 5,022 5,475 51,259 5,076 50,873 284 309 115 77 
South Bay .................................. 5~ 6,352 S,089 8,408 5,042 8,403 4 0 43 5 

San Francisco: 
San .Francisco ............................ 2,331,4M 2,202,078 2,182,317 1,678,877 1,997,833 1,527,618 184,484 151,259 0 0 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .............................................. 27,712 24,604 25,182 24,279 25,175 24,270 0 1 4 3 
Mantecat-Ripon-Escalon-

Tracy ........................................ 4,660 4,770 3,711 3,573 3,706 3,564 0 5 5 2 
Stoclcton ...................................... 68,893 71,898 82,570 70,493 82,562 70,486 0 0 8 7 

(~ 
San Luis Obispo: .,1 

San Luis Obillpo CountY ........ 31,422 15,061 19,474 1,626 19,453 1,621 0 0 21 5 

San Mateo: 
Northern .................................... 136,342 115,829 85,222 75,143 81S,091 75,023 35 42 96 78 
Southern .............. , ..................... 169,170 194,035 103,018 113,540 102,733 113,365 258 146 27 29 

1 

Juvenile 
orders" 

1980-81 1919-80 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

3 5 

0 2 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
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Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ...................................... 1,l5S3 2,199 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .............. riT,38.5 83,057 
Santa Maria ................................ 5,491 4,792 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County .................. 84,393 371,797 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .................. 174,903 139,923 

Shut&: 
Redding ...................................... 170 RS.7 

Solano: 
Northern Solano ...................... 3,423 4,035 
Vallejo-Benicia .......................... 10,436 17,506 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ........................ 91,9.'53 82,444 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .................... 56,617 65,643 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ............................ 1,144 1,334 

Tulare: 
Porterville .................................. 693 rm 
Tulare-Pixley .............................. 286 751 
Visalia .......................................... 5,916 4,021 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................ 54,fnO 59,576 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .............................. 50,284 50,568 

Yuba: 
Yuba County· .......................... 00 0 

• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
BRevised 

'"" 1'\ 

./ 

1,349 1,738 1,328 
37,839 .53,680 37,791 
4,Tl5 4,012 4,7fn 

45,433 212,742 45,356 

134,494 113,101 134,452 

605 R 1,111 5ri1 

2,122 3,334 2,107 
10,573 14,030 10,548 

79,682 83,9S0 79,fn4 

47,580 47,544 47,406 

1,523 1,755 1,518 

686 70.'1 685 
290 622 289 

5,176 2,923 5,1riT 

25,09:5 32,917 25,092 

46,049 40,210 45,942 

229 0 229 

1,726 
.53,669 
4,010 

212,626 

113,077 

R 1,106 

3,315 
14,011 

83,949 

47,426 

1,755 

70.'1 
622 

2,8.53 

32,917 

40,193 
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71 34 
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o 0 

18 52 

2 0 
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19 8 
41 10 
8 2 

riT 113 

33 23 

31 R4 

14 17 
24 16 

2 5 

103 84 

3 0 

1 0 
1 0 
1 18 

1 0 

30 4 

0 0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 o . 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

, ..... 

" 

... 
<0 

~ 

~ 
Z 

~ 
= ~ 
0 
~ 
0 
~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 
Z -
I 
0 

~ 
() 
ttl 

'iJ 

\ 



t~ 
.J 

------------------------~---

TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 198O-a1 

Dispositions after trioJ 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

filings dispositions before lrioJ matters matters 
County and judicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State total ........................................................................ 526.431 R5OB,577 384.093 R 368•026 88.912 R 82,231 174.742 R 164.848 120.439 R 120,94'1 

Alameda: 
Alameda ............................................................................ 1.436 1.788 1.191 1.387 145 281 742 804 304 302 
Berkeley-Albany ............................................................ 2,503 2,719 ·1,953 2.192 263 326 826 858 884 1.008 
Fremont·Newark-Union City ..................................... 3.635 3.321 2,8S1 2.940 345 355 1.494 1,530 1.028 1.055 
Livennore-Pleasanton .................................................. 1.702 1.755 1.947 1,537 382 306 916 683 669 548 
Oaldand·Piedmont ........................................................ 12,408 13.681 11.010 11.073 1.416 1.655 6.606 5,959 2,988 3.459 
San Leandro-Hayward .................................................. 8.064 7,915 6.462 5.658 1.426 1,331 3,298 2.756 1.738 1,571 

Butte: 
Chico ................................................................................ 1.455 1,514 1,241 1,336 304 21!1 558 640 379 409 

Contra Costa: 
Bay .................................................................................... 3.9'1:1 3.908 3.068 R 3•128 635 622 1,525 1.438 908 1.066 
Delta .................................................................................. 2,625 2,163 2,142 1.735 438 338 1.131 872 573 525 
Mt.Dhblo ........................................................................ 4,325 4.195 3.701 3.179 816 777 1.632 1,276 1,253 1.126 
Walnut Creek-Danville ................................................ 4,338 3.763 3,576 2,947 1,228 944 1,256 1.025 1.092 978 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fresno ...................................................... 11.396 12,058 8.079 8.427 1,919 1.671 4.117 4.161 2,043 2,595 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .............................................................................. 1.095 1,340 817 1.110 169 296 408 499 240 315 

Imperial: 
Imperial County ............................................................ 1.736 1,808 1.152 1;377 229 355 563 572 36Q 450 

Kem: 
East Kem .......................... " ............................................ 1,209 1;321 1.067 1,243 324 443 444 462 299 318 
West Kem ......................... " .............................................. 10.129 9.077 8.788 6.709 2,594 1,994 4,512 3,512 1.682 1,roJ 
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Los Angeles: 
Alhambrn .......................................................................... 3,656 4,521 2,681 3,533 704 1,157 1,205 1,438 772 943 
Antelope .......................................................................... 1,979 1,821 1,594 1,461 400 357 f)l8 631 516 473 
Beverly Hills .................................................................... 3,759 3,505 2,482 2,710 521 752 907 849 1,054 1,109 ;I 

Burbank ............................................................................ 1,680 I,m 1,302 1,534 379 489 471 550 452 ·495 
Citrus ................................................................................ 8,220 7,313 5,404 5,005 1,080 1,063 2,546 2,290 1,778 1,652 
Compton .......................................................................... 7,81:11 9%1 5,279 5,528 609 495 3,239 3,378 1,431 1,6.."15 
Culver .............................................................................. 2,454 2,421 1,642 1,740 376 309 739 B28 527 603 
Downey ............................................................................ 4,007 4,874 3,055 3,185 578 632 1,510 1,472 9f)l 1,081 ..... 
East Los Angeles ............................................................ 4,415 4,780 2,962 3,184 481 502 1,548 1,786 933 896 Cl) 

(X) 
Glendale .......................................................................... 3,808 3,646 3,018 2,512 914 744 1,155 924 949 844 ~ 

Inglewood ........................................................................ 7,249 9,870 4,700 5,506 821 981 2,557 2,749 1,322 1,776 

~ Long Beach ...................................................................... 9,890 10,604 6,759 7,040 1,170 981 3,913 4,215 1,f)l6 1,844 
Los Angeles ...................................................................... 73,429 71,980 44,564 49,340 6,465 8,426 20,579 22,778 17,520 18,136 

~ Los Cerritos .................................................................... 3,173 3,093 2,138 2,150 471 457 831 863 836 830 
Malibu .............................................................................. 982 876 633 619 79 107 262 210 292 302 
Newhall ............................................................................ 1,221 1,154 BB2 907 184 25B 350 319 34B 330 ffl PlISlIdena .......................................................................... 5,361 4,610 3,540 3,224 334 323 1,788 1,847 1,418 l,i'.54 "tl 
Pomona ............................................................................ 3,782 4,131 2,319 2,5W 363 351 1,028 1,147 928 1,011 0 
Rio Hondo ........................................................................ 4,415 3,344 2,776 2,436 717 636 1,278 1,083 781 717 ~ Santa Anita ...................................................................... 2,098 1,952 1,523 1,429 365 356 614 537 544 536 

0 Santa Monica .................................................................. 3,095 2,726 2,136 1,908 365 34B 852 759 919 801 >%j 
South Bay ........................................................................ 9,025 9,168 5,846 6,342 1,184 1,379 2,534 2,707 2,148 2,256 

@ Southeast .......................................................................... 5,141 5,306 3,859 3,430 802 565 1,918 1,808 1,139 1,057 
Whittier ............................................................................ 3,688 3,791 2,688 2,918 525 623 1,206 1,310 91Tt 985 ~ 

Marin: E; 
Central .............................................................................. 3,635 3,358 3,535 3,265 1,477 1,470 975 762 1,083 1,033 ~ ...... 

Merced: ~ 
CIl 

Merced County .............................................................. 2,883 2,518 2,083 1,875 644 454 851 776 588 645 ~ 
Monterey: d 

Monterey County .......................................................... 6,180 3,182 5,285 2,365 1,G4G 633 3,009 1,078 1,236 654 <: 
Monterey Peninsula ...................................................... 0 1,084 0 885 0 182 0 371 0 332 ~ 

North Monterey County .............................................. 0 143 0 141 0 45 0 36 0 60 0 
,~ Salinas .............................................................................. 0 1,305 0 958 0 229 0 531 0 198 ~ '..,> () 

Napa: ~ 
Napa County .................................................................. l,5i;:i 1,724 1,201 1,317 252 218 540 604 409 495 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ................................................ W,910 13,841 9,143 8,577 2,363 1,730 4,278 4,223 2,502 2,624 
North Orange County .................................................. 13,603 13,633 10,037 9,176 2,659 2,122 4,427 4,147 2,951 2,907 , 
Orange County Harbor ................................................ 7,025 6,390 4,836 4,335 1,374 1,152 1,792 1,530 1,f)lO 1,653 
South Orange County .................................................. 4,759 4,374 3,342 3,007 788 814 1,142 1,123 1,412 1,070 

t-O West Orange County .................................................... 13,087 12,809 11,738 11,404 4,332 4,158 3,995 4,050 3,411 3,196 t-O 
CJt 
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TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITiONS-Continusd 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Dispositions s1ter trisJ 
Total Total 

IiIinIlS dispositions 
County IlIld judicisJ district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

Riverside: 
Corona .............................................................................. 1,684 1,513 1,32.5 993 
Desert ................................................................................ 5,366 4,895 3,996 3,890 
Mt. San Jacinto ................................................................ 2,.585 1,986 1,966 1,696 
Riverside .......................................................................... 6,619 6,932 4,101 4,911 
Three Lues .................................................................... 1,.543 1,278 1,115 !lOB 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ...................................................................... 21,080 18,264 16,212 13,228 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County a ............................................ 17,462 15,396 12,661 12,142 

San Diego: 
El ~on ............................................................................ 8,399 7,323 6,999 5,632 
North County .................................................................. 10,749 9,952 8,821 7,469 
San Diego ........................................................................ 21,572 19,332 14,952 12,443 
South Bay ........................................................................ 4,784 4,390 3,918 3,395 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .................................................................. 12,848 13,597 10,148 10,183 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .................................................................................... 1,419 1,526 1,181 1,157 
Manteca-Ripen-Escalon-Tracy .................................... 1,941 1,752 1,430 1,288 
Stockton ............................................................................ 6,9OT 6,191 4.839 4,457 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .............................................. 5,617 4,028 4,219 2,874 

San Mateo: 
Northern .......................................................................... 3,336 2,992 2,285 2,214 
Southern .......................................................................... 5,457 5,565 4,138 4,344 

/ . 

Dispositions 
before trisJ 

1980-81 1979-80 

369 311 
870 800 
882 475 
809 994 
289 200 

3,8lJ7 2~ 

3,013 3,150 

2,100 1,431 
2,843 1,879 
4,277 2,821 

955 835 

1,761 1,710 

221 302 
309 244 

1,341 1,077 

1,620 931 

390 341 
906 946 

1 

.; 

Uncontested 
m!ltters 

1980-81 1979-80 

1514 3.'55 
1,682 1,632 

583 584 
1,899 2,348 

423 332 

7,498 5,701 

5,624 5,116 

2,.586 2,141 
3,394 3,171 
6,140 5,395 
1,.500 1$1 

4,601 4,492 

626 560 
714 644 

2,606 2,439 

1,727 1,140 

1,149 1,056 
1,620 1,574 

Contested 
matters 

1980-81 1979-80 

442 
1,444 

501 
1,393 

403 

4,9(11 

4,024 

2,313 
2,.584 
4,.535 
1,463 

3.786 

334 
407 
892 

872 

746 
1,612 

327 
1,4.58 

637 
1,.569 

376 

4,570 

3,876 

2,060 
2,419 
4;JZl 
1,263 

3,981 

295 
400 
941 

800 

817 
1,824 
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Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc ............................................................................ 618 
Santa Barhll.ra-Goleta .................................................... 3,875 
Santa Maria ...................................................................... 2,448 

Santa Clara: 

Santa Clara County ........................................................ 25,434 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ........................................................ 3,793 

Shastn: 
Redding ............................................................................ 2,11YT 

Solano: 
Northern Solano 

••••••• .............. u ..................................... 2,382 
Vallejo-Benicia ................................................................ 1,853 

Sonoma: 

Sonoma County .............................................................. 5,875 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County .......................................................... 4,858 

Sutter: 

Sutter County .................................................................. 1,238 

Tulare: 

Porterville ........................................................................ 1,043 
Tulare-Pixley .................................................................... 758 
Visalia ................................................................................ 2,208 

Ventura: 

Ventura County .............................................................. 12,587 

Yolo: 

Y.olo County .................................................................... 2,046 

Yuba: 

Yuba County· ................................................................ 366 

• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 27. 
RRevised. 

';··.~-tt-::::':.'';'t.'':;.,''':'.~-;-;::::-;;::7'.::.::;"';".::::_ 
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623 511 508 149 
4,11YT 3,043 3,251 875 
2,25.5 1,867 1,690 565 

24,759 19,325 18,545 5,819 

3,470 2,961 2,362 878 

R679 1,673 RSS1 512 

2,197 1,896 J~,648 485 
1,810 1,722 1,464 209 

M76 4,671 4,320 1,038 

4,575 2,528 3,041 543 

956 973 760 355 

1,042 9IY1 900 248 
694 538 484 130 

1,803 1,458 1,256 209 

11,526 9,863 8,914 2,743 

2,386 1,520 1,872 273 

0 288 0 110 

134 208 211 154 163 8.'5() 1,294 1,195 1,1YT4 1,21J6 455 851 810 445 42.5 

5,327 8,014 7,563 5,492 5,655 

669 1,245 764 1,038 929 
..... 
~ 

R 149 R239 R 163 S; 728 433 

~ 447 781 684 630 517 240 946 699 567 525 !:d 
t%l 
~ 

812 2,138 2,142 1,495 1,366 § 
0 
I%j 560 1,131 1,394 854 1,007 

~ 209 410 339 208 212 !; 
E:: 

203 443 450 216 247 Z 92 261 238 147 154 ~ 99 846 796 403 361 

~ 2,805 4,913 3,963 2,2IY1 2,146 
t%l 
0 

297 783 808 464 567 ~ 
() 
t%l 0 113 0 65 0 
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TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIOl''JS 

fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 
Dispositions alter trial 

Tobr! Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

RlinJ.-e dispositions before trial matters matters 
County sndjudicial district 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-{fJ 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

State. Total ................................................................ 5015,085 R 481,787 362,405 R327,036 269,857 R£41,113 71,415 Roo,l32 21,133 R 19,791 

Alameda: 
Alameda .................................................................... 988 1,000 744 s:s:s 668 729 27 1\8 49 68 
Berkeley-Albany .................................................... 2,247 2,3OB 1,840 1,828 1,662 1,63:5 33 2:5 145 168 
Fremont-Newark-Union City .............................. 3,7:57 3,4:56 3,044 3.110 1,709 1,733 1,140 1,16:5 19:5 212 
Livermore-Pleasanton .......................................... 1,337 1,146 1,061 779 728 4:56 215 250 118 73 
Oakland-Piedmont ................................................ 14,904 15,655 10,869 11,084 9,850 10,068 269 304 750 712 
San Leandro-Hayward .....................•.................... 5,499 6,174 5,059 4,706 4,580 4,453 318 153 161 100 

Butte: 
Chico ........................................................................ 975 1,026 852 991) 739 820 54 49 59 51 

Contra Costa: 
R2,533 R2,232 Bay ............................................................................ 3,754 3,898 2,905 2,724 67 180 114 121 

Delta ..................................................................... " ... 1,830 1,627 1,218 1,062 6:51 569 475 416 92 77 
Mt. Diablo ................................................................ 2,873 2,692 2,047 1,839 1,885 1,672 90 87 72 80 
W.alnut Creek-Danville ........................................ 2,281 2,012 1,538 1,308 1,397 1,189 34 24 107 95 

Fresno: 
Consolidated Fr.:Sno .............................................. 10,886 10,163 8,243 7,374 7,946 7,190 106 74 191 110 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .............................................. , ....................... 1,152 1,008 1,070 825 888 645 124 123 58 :57 

Imperial: 
Imperial County .................................................... 1,100 872 75.'5 626 625 480 52 77 78 69 

Kern: 
East Kern ................................................................ 322 352 186 2:52 145 191 19 36 22 25 
west Kern ........................................................ , ....... 5,857 5,523 4,161 4,154 2,776 3,323 1,244 725 141 106 

. '). 
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Los 'Angeles: 
Alhambra .................................................................. 2,7213 2,918 2,069 1,935 1,280 1,186 621 591 168 158 
Antelope .................................................................. 1,238 1,064 848 654 41!7 4!11 308 196 53 51 
Beverly Hills ............................................................ 4,9M 4,956 2,923 2,470 2,628 2,2l34 109 76 186 110 
Burban1c .................................................................... 1,653 1,779 1,221 1,047 870 872 271 96 80 79 
Citrus ........................................................................ 6,366 5,819 4,789 4,158 2,693 2,510 1,834 1,411 262 237 
Compton .................................................................. 6,947 6,703 4,511 4,274 2,210 1,926 1,895 1,902 406 446 
Culver ................ ~ ..................................................... 2,2W 2,392 1,486 1,460 990 963 465 461 31 36 
Downey .................................................................... 3,.509 3,448 2,3l\4 2,460 1,222 1,818 920 537 162 105 .... 
East Los Angeles .................................................... 1,891 1,813 1,200 879 933 681 166 130 101 68 <0 

ex> 
Glendale .................................................................. 2,802 2,478 1,535 1,492 861 1,163 564 220 110 109 t>:l 

inglewood ................................................................ 9,066 8,288 4,119 5,048 3,265 4,049 372 459 462 540 ~ Long Beach .............................................................. 11,579 10,120 7,305 7,372 5,990 6,469 832 372 4113 531 

~ Los Angeles .............................................................. 106,962 104,6O'.l 79,552 73,414 48,276 41,085 27,416 2.7,824 3,860 4,505 
Lo.~ Cerritos ............................................................ 2,613 2,627 2,065 1,756 1,165 1,003 665 617 235 136 
Malibu ...................................................................... 857 617 485 293 380 238 65 29 40 26 
Newhall .................................................................... 838 668 492 380 426 341 29 14 37 25 !::t:I 

t"l Pasadena .................................................................. 4,965 4,290 2,561 2,390 1,182 1,205 1,037 925 342 260 ~ 
Pomona .................................................................... 4,091 3,801 2P19 2,452 1,670 1,267 1,187 1,089 122 96 0 
Rio Hondo ..... ; ............................ " ............................ 3,313 2,!n4 2,175 1,939 1,995 1,724 63 !!9 117 116 !::t:I 

>-3 
Santa Anita .............................................................. 1,434 1,267 1,203 894 700 565 4!11 261 96 68 0 Santa MoniCJI .......................................................... 3,7~.5 3,545 2,743 2,2136 1,821 1,627 882 553 40 106 ":j 
South Bay ................................................................ 7,921 7,969 5,2!n 4,552 3,041 2,5!n 1,677 1,480 579 475 

~ Southeast .................................................................. 4,054 4,058 2,490 2,498 1,991 1,927 243 315 256 256 
Whittier .................................................................... 4,124 3,600 2,983 2,539 1,994 1,783 712 553 277 203 t"l 

Marin: ~ 
Central ...................................................................... 4,164 3,963 3,484 2,760 2,!n1 2,381 315 261 198 138 ~ ..... 

t~ . 
.; 

Merced: 
~ 
CIl 

Mtlrced County ...................................................... 2,289 1,752 1,847 1,409 1,788 1,335 25 41 34 33 ~ 
Monterey: >-3 

A Monterey County .................................................. 4,212 2,467 3,639 2,fi27 2,730 1,562 575 312 334 153 ~ Monterey Peninsula .............................................. 0 1,219 0 824 0 552 0 176 0 96 
North Monterey County ...................................... 0 119 0 107 0 Tt 0 24 0 6 0 
Salinas ........................................................................ 0 921 0 669 () 580 0 77 0 12 ~ I 

Napa: 
CJ If t"l h Napa County .......................................................... 2,048 1,942 1,335 1,446 1,235 1,376 30 10 70 60 i; 

" 

Orange: ~ ~ 
Central Orange County ........................................ 11,390 10,670 7,417 6,318 5,094 4,115 1,733 1,595 590 608 

q 
North Orange County .......................................... 11,480 10,254 7,741 6,759 5,645 5,217 1,360 !nl 736 571 (I 
Orange County Harbor ........................................ 5,985 5,305 4,015 3,358 3,569 3,043 130 119 316 196 \ 

South Orange County .......................................... 3,483 3,000 2,292 1,958 1,561 1,395 584 452 127 111 t-:) 
West Orange County ............................................ 9,615 9,127 7,834 6,060 4,175 3,696 3,031 1,BOO 628 564 t-:) 

c.o 
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SUMMARY OF 

County and judicial district 

Riverside: 
Corona ...................................................................... 
Desert ........................................................................ 
Mt. San Jacinto ........................................................ 
Riverside .................................................................. 
Three Lakes ............................................................ 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .............................................................. 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County a .................................... 

San Diego: 
El Qijon .................................................................... 
North CoWlty .......................................................... 
San Diego ................................................................ 
South Bay ................................................................ 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .......................................................... 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi.. .......................................................................... 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy ............................ 
Stockton ....................................................... , ............. 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo CoWlty ...................................... 

San Mateo: 
Northern .................................................................. 
Southern .................................................................. 

-----~---------------------------------
------------- --- ----

TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS t>:> 
(.) 

CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS. AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 10 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Total Total Dispositions 
Dispositions slter trial 

Uncontested Contested--
filings dispositions before trial matters matters 

1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

1,048 910 735 610 417 416 212 130 106 64 
3,708 3,124 2,392 2,052 • 2,101 1,766 155 170 136 116 
1,038 908 692 6ilS lS66 515 65 94 61 79 
4,932 4,511 3,333 2,554 2,709 2,330 413 85 211 139 § 735 594 462 360 309 258 101 60 52 42 

...... 

21,567 18,485 13.175 11,553 9,469 8,099 3,075 2,840 631 614 ~ 
12,075 ,10,132 8,476 6,228 5,093 3,671 2,749 2,103 634 4IS4 g 

Z 
CJ ...... 

5,626 5,099 4,165 3,651 3,390 3,152 375 149 400 350 t"' 
5,34:1 4,741 3,497 2,694 2,160 1,764 1,223 770 114 160 0 

18,016 18,725 13,909 11,353 11,961 6,808 1,2fJ1 3,784 651 761 '%j 

3,127 2,844 2,197 1,923 1,941 1,709 49 54 2UT 160 CJ 

t 
'%j 

19,581 ro,082 14,784 13,126 13,751 12,170 533 468 500 488 0 

1,008 s:rr 830 657 766 574 24 56 40 27 ~ 
1,197 985 &50 663 655 l524 140 66 55 73 
6,581 6,510 4,752 4,593 2,822 2,868 1,609 1,440 321 285 

2,521 1,989 1,867 1,385 1,332 1,007 335 ro1 220 177 

3,599 3,795 2,500 2,658 2,448 2,531 ro 27 13l 100 
5,910 6,2tl1 4,703 3,760 4,311 3,453 85 60 3f17 247 

\ 

1 
I' 



A . ;; 

---,------

" ... 

--------_._-- ---- -------

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................................................... 541 418 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ............................................ 3,791 3,365 
Santa Maria .............................................................. 1,493 1,433 

Santa Clara: 
Santa C\are. County ................................................ 29,269 30,186 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ................................................ 2,819 2,623 

Shasta: 
R657 Redding .................................................................... 1,823 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................................................... 2$T 1,650 
Vallejo-Benicia ..................... _ ................................. 2,218 1,962 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ...................................................... 5,572 5,649 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaw: County .................................................. 8,017 7,697 

Sutter: 
Sutter County .......................................................... 1,029 971 

Tulare: 
Porterville ................................................................ 927 957 
Tulare-Pixley ............................................................ 598 566 
Visa1ia ........................................................................ 1,752 1,568 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ...................................................... 8,973 8,505 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ............................................................ 1,562 1,561 

Yuba: 
Yuba County· ........................................................ 515 0 

a For explanation, s...oe footnote applicable to the court on Table 27 . 
R Revised 

/ . 

426 
2,734 
1,113 

21,778 

2,251 

1,304 

1,805 
1,744 

4.B20 

5,555 

804 

661 
:368 

1,665 

6.064 

995 

349 

324 
2,461 
1,102 

21,014 

2,059 

R454 

1,312 
1,546 

4,549 

5,528 

714 

717 
457 

1,333 

6,278 

1,088 

0 

317 
946 

1,063 

20,633 

, 
'. 

1,508 

1,083 

1,611 
1,656 

4,385 

5,256 

629 

623 
357 

1,137 

-',538 

769 

314 

265 91 46 18 13 
776 1,744 1,616 44 69 

1,052 5 3 45 47 

19,695 411 702 734 617 

1,481 em 463 136 115 
.... 
~ 

R~ R47 R24 ~ 142 79 

~ 
1,238 71 10 123 64 ~ 
1,453 38 37 50 56 ~ 

0 
4,234 !H: 124 323 191 !:l:f 

>-3 
0 
"'l 

5,274 127 6.1 112 191 

~ 
605 116 70 !'i9 39 f5 

~ 
617 8 76 30 24 ~ 434 3 10 8 13 

~ 964 370 234 158 135 

.... 
5,766 147 161 379 351 ~ 

0 
877 143 119 81 92 ~ 

() 
trJ 

0 28 0 7 0 

~ ..... 

\ 
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County and judicisl district 
State total .............................. 

Alameda: 
Alameda ............... , ................ 
Berkeley·Albany .................. 
Fremont-Newark·Union 

City .................................. 
Livermore-Pleasanton ........ 
Oakland·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 Kenl ............................ 
West Kern ............................ 

ToW 
1980-81 1979-80 

8,7frT R9,078 

1 0 
35 33 

31 47 
10 16 

197 256 
61 67 

0 

140 154 
33 'J:l 
42 71 
61 68 

73 'n 

32 34 

33 15 

19 17 
92 106 

to 
TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS c..:> 

to 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN a 

Fiscal Years 1979<--80 and 1980-81 
Reduced Other ToW Trallic Other 
Felonies Nontrallic Tral1ic SeJectedb TralTic Civil 

198G-81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 1980-81 l!1l9-80 1980-81 1979-80 1981J...81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

106 ROO 4,506 R4,861 3,729 R 3,789 3,475 R 3,488 254 301 446 R342 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 23 25 6 2 5 2 1 0 6 6 

§ 0 0 19 23 11 24 11 21 0 3 1 0 
0 0 3 4 7 11 7 11 0 0 0 1 

..... 
(') 

3 3 110 133 57 97 50 90 7 7 'J:l 23 ~ 1 2 25 28 22 32 21 31 1 1 13 5 
(') 
0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 ~ 
Q 

'6 1 31 61 82 89 74 83 8 6 1 3 
t"' 
0 0 0 25 18 8 8 7 8 1 0 0 1 ~ 

0 0 20 28 22 42 22 42 0 0 0 1 
&2 0 0 17 19 40 47 40 46 0 1 4 2 
t"' ..... 
~ 

8 4 31 38 23 25 18 24 5 1 11 10 0 
!;d 
Z 

0 0 18 17 14 13 14 13 0 0 0 4 
;; 

13 0 26 8 15 7 12 7 3 0 0 

1 0 11 10 7 7 5 7 2 0 0 0 
2 0 54 69 34 37 34 36 0 1 2 0 

\ 

1 
I' 



Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .............................. 68 88 1 1 31 39 36 46 35 42 1 4 0 2 
Antelope ................................ M 86 0 0 41 f)7 15 19 15 17 0 2 0 0 
Beverly Hi1Is ........................ En 62 0 0 59 36 24 21 24 21 0 0 4 5 
Burbanlc .................................. 10 17 0 2 9 11 1 3 1 3 0 0 0 1 
Citrus ...................................... III 136 0 0 64 71 43 62 35 48 8 14 4 3 
Compton ................................ 64 63 0 0 48 44 13 14 11 13 2 1 3 5 
Culver .................................... 2.'l 14 0 0 17 8 7 5 7 5 0 0 1 1 
Downey .................................. 47 92 II 0 31 63 13 27 10 26 3 1 1 2 .... 
East Los Angeles .................. 127 86 0 0 75 46 48 35 45 32 3 3 4 5 <0 

Glendale ................................ 72 79 0 0 40 43 31 36 28 33 3 3 1 0 ~ 
,j 

Inglewood .............................. 104 158 0 0 78 116 24 34 22 26 2 8 2 8 ~ Long Beach .......................... 161 ISO 0 0 88 105 f)7 63 66 61 1 2 6 12 

~ Los Angeles .......................... 1,351 1.443 5 1 865 951 434 444 410 424 24 20 47 47 
Los Cerritos .......................... 72 48 0 0 47 23 22 23 22 23 0 0 3 2 
Malibu .................................... 14 16 0 0 4 <& 7 12 5 6 2 6 3 0 
Newhall .................................. 38 35 () 0 9 20 27 15 2.'l 8 2 7 2 0 ~ 
Pasadena ................................ 61 60 0 0 27 28 31 31 27 23 4 8 3 1 '"d 
Pomona .................................. 59 89 0 0 42 61 13 27 13 21 0 6 4 1 0 
Rio Hondo ............................ 59 49 0 4 29 19 29 26 23 2.'l 6 1 1 0 !:l:l 

i-l 
Santa Anita ............................ 50 31 0 0 34 23 16 7 16 7 0 0 0 1 0 Santa Monica ........................ 22 17 0 0 12 10 10 6 10 6 0 0 0 1 "%j 
South Bay .............................. 121 117 0 0 61 72 39 37 36 27 3 10 21 8 i-l 
Southeast ................................ 78 121 0 4 65 98 13 10 11 16 2 2 0 1 :z: 
Whittier .................................. 135 15£ 0 1 76 95 56 56 51 46 5 10 3 0 t:l 

Marin: ~ 
Central .................................... III 126 0 1 38 35 70 88 64 78 6 10 3 2 E::: ...... z ..... 

Merced: 

I Merced County .................... 19 29 0 0 10 12 8 15 6 11 2 4 2 

Monterey: ~ i 
Monterey County .............. 281 144 0 0 139 68 134 73 127 70 7 3 8 3 ,s 
Monterey Peninsula ............ 0 26 0 0 0 13 0 12 0 11 0 1 0 1 

0 North Monterey County .... 0 21 0 0 0 12 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 

~ Salinas .................................... 0 40 0 0 0 21 0 19' 0 17 0 2 0 0 

f'l 
() 

Napa: t:l ;\ \.~ 
Napa County ........................ 31 31 0 0 15 11 10 17 10 16 0 1 6 3 i 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .... 198 175 3 4 95 89 89 76 78 69 11 7 11 6 
North Orange County ........ 240 241 5 1 121 122 105 114 105 109 0 5 9 4 
Orange County Harbor ...... 88 93 2 0 36 32 38 55 38 53 0 2 12 6 
South Orange County ........ 124 121 0 0 66 58 53 61 41 53 12 8 5' 2 l\:I West Orange County .......... 263 234 0 0 104 110 153 119 143 112 10 7 6 5 "-' 

"-' 
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TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1979-80 and 1980-81 

Reduced Other Total Trsffic 
TobU Felonies Nontraffic Trsffic Selectedb 

County IUJd judicW dis-
trict 198()...81 1979-80 1!J60...81 1979-80 198()...81 1979-80 198()...81 1979-80 198()...81 1979-IKJ 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................... 13 24 0 0 5 13 8 11 8 9 
Desert .................................... 76 93 1 5 28 33 42 M 42 44 
Mt. San Jacinto .................... 15 4 0 1 8 1 4 1 4 1 
Riverside ................................ 83 52 0 0 54 18 29 34 2S 34 
Three Lakes .......................... 14 8 0 0 5 1 6 6 4 6 

Sacr~ento: 
Sacramento ............................ 251 333 12 7 82 182 131 W W 115 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino 

R305 County c ........................ 292 8 7 114 144 1M 151 143 137 

San Diego: 
El~on ................................ 118 100 1 1 42 94 72 71 71 60 
North County ...................... IllS 175 0 0 78 llS 113 77 100 6.'5 
Sm Diego .............................. 375 442 14 10 217 239 124 171 122 16.'5 
South Bay .............................. 1M 146 7 4 llS 86 48 51 46 48 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco ........................ 216 167 3 120 101 48 as 43 34 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ........................................ 12 12 0 0 4 7 5 2 4 2 
Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-

Tracy .............................. 14 21 3 1 6 15 2 4 2 4 
Stoclcton ................................ 47 81 0 0 18 46 18 30 17 23 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County .... 73 47 0 0 22 27 4S 14 44 14 

San Mateo: 
NcHthern ................................ 71 79 0 0 49 60 19 19 12 18 
Southern ................................ 104 100 0 0 32 SO 64 sa M 52 

1 

~ 
~ 

Otber 
7hU~ Civil 

198()...81 1979-80 1980-81 1979-80 

0 2 0 0 
0 II 5 0 
0 0 3 1 

§ 4 0 0 0 
2 0 3 1 ..... 

6 10 26 19 ~ 
() 
0 

~ 
12 14 15 R3 () 

F 
0 1 11 3 3 ~ 

13 12 4 3 

~ 2 6 I'll 22 
2 3 8 5 

0 
5 1 47 28 ~ 

~ 
1 0 3 3 

0 0 3 1 
1 7 11 5 

1 0 6 6 

7 1 3 0 
6 1 8 5 

~. 

\ 

!' 

". 
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Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc .................................. 7 
Santa BiII'bara-Goleta .......... 61 
Salnta Maria .......................... 25 

Santa Clara: 
Santa Clara County ............ 340 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .............. 56 

Shasta: 
Redding .................................. ZT 

Solano: 
Northern Solano .................. 56 
Vallejo-Benicia ...................... 39 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .................... 78 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County ................ 224 

Sutter: 
Sutter County ...................... 44 

Tulare: 
Porterville .............................. 18 
Tulare-Pixley ........................ 49 
Visalia. ..................................... 65 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................. 20T 

Yolo: 
Yolo County .......................... 36 

Yuba: 
Yuba County C ...................... 39 

00 
92 
30 

375 

66 

R9 

56 
40 

87 

195 

36 

30 
25 
62 

153 

ZT 

0 

o 
o 
o 

1 

o 
o 

o 

o 

o 
2 
1 

o 

o 

o 

3 4 
0 39 
0 17 

0 112 

0 18 

Rl 11 

2 24 
0 18 

2 36 

0 79 

2 16 

1 13 
2 29 
4 ZT 

0 131 

1 19 

0 24 

9 3 7 3 
42 g2 47 22 
23 8 5 8 

118 214 239 205 

18 36 46 31 

R4 12 R3 9 

17 30 36 27 
19 21 00 21 

54 40 31 35 

76 144 117 137 

14 ZT 19 24 

22 3 7 3 
11 15 10 12 
22 30 33 ZT 

67 134 83 131 

16 15 10 15 

0 15 0 15 

6 0 
47 0 
0 0 

233 9 

40 5 

R3 3 

29 3 
15 0 

30 5 

109 7 

17 3 

. 7 0 .... ~y ~"~.~.~ 

82 3 

10 0 

u 0 

1 
o 
5 

6 

6 

o 
o 
o 

13 

o 3 

7 
5 

8 

2 

o 
o 
2 

1 

o 

o 

2 
o 

2 

o 

1 

2 
3 
7 

2 

2 

o 

1 
3 
2 

18 

2 

1 
1 

o 

2 

o 
2 
3 

3 

o 

o 

a "Juries sek-cted and sworn" are not the equivalent of cases disposed of by verdict since a single jury may try consolidated cases which in crinninal matters may result in multiple dispositions. No disposition is reported for hung juries. 

b Violations of Sections 20002, 23102, 23104 and 231005 of the Vehicle Code and Vehiclo Code felonies filed as misdemeanors under Penal Code Section 17 (b)4. 
C For explanation, see footnote applicable to the Court on Table ZT. 
R Revised 
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CoWlty snd judicisJ district 
State total .............................. 

Alpine: 
Alpine .................................. 

Amulor: 
Amador .................................. 

Butte: 
Biggs ...................................... 
Gridley .................................. 
Oroville .................................. 
Parmdise ................................ 

Calaveras: 
Calaveras .............................. 

Colusa: 
Colusa-Williams ....... ' .......... 

Del Norte: 
Del Norte County .............. 

El Dorado: 
El Dorado ............................ 
Georgetown-Divide ............ 
Lake Valley .......................... 
Placerville ............................ 

Fresno: 
Cc>:ilinga ................................ 
Firebaugh-Kerman ............ 
Fowler-Caruthers ................ 
Kingsburg-Riverdale .......... 
Parlier-5elma ........................ 
Reedley-Dunlap .................. 
Sanger .................................... 

-~~--------

TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND illEGAL PARKING FILINGS 

FISCAL YEAR 1980--81 
1980-81 

Total CriminsJ 
nonparking NontraRic TraIlic 

Filings Misdemesnors Misdemesnors 
1980-81 1979-80 Felonies GroupAa GroupOb Infract. C Group 0':1 Group De Infract f 

1130,137 R 309,208 9,224 f!1,C11l f!1,793 5,051 20,001 34,536 354,799 

1,323 1,060 8 143 134 0 8 29 976 

6,479 4,539 111 406 200 0 203 217 4,557 

1,101 9!S1 2 29 22 1£ 35 66 896 
4,164 2,182 50 146 106 20 f!12 312 2,981 
9,324 7,649 289 1,449 563 113 302 759 4,629 
4,380 3,168 101 232 128 1 175 211 1,671 

7,734 6,OBI 256 545 318 32 185 326 5,059 

11,990 10,092 44 149 331 0 f!14 399 10,269 

6,033 6;JOf 195 391 186 0 403 323 3,937 

11,851 7,764 122 266 154 1 192 714 9,412 
1,154 966 36 182 84 44 35 78 482 

16,437 14,420 300 916 975 558 378 782 10,945 
14,170 11,408 147 539 4f!1 lOB 281 638 10,821 

13,048 11,061 191 329 354 17 433 745 10,498 
9,423 9,23!) 210 468 1,448 0 724 889 4,913 
4,576 4,809 131 103 6 1 f!16 156 3,698 
3,241 2,738 70 118 18 10 159 167 2,377 
7:zt9 6,894 152 417 5f!1 0 309 514 4,566 
4,989 4,323 174 46() 208 266 293 869 2,403 
4.!HI 4.oMl 101 259 398 91 348 334 2,718 

1 
:~ 

OJegsJ 
Psrking 
105,895 

409 

1,593 

165 
383 
447 

1,702 

417 

321 

1f!1 

255 
116 

4,368 
8,521 

156 
558 

9 
76 

822 
2,904 

999 

SmslJ 
Claims 
35,398 

16 

447 

23 
186 
705 

1,731 

613 

443 

437 

783 
172 
800 
680 

4fIl 
598 
176 
252 
482 
223 
tm 

~ ',' 

"I '; 

t-o 
c.:> 
~ 

Civil 

Other 
16,264 

9 § 
..... 

338 

~ 
16 CJ 

0 91 
~ 515 

130 CJ 
F 
0 

400 "%j 

CJ 

81 ~ 
0 

161 ~ 
:> 

207 
61 

783 
529 

74 
173 
29 
70 

112 
93 
71 

\ 

, ... 



Glenn: 
Orland .................................... ~ 4,633 
Willows .................................. 7,919 5,043 

Humboldt: 
Arcata .................................... 9,351 8,058 
Fortuna .................................. 5,009 5,879 
Garberville ............................ 2,389 2,06:l 
Klamath-Trinity .................. 1,497 1,162 

Inyo: 
Inyo County ........................ 7,116 6,674 

Kings: 
Avenal .................................... 4,229 3,822 
Corcoran ................................ 1,608 2,387 
Hanford ................................ 12,081 14,756 
Lemoore ................................ 4J!l41 3,416 

Lake: 
Clearlake Highlands .......... 3,259 2,737 
Kelseyville ............................ 992 .981 
Lakeport ................................ 3,812 R3,408 Middletown-Lower Lake .. 1,214 1,235 
Upper Lake .......................... 2,342 2,052 

Lmssen: 
Lassen Consolidated .......... 6,315 5,817 

LosAngel~ 
Catalina. ................................. 611 7~ 

Madera: 
Chowchilla ............................ 4,029 4,400 
Madera-Sierra II .................... 10,4M 17,181 
Madera II ................................ 6,804 
Sierra II .................................. 2,179 

f~ 
.;> 

Maripou: 
Mariposa .................................. 2,149 2,367 

,-\ 

". 

9 In5 
77 105 

0 623 
0 177 
0 117 
0 126 

217 285 

62 198 
51 175 
~ 700 
140 249 

53 141 
25 131 
66 230 
17 18 
27 54 

67 160 

10 149 

111 153 
435 656 
298 343 
41 123 

38 74 

143 
101 

331 
185 
119 
111 

417 

140 
165 
546 
100 

295 
72 

117 
31 

257 

232 

234 

311 
1,1175 

351 
250 

264 

. . , 

15 
0 

ISO 
26 
0 
0 

125 

9 
35 
47 

'51 

54 
1 
4 
0 
0 

56 

0 

(] 

0 
262 

0 

5 

_'"i 
.:~,"T 

,I 203 172 3,222 182 259 124 132 002 6/3Ol 24 242 193 

537 19'! 6,672 15,018 552 329 230 380 3,311 391 514 186 61 110 1,755 460 191 36 .... 
48 109 733 12 325 45 ~ 

> 
228 406 4,895 1!60 ass 205 

Z 
Z 

~ 196 574 2,886 42 112 52 
~. 62 189 6.57 100 178 96 376 1,351 7,211 2,989 949 634 0 162 732 2,910 504 118 1'19 
~ 
~ 221 199 1,599 81 482 215 49 63 453 10 112 86 

~ 137 413 2,298 1,479 317 230 33 121 836 35 81 77 

~ 
119 331 1,409 0 81 64 

~ 126 65 4,493 671 947 149 ..... 
i 

~ 10 78 54 643 65 11 

~ 113 168 2,824 198 283 66 0 798 1,017 5,178 1~ 950 375 ~. 501 776 3,528 673 496 249 53 138 1,304 . 20 227 43 0 
t%:l 

69 111 1,369 162 150 69 

\ 
. ) 

1 
( . 



TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-ContinuBd 

FISCAL YEAR 1980-81 
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TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1980-81 

1980-81 
Total Crim.innl 

nonpar king NontraRic TraRic 
filings Misdemeanors Misdemeanors megal 

County and judicial district 1980-81 1979-8lJ Felonies Group A R GrolJpB b Infract. C Group Cd Group De Infrnct r Parking 

Trinity: 
Trinity County ........................ 2,74.5 2,14.5 133 12.'5 197 0 89 205 1,l563 422 

Tulare: 
Dinuba ...................................... 9.001 9,637 1151 ~ 392 0 485 133 7,lM 273 
Exeter·Farmersville .............. 3,694 2,993 97 186 77 188 165 330 2,211 124 
Lindsay .................................... 2,333 2,213 152 99 200 17 202 33 1,469 24 
Woodlake ................................ 2,084 1,714 44 165 301 68 88 78 1,221 69 

Tuolumne: 
First .......................................... 4,1151 2,847 68 333 220 0 127 2111 2,135 157 
Second ...................................... 1,256 1,342 20 715 151 0 35 60 806 77 
Third ........................................ 2$>17 2,333 64 172 217 94 138 119 1,846 309 
Fourth ...................................... 620 708 22 M 190 10 20 32 212 19 
Fifth .......................................... 2,684 2,219 44 260 65 46 117 178 1,813 130 

Civil 
SrnaO 
Claims 

340 

460 
156 
141 
70 

1506 
64 

166 
49 

109 

Other 

93 

170 
84 
91 
49 

33.'S 
4.5 

101 
31 
152 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
o 
"":l 

Yuba: 

=~lC:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 15,782 l2,090 228 1533 102 24 294 765 2,986 364 312 1538 
1,121 2,447 ' 0 26 27 45 79 61 854 80 2.'S 4 

• Group A Misdemeanors are: Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code and other state statutes except intoxication and Fish and Game. Examples: Battery 242 PC, Disorderly Conduct 647 ~I 
b PC, Disturbing Peace 415 PC, Joy Ride 499b PC, Trespass 602 PC. 

Group B misdemeanors include fish and game violations, intoxication and city and county ordinances. 
~ Nontraffic infractions are city and county ordinances specified as infractions. 

Group C traffic misdemeanor violations of the Vehicle Code are hit and nm, drunk driving, reckless driving with injury and driving undc'c the influence of drugs. 
e Group D traffic misdemeanors are all other traffic misdemeanor offerues except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contest,;, driving without 
r a d.-iver's license, failure to appear after signing citation, violation of weight limit for trucks, reckless driving without iIliury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 
Examples of traffic infractions are nmning a stop sign, speeding, improper operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 

: Madera·Sierra deconsolidated to become Madera Justic'e Court District and Sierra Justice Court District, effective February I, 1981. 
Auburn and Colfax·AIta·Dutch Flat Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Auburn·Colfax Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 

; Lincoln and Loomis Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Loomis·Lincoln Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 
Roseville Justice Court District changed its name to Roseville-Rocklin Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 

~ Colton, Crest Forest and Mission Justice Court Districts consolidated with San Bernardino County Municipal Court District-Central Division, effective October I, 1980. 
RMarysville and Wheatland Justice Court Di,tricts consolidated to become Yuba County Municipal Court District, effective January 1, 1981. 

Revised. 
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County and judicilll district 
Glenn: 

Orland ........................................ 
Willows ...................................... 

Humboldt: 
Arcata ........................................ 
ForU.'J1a ...................................... 
Garberville ................................ 
Klamath.Trinity ...................... 

Inyo: 
Inyo County ............................ 

Kings: 
Avenal ........................................ 
Corcoran .................................... 
Hanford .................................... 
Lemoore .................................... 

Lake: 
Clearlake Highlands .............. 
Kelseyville ................................ 
Lakeport .................................... 
Middletown·Lower La.lce ...... 
Upper Lake .............................. 

Lassen: 
Lassen Consolidated .............. 

Los Angeles: 
Catalina ...................................... 

Madera: I 
Chowchilla .............................. 
Madera·Sierra g ........................ 
Madera

g 
.................................... 

Sierra g ...................................... 

rI 

" 

I' .... 

, 

TABLE 3S-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1980-81 

1980-81 TotBl 
Criminlll nonparking 

Non tro./lic 
TrsIlic ~ J.fisdemeanors Misdemeanors IUeglll 1980-81 1979-80 Felonies Group A a CroupB b Infract. C Croup Cd Croup DC Infract. f Parking 

2,700 3,824 16 122 57 26 141 95 2,038 141 6,~.50 4,732 37 71 76 0 119 178 5,492 21 

8,240 7,590 0 .501 333 185 400 157 15,906 9,534 4,729 15,803 0 185 189 38 195 326 3,082 409 1,797 1,811 0 64 54 0 63 109 1,285 2fr1 1,366 1,182 2 129 125 0 40 134 648 11 

6,486 6,458 166 240 356 109 217 336 4,il17 819 

2,82.(\ 2,529 43 110 90 5 134 362 1,999 28 1,719 2,.5SS 57 189 170 38 79 195 694 94 9,841 n 11,967 279 591 337 17 398 896 6,438 2,373 3,792 3,119 114 217 175 88 136 505 2,399 268 

2,625 2,670 39 115 248 41 135 172 1,373 48 983 1,001 27 102 81 1 43 60 429 9 2,544 kl94 41 126 71 4 118 197 1,588 1,116 1,992 744 8 12 28 0 23 231 1,548 40 1,211 1,199 13 38 153 0 62 100 734 0 

5,260 4,166 53 189 192 48 157 65 3,75.5 277 

614 754 9 152 235 0 10 78 54 643 

3,182 3,685 102 137 227 2 99 48 2,275 149 8,433 15,954 314 4(l2 584 0 564 997 4,740 BOO 5,785 194 282 363 144 367 750 3,188 327 I,Ttl 30 79 198 0 37 90 1,123 14 

'iZ' , 
• . . ' 

~ 
>~~~ ;~ '" 

~<"'" 
;. 

\).) 
~ . '\. 

i' 

" ~'\ 

Civil 
SmruJ 
Claims Othe:r 

231 34 
96 81 ...... 

S 424 334 
(') 571 143 

~ 195 27 
251 37 

(') 
0 

297 148 ~ 
(') ..... 
t'"' 

63 14 0 
194 103 "::I 
400 485 f 91 67 

0 
369 133 ~ 158 82 :> 258 141 
86 56 
38 13 

ii 
,I 719 82 !I 
1! 

II 65 11 
if 
,1 

238 54 '1 
1\ 631 201 
!j 381 116 

194 20 '[ 

,1 , I 
I : , , 

'" , 

I' 

,,<II., 

~ • 



0 

.. ... 

Mariposa: 
M&riposa .................................... 

Mendocino: 
Anderson .................................. 
Arena .......................................... 
Big River .................................. 
Little Lake ................................ 
Long Valley .............................. 
Round Valley ............................ 
Sanel .......................................... 
Ten Mile River ........................ 
Ukiah .......................................... 

Modoc: 
Modoc ........................................ 

MOllO: 
Mono .......................................... 

Monterey: 
Central ...................................... 
Southern .................................... 

Nevada: 
Nevada ...................................... 
Truckee .................................... 

-Placer: h 
Auburn ....... ~ .. 'li ....................... 
Aubum-Colliix .. · ......... 6 ........ 
Colliix-Alta-Dutch Flat ..... , .. 

IF3:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Loom.is.L!ncoln i ...................... 
Roseville-Rocldin J .................. 
Tahoe ........................................ 

Plumas: 
AImanor .................................... 
PlU1D8l ...................................... 

Sacramento: 
Elk Grove-Galt ................... , .... 
Walnut Grove-Isleton ............ 

l,: \ 

2,1154 2,670 

161 218 
302 361 
1581 594 

2,61515 2,736 
879 1,039 
m 240 
272 2-ti! 

3,264 2,8152 
11,002 9,544 

2,033 1,742 

Ul9 3,413 

:' ,2Il8 4,1S4O 
16,478 13m 

8,1l99 7$J9 
6,7153 4,223 

1,1!94 10.,335 
14,OM 

822 6,391 
447 369 
140 1,166 
636 1!,I!11 

4,1533 
10,782 !l,444 

11,600 11,131 

1,644 1,402 
2,181 1,782 

6,130 6,263 
1,478 1,279 

41 83 242 

!} 22 3 
0 22 68 
0 157 117 

134 164 323 
0 30 154 
0 29 73 
0 !? 26 

H8 227 3415 
311 632 636 

34 100 147 

89 l~ 368 

158 208 162 
49 4I!S 640 

179 288 306 
77 68 198 

30 90 92 
244 754 1!94 

II 10 00 
0 44 81 
(I 13 7 
3 78 11 

74 462 150 
230 1,651 2415 
281 310 382 

16 107 304 
40 141 160 

0 400 249 
0 60' 1581 

" 

15 ~ 182 1,346 146 129 39 

1 2 10 159 0 54 10 
2 1 6 155 M 44 4 
0 6 28 302 115 48 23 
0 147 432 1,123 273 1158 174 
0 21 34 6:s9 9 49 32 
0 11 19 93 0 41 11 .... 
0 15 11 196 13 21 2 ~ 
2 96 189 2,011 1,441 233 43 

~ 0 154.'5 728 6PT4 1,177 979 rHI 

10 21 106 1,241 239 m 9:5 ~ 
~ 

/ 
1 

, 

1509 115 132 2,l546 302 199 67 0 
~ 

9/l 2615 871 11,402 270 1.\!Q 24 0 
87 1509 1,136 13,192 283 344 66 "%j 

ri 
t::I 

0 478 !IS8 15,741 14,104 678 369 

~ 2 206 539 11,400 1,003 1156 87 
~ 

0 44 73 1,11~ 4IS7 87 64 ~ 
89 341 1,31S7 9,440 1,448 818 417 

I 0 II 129 6315 15 17 1 
0 10 8 flRl 23 27 10 
2 II 24 72 3 12 15 
0 13 00 304 379 2 5 
8 154 434 2,891) 647 254 107 0 

100 1591 ll46 7:Jlf1 9,1157 1568 444 ~ 4 280 161 3,4159 2,052 1561! 218 
{j 
l:%] 

81! 169 64 727 10 158 l4 
89 77 393 1,1156 114 113 12 

0 401 335 4,274 223 3915 76 
0 68 40 6711 94 152 2 

~ 
\ 

1 

.;. 



County and judiciJlJ district 

San Benito: 
San Benito County .................. 

San Bernardino: 
Bear V~ey .............................. 
Colton ......... " ........................... 
et:~ F~rest .......................... 
Mission .................................... 
Needles-Calzona ...................... 
Trona .......................................... 

Santa Barbara: 
Carpinteria·Montecito .......... 
Solvang ......... , ............................ 

Shasta: 
Anderson .................................. 
Burney ...................................... 
Central Valley .......................... 
Redding .................................... 

Sierra: 
Sierra County .......................... 

(J Sislciyou: 
Dorrls·Tulelake ........................ 
DU!lillIluir·Mt. Shasta .............. 
McCloud .................................... 
Shasta Valley ............................ 
Western .................................... 

.' Solano: 
Rio Vista .................................... 

Tehama: 
Coming ...................................... 
Red Bluff .................................. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------*-

TABLE 36-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING DISPOSITIONS-Continusd 

FISCAL YEAR 1~1 
1~1 

Total ., CriminRl 
DODptUJdng NontrtUfic TraIIic 
dispositions MLs.:i,·:"eanors Misdemeanors mega] 

1~1 197Y-l(J Felonies Group.,{- GroupB b Infract. C Group Cd Group De InEract. f Puking 

8,195 7,482 148 441 605 0 311 1,067 5,151 2,608 

4,952 3,891 52 157 327 172 200 321 3,221 96 
4,352 12,431 27 100 72 0 513 M8 2,526 114 
1,230 4,812 14 53 241 33 18 (j1 704 271 
1,885 3,349 6 28 3 2 56 146 1,570 1,607 
S,634 RS,958 44 690 312 1 196 103 4,133 35 

789 1,113 0 14 7 14 23 13 S16 1 

6,224 4,800 0 247 182 149 324 90 5,033 1,024 
6,374 6,1506 32 64 5iB 0 79 74 S,471 156 

6,013 '4,477 0 286 842 10 198 290 3,537 396 
2,164 1,944 35 74 228 0 80 72 1,289 22 

.9,094 6,895 0 522 723 0 lSI :)26 7,031 1,712 
11,174 

1,487 1,408 33 182 129 ti 76 156 848 61 

1,1594 1,336 0 76 65 0 45 S36 805 26 
S,.703 4,918 0 71 57 26 86 200 5,029 928 

286 166 0 21 45 0 11 5 163 0 
2,457 2,431 0 ISO 33 58 sa 57 1,660 005 
7,164 6,100 156 368 296 21 249 lOB S,178 1,505 

1,179 936 23 SO 2S9 38 80 105 505 313 

S,264 3,956 sa 171 105 00 146 648 3,740 152 
l2,931 11,313 221 41.2 301 113 160 1,215 9,511 879 

1 

." 

\" '. 

Civil 
SmaJ,.' 
CIJlims Other 

223 249 

361 115 § 
4J6 130 -(") 84 16 

~ 23 51 
117 38 (") 
002 0 0 

~ 
151 48 

(") -49 27 t"' 
0 
"%j 

590 260 (") 

328 58 ~ 187 154 "%j 
0 
!:C 
Z 

SI 6 ;;' 

43 24 
199 15 
35 6 

351 65 
55S 233 

94 25 

248 103 
587 351 

\ 



Trinity: 
Trinity County ........................ 2,448 1,966 1.21 114 191 0 68 169 1,263 362 404 118 

Tulare: 
Dinuba ., .................................... 8,655 6,923 151 188 363 0 511 189 6,938 271 246 69 
Exeter-Fllnhersvil1e ................ 3,540 3,053 92 204 62 210 176 447 2,1,53 117 124 72 
Lindsay ...................................... 2,068 2,139 49 89 169 12 192 35 1,339 21 111 72 
Woodlake .................................. 1,578 1,628 58 130 1tn 65 91 143 870 53 52 2 

Tuolumne: 
F"JrSt ............................................ 3,194 2,998 39 290 l?OO \l 103 147 1,604 73 454 351 
Second ........................................ 1,010 R 1,035 19 52 127 0 30 37 681 86 51 13 
Third .......................................... 2,440 2,258 55 183 003 84 109 82 1,529 265 113 82 
Fourth ........................................ 612 576 16 38 210 61 ro 32 170 13 43 22 
F"tfth ..•....•.•.•....••.•.•..•.•......••.•....•.• 2,.f9!S 2,ro3 30 22S 65 55 103 13.5 1,763 68 83 36 

Yuba: 
Marysville Ir .......................... ···· 4,447 11,495 194 340 39 23 301 417 2,"1l25 254 228 260 
Wheatland .............................. 1,111 2,443 0 24 29 44 86 49 850 69 25 4 

.• Group A Misdemeanors are: Misdemeanor violations of Penal ~e and other state statutes except into:::ication and Fish snd Gama. Examples: Batiety 242 PC, Disorderly Conduct 647 
PC, Disturbing Peace 415 PC, Joy Ride 499b PC, Trespass 602 Pc. 

b Group. B milIdemeanors i.nclude fish c5c game violations, intoxication and city and county ordinances. 
C Nontraffic infractions are city and county ordinances spedfied as infractions. 
d Group C traffic misdemeanor violations of the Vehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driving, reckless driving with injury and d,."iving under the influence of drugs. 
e Group D traffic misdemeanors are all other tnlDc misdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanolll are speed contests, driving without 

a driver's license, failure to appear after signing citation, violation of weight limit for trucks, recldess driving without injury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 
r Examples of traffic infractions are running a stop sign, speeding, improper operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 
II Madera-Sierra deconstili.dated to become Madera Justice Court District and Sierra Justice Court District, effective Febnrory I, 1981. 
b Auburn and Colfax-Aim-Dutch F1at Justice Court Districts coJlS('llidated to become Auburn-Colfax Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 
I Lincoln and Loomis Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Loomis-Lincoln Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 
J Roeeville Justice Court District changed its name to Roseville-RC!Cklin Justice Court District, effective August 21, 1980. 
It Colton, Crest Forest, and Mission Justice CourrDistricts consolidated with San Bernardino County Municipal Court District Central Division, effective October I, 1980. 
I Marysville and Wheatland Justice Court Districts conrolidated to become Yuba County Municipal Court District, effective January I, 1981. 
R~~ , 
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SUPERIOR COURT GLOSSARY 

APPEAL refers to appeals from municipal and justice courts, including 
appeals in small claims matters. 

CRIMINAL includes the filing of indictments, information and 
certifications against defendants. All criminal charges filed in superior 
court are felonies. 

DISPOSITIONS refer to various proceedings. Before trial civil dispositions 
include dismissals, summary judgments and other judgments before. trial. 
Before trial criminal dispositions include transfers to another trial court, 
convictions after pleas of guilty, and dismissals. Contested dispositions are 
cases in whkh evidence was introduced by both sides. Uncontested 
dispositions are matters in which evidence was introduced by one side 
only. 

EMINENT DOMAIN is a proceeding to take parcels of private land for public 
use. 

FAMILY LAW proceedings include actions to dissolve or void a marriage. 

HABEAS CORPUS proceedings include petitions for writs of habeas corpus 
and coram nobis, petitions seeking release from illegal restraints under 
section 1473 of the Penal Code, and petitions alleging involuntary 
detention for treatment under the Lanterman-Petris-Short Act. 
JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENTS include authorized judgeships, plus 
full-time and part-time referees and eommissioners. The figures are 
adjusted to reflect judicial vacancies, assistance rendered to other courts, 
and assistance received from assigned and temporary judges. 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY petitions are petitions filed under Welfare and 
Institutions Code sections 601 and 602 seeking to make the minor a ward 
of the court or alleging violation of a criminal statute. 

JUVENILE DEPENDENCY petitions are petitions filed under W Glfare and 
Institutions Code section 300, seeking to make the minor a dependent of 
the court. 

MEDIAN TIME refers to the middle time in listings where values are placed 
in order from shortest to longest. 

MENT AL HEALTH includes proceedings to detain a person under the 
Lanterman-Petris-Short Act; proceedings to examine or detain a person as 
a mentally disordered sex offender, as a mentally retarded individual or 
narcotic addict; and proceedings to determine the present sanity of a 
criminal defendant. 

OTHER CIVIL COMPLAINTS are cases not covered by another civil category. 
If the prayer is for money, it must be in excess of $15,000 to be filed in 
superior court. 

PrecediRg page b\an~ 
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248 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

OTHER CIVIL PETITIONS is a category which includes petitions for adoption, 
for change of name, to establish the fact of birth or death (if not part of 
a pending probate proceeding), for writs of review, mandate and 
prohibition, for conciliation (when not part of a pending family law 
action) , and petitions filed under the Reciprocal Enforcement of Support 
Act and o~er special proceedings. 
PERSONAL INJURY, DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE is a category which 
includes actions for damages in excess of $15,,000 for physical injury to 
persons and property, and actions for wrongful death. 

PROBA 1E AND GUARDIANSHIP is a category which includes all probate 
proceedings, will contests, guardianship and conservatorship proceedings, 
and petitions to compromise minqrs' claims (when not part of a pending 
action) . 

\ 

1 



, . .... 

--------~-------------------,.~---

'k 

\ 

1 
/' 

l . 



,... 

.J 

.\ 

\ 

I 
I 
I 
\ 

, 1 
~ 

II} 

;:- 1 

i , 
j .... 

~~..;:r~"-'T ____ ~~::m~ .. ~;:,::..-:r.-,;:r:-:: "e'r'.~~"':''7,~,,:,,:",,''~ 



,,"1\ , 
'.) 

, . ... 

1 

..;~ '.\ 

1982 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 249 

MUNICIPAL AND JUSTICE COURT GLOSSARY 
DISPOSITIONS refer to various proceedings. Before trial civil dispositions 
include dismissals, summary judgrnents and other judgments before trial. 
Before trial criminal dispositions include transfers to another trial court" 
actions after pleas of guilty, and dismissals. Contested dispositions are cases 
in which evidence was lntroduced by both sides. Uncontested dispositions 
are cases in which evl.dence was introduced by one side only. 

FELONIES refer to felony preliminary hearings, including felonies charged 
under the Vehicle Code. 

GROUP A MISDEMEANORS include non traffic misdemeanor violations of 
the Penal Code and penal statutes, but do not include fish and game 
violations or intoxication complaints. 

GROUP B MISDEMEANORS include all other non traffic misderneanor 
violations of local city and county ordinances and of the Fish and Game 
Code, and also include intoxication complaints. 

GROUP C MISDEMEANORS include violations of Vehicle Code sections 
20002 (hit and run), 23102 (drunk driving), 23104 (reckless 
driving-injury), and 23105 (driving under the influence of drugs). 

GROUP D MISDEMEANORS include aU traffic misdemeanors not included 
in Group C. 

ILLEGAL PARKING includes all violations of parking regulations established 
by state statutes and local ordinances. 

JUDICIAL POSITIONS include authorized judges and full-time referees and 
commissioners. 

MEDIAN TIME refers to the middle time in listings where values are placed 
in order from shortest to longest. 

NONTRAFFIC INFnACTIONS includes local city and county ordinances 
specified as infractions. 

OTHER CIVIL includes all civil matters with a value of $15,000 or less, except 
small claims matters. 

SMALL CLAIMS refer to all matters flied in small claims court. 

TRAFFIC INFRACTI~ONS include violations of traffic regulations, but do not 
include violations of parking regulations. 
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