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The eagle is symbolic of, protection a..'>}d freedom to t~e 
"Indians of the "Pacific Northwest. The feathers ·of thIS 
'powerful hird. are thought to convey extraordinary strength 
a:n:d power,'"' 

D Washington's judiciary also sym.1:i'olizes freedo~., equality, 
strength and protection to its citizens; the same traits 
possessed by one of the Pacific Northweses most spec~cular 

"birds-the eagle,·· ",.., . il (J 

. The -eagle' has been recreated In IndIan symbols for the 
cover of this' judicial report by Diane Robertson, an O~ympia 
artist. 
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Washington COUl·t System: 1980 

9 Justices 
J'arisdictio:a: 

Supreme Court .' 

- Direct a}l~ wherein actions of state officials are 
invo}ve!1.> COD3titutionality of a statute ia questioned, 
confJictmg statutes or rules of law are involved, or the 
issue is of broa« public interest 

- Aggrieved party has·right of review when reversal in 
Court of Appeals is not 'JJl8.IlimoUS; otherwise review 
is .discretionary. . 

1 Constitu.tionality of statutes 
donflicting statutes or rules of law 

2 

~------~--~----------~ 
Court of Appeals 

16 Judges (3 Divisions) , 
Jurisdiction: -
- Appeals from lower courts except those in jurisdiction of 

the Supreme Court 

Superior Court -Ii 

117 Judges* (28 Court Districts) , 
Jurisdiction: 
- Exclusive oliginal jurisdiction over all civil matters 

involving dollar amounts over $300<1; title or possession 
of real property; cases involving legality of any·tax, 
impost, Sssessment or toll; probate and domestic matwr .. 

- Exclusive original jurisdiction over all criminal cases with 
the exception of minor misdemeanors 

- Exclusive original jUrisdiction oyer juvenile matters 

Appeals from Courts of Limited Jurisdiction heard de novo. 

* 8 Additional judges authorized by 1979 &: 1980 Legislatw:es 
effective January 1981. 

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 
213 Judges (136 attorney, 77 non-attorney) 

'," 

(72 Courts) , 
District Courts Municipal Courts 

Established by counties 
Jurisdiction: 
- CivU actions involving donar amounts of $3000 

or less 

(149 Courts) 
Established by cities 
Jurisdiction,: 
- VjolationS of municipal ordinances (maximum 

fine of $500 and/or jail sentence of 6 mohths 
- Small claims , 
- JQisdemeanors with maximum fine of $500 or leBa 

or less) < 

and/or jail sentenee of 6 months or less 
- Traffic matters 
- Felony matters for preliminary hearings 
Provide court semcell directly to 93 municipalities 

t indicatos route of ap~aI 
Figure 1 
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THECOURTSOF~WASHlNGTON 

OVERVIEW OF 1980 

The greatest changes experienced in the Washington 
court system during 1980 were in the courts of limited 
jurisdiction. A one-day mandatory jail sentence for con
viction of driving while intoxicated (DWI) was enacted in 
1979 and implemented in 1980. Court rules and proce
dures were developed for the pending decriminalization of 
traffic o~enses in 1981; the Office of the Administrator 

II 

for thelCourts was engaged not only in assisting with the 
development of the new court rules but also with the 
extensive training of both court and law enforcement per
sonnel. The advent of electronic ..recording in the courts 
of limited jurisdiction'!(effective January, 1,981) also re
quired the development of new court rules regarding pro
cedures, equipment and appeals on the record, In July, 
1980 the district courts underwent another change in that 
they wer-e required to change their jury systems and share 
the sam~d"lry poOls used by the superior courts. In the 
midst of~t~se procedural changes, the courts of limited 
jurisdictiott' experienced a dramatic change in the distri
'bution of their caseloads. Civil and criminal case filings 
increased far above previous trends, placing an additional 
burden on district and municipal courts. 

o .. 

In all the courts, criminal case filings increased far 
above expectations based on historic trends. Misdemean
or filings in tpe courts of limited jurisdiction increased 
18%;Jelony filings in the superior courts increased 21%; 
criminal appeals filed 'in the appellate courts ilJcreased 
17%. Whether this is the result of increased activity on 

{the part of law enforc6ment officials and prosecutors, in~ 
)\creased crime-or both~cannot be determined at thiS time. 
tBut the result is ipcreased levels of work and pressure on 
<:the judiciary. ' '. . 

Coupled with the increase in criminal caseloads is an 
increase in civil caseIoads. T,he increase of civil jurisdic
tion for' the district courts during 1979 has had a 
significant impact on district cOUrt civil caseloads. With 
civil filings almost 50% above historic trends, workloads 
in district courts ,~have increase(!i substantially. There has 
not been, however, any corresponding decrease in superi
or court civil caseloads. The question arises as to the 
s,ource of these new civil filings in the district courts. 

Many innovativ,<; changes are being .tried in the superi
or cou~ts to cope" with a caseload that has increased 
almost 80% in the last ten years compared to an increase 

o 

in judicial staff of only 33% during the same period. 
Mandatory arbitration lias been initiated for civil cases in 
which thery is a clnim for damages 0($10,000 or less, 
This program is being monitored in King and Yakima 
Counties where it has been implement.ed and evaluations 
will be forthcoming. King County Superior Court, the 
largest I,n the state and the court with possibly the most 
serious l!ongestion problem of all the superior courts, has 
undertaken other innovative changes with respect to cal
(;:;{!~r management and settlement conferences. These 
v.iiibear watching. 

A special concern is the rapidly growing caseload in the 
Court of Appeals. As the caseload of the superior courts 
and their productivity grows, so grows the caseload of the 
appellate courts, especially the Court of Appeals. An 
analysis of available data indicates that the Court of 
Appeals ma.y have reached the limit of its current 
capacity with respect to caseload. The number of matters 
that can be fairly and properly processed by the appellate 
courts is finite and even though the Court of Appeals was 
expanded in 1978, evidence indicates that either further 
expansion or other means of increasing the appellate 
courts' productivity may be necessary. 

Above pIl else, it has become increasingly evident that 
every part of the judicial system has an effect on every 
other part. Changes that occur in one segment of the 
courts impact all segments of the courts. 

The following is a report on bUshless transacted by the 
courts of Washington during the 1980 calendar year. This 
report consi~ts of an appraisal of the caseloads and a 
summary of the activities of the Supreme Court, the 
Court of Appeals, the Superior Courts and the Courts of 
Limited Jurisdiction. Report material is based on st~tis
tics reported to the Administrator for the Courts by the 
courts of Washington during 1980. 

Emphasis in this report is placedon 'Intake' and 'Court 
Activity'. Intake refers to those matters filed with the 
courts during the 'year, th~composition and source of 
those filings and the evaluation of trends that are 
apparent. Court activity generally refers to the disposi
tion of cases, trial activity, judicial workloads and, where 
available, pending caseloads. 
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EXPENDITURES FOR COURT SERVICES 

Washington's courts are financed through funds appro
pria.ted by the state and local governments. This section 
distinguishes between state expenditures for the judicial 
system and those of the cities and counties. State fiscal 
activitir;s are based on a biennium, consisting of two 
consecutive fiscal years. Fiscal operations of the cities and 
counties are based on the calendar y~r. 

EXPENDITURES BY THE STATE 
Court operations funded ~irectly by the state include 

the Supreme Court, the Supreme Court Clerk's Office, 
the Cour~ of Appeals, superior court judge$ (one-half of 
the salanes and benefits), the State Law Library, Re
porter of Decisions and the Office of the Administrator 
for the Courts. 

Expenditures to support the judiciary comprise a small 
portion of the total cost of operating state government. 
During the 1977-1979 biennium, state expenditures total
ed $7.9 billion. Only $17.6 million, or two-.tE:nths of one 
p!reent, was expended on the judiciary. (This proportion 
?ld not change from the biennium immediately preced
mg.) 

In fiscal year 1979-80, the first half~f the current 
biennium, the state expended $12.0 million for judicial 
operations, an increase of 24.9% over the previous fiscal 
year. 

EXPENDITURES BY LOCAL 
GOvERNMENT 

Local governments finance the major portion of the 
state's judicial system, including the cost of court admin
istration, grand juries, tocallaw libraries, facilities, civil 
process services, petit juries, and witness expenses. 

With the exception of one-half the salaries of superior 
court judges, the operation of the superior courts and 
district courts are funded by the counties. Many district 
courts have municipal court departments and receive a 
portion of their operating costs from the cities. Municipal 
courts are funded by the cities they serve. 

In J979, cities and counties of Washington expended 
$41.5 million for judical services and operations. This 
represe~ts an increase of 14% over the previous year's 
expendItures. As was the case with state expenditures, the 
amount spent to support local ('.curts was small relative 
to the expenditures for other city and county government 
operations. Expenditures for judicial services during 1979 " 
represented only 3.3% of the almost $1.25 billion spent 
by Was~ington's cities and counties. The cpurts had a 
~,maner percentage increase In costs than the remainder of 
government services--14% compared to 14.7% for other 
government costs. ' 

Table 1 

"!Preceding page ~lank 

State Expenditures for Judicial Services 

Supreme_Court 
Court or'.Appeals U 
Superior Court Judges 
State Law Library 
Administrator for the Courts 
Judicial Council 
Judges' Retirement Fund~ 

Total State Expenditures 

FY1978j79, 

$2,167,955 
2,488,089 
2.707~841 

594,725 
1,306,761 

107,978 
288,000 

$9,661,349 

FY 197,9/80 
$ 2,456,899 

2,8041&,12 
3,197,881 

679,631 
2,544,992 

108,934 
282.000 

$12,074,449 
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Table 2 
Local Government Expenditures for Judicial Servicesl 

1978 
Expenditures for .Judicial Services2 

Counties ........ ' ......•................•. 
Ci ties ....'..... • . . . . • • . . . . .• . . . . . . . ". . '. . . . 

Total Expenditures .....•.•............•. 
<l 

Breakdown by Court 
Superior Court ............. ~ ...... '_~'\ ..... . 
District Courts ...........•................ 
Municipal Cts. & Traffic Viol. Burs. . ........ . 

Total Expenditures ..................... . 
o 

-Other Expenditures Q~1ated to the Judiciary 
County Clerk4 

•• : ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.' 

Probation/Parole Services5 

Counties. : .. , .....•.........•........... 
Cities .•.............. ',' .............. '. 

Total Probation/Parole Services 

Juvenile Services6 

C9~nties ............. ,: ..... , ........•.. 
CItIes '_" ..........•. '~ ............ " ... . 

TotalJuvenileServices •...............• 

1. Source Mdata: J3ARS, Washington State Apditor 
2. Judicial Services comprise llARS account 512.00. 

$28.4 million 
8.0 million 

$36.4 million 

$15.4 million 
12.7 million 
7.9 million 

$36.4 million3 / 
//' 

:; ,. 

$4.7' million 

$1.83 million 
0.13 million 

, $1.96 million 

$18.25 million 
0.78 million 

$19.03 million 

~/ 
,;(' 

ii 

1979 

$335 million 
8.0 million 

$41.5 million 

$17.6 million 
"l5.5 million , 

7.9 million 
'$41.5 milIion3 

$5.5 million 

,$2.9 million 
0.1 million 

$3.0 million 

~~1.5 million 
0.7 million 

-s22.2 million 

3. Detail does not sum to the totals because sub~accounts are not reported bysome local govern~ 
ments. 

4. These figures are taken from BARS account 514.21 (Records Services) and include all 
"duties of the Clerk of the Court" and-some other activities not related to the courts. 

5. These figures are taken from BARS account 523.30 (Probation and 'Parole ServIces) and can 
include other programs not under the control ofthe courts.'1 

6. JuvenileServi.ces comprise BA,RSaccount 527.00. 

REYENUE FROM COURT ACTIVITY 

)) 

Th~ role of the judiciary is not to produce a profit or to 
act as a revenue-producing agency. Revenue is generated 
by the courts, however, in three areas: (1) fees for the 
filing of cases and documents with the courts; (2) fines 
and bail forfeitures from persons convicted of crimes or 
traffic violations; (3) special surcharges and assessments 
on fines and forfeitures for dedicate<i state funds. 

During recent years, the trial courts have been required 
to collect surcharges and assessments on fines and forfeit~ 

, ures. AimostSlO.3 million was distributed to a number 
of state agency funds during fiscal year 1979/80. 

During 1979, the trial courts generated more than 
$46.1 million in revenue from " filing fees, fines and 
forfeitures. The appellate courts collected approximately 
$41,500 from filing fees during the same period. Most of 
the revenue collected by the trial, courts was used by the 
cities and counties to deiray costs of operating and 
maintaining judicial services. 

6 

Table 3 
Revenue to State Funds from Court Activity 

Fiscal Year 1979/80 
Traffic Safety Education 
Highway Safety 
State Game 
Motor Vehicle Intox. Penalty 
Criminal Justice Training Comm. 

, Victims of Crime Compensation l' 

$6,240,000 
380,000 
197,000 

1;040,000 
2AOO,OOO 

19,542 

1i 
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" THE SUPREME COURT 

Statistics on the caseload and operation of the Supreme 
Court have been compiled from monthly reports subptitu 

ted by the Clerk of the Supreme Court. The data fepOrted 
was collected, for the most part,usillg manual tallying 
methods. In March, 1980, the Supreme Court began im
plementation of ACORDS, the appellate court comIW-

'i 

OVERVIEW "i, 

While filings in 1980 were below those for 1979, the 
Supreme Court di~posed of mOre matters in 199b than 
in any previous year and more cases than were filed 

),-s " 

Yelt 

1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

. Table 4 
Filings in the Supreme Court 

Filings 
504 
589 
638 
654, 
7&5 
767 

Preceding page blank 

% Change 

, +16.8.%" 
+8.3% 
+2.5% 

+20.0% 
-2.5% 

nent of the State .Tudicial Information System. Some sub
sequent statistical data was collected using that system. 
Nineteen hundred and eighty one will mark a transition 
to direCt reliance on ACORDS for future statistical infor
mation on the Supreme Court. 

dUling the year. This inc;ease in the number of cases 
disIWSOO was accompanied by anp 8% increase in the 
number of opinions mandated. v 

, . TableS 
N~ Filings in the Supreme Court 

" 

Appeals ; :.' 
Petitions for ReVIew 
Personal Restraint Petitions 
Notices ()f Discretionary Review 
Disciplinary Proceedings 

Total Matters Filed 

1'79 
184 
412 
27 

1§0 
.,_2 
, 785 

1980 
'134 
400· 

5S 
161 

...11. 
767 

. % Change 
-27.2% 
-2.9% 

+103.7% 
+0.6% 

+750.0% 
-2.3% 
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THE SUPREME COURT 
If'> 

INTAKE )) 

The types of matters filed in the Supreme' Court 
include appeals of judgments from trial courts, petitions 
for review of a decision by the Court of Appeals, personal 
restraint petitions, notices of discretionary review (which 
encompass many types of matters),and disciplinary pro
ceedings against members of the Bar. These may be filed 
directly in the Supreme Court or may be certified 
(transferred) to the Supreme Court from the Court of 
Appeals. 

Appeals Filed 

There were 13(; appeals filed in the Supreme Court 
during 1980, lower than the trend established over the 
previous ten years. The appellate courts overall, however, 
experienced an increase in appellate filings. (See table 7.) 

200 
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Supreme Cdhrt 
Appeals Fileq: 1975-1980 

~ 

CJ !~1,'" 

*,;;1 
l ... ,, ... 

I ... i 

!j~ :~~ ~. 

!i:i 

iii~i 1\ 
I::::::::~:: 

i~i~ 

~m @~H 
: J:;"-

k 
.. -. 

.' 

1~~ : 

1975 19~ L9'17 1978 1979 1980 

Figure 2 

20P 

150 

1()0 

50 

-

Appeals filed in tfie Supreme Court are either filed 
directly or are certified from the Court of Appeals. All 
those filed directly in the Supreme Court have shown a 
marked increase in the last few years. 

Table 6 
Supreme Court Appeals Filed by Source 

Filed Certified Total 
Year Directly from COA Filed 
1975:; 94 (60.6%) 61 (39J%) 155 (100%) 
1976 97 (48.5%) 103 (51.5%) 200 (100%) 
1977 141 (63.5%) 81 (36.5%) 222 (100%) 
1978 134 (73.2%) 49 (26.8%) 183 (100%) 
1979 154 (83.7%) 30 (16.~%) 184 (100%) 
1980 116 (86.6%) 18 (13.4%) 134 (100%) 

~. 

The total number of appeals filed both in the Supreme 
Court and in the Court of Appeals during th~ year shows 
a substantial increase over 1979. 

The proportions of appeals filedihat are ,civil or 
criminal have fluctuated greatly over the last six yeats but 
have remained within the same general boundaries. ,,' 

TableS 
Types of Appeals Filed 

Year Civil Criminal 
" 1975 130 (83'.9%) 25 (16.1%) 

1976 154 (77.0%) 1\ 46 (23.0%) 
1977 . 156 (70.3%) 66 (29.7%) 
1978 129 (70.5%) 54 (29.5%) 
19'79 149 (81.0%) 35 (19.0%) 
1980 " 103 (76.9%) 31 (23.1%) 

'll 
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The number of criminal appeals filed in the Supreme 
Court during 1980 decreased much less than did the 
number of civil appeals. 

Table 9 
Appeals Filed by TYE;) 

Civil Appeals Filed 
Criminal Appeals Filed 

Petitions for Review Filed 

1979 1980 
149 103 
35 31 

% Cbange 
-30,9% 
-11.4% 

The Supreme Court received 400 petitions for review 
during 1980, 2.9% less than in 1979. The relationship 
between the number of petitions for review filed in the 
Supreme Court and the number of appeals for which 
opin~~ns ,are remitted in the Court of Appeals has 
stabdlzed over the last six years. (See table 10.) 

The proportions of petitions for review that are civil or 
criminal have fluctuate4 on eithl~i' sid~ of 50% over the 
last six years. (See table 11.) Petitions for review of civil .. 
'cases increased slightly from 1979 to 1980 while those for 
criminal cases decreased 8.4%. 

i) 

Year 

197.5 
1'976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

TableU 
Petitions for Review Filed 

Civil Criminal 
127 (54.0%) 108 (46.0%) 
107 (46.1%) 125 (53.9%) 
136 (46,7%) 155 (53.3%) 
160{47.5%) 177 (52.5%) 
222 (53.9%) 190 (46.1%) 
226 (56.5%) 174(43.5%) 

j 
\ 

'Total 
235 (100%) 
232 (100%) 
291 (100%) 
337 (100%) 
412 (100%) 
400 (100%) 

I:: 

Supreme Court 
PetitJons for Review Filed: 1975-1980 

400----~------------~!*ill~!:~~ __ -400 

Figure 3 

Otber Matters Filed 

Other matters filed in the Supreme Court include Per
sonal Resu'aint Petitions, Notices of Discretionary Re
view and Disciplinary Proceedings against members of 
the Bar. 

Personal restraint petitions filed during 1980 paralleled 
an increase in the Court of Appeals. The 55 personal 
restraint petitions filed were'more than double the num
ber filed in 1979. (See table 12.) 

Table 12 
Personal Restraint Petitions Filed in the Appellate 

Courts 
1979 1980 " % Cbange 

Supre,me Court 27 55 +103.7% 
Court of Appeals 174 313 +79.9% 
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THE SUPREME COURT 

Supreme Court 
Other Matters Filed: 1975-1980 

II Perso~al Restraint PetitioDs 

·lij\lljijijijil Notices of Discretionary Review 
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Figure 4 

12 

There was little change in the number of notices of 
discretionary review filed in 1980 compared to 1979. 
There has been a substantial increase, however, over the 
last several years. (See table 13.) 

Disciplinary proceedings against members of the ~ar 
increased sharply in 1980 and followed a pattern of wtde 
fluctuations over the last six years. (See table 13.) 

::Table 13 
Other Matters Filed in the Supreme Court 

Personal Notices of 
R~traint Discretionary Disciplinary 

Year Petitions Review Proceedings 
1975 21 89 4 
1976 32 120 5 
1977 4 110 11 
1978 1 123 10 

. 1979 27 160 2 
1980 55 161 17 
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COURT AcrIVITY 

For the purpose ofthis report, COURT ACTIVITY 
includes termintions (dispositions), time-in-process for 
appeals and pending caseload in the Supreme Court. 
While the Supreme Court is engaged in far more 
activities than are referenced by these categories, statis
tics have been collected only in these areas. 

Termination of Ap~a~ 

The Supreme Court terminated 167 appeals during 
1980, 33 more than were filed. 

-, 

Appeal dispositions have followed a pattern exhibited 
by the court over the last ten years. The number of 
appeals disposed of in any year is very closely related to 
the humber of appeals filed in the Court the previous, 
year. (See figure:4 and table 14.) 

Table 14 
Appeals Disposed vs Filed Previous Year 

Year 

1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

AppeaIs AppealsYded 
Disposed Previous Year 

J60 151 
151 J 155 
200 200 
231 222 
175 183 
167 184 

When discussing the termination of appellate matters 
by opinion, it must be remembered that there is a period 
of 20 days from the time an opinion is written and filed 
before it can be mandated to the court in which the issue 
originated. The appellant or respondent thus has a period \ 
of time in which to seek reconsideration of the court's 
decision. The statistics reported for the Supreme Court 
and the Court of Appeais for appellate matters termi
nated with an -.'lpinion are based on the 'final' conclusion 
of the matter with the mandate on remission of the 
opinion and 90t on its filing which occurred a month earli
er. 

\) 

Supreme Court 
Appeals Filed & Disposed: 1975-1980 

IjjjjjjjjII -!\ppeilla Dia~i>aed II Appeals Filed 

Fig~lTe 5 

Table 15 A 
Appeals Terminate4jJi 

Manner of Termination 1979 1980 
Opinion Mandated 118 80 
Denied or Dismissed 20 33 
Transferred to COA --TI.. --2!.. 

Total Appeais Terminated 175 167 

% Change 
-32.2% 
+65.0% 
+45.9% 

-4.6% 

13 
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THE SUPREME COURT 

Termination of Petitions for Review 

The Supreme Court disposed of 402 petitions for re
view during 1980, almost the same number terminated in 
1979 and substantially more than in previous years. The 
growth in dispositions for these cases is reflective of the 
growth in their filings. The number of petitions for review 
for which opinions were mandated (indictive of those that 
were 'granted') increased sharply in 1978 and again in 
1980 showing that these matters are consuming more of 
the Court's time than the increase in their volume indi
cated. 

Table 16 
Petitions for Review Terminated 

Year 
Opinion 

Mandatlill Denied Dismissed Total 

1975 29 (13%) 191 1 221 
1976 23 (12%), 160 2 185 
1977 23 ( 9%) 236 4 263 
1978 76 (21%) 274 6 356 
1979 40 (10%) 363 5 408 
1980 79 (20%) 316 7' 402 

Termination of Other Matter~~\ ) , 

The Supreme Court dispos~!~ ;f '54 personal restraint 
petitions, 155 notices of discre,tipnary review and 13 disci::: 
plinary proceedings during 191~0. As in prior ,years, the 

-numbers of these matters disPosed were commensurate 
with the numbers filed d?ring the year. . 

Table 17 
Oth~r Matters Terminated 

Personal Notices of 
Restraint Discretionary 
Petitions . Review 

Manner of 
Termination 
Opinion Mandated 
Denied 
Dismissed 
Transferred 
Total Terminated 

14 

9 22 
16 129 
o <',,0 

--1L/ __ 4_ 
54 1/ 155 

Disciplinary 
Proceedings 

13 
N/A 

o 
N/A 

13 

-
OpiniolB Mandated 

Opinions were mandated on 203 matters during 1980, 
14 more than in 1979 and an increase of 7.4%. While 
fewer opinions were mandated on appeals, almost twice as 
many opinions were mandated on cases that had resulted 
from petitions for review than in 1979. The number of 
opinions on personal restraint petitions and disciplinary 
proceedings was more than twice that for 1979. 

NOTE: The number of opinions mandated is not the 
same as the number of opinions written or the number of 
cases for which opinions are filed. It is posGible for more 
than one opinion (concurring or dissenting) to be written 
for a single case and there is a time lag between the point 
at which the opinion is filed and when it is mandated 
during which a motion for reconsideration can be filed. 
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Pending Caseload 

A total of 276 matters were left pending at the end of 
1:80, a decrease of 19.3% in the pending caseload during 
t e y~ar. The number of matters pending hearing, how
ev~r~ Increased by. 7.3% while the number of cases with an 
OpInIOn or order In process was reduced from 94 at the 
start of the year t~ 10 by year's end. The n b f 
mhatters set for heari~g increased 14.8% from t~~t::t ~f 
t e rear to the end of 1980. 

Awaiting Hearing 
Set for Hearing 
Ready for Setting 
Not Ready to Set 

Subtotal 

Opinion/Order 
in Process 

Total Pending 

Table 19 
Pending Caseload 

Start End 
of Year of Year 

115 132 
21 22 

-ill.... ....l!L 
248 266 

-2!.. ~ 
342 276 

Opinion/Order Filed 
but Not Yet Mandated 21 63 

%Cbange 

+14.8% 
+4.8% 
+0.0% 
+7.3% 

-89.4% 
-1c9.3% 

+200.0% 

fil ~here were also 63 cases for which opinions had been 
~h~ but not yet mandated pending at the end of 1980 

IS was three times the number awaiting remittance at 
the start of the year and indicates that 42 more .. 
w fil d h· OpInIOnS ere 1 e t an were remItted during the year. 

5 
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Supreme Court 

Cases Pending: 1975-1980 
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Cases for which opinions have been filed 
but not yet mandated are not included. 

Figure 6 
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OUTLOOK 
Events in the Supreme Court are linked quite closely 

with those of the Court of Appeals. The rapid increase in 
appeals filed in the Court of Appeal portends a similar 
rise in the number of petitions for review in the Supreme 
Court separated by the time taken, lO process the appeals 
in the Court of Appeals. Therefore, the Supreme Court 
can probably expect a substantial rise in the number of 
~titions for review filed in 1982 as a res'llit of the increase 
in Court of Appeals fiiings in 1980. 

In the past, a great many appellate matt~rs heard in the 
Supreme Court were cases that had been filed in the 
Court of Appeals and certified to the Supreme Court. The 
re.ducticn in certifications in recent years indicat~ the fu
ture caseload of the Supreme Court will consist mostly 
of matters filed originally in the Supreme Court or heard 

WE 

previously in the Couit of Appeals and brought to the 
Supreme Court for r~view,' As the pending caseload in the 
Court of Appeals grows (because of filings ex<5eeding the 
capacity of the Court to disllose of them within a year's 
time) and the time-to-process appeals is perceived to in
crease, there will probably be" a tendency to seek to file 
directly in the Supreme Court rather than in the Court of 
Appeals in order to obtain a faster resolution. T\1erefore, 
the number of appeals filed directly in the Supreme Court 
can probably be expected to increase in the next few 
years. 

Most indicators point to an incre~sing caseload for the 
Supreme Court starting possibly in 1982. The increase 
will probably be botli in direct appeals filed and in 
petitions for review. 

Table 20 
SUPREME COURT 

HISTORY OF FIUNGS: 1975-J.980 
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

APPEALS FILED 
Criminal 25 46 66 54 35 31 
Civil ...!JQ.. 154; ..ill.. 129 149 103 

Total Appeals '155 200 ' 222 183 184 134 

PETITIONS FOR REVIEW FILED 
Criminal 108 125 155 177 190 174 
Civil ...li..- 107 ...1l§.. ..!.@... 222 226 

Total Petitions for Review 235 232 291 337 412 400 

OTHER MATTERS FILED 
Personal Restraint Petitions 21 32 4- 1 27 55 
Petn. for Discretionary Review 89 120 110 123 160 161 
Disciplinary Proceedings 

<~~ 
_4_ ~ _ 11_ --1!L _2 _ .JL 

Total Other Matters 114 157 125 134 189 233 

TOTAL FILINGS 504 589 638 654 785 767 
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FILED 

TERMINATED 
Opinion Mandated 
Writ Denied 
Dismissed 
TransferrCd 

TOTAL TERMINATED 

PENDING AT YEAR END // 
Awaiting Hearing " l 

Set 
R~dy for Setting 
Not Ready for Setting 

TOTAL AWAITI~JG HEARING () \\ 

Opinion/Order in Process 
TOTAL PENDING 

(Awaiting Remittance·) 
·In addition to total p!?lIding• 

(] 

\ 
6 

\:'.; 

APPEAlS 
CriJn. Cim 

31 103 

15 6S 

4 29 
_5_ ~ 

24 143 
(\ " 

9 17 
10 ,,3 

-1!L " 56 
"49 76 

_0_ _L 
49 83 
(3) (19) 

(J 

Table2i 
SUPREME COURT 

1980 Activity 

-PETNFORREVIEW-
TOTAL Cri!IIL Cim TOTAL 

134 174 226 400 

80 44 35 79 
148 168 " 316 

33 0 0 0 
~ -i.. _ 2_ _7 _ 
167 197 c 205 402 

26 , 36 co 52 88 
13 

....::::r ..... 
36 52 88 

~ 
12'5 

---1.;:- _0_ _2_' _2_, 
Q" 

132 36 ' 54 90 
(22) (9) (25) (34) 

0 

\\ l 
~ " 

-" ... ~ __ ~ .... '_. __ H~' ___ ~~_~_ ........... """" _)'1._ 

t- \J ' 

-O'IlIERMA'ITERS ~ 
Pen. DIsu. Disc. 
Restr. ';ReY. Proc. 

55 161 ~ " 17 

.9 22 13 
16 129 
0 0 0 

-A... _4_ 
S4 155 13 

, ::~\ 

5 11 2 
0 3 6 

_8_' JL _0_ 
13 ,) 32 8 
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--'-_ 0_ _1 _ 
13 33 ls 
(4) (3) (0) 
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"461 " 

33 
J!.. 
791 

, 

m 132 
22 \\ 

...!11.. 
266 '1) 

...J.!L 
q 

276 
~63) 

;) 

I 
! 

I , ,~ 

--.• _........c"-'_"'.....,.,.. ____ ................. ,,:..,;_' _-.... -< __ .... ~ 

(} 



'I 

"(I 

" 
-.;j 

-i;,'. 

" '. 

D 

I; 

" 

, 0 

.~ .' 

I' 
~ 

'\' 
II 
# 
I k 

l' 

I 
(' 

/ , 
Ir 
l' 
I" 

I.' 

l 
,,1 

I 

.. 

I 
! 
j 



r r 
'.l 

Ii 

i) 

• 

" () 

a 
The Court of Appeals, 

fO,I the State of Washington<, 
, " Figure 7 ' Q 0 

'1.') 

" !' 

", 
" o 

o " 

c 

{) 

t 

[) 

" 

w: 

:1 
~ 

:1 
:1 
II 
ii 
1\ 
;l 
\~ 

n q 

1 
I 
) 
1 
) 

C? 

\~? 



I( 

~~---~-------...---~--------------------------------

THE COURT OF APPEALS 

Caseload and operations statistics_of the Court of Ap
peals have been compiled from monthly reports submitted 

. by the clerks of the three divisions of the Court. This data 
was provided, for the most part, by ACORDS, the 

OVERVIEW 

The Court of Appeals experienced a great'?r one-year 
'increase in itsccaseload during 1980 than in ari'y year since 
its founding in 1969. A total of 2,752 appeals and other 
matters were filed in 1980 compared to 2,243 in 1979. 
This was an increase of 509 cases or 22.7% in one year. 
No explanation has been found to account for- this 
dramatic growth in appellate filings. 

Table 22 
Filings in the Court of Appeals 

Year Filings % Cbange 
1975 1,819 
1976 1,771 -2.3% 
1977 1,996 +12.3% 
1978 2,093 +4.8% 
1979 <( 2,243 +7.2% 
1980 2,752 +22.7% 

Table 23 
Court of Appeals Filings by Division 

Division I 
Division II 
Division III 

1979 1980 
1,086 1,425 
'615 771 
561 556 

% Cbange 
+31.2% 
+25.4% 
~.9% 

1\. 

appellate court component of the State Judicial Informa
tion System. Nineteen hundred and eighty one will mark 
a transition to direct reliance on ACORDS for future 
statistical information on the Court of Appeals. 

Appeals represented 81.8% of all matters filed in the 
Court of Appeals during 1980. The number of appeals 
filed in the Court of Appeals increased substantially. As 
in the Supreme Court, the number of personal restraint 
petitions increased dramatically from 1979 to 1980. 

. Table24 
New Filings in the Court of Appeals 

1979 1980 
. Appeals 
Personal Restraint Petitions 
Notices. of Discretipnary Review 

Total Matters Filed 

1,921 2,251 
174 313 
.-M!~ 
2,243 2,752 

% Change 
+17.2% 
+79.9% 
+27.0% 
+22.7% 

The number of matters disposed in the Court of 
Appeals during 19801) was slightly less than in 1979 but 
still above previous years. With the sudden and dramatic 
increase in new cases filed~ it is not unexpected that the 
pending caseload of the Court of Appeals increased con
siderably during the year. 

It appears the Court's caseload capacity may have been 
pushed to the limit. If this is truly the case, further growth 
in intake may result in substantial increases in the time 
required to process appellate matters. 

21 
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THE COURT OF APPEALS 

INTAKE 

Court of Appeals 
Appeals Filed: 1975-1980 

Th03e matters filed in the Court of Appeals have been 
g~ouped into three categories for statistical reporting and 

<,a.nalysis. They include appeals, personal restraint peti
~, tions and notices of discretionary review. These matters 

are either filed directly in ef;lch division or may be 
transferred from one division toanother or to the Court of 
Appeakfn:lm the Supreme Court. 

20C ... i, 
I, 
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Appeals Filed 

A total of 2,251 appeals were filed in the Court of 
Appeals during 1980, an increase of 17.2% over 1979. 
This number was much greater than expected. based on 
the trend exhibited over the previous five years. 

Year 
,197.5 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

Table 25 
Appeals Filed by Source 
Filed 

Directly, Transferred 
1405 (95.8%) 62 (4:2%) 
1472 (97.4%) 40 (2.6%) 
1662 (97.9%) 35 (2.1%) 
1736 (95.5%) 82 (4.5%) 
1877 (97.7%) 44 (2.3%) 
2165 (96.2%) 86 (3.8%) 

Total Filed 
1467 (100%) " 
1512 (100%) 
1697 (100%) 
1818 (100%) 
1921 (100%) 
2251 (100%) 

Appeals filed during 1980 in each division of the Court 
of Appeals were either direct filings in that division 
(96.2%) or were transferred from the Supreme Court or 
another division (3.8%). 

Table 26 

.~ .S' 
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Figure 8 

" 

New Appe21s Filed* vs Superior Court Cases Tried 
bmcases CriDtinaJ Cases 

Superior Ct. Appeals " Superior Ct. Appeals 
Year Cases Tried Fded* Ratio Cases Tried F"ded* 

1975 ,7,433 1,008 13.6% 2,296 491 
1976 7,662 1,062 13.9% 2,569 507 
1977 7,957 J,133 14.2% 2,763 670 
1978 8,446 1,160 13.7% 2,615 710 
1979 7,384 1,292 17.,$% 2,790 739 
1980 .,6,658 1,418 21.3% 2,065 863 

,; 

_. 

',\ 

: 

f:llll~~~j 

lillr~lill 
198~ 

Ratio 

21.4% 
19.7% 
24.2% 
27.2% 
26.5% 
41.8% 

*The number of "new sppeals"fiIed refers to those appeals flied directly in both the Supreme Court and 
the Court of Appeals; it does not include appeals that are transferred between the Supreme Court .and 
the Court of Appeals or between divisions of the Court of Appeals. (While a handful of appeals on 
probate or juvenile matters are included. their nu~bers are small and should have no significant 
impact on the data.) 
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Substantial. fluctuat~'Ons in the number of superior 
court cases trIed and the types of cases tried can have a 

, profound effect on the number of appeals filed in the 
appellate courts. At present there is no answer as to why 
there has been such an increase in appeals filed while the 
number of cases tried in superior courts has decreased in 
the last few years. (See table 26.) 

There is, however, a very strong correlation between 
the number of criminal cases disposed irl the superior 
courts and the number of new crimina 1 appeals filed in the 
appellate courts (incIucUng the Supreme Court). The ra
tio of new criminal appeals to criminal dispositions in the 
superior courts appears to be increasing at a steady rate 
lind foreshadows ~. significant increase in criminal. ap
peals as the superIOr courts dispose of the increased 
crimin!!,} caseload of 1980. .. , 

\; 

The number of appeals filed in Division III (Spokane) 
decreased 9.0% from 1979 so that the portion of the ( 
appeals filed in the eastern half of the state was reduced 
from 22.9% in 1979 to 18.9% in 1980. That portion of the 
appeals filed in Division I (Seattle) increased by five 
percentage points. 

-r; 

o 

5 

Division I 
Division II 
Division III 

Total Court 

Table 28 
Appeals Filed by Division 

1979 1980 
941 (49.0%) 1224 (54.4%) 
513 (26.7%) 602 (26.7%) 
467 (24.3%) 425 {I 8.9%) 

1921 (100%) 2251 (100%) 

% Qtomge 

+3(}:-i'% 
+17.3% 
-9~0% 

+17.2% 

The .p~~portions of civil and criminal &;'peals filed in 
each ?lVlSlOn vary considerably. Division r(SeattIe) has 
the hIghest proportion of criminal appeals and, conse
quen~ly. the largest share of all criminal appeals (62.2%) 
filed ~n ihe Court of Appeafs. Division III (Spokane) has 
the hIghest proportion of civil appeals in its caseload. 

Table 29 
Types of Appeals Filed by Division 

Citil Criminal Total 
Divisio:!l I (Seattle) 

'.\ Appeals Filed in 1980 (i93 531 1224 
Proportion Within Division \'-"'!l. 43.4% 100.0% 50';\»" 
Share of Total Court 49;5%'1 62.5% 54.4% 

Division II (Tacoma) "" 
0 

Appeals Filedin 1980 387 215 602 
Proportion Within Division " 64.3% 35.7% 100.0% 
Share of Total Court 27.6% 25.3% 26.7% 

Division III (Spokane) 
Appeals Filed in 1980 321 104 425 
Proportion Within Division 75.5% 24.5% 100.0% 
Share of Total Court 22.9% 12.2% )8.9% 

Total Cpurt of Appeals, 
Appeals Filed in '1980 1401 850 2251 
Proportion Within Court 62.2% 37.8% 100.0% 
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THE COURT OF APPEALS -
Other Matters Filed 

Other matters filed in the Court of Appeals include 
Personal Restraint Petitions and Notices of Discretionary 
Review. 

Personal restraint petition filings increased 80% over 
1979. Dramatic increases occurred in all divisions while 
the number filed in Division! more than doubled since the 
previous year. (See table 30.) A similar increase was 
experienced by the, Supreme Court. ' 

While 'he number of notices of discretionary review 
filed during 1980 Was 27.0% greater than 1979, part of 
this increase can be attributed to an annual fluctuation 
that has been common over recent years. The 188 notices 
of discretionary review that were filed in 1980 were, 
however, well above previous years' filings. Over one
third of all notices of discretionary review were filed in 
Division III (Spokane). 

Table 30 
Personal Restraint Petitions Filed 

1979 1980 % Change 

Division I 65 137 +114.1% 
Division II 62 III +79.0% 
Division III 47 65 +38.3% 

Total Court 174 313 +79.9% 

Table 31 
Notices of Discretionary Review Filed 

1979 1981} % Change 

Division I 61 64 +4.9% 
Division II 40 58 +45.0% 
Division III 47 66 +40.4% 

Total {;:ourt 148 188 +27.0% 
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Court of Appeals 
Other Matters Filed: 1975-1980 

II Personal Restraint Petitions 

lii~m Notic,!ls of Discretionary Review 

Figure 9 
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COURT ACTIVITY 

For the purpose of this report, CO~JRT ACTIVITY 
includes terminations (dispositions), time-in-process for 
appeals and pending caseload in the Court of Appeals. 
While the Court of Appeals is engaged in far more 
.activities than are referenct'd by these categories, statis
tics have been collected only in these areas. 

Termination of Appeals 

The Court of Appeals termiilatel1 1,741 appeals during 
1980. This was fewer than the COUlt disposed of in 1979 
but was in line with 1978. Fewer appeals were dismissed 
and fewer opinions were mandated in 1980 than in 1979. 

Court of Appeals 
Appeals Filed & Disposed: 1975-1980 

l[l[~[l[l[l[jJ Appeale Disposed II Appeals Filed 

Figure 10 

Table 32 
Termination of Appeals 

Manner of Termination 1978 1979 1980 
Opinion Mandated 

Published 402 409 379 
Unpublished ~ 699 ...12Q...... 

TOf.,a1 Mandated 948 II 08 969 

Dismissed 707 778 714 

Transferred ....ill.. --2!.. -2L 
Total Appeals Disposed 177,0 1940',1741 

% Change, 
(79-80) 

-3.9% 
-13.6% 
-12.5% 

-8.2% 

+7.4% 
-10.3% 

The num,ber of appeals disposed in each division during 
1980 was below 1979. Division II showed the greatest 
decline in appeals disposed and both Divisions I and II 
were below 1978 in disposition of appeals. 

Table 33 
Appeals Terminated by Division 

Division I 
Division !!i, 
Divisiol)J!)) 

Totat:COurt 

!979 1980 

973 886 
522 429 
445 426 

1940 1741 

% Change 
-8.9% 

-17.8% 
-4.3% 

-10.3% 

Of those appeals terminated by opinion, both Divisions 
I and III mandated more published opinions than in 1979 
increasing the proportion of opinions that were published. 
:-"---'-::-··~'-T}2~~3'i -1J-'-'~~-'----'-:----'-'--'-l 

' ""t.f.,~t;,~Ao~b.- ."6Iis 1\6 __ .I_ted: ~"..,..~.,M~ ,.plm , ,!;,. ..... ~ . 

" ":n.·'i:U' 'L~.I" U" b':;;'bed" 
'J e ';'!. «'vu Sm:u ts. npu WI ' 

, 1919" t., 

+1,8%: 
-18.7%: 
'-1,2.7% \ 
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THE COURT OF APPEAldS 

Termination of Other Matters 

The Court of Appeals disposed of 244 personal 
restraint petitions and 166 notices of discretionary review 
during 1980. As in prior years. the number of these 
matters was commensurat~ with the numbers filed during 
the year except that the Court had Qot been able to catch 
up with the sudden and substantial increase in personal 
restraint petitions by the end of the year. . 

Table 35 
Other Matters Terminated 

Personal Notices of 
Manner of "Restraint Discretionary 
Termination 

~.! 
Petitions Review 

Op'~ion Mandated 12 16 
Denied 76 86 
Dismissed 

/~, 

133 62 \ /, 
Transferred 23 ---1 

.,; 

Total Terminated 244 166 

The number of other matters terminated in each divi
sion increased substantially over 1979 primarily because 
of the increased number filed during the year. 

Table 36 
Termination of Other Matters by Divi/,sion 

1979 198.0 % Change 

Division I (Seattle) 
Personal Restraint Petn. 55 101 +83.6% 
Discretionary Review ~ .22 +1.7% 

Total Other Matters II3 160 +41.6% 

Division II (Tacoma) 
Personal Restraint Petn. 50 95 +90.0% 
Discretionary Review 22 ..il +5.1% 

Total Other Matters 89 136 +52.8% 

Divisioll III (Spokane) 
Personal Restraint Petn. 49 48 -2.0% 
Discretionary Review £ ..M +57.1% 

Total Other Matters 91 114 +~P% 

Total Court of Appeals 
Personal Restraint Petn. 154 244 +58.4% 
Discretionary Review 139 166 +19.4% 

Tot.alOther Matters '293 410 +39.9% 

" 
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Pending Caselo:-d 

A total of 2,610 matters were left pending in the Court 
of Appeals at the end of 1980. This was an increase of 557 
cases or 27.1% from the beginning of the year. Most of 
this increase can be attributed to the dramatic increase 
in filings during the year. The number of cases for which 
an opinion or order was in process decreased 10.5% 
during the year so that the number actually pending 
hearing rose by 31.6% over the twelve month period. 

There were also 299 cases for which opinions had been 
filed but not yet mandated pending at the end of 1980. 
This wl!s more than at the start of the year indicating that 
more opinions had been filed than were mandated during 
the year. 

Al:OUU 
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Cases for lJ~ich opinill!1B have been fil~ 
but not yet mandated us not included •. , 

. ~ Figure Il \'-~ ---..... 

iJ 

,l 

/: 

r1 
}; 
I: 
r 
r 
1 

Table 37 
1980 Pending Caseload 

Start E~!d 
orVear /of'$';ear 

Awaiting Hearing ',:: / ,,/1 
Set for Hearing 468 485 
Ready for Setting 295 618 
Not Ready to Set 1070 1310 

Subtotal 1833 2413 

Opinion/Order i( 

in Process 220' --121 
Total Pending 2053 2610 

Opinion/Order Filed 
but not Yet Mandated 240 299 

% Cbange 

+3..6% 
+109.5% 

+22.4% 
+31.6% 

-10.5% 
+2i.I% 

+24.6% 

The pending caseJoad in Divisions I and II increased 
considerably during the year while that for Division III 
showed only a moderate increase. 

Table 38 
1980 Pending CaseJoad by Division 

Start End 
ofVear ofVear % Cbange 

Division I 976 1318 +35.0% 
Division II 6Il 812 +32.9% 
Division III 466 480 +3.0% 
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THE COURT OF APPEALS' 

OUTLOOK 
The dramatic increase in the case.oad for the Court of 

Appeals during 1980 raises the question of when the 
capacity of the Court of Appeals will be reached ... or 
whether it ha~ already been met. 

The history of appeals terminated versus caseload and 
the number of judges in the Court of Appeals implies that 
there is a limit to the caseload that can be reasonably 
handled by the Court and that this limit may have been 
reached in 1975/76 with 12 judges and again in 1979/80 
with 16 judges. 

A comparison between total cases pending and disposi
tions shows pending caseload passing dispositions in 
1975/76 and a resurgence in the productivity of the Court 
in 1978 with the addition OIf 4 judges. This resurgence 
appears to have peaked in 1979. 

Note the number of dispositions per judge has not 
exceeded 140 while jt will be; necessary for the Court to 
dispose of cases at a rate exceeding 163 cases per judge to 
clear the pending caseload from the end of 1980 by the 
end of 1981. 

. This is a topic of particular concern with the continual 
growth in filings and size of the superior court bench. The 
increases in the number of superior court judges are also 
increasing the productivity of the supreme &art and also 
the source from which appellate matters arise. The Court 
of Appeals can expect to experience fur.ther increases in 
its caseload in the coming years. Whether they will be on 
the same scale as in 1980 cannot be determined at this 
time. 

Table 39 .' 

Pending Caseload vs Dispositions 
Pending 'J Cases cf6 Pending Disp. per 

Year Cases Judges Disposed Disposed· Judge 
1972 788 12 1,005 127_5% 83.8 
1973 1,026 1'2 1,132 110.3% 94.3 
1974 1,138 12 1,250 109.8% 104.2 
1975 1,429 12 1,439 100.7% 119.9 
1976 1,809 12 1,670 " 92.3% 139.2 
1977 1,915 12 1,634 85.3% 136.2 
1978 2,277 16 2,074 91.1% 129.6 
1979 2,296 16 2,233 97.7% 139.6 
1980 2,293 16 2,146 93.1% 134.l 
• A percentage greater than 100% indicates that the court dioposed of more cases than were 
pending at the beginning of the year; i.e., some of the current year's cases were disposed. 
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Table 40 
COURT OF APPEAlS 

HISTORY OF FILINGS: 1975-1980 
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

APPEALS FILED 

Criminal Appeals 
'Division I-Seattle 217 211 308 374 402 531 1\ 

Division II-Tacoma 154 163 188 177 176 215 !f 
Division III-Spokane "122 ..ill 144 145 143 104 

Total Court of Appeals 493 495 640 696 721 850 

Civil Appeals 
Division I-Seattle 521 556 482 531 539 693 
Division II-Tacoma 239 255 296 320 337 387 
Division III-Spokane 214 -1.06 .279 271 324- 321 

Total Court of Appeals 974 1017 1057 1122 1200 1401 

Total Appeals 
Division I-Seattle 738 767 790 905 941 1224 
Division II-Tacoma 393 418 484 497 513 602 
Division Ill-Spokane 336 327 423 416 467 , 425 

Total Court of Appeals 1467 1512 1697 1818 1921 2251 

OTHER MATTERS FILED 

Personal Restraint Petitions 
Division I-Seattle 61* 47 60 47 65 137 
Division II-Tacoma 78* 40 53 42 62 111 
Division III-Spokane ~* ~ .-2Q ~ 47 ~ 

Total Cour~,of Appeals 185* 130 143 142 174 313 

Petitions for Discret. Review 
Division I-Seattle .90 '68 80 65 61 64 
Division II-Tacoma 26 25 38 25 40 58 
Division III-Spokane _21. ~ ~ ~ -.11. --2Q 

Total Court of Appeals 167 135 156 133 148 188 

Total Other Matters 
Division I-Seattle 151 115 140 112 126 201 
Division II-Tacoma 104 65 91 67 102 169 
Division IU-Spokane -21 ~ ~ ~ ~ .Jll 

Total Court of Appeals 352 265 299 275 322 501 
,i, 

TOTAL FrLINGS 
DIVISION I-Seattle 889 882 930 1017 " 1067 1425 
DIVISION II"':':-'Tacoma 497 483 575 564 615 771 
DIVISION III-Spokane ' 433 412 ....ill, -1H 561 556 

TOTAL COURT OF APPEALS 1819 1777 1996 2093 2243 2752 

*Includes petitions filed under CrR 7.7 

CJ 
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Table 41 i I Table 43 
COURT OF APPEALS 

~ 
if . COURT OF APPEALS 

:1 

i 
TOTAL COURT f DIVISION II-TACOMA 

r~ 1980 ACl'IVITY 
0' [ 1980 ACTIYITY 

APPEAlS MOTIONS f 
TOTAL Pers. Dhlcr. ALL :j J APPEAlS MOTIONS 

Criminal qyil APPEAlS Restr. Review MATTERS L Criminal 
TOTAL Pers. Diser. ALL , i Civil APPEALS 1- , " Restr. 

FILED 850 1401 2251 313 188 2752 
~. FILED " 

Review· MATTERS 
~i 215 " 387 '-' 

602 .. 111 58 I: , 771 
TERMINATED 

j TERMINATED 
i ( i i 

Opinion Mandated 

II 

f· i , Opinion Mandated 
l' Publlshed 

Published 142 237 379 5 9 393 1 £ 32 58 
Unpublished 299 291 590 7 7 604 (0 Unpublished 90 1 2 

'I I· 55 51 93 
Denied 0 0 0 76 86 162 

I 
Denied 0 

106 I I 108 r 0 
Dismissed 149 565 714 133 62 909 i 

Dismissed 44 
0 0 0 0 

Transferred -11 ~ 58 ~ 2 --Y 
Transferred 171 215 87 37 I, ' 
Total Terminated ..2 .fl 18 6 

339 
Total Terminated 607 1134 1741 244 166 2151 ~ 136 -293 

1 25 
~ , 429 95 41 565 
L PENDING 

PENDING-December 31,1980 i> D::i:ember 31, 1980 
::.> L Awaiting Hearing Awaiting Hearing 

, Set 214 , 258 472 8 5 485 
~: . Set 80 

Ready for Setting 225 337 562 j r· ~ Ready for Setting 80 160 0 49 7 618 I ~' 42 47 2 162 
Not Ready for Setting 493 . 689 1182 -1l 55 1310 ~ 

Not Ready for Setting .. 89 32 3 
~. 136 272 408 124 

Total Awaiting Hearing 93'2 1284 2216 130 1\.67 2413 Ii' Total Awaiting Hearing ..li 32 455 
'i J.' 258 399 657 

Opinion/Order in Process ~- 110 188 

I 
f' Opinion/Order in Process 

47 37 741 
---1 6 197 21 ...12 

Total Pending 1010 1394 2404 
(;, Total Pending ...§.2 -.Q ..1 133 73 2610 t: i 289 437 _l! 

~~, 

(Awaiting Remittance*) 
726 47 39 812 

(Awaiting Remittance*) (132) (143) (275) (19) (5) (299) J~ 
I) 

1 ... (34) (40) (74) (II) 
(*In addition to pending) 

» (*In addition to l'!endi~g) (1) (86) .. It 
If 'i i;~ , 
f; 

Table 42 
! 
~. Table 44 

COURT OF APPEALS *: 
" . COURT OF APPEALS 

DIVISION I-SEATTLE ~, DIVISION IU-SPOKANE 
1980 ACTIVITY 

~. 

t 1980 ACTIVITY 
APPEAlS MOTIONS 1/ APPEAlS 

,TOTAL Pers. Diser. ALL t: MOTIONS 

Criminal Civil APPEAlS Restr. Refiew MATTERS r Criminal 
toTAL Pers. Diser. 

'.' ! 
Civil APPEAlS ' Restr. 

ALL 

FILED ,,' ; FILED Review MATTERS 
531 693 1224 137 64 1425 ;; 104 

f 
321 425 65 

0: 66 556 
TERMINATED J! , : TE~MINATED 

"tI'fli 

Opinion Mandated 
\} ~~ [ Opinion Ml,lndated 

Published 69 101 170 2 4 
1 PubJisheii /) 

176 . : 
Unpublished 41 78 119 

Unpublished () 181 150 331 1 3 335 
:,J 2 3 

Denied '0 47 
;" 1 Denied 63 90 153 5 

124 
.0 0 76 _" 1.73 , .i 0' 3 "161 

Dismissed 78 277 355 18 4 ~' 377 • 1 
Dismissed 0 0 0 39 " , ' Transferred 27 117 144 39 " 

Transferred -1! -12 -2Q -1 ...! ~ 
28 21 193 _1 -2 10 

Total Terminated 339 547 886 101 59 1046 Total Terminated 13 0 23 132 294 426 48 66 540 
PENDING-December 31, 1980 PENDING December 3], 1980 

Awaiting Hearing 
IJ 

Awaiting Hearing 

Set 108 108 216 5, Set 
3 224 , 26 70 

Ready for Setting r?\ 151 208 359 
0 1 ! Ready for Setting 96 3 4 3 366 · I . 32 82 0 99 

i ! 114 
Not Ready for Setting ~ 269 559 ~ 18. 623 · i Not Ready for Setting ..§l. 148 

13 1 128 
TQtal A;waiting Hearing 549 585 1134 " 55 " 24 1213 

' >~:. i "Total Awaiting Hearing 215 g .2 232 
",l 125 300 425 
r" Opinion/Order in Process 

28 6 459 
Opinion/Order in Pr~ss ....11 2.~ 

" 100" ---1 ..1 105 ....1 ...!§ 
Total Pending 593 64) 1234 58 26 mf~l~" Total Pending .J.2 ..Q ..1 ..ll 128 316 444 t~ : 

(Awaiting RemlHance.) 
28 8 480 

(Awaiting Remittance·) (82) (61) (143) (0) 0 (3) (l4ff .. \\ I.' 

II (16) (42) (58) 
{*In addition to I!ending} c;::/i.- !·In addition to I!ending) 

'':' ,. 

" (8) (1) (67) 
/. 

" 
" 
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The Superior Courts 
of the State of Washington 

with Number of Authorized Judges for 1980 o . 

* Additional judges liuthorized for King, Ki~sap & Pierce Counties effecti've Janua-ry 1981. 
Figure 12 -, 
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THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

OVERVIEW 

Filings in the superior courts increased for the 24th 
consecutive year in 1980. Dramatic increases occurred In 
mental illness (+30.4%), criminal (+17.8%) and juvenile 
(+10.3%) case filings along with moderate increases in 

"probate (+4.5%) and civil (+3.9%) filings. The number 
of superior court case filings for both 1979 and 1980 were 
well above the projected trend established during the ten-
year period from 1969 to 1978. '" 

cTabJe45 
New Fitings in the Superior Courts 

1979 1980 % Change 
Civil 90,689 94,201 +3.9% 
Criminal 15,224 17,930 +17.8% 
Juvtmile 20,836 22,972 +10.3%" 
Probate* 17,245 18,025 +4.5% 
Mental Illness 41386 51720 +30.4% 

Total Cases Filed 148,380 158,848 +7.1% 
*Includes guardianship and adoption matters 

" 
The growth in criminal caseload~ corr~sponds to a simi-

lar increase in misdemeanor fibngs 10 the courts.~ of 
limited jurisdiction. The number of civil ,cases fil~d ~a.s 
also higher than in any previous year.l\n 10crease 1D clVlI 
jurisdiction for the district courts in f97~ was expected 
to divert some civil matters from the supenor courts to the 
district' courts however, there is''no evidence this oc
curred. Both j~venile and mental illness fili?gs have con
tinued to follow a trend that has been estabhshedover the 
last ten years. o 
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Superior Courts 
Total Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

Figure 13 
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THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

Even with the dramatic increases in mental illness and 
in criminal and juvenile filings, the composition of the 
superior court caseload did not change significantly com
pared to 1979 because of the comparatively small propor
tion of the total caseload these types of cases represent. 

Superior court case filings did not increase uniformly 
across the state. Substantial increases were experienced 
in most Puget Sound 'counties amI in the more urbanized 
<;ounties around the state. Several oli the rural and more 
sparsely populated counties saw Iit~'e change (less than 
4%) or experienced decreases in superior court filings in 
1980. 

SuperiQr COUrts 
Distribution of 1980 FIlings 

Domestic Relations 
Caseo 

28% 

Figure 14 
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Superior Courts 

+10% 01' More 

D +4% to +9.9% 

, D -3.9% to +3.9% 

:-9.9% t'o -4% 

-10% or Less 

Changes in Total Cases Filed: 1979 to 1980 
Figure 15 
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.:::' 

j 
I 

,50 or More 

Less than 30 

Superior Courts 
Total Filings per 1000 Population 

Figure 16 ' 

While population is generally an excellent indicator of 
court caseloads, filing. rates (filings per 1000 population) 
vary considerably across the state. Filing rates are very 

high in several diverse areas, including Skamania, Pacif
ic, Clallam, Franklin, Pierce, Pend OreilIe and Jefferson. 
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THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

INTAKE 

Cases filed in superior courts fall into five general 
categories: civil, criminal, juvenile, probate and mental 
illness. In turn each of these can be separated according 
to the nature of the issue brought before the court. Civil 
caseloads are subdivided into tort, commercial, property 
right, domestic relation, administrative law review, other 
civil petitions and complaints, and civil appeals from 
courts'Cof limited jurisdiction. Probate is also used in a 
broad sense to include guardianship and adoption mat
ters. Juvenile court caseloads included juvenile offenses 
(either crimes or status offenses) and juvenile dep~ndency 
matters. 

Civil Filings 

There were 94,201 civil cases filed in superior courts 
during 1980. This was a 3.9% increase over 1979 and 
continued the trend set by civil filings over the last five 
years. 

Superior Courts 
Civil Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

100,000 100,000 
, .--

_'\ , .... 
an ~ .-~ 

~" I, .. ....1~~~ 
80,000 

.-" 

an ftft~ I-uv'vvv 

Hm 
J~ 

60,000 

An 
~, .v 40,000 

9n ftnft 20,000 

I" 

j~~: 

1975 1~ 76 1977 1978 97 Ii :0 

Figure 17 

+10% or More 

+4% to +9.9% 

D -3.9% to +3.9% 
{.' 

-9.9% to -4% 

-10%' or Less 

I) Superior Courts (\() 

Changes in Civil Cases Filed: 1979 to 1980 
Figure 18 ' 
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Over half the state's counties (21) had a decrease in 
civil filings or no growth (less than + 1 %). Eleven of the 
19 western counties showed increases of'4% or more while 
only four of 20 eastern counties had increases of 4% or 
more in civil filings. Ten counties from Eastern Washing
ton and two western counties experienced decreases of 4% 
or more in 1980 compared to 1979 . .,{See figure 18.) 

Counties with the greatest increases in civil caseloads 
(considering not only rate of increase but also volume of 
increase) included Spokane, Snohomish, Clark, Island 
and Skagit. 

Table 46 
Civil Cases Filed 

1979 1980 
Torts 6,968 7,141 
Commercial 22,469 22,397 
Property Rights 6,984 8,730 
Domestic Relations 42,529 44,938 
Admin. Law Review 888 792 
Other Petitions 
and Complaints 9,979 9,049 

Civil Appeals --ill 1,154 
Total Civil Filings 90,689 94,201 

% Change 
+2.5% 
-0.3% 

+25.0% 
+5.7% 

-10.8% 

-9.3% 
+.32.3% 
+3.9% 

Civil filings did not increase uniformly among all types 
of civil cases. Property rights cases and' civil appeals 
showed dramatic increases while the number of adminis
trative law review cas~, and other civil petitions and 
complaints were fewer than in 1979. Fluctuations are not 
unusual and can often be ea:,used by changes in the 
methods to count and compile statistical ,information in 
individual courts. ' 

I, 
il 
I, 

Superior Courts 

Domestic. Relations 

48% 

Distribution of Civil Filings: 1980 
Figure 19 

Despite the substantial changes in several case catego
ries, Httie change in the proportion of the total caseload 
each category represents was experienced with the excep
tion of property rights cases (9.3% of all civil cases vs 
7.7% in 1979). (See figure 16.) 
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THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

o 
o 

2:1 or More 

22 to 26.9 

17 to 21.9 

16.9 or Less 

Superior Courts 
Civil Filings per 1000 Population 

. Figure 20 

The rate at which civil cases are filed with respect to 
the population in each county was high in the Puget 
Sound area and in most counties containing major metro
politan areas. The number of civil.cases file? per 1~00 
population was highest, however, In Franklin, Pacific, 
Skamania and Pierce counties. 

Torts Filed 

A total of 7,141 tort actions were filed in superior 
courts during 1980. Although this marked an increase of 
2.5% over 1979, there appears to be little change in the 
level of tort filings other than annual fluctuations. 

Year 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

40 

Table 47 
Torts Filed 

Filings 
6,746 
6,749 
7,321 
6,882 
6,968 
7,141 

% Change 

+0.0% 
+8.5% 
-6.0% 
+1.2% 
+2.5% 

Notable increases in torHilings occurred irtSnohomish 
(+45.8% or 211 cases) and WhatcoIp (+67.6% or 69 
cases) counties. 

Commerical Cases Filed 

Commercial cases represent the second largest cate
gory of civil filings with/;22,397 filings during 1980. 
Although figures indicate a decrease of only 0.3% from 
1979, the actual decrease is probably greater because of 
changes in counting methods used in some counties. (The 
actual amount of change due to reporting differences can
not be estimated at this time.) Increases in district court 
civil jurisdic~ion are considered to hav~. the greatest 
potential for impact by diverting commercial cases. The 
1979 increase in district court civil jurisdiction to $3,000 
did not have near the scal.e of impact all superior court 
filings as it did -on district court filiD;gs. As that 
jurisdiction is increased furthef to $5,000 In July 1981, 
greater ,changes in commercial case filings may become 
evident. 

............ --------.. --.. --------------------------.. ----.... ----------------....... 
Year 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

Table 48 
Commercial Cases Filed 

Filings 
17,799 
18,141 
19,779 
21,679 
22,469 
22,397 

% Change 

+1.9% 
+9.0% 
+9.6% 
+3.6% 
-0.3% 

Twenty-one counties experienced a decline in commer
cial filings, including King (-1 8. 1 % or 1,614 fewer filings 
reported than in 1979), Chelan, Walla Walla, Mason, 
Grant and Franklin Counties. (Major decreases in King 
and Spokane Counties are due primarily to changes in 
counting methods that have since stabalized.) 

Property Rights Case Filings 

Prop~rty rights cases filed in 1980 were 25% greater 
than in 1979 and two and a half times greater than those 
filed in 1978. The primary reason for the heavy increase 
in this type of case is due to a change in counting methods 
used in King County. This change accounted for 75% of 
the.growth in filings from 1979 to 1980. Exclusive of King 
County, the state's superior courts experienced a 9.5% in
crease in the number of property rights cases filed. 

Year 
19'75 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

Table 49 
Property Rights Cases Filed 

FiUngs 
3,574 
3,388 
3,819 
3,468 
6,984 
8,730 

% Change 

-5.2% 
+12.2% 

-9.2% 
+100.1% 
+25.0% 

Substantial increases in property rights case filings 
occurred in Pierce (+ 13.5% or 169 cases), Clallam 
(+ 114.3% or 64 cases) and Grays Harbor (+57.1 % or 68 
cases) Counties. 

Domestic Relations Cases Filed 
" 

Domestic relations represent the largest single type of 
case filing in the superior courts. Better than one out of 
every four cases filed in the superior courts (28%) during 
1980 pertained to domestic relations. The 44,938 domes
tic relations matters filed during 1980 exceeded predic
tions based on the previous trend. 

TabJe50 
Domestic Relations Cases Filed 

Year Filings % Change 
1975 37,643 
1976 38,608 +2.6% 
1977 39,974 + 3.5% 
1978 41,659 +4.2% 
1979 42,529 +2.1% 
1980 44,938 +5.7% 

Nine counties experienced moderate or substantial de
creases in the number of domestic relations cases filed in 
1980 compared to 1979. Pierce (+ 17.2% or 860 cases) 
and Spokane (+16.6% or 604 cases) showed large in
creases. 

Other Civil Cases Filed 

Other civil cases include Administrative Law Revi,ew, 
Other Civil Petitions and Complaints and Civil Appe,aJs 
from Courts of Limited Jurisdiction. 

Table 51 
Other Civil Cases Filed 

Admin. Other Appeals Law Petns. & from Y~r Review Complaints Lwr.Cts. 
1975 * 6,256 502 1976 * 7,770 520 1977 * 9,616 517 1978 * 9,690 549 1979 888 9,979 872 1980 792 9,049 1,154 
*not reported separately prior to 1978 

Administrative law {,eview cases were first counted as a 
separate category in 1979. During 1980, superior courts 
reported 792bf these cases filed, a decrease of 10.8% 
from 1979.J3ecause this is only the second year for which 
statistics on administrat~ye law review cases were report
ed, trends have not been determined, Over half of all 
administrative law review matters filed in 1980 originated 
in King (37.7%) and Thurston(l7.4%) Counties. 

Other civil petitions and complaints include all matters. 
which cannot be classified or included in the previous civil 
case categories. Generally, this includes uncontested peti
tions and petitions for writs or injunctions. Other civil 
petitions and complaints reported filed during 1980 total
ed 9,049. While there was a substantial change from 1979 
to 1980, most of this change can be attributed to changes 
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Superior Courts 
THE SUPERIOR COURTS ,I Criminal Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

in counting methods in a number of counties, particularly 
Spokane County. With the exclusion of Spokane County, 
there was a 7.4% increase in the number of cases reported 
filed. 

A total of 1,154 appeals of civil cases tried in courts of 
limited jurisdiction were received in the superior courts 
during 1980. This was the second consecutive year in 
which a substantial increase was experienced-58.5% 
from 1978 to 1979 and 32.3% from 1979 to ]980. Almost 
all of the increase over the last two years (87%) occurred 
in King and Pierce Counties in which 57% of the civil 
appeals were filed during 1980. 

t 
The advent of electronic recording in the courts of 

limited jurisdiction in 1981 should significantly reduce 
the number of civil case appeals that are filed in the 
superior courts. 

Crim~,nal Filings 

There were 17,930 criminal cases filed in the superior 
courts during 1980. This represents a 17.8% increase over 
1979, well above the trend set over the previpus five years. 
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Increases in criminal filings were most common in Pu
get Sound counties but big increases were also experi
enced in the Tri-Cities and Vancouver areas. Ten Eastern 
Washington counties and three western counties experi
enced decreases· in criminal filings. (See figure 19.) 

The greatest portion of the"increase in criminal filings 
occurred in King (+23.8% or 1082 cases), Pierce 
(+32.2% or 600 cases) and Snohomish (+32.6% or 339 
cases) Counties. 

Increases in filings varied among the different types of 
crimes charged. ' 

Table 52 
Criminal Cases Filed 

Primary Offense Charged 1979 1980 % Change 
Homicide 254 319 +25.6% 
Sex Crimes 739 784 +6.1% 
Assault 1,285 1,485 +15.6% 
Robbery/Theft 2,484 3,214 +29.4% 
Burglary 2,243 2,575 +14.8% 
Forgery/Fraud 936 1,323 +41.4% 
Controlled Substances 1,606 1,763 +9.8% 
Other Felonies 2,624 3,280 +25.0% 
TOTAL FELONIES 12,171 14,743 +21.1% 

Appeals from Lwr. Cts. 3,053 3,187 +4.5% 
. TOTAL CRIMINAL 

FILINGS 15,224 17,930 tI7.8% 

Despite the different changes ~mong criminal case cat
egories from 1979 to 1980, there was little change in the 
proportions of the total caseload each represented, except 
that robbery/theft cases comprised 18% of all criminal 
cases in 1980 compared to 16.3% in 1979. 

'0 

Superior Courts 

Distribution of Criminal Filings: 1980 
Figure 23 

Criminal filing rates (per 1000 popUlation) varied 
greatly among the counties and were generally higher in 
Western Washington counties. Ferry, Clallam, Pacific, 
and Jefferson Counties showed the highest criminal filing 
rates with respect to popUlation. (See figure 21.) 
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6 or More 

o 5 to 5.9 

o 4 to 4.9 

li!{~ll Less than 4 

Sup9rior Courts 
Criminal Filings per 1000 Population 

Figure 24 

Juvenile Filings 

There were 59,819 juvenile matters referred to the ju
venile courts during 1980. Comparable'data (or previous 
years are not available. 

Only one out of 2.5 to three juvenile referral$ result in a 
court case. The remainder are generally disposed of infor
mally by juvenile court staff. 

Table 53 
1980 Juvenile Referrals 

Delinquency /dffenses 
Traffic 
Other Violations 
Status Offenses 
Non-Offense Referrals 
Dependency Matters 
Total Referrals 

52,771 
1,535 

87 
185 
775 

4,466 
59,81'9 

A total of 22,972 juvenile cases were filed in superior 
courts during 1980. This 10.3% increase in filings con
tinues a trend that has seen a near-tripling of juvenile 
caseloads since 1973. 
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Year 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

(! 

Table 54 
Juvenile Cases Filed 

Filed 
11,929 
13,433 
14,824 
17,101 
20,836 
22,972 

% Change 

+12.6% 
+10.4% 
+15.4% 
+21.8% 
+10.3% 

Seventeen counties experienced no growth (less than 
+ 1 % change) or decreases in juvenile filings, including 
King County. Considering that King County receives 
28% of all juvenile cases filed in the superior courts and 
experienced no growth, the state-wide increase appears 
even greater-14.5% for the state less King County. 
Dramatic increases occurred in Pierce (+54.7% or 806 
cases), Clark ( +45.6% or 455 ~ases). Spokane (+17.9% or 
267 cases), Snohomish (+ 13.6% or 228 cases), and Yaki
ma (+ 14.7% or 178 cases) Counties. Severa~ counties I 

with smaller caseloads also exhibited rapid growth in ju
venile caseloads. Furthermore, the rise in juvenile case
loads does not appear to be localized or concentrated in 
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Figure 25 

particular ge~graphical area or locales with common 
demographic characteristics. 

Of those; juvenile cases filed during 1980, the majority 
(81.2%) are juvenile offense (delinquency) cases which 
increased 13.9% o\-~r the previous year. Juvenile depen
dency matters comprise only 18.8% of all juvenile cases 
filed and actually decreased 3.1 % from 1979. 

Table 55 
Juvenile Court Cases 

Juvenile Offenses 
Juvenile Dependency 
Total Juvenile 

1979 1980 
16,378' 18,650 

4,458 4,322 
20,836 :!2,972 

% Change 
+13.9% 

-3.1% 
+10.3% 
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Probate, Guardianship, Adoption and Mental Illness 
Filings 

While probate, guardianship and adoption filings 
showed only moderate increases between 197~ and 198~, 
mental illness case filings increased dramatl~ally. ThIs 
rapid rise continues a trend that has resulted m a 363% 
increase in filings from 1973 to 1980. 

....... ---....,---:---::;--"-' ' -~, ---.., 
Superior Court~ 

Mental TIlness Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

Figure 26 
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'Probate' has been used to designate a ?r~ader.class of 
cases than the name implies. Included withm thI~ bro~d 
category are formal probate matters plus guardianship 
and adoption matters. These three types of matters are 
combined not because they are similar in the way ~h~y a~e 
processed but because they all require ~onfidentiahty m 
file handling and may be kept 'open' for protracted 
periods of time. 

Probate 
Guardianship 
Adoption 
Mental Illness 

Table 56 
Other Cases Filed 

1979 1980 
11,516 
2,020 
3,709 
4,386 

12,041 
2,148 
3,836 
5,720 

% Change 
+4.6% 
+6.3% 
+3.4% 

+30.4% 

Seventeen counties showed no change or a de~rease in 
the number of probate, guardianship ~nd adoption cases 
filed, most notably Pierce County :vhICh had 32~ fewer 
cases (-20.2%) filed in 1980 than In 1979. Particularly 
great increases occurred in King (+ 13. 7~ or 711 cases) 
and Benton (+32.4% or 1 07 cases) CountI.es. 

King Pierce and Spokane Counties accounted for 6?% 
of all ~ental illness cases filed in superior courts dunng 
1980. These three counties also accounted for 91 % of the 
increase experienced in superior courts between 1979 and 
1980. 

COURT ACTIVITY 
For the purpose of this report, COURT ACTIVITY 

includes trials, disposition of cases, sentencing of criminal 
offenders and general judicial workload. While the courts 
and court personnel engage in far more activities than are 
referenced by these categories, statistics have been col
lected only in these areas. 

Trials 

Although superior courts held.fewer jury trials in 1980 
than in 1979, more non jury trials were held than in any 
other year previous to 1979. Of the 11,843 trials held 
during 1980, 2,319 or 19.6% were before a jury. (In 
reporting statistics on proceedings, contested dissolution 
hearings are not counted as trials.) 

The number of jury trials held during 1980 was 17.2% 
less than in 1979. This continued a trend of decreasing 
numbers of jury trials since 1977. While 9,524 non jury 
trials were reported in 1980, this does not include juvenile 
trials held in Clark and Yakima which were not reported 
(approximately 150-200 more non jury trials). 

Table 57 
Trials Held 

Year Jury Non-Jury 
1975 2,647 7,082 
1976 2,745 7,486 
1977 3,143 7,577 
1978 2,990 8,071 
1979 2,800 10,718 
1980 2,319 9,524 

Trials for civil actions decreased in 1980 compared to 
1979. However, there was a reported increase in civil 
dispositions. Those courts reporting other civil proceed
ings showed a substantial increase compared to 1979, in
dicating a greater level of activity. 

Trials for criminal actions decreased in 1980, but again 
an increase in dispositiQns was reported. The number of 
guilty pleas reported increased 20% from 1979 to 1980 
accounting for most of the decrease in reported trial activ-
ity. . 

, 
The increases in dispositions combined with a decrease 

in trials indicates the courts are e*ercising alternative 
methods for disposing of dispuies. 

. 

Superior Courts 
Trials Held: 1975-1980 

nOl)-----------~:::::t---lO,OOO 

7.oUO----"""I!".'!.---r:;e-__ I~:;:t-_t::~::t__;:::;::r_ 7,500 

5.0iOO---hll--Jl:;;;I--II;:::;:"-i:;:::11--i:::::t--II~;:;:t- 5,000 
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Figure 27 

Table 58 
Trials Held in 1980 

Ci'lilJury 902 13.5% 
Civil Non-Jury 5,756 86.5% 

Total Civil Trials 6,658 10\>.0.% 

Crir{linal Jury 1,417 68.6% 
Criminal Non-Jury 648 31.4% 
Total Criminal Trials 2,065 100.0% 

Juvenile Trials 

Other Trials·· 

Total 1980 Trials 

6,658 

2,065 

3,022* 

---2.L 
·11,843 

·Does not include Clark and Yakima counties. 

2,500 

56.2% 

17.4% 

25.5% 

_0.8% 

100.0% 

"Probate, guardianship, adoption & mentnl illness cases 

/1 
(i' 

47 



THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

Disposition of Civil Cases 

Superior courts reported the disposition of 75,916 civil 
cases during 1980; 13,484 more than were reported dis
posed in 1979. Almost 80% of this increase can be 
accounted for by (1) the purging of inactive files in King 
County (5,701 civil cases disposed for lack of prosecu
tion), and, (2) the lack of reporting civil dispositions 
during 1979 by Spokane County (approximately 5,000 
cases). 

The number of dispositions reported were higher for 
each type of case. 

Increases in the dispositions of property rights and 
commercial cases may be the result of changes in 
counting procedures in some courts; i.e., the manner· in 
which some cases were classified. 

Table 59 
Civil Dispositions by Type of Case 

Type of Case 1979* 1980* 
Torts 6,248 6,355 
Commercial 16,138 18,744 
Property Rights 3,834 5,071 
Domestic Relations 31,545 34,341 
Administrative Law Review 410 515 
Other Petitions & Complaints 4,054 5,258 
Civil Appeals from Lwr. Cts. 193 294 
*Spokane County not included for lack of data;' 
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Superior Courts 
Disposition of Criminal Cases 

»~J.ll1.l!Sed 01'0 
Pi-~eGutioD. 
19.tened 

25% 

Figure 29 

% Change 
+1.7% 

+16.1% 
+32.3% 
+8.9% 

+25.6% 
+29.7% 
+52.3% 

Superior Courts' 
Disposition of Civil Cases 

Default .' 
Judgment 

35% 

Settled' 
3~ ; 

*Includes Contested Dissolution Hearings 
Figure 28 

Civil dispositions generally followed the same pattern 
as in 1979. A larger number of cases were disposed by 
dismissal for lack of prosecution (re: King County). 

The ratio of civil dispositions to filings for 1980 was 
806/10GO (i.e., 806 civil cases were reported disposed for 
every 1000 that were filed during the year). 

Disposition of Criminal Cases 

Superior courts reported the disposition of 15 1~~i1---r\ 
criminal cases during 1980. This was 17.5% more k/:X·' '7 
were reported in 1979, however, two~.thirds of this hI.}." ~-~ 
crease is accounted for by the increase in. criminal case 
dispositions reported by King County" (5,239 criminal 
cases disPosed in 1980 versus 3, 793 in~~o II 

There was a slight decrease' in the proportion of 
criminal cases disposed by acquittal anrl also by convic
tion/sentenced, while dispositions by dismissal &r de
ferred prosecution increased. The number of guilty pleas, 
however, increased by 20% from 1979 to 1980. 

The ratio of criminal dispositions to filings for 1980 
was 849/1000 (Le., 849 criminal caSes were reported dis
posed for every 1000 that were filed dUring the year.) 

. -~ . 
r 

Disposition of Juvenile Cases 

" The supedor courts reported the d!sposition of 18,150 
juvenile cases during 1980, an increase of 9.0% over 1979. 
Of those, 15,674 were for juvenile offenses and 2,476 were 
dependency matters. 

Superior Courts 
Disposition of Juvenile Offenders 

\~ . 

Figure 30 

The conviction rate among juvenile offenders was 
72.5%, similar to 1979. The proportion ~f juv~nile offend
ers who were acquitted decreased from 1979 to 1980 
whil~ those Juveniles against whom charges were dis
missed increased. 

The ratio between dispositions and filings for juvenile 
cases was 840/1000 for delinquency matters and 573/ 
1000 for dependency riiatters. 

DisPosution of Other Cases 

The superior courts reported the disposition of 13,096 
probate, guardianship, adoption and mental illness cases, 
8.5% more than in 1979. The ratio between dh;positions 
reported and filings during 1980 was552/1000 (i.e., 552 
cases were disposed during the year for every 1000 that 
were filed.) Disposition of these cases tends to take many 
y~fs. 

Judicial Workload 

Judicial workload in the superior courts is estimated by 
means of the Washington Weighted Caseload System. 
The Weighted Caseload System provides a means of esti
mating the amount of judicial time that will be required 
to process a given set of cases. This system lises a set of 
'weights' for each of 11 different categories of cases. 
These weights are applied against the number of cases 
filed in each category. The result is a 'weighted caseload' 
which represents the estimated amount of judicial time 
(in minutes) to process those cases. By dividing the 
'weighted caseload' by a 'judge-year value' (which differs 
according to the size of a court and the number of 
counties ser;ved), one derives an estimate of the amount 
of judicial time needed in 'judge-years' or, more simply, 
the number of judges required to perform the needed 
work in one year. Weighted caseload analyses are per
formed for individual courts using the historic and pro
jected case filings for each court. 

Those cases filed in the superior courts during 1980 
represent 156.1 judge-years of work based on a weighted 

Superior Courts 
Distribution of Judicial Workload * 

from 1980 Filings 

Administrative Law Review 
& Civil Appeals 

III per Waehington Weighted Caseload System (1977) 
"figure 31 

49 



THE SUPERIOR COURTS 

caseload analysis. This does not take into consideration, 
however, the effect of the Juvenile Justice Act of 1978 on 
the workload associated with juvenile cases. The increase 
in the number of cases filed from 1979 to 1980 translates 
to a 10.7% increase in ju'dicial workload. 

While felony cases comprise only 9.3% of the total 
number of cases filed during 1980, they are responsible 
for approximately 27% of the judicial work associated 
with the 1980 cases. Likewise, property rights cases rep
resented only 5.5% of the total case filings but ac(;ounted 
for 12% of the judicial workload, according to these 
estimates. Consequently, the dramatic increases in these 
types of case filings have a greater impact on judicial 
workload than the number of filings indicates. 

,In December, 1980, the Office of the Administrator for 
the Courts published an analysis of eighteen selected su
perior courts titled, Need for Additional Judges in the 
Superior Courts of Washington. The analysis for each of 
the selected courts was made using the Weighted Case
load System. In almost every case, the analysis indicated 
a workload in excess of the court's current judicial staff
ing. 

Tabfe60 
Judicial Workload jJi~'lpetior COurts 

f one Year C~~ 1979 ~'?80 % Cllange ' 
Weigllted Caseload., , 

i 0 Wtd. Csld. per Judge 
i Judge Years of Work 
I ' 

i Filings per Judge 

81,652 " 
141.0 

1267 

96.415 
"156.1 

1358 

+10.7% : 

+1.1% ! 
I r , ee ee ' % ". e, '. e., 
tTen Year Change t9'10'1.· .' ~i98D " 
iTotalF~lil]g~, ·~'8·.617 1· ls&.848:." ~;1+79.2% 
;AuthorizedJudges 88 117* +33.0% 
i *Eight addjtionaljt,t4g!:$~ aqjb2*~jUl}r . .1980 will become 
i e!fect~e JanlFlW':':l~~r'r~,iltina1ll<a 1f.iP.~ease in auth(}
; med JudgesJi:Qm"f970 ttl 1~80~: 
!._, ~"-- , ..... -.~ ... -......,----.-,-~-~----"'.-..:.-. .,(\-.: ....... -----.~. ______ ""'_~ ,:L, _/1..." .... , 

Another workload indicator is the average number of 
cases filed per judge. This indicatot.· shows an increase of 
7.1 % from 1979 to 1980 and the continuation of a treeud 
dating back more than ten years. (See figure 29.) 

1450 or More 

Ej.>:, 
ke'P', e: 
Ie, ; 

1250 to 1449 

o 1050 to 1249 

:,/ 850 to 1049 

849 or LEl88 

Superior Courts 
To-tal Filings per Authorized Judge (1980) 

This does not include additional judges effective in 1981. 
Figure 32 
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Sentencing Guidelines 

In 1978 the Superior Court Judges' Association initi
ated a program to develop guidelines for the sentencing 
of felony offenders. These guidelines were voluntarily 
adopted by superior court judges in 1979. Technical as
sistance has been provided by the Office of the 
Administrator for the Courts to collect and compile sta
tistical information on the use of the guidelines. Because 
the use of the sentencing guidelines is optional, statistical 
data collected does not represent sentencing policies or 
patterns of all judges but only those who have 
participated in the program. The following information is 
takenJrom the Report of the Sentencing Guidelines Com
mittee, Washington Superior Court Judges' Association 
and the Office of the Administrator for the Courts that 
will be published in January, 1981. 

,. Table61 
Sentencing Guidelines Cases: Jan.-Sept. 1980 

Class-A Felonies 178 6.6% 
Class-B Felonies 1,285 47.6% 
Class-C Felonies 1,237 45.8% 
Total 2,700 100.0% 

The sentencing guidelines for the superior courts pro
vide recommended sentence ranges for each class of fel
ony (class-A, class-B, and class-C) based on characteris
tics of both the offense and the offender. The Report of the 
Sentencing Guidelines Committee is based on statistics 
colletted from 2,700 felony offenders who were sentenced 
during the period January 1980 through September 1980. 

-
Of those sentencing guidelines worksheets received, 

66.4% indicated the sentence given was within the guide
lines range and 7.5% indicated the sentence given was 
above guidelines or more strict than called for in the 
guidelines. Within each class and type of offense convict
ed, the concurrence between the actual sentence given 
and that recommended by the guidelines varied substan
tially. 

Table 62 
Relation of Felony Offender Sentences to Guidelines 

(Sentencings Reported: Jan.-Sept. 1980) 
Below Within Above 

Offense Qass Guideline Guideline Guideline 
Class-A Felonies 30.3% 69.7% 0.0%* 
Class-B Felonies 28.2% 64.8% 7.0% 
Class-C Felonies 23.4% 67.5% 9.1% 
All Sentences Reported 26.1 % 66.4% 7.5% 
*It is not possible to go above the guidelines for cIass-A felony 
offenders except to give the death penalty. 

NOTE: This data does not represent all sentences f~r 
felony offenses but only those for which sentencing guide
lines worksheets have been submitted for the collection of 
statistical information. Because of the voluntary nature of 
guid}~lines use, this data does not represent a random sam
ple. rCc:: 

\.! 

Modifications to the sentencing guidelines will be made 
following analysis and evaluation of the data that bas 
been collected to date. 

~/ 
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OUTLOOK 
The rate at which cases have been filed in the superior 

courts hlis been iJ}~:6asing faster that the population over 
the last ten YGiifs. The number of superior court cases 
filed per 1000. population has increased 48.1% (from 
25.97 cases per 1000 population in 1970 to 38.46 in 
1980). This implies a substantial growth in superior court 
caseloads over the next ten years. 

Table 63 
Superior Court Filings vs Population: 19'~1989 

Total State SupmorCt." Filings per 
Year pOpulation· Ca$esFiled 1000 Pop. 
19JO 3,413,244 88,627 " 25.97 
1971 3,430,100 :.'.t 92,369 26;93 
1972 3,418,800 100,205 29.31 
1973 3,424,300 100,135 2&.24 
1974 3,448,100 111,477 32.33 
1975 3,493,900 , 116,505 33.35 
1976 .3,571,591 121.8t1 34.11 

:1977 3,661,975 127,855 34.91 
1978 3,774,300 .. 135.'9'00 35.95 

·1979 3,911,200 148,380 37.94 
1980 4,130,163 158,848 38.46 

rro,ject~: 
1985 4,476,200 197,000 0 "44.01 
1990 4,587,100 207,000 '45.13 
*Population figures for 1970 :and 1980 from Advance Reports, 
US Bureau of tp.e{:ensus; PQpulatiQn figures 'for Qtheryears 
and for projections from publications ,by ;Population, Enroll- ; 
ment, & EconomicStudies Div. of Office of Financial Mgmt., 
State of Washington. ,Relationship between population"and '. 
superior court filings detennined using linear re~ression with . 
result ofR2=0.904.' ~ , 
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Because of the relationship between population (and its 
growth) and superior court caseloads, future increases in 
court filings will be most strongly felt among those 

.. counties exhibiting high growth rates such as in Puget 
Sound (particularly those counties on the west side of the 
sound), in the northeast corner of the state, and in the Tri
Cities and Vancouver areas. (See figure 30.) Rapid popu
lation' growth .may point the way for increase .. in other 
areas as well. 

The elimination of de novo appeals and an additional 
increase in the civil jurisdiction in the courts of limited 
jurisdiction should help to reduce the rate of increase in 
superior court caseloads. The previous increase in district 
court jurisdiction to $3,000 in 1979, however, had little 
apparent impact on civil filings in the superior courts even 
though there was a dr~matic increas~ in district court 
civil caseloads. The impact of an adOitional increa.se in 
district court civil jurisdiction to $5,000 on superior court 
filing rates will be carefully analyzed. Electronic record
ing of proceedings in the courts of limited jurisdiction, on 
the other hand, should nearly eliminate de novo appeals 
in the superior courts. The number of district and 
municipal court cases appealed 'on the record' should rep
resent a small fraction of the number of cases previously 
appealed 'de novo'. The greatest impact of the 'record on 
appeal' will be felt in King County in which 63% of the de 
novo appeals were filed during 1980. 

" PopUlation Growth: 1970 to 1980 
Source: Advance Reports, Bureau of the Census 

Figure 33 

+40% or More 

o +20% to +39.9% 

o +10% to +19.9% 

//' +1% to +9.9% 

Decrease or 
i;ncrease Less than 1% 
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53 



54 

COU~TY/DISTRICT 
IIlHBER 

OF JWGES 

ADAHS 
• JUDI:IAl DISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUMBIA 
GARFIELD 
• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JOOICIAL DISTRICT I, 

CHelAN 
DOt.GLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT Z 

CLAllAH 
JEFFER SON 

• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 2 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CO .... JT I 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

fERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL DISmlCr 

';~AYS HAR8JR 
• JUDI.CIAL I)ISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTAICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

KI TSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

1(1 TTl TAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAMA~ IA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEwl S 
• JUOIClAl DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

:1ASON 
TIfJRSTON 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC" 
.AtlKlAfoUH 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND ORF I LL E 
STEVEN; 

• JUUICIAl IIISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JU~ICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DIST~ICT 

SPUKANE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WALLA WAlU 
• JUDICIAL oJIST RICT 

WHATCU'1 
• Jt,fOI"AL illSTRICT 

klUTHAN 
• JUilIC IAL D ISTR ICT 

VAIU KA 

3 

2 

2 

2 

34111 

"I 11 

2 

5 

11111 

2 

1(1 

2 

• JUD ICiAl 0 ISTUC r 5 

•• fOUL STATE III 

TA8LE 61. 
WASHI:-IGTO~ SUPERIOR COURTS 

1980 CASELOAD 

-------------------1980 CASE fILINGS-------------------
. MENTAL 1980 

CIVIL CRIMINAL JUVENilE PROBATE ILLNESS TOTAL 

208 
208 

396 
~4 
46 

526 

2433 
1"'9 
3582 

1123 
362 

H85 

1244 
169 

1613 

1618 
1618 

1045 
160 

12)5 

29159 
29H9 

2910 
2910 

Hl 
511 

336 
ZZ9 
564 

1032 
1032 

ITl 
173 

195 
"41 
63b 

13116 
DlI6 

1444 
H44 

n05 
1105 

11826 
8826 

8lr5 
845 

212.9 
2llq 

169 
369 

3180 
ll8D 

942J1 

46 
46 

11) 

19 
6 

95 

397 
156 
553 

163 
7tt 

2ll 

366 
104 
4'10 

HO 
1"0 

loll 
"ll 

42 
142 
18" 

·207 
201 

ZZI 
ZZI 

12J 
35 

158 

5621 
56Z1 

495 
495 

;I 
136 
136 

83 
.. B 
136" 

294 
294 

49 
4~ 

161 
468 
629 

119 
Z2 

141 

41 
15 

116 

l461 
2461 

259 
259 

IH8 
U18 

1053 
1053 

252 
252 

519 
519 

69 
69 

1000 
1000 

11930 

4t 
Itl 

51 
B 
o 

59 

64Q 
211 
857 

186 
89 

Z15 

194 
63 

851 

1452121 
l't52 

429 
429 

19 
356 
315 

321 
321 

411 
419 

84· 
42 

126 

65B 
6519 

7T~ 
'175 

91 
91 

82 
83 

165 

466 
466 

)4 
3r, .. 

ZZZ 
736 
958 

148 
I. 

15a 

13 
119 
192 

2219( 21 
2219 

269 
l69 

19J5 
1905 

1160 
1760 

229 
ll9 

501 
5>1 

6Z 
6l 

52 
52 

~8 
28 
18 

134 

437 
92 

529 

238 
83 

3Z1 

242 
113 
355 

168 
168 

257 
257 

26 
91 

123 

240 
2W 

304 
30'0 

175 
42 

211 

626 
i>26 

84 
84 

66 
44 

112 

191 
1~1 

81> 
a6 

lltS 
501 
652 

73 
13 
86 

52 
96 

148 

1602 
1602 

329 
329 

1132 
1332 

168~ 
1689 

262 
262 

'ta3 
"83 

155 
155 

1391121 9&6 
1391 966 

2Z972 18025 

7 
1 

24 
10 
2 

36 

55 
" 21 

76 

3> 
5 

40 

42 
4 

46 

186 
186 

28 
28 

J 
o 

.0 

loS 
45 

37 
J1 

29 
o 

28 

129 
129 

o 
o 

5 
16 
21 

89 
89 

10 
lJ 

18 
146 
164 

13 
o 

13 

2 
21 
23 

1082 
1082 

U5 
135 

311 
HI 

63J 
630 

ISO 
150 

5~ 
56 

354 
354 

629 
149 
12 

850 

3962 
1635 
5591 

11"5 
b13 

2358 

2688 
653 

3341 

7688 
7668 

2911 
2911 

221 
1(\86 
HOT 

1169 
1169 

25qq 
Z599 

1"55 
219 

17H 

1166 " 
~88 

2018 
2018 

352 
352 

1110 
46Jl 
5713 

866 
112 
'118 

363 
152 

1115 

20540 
20540 

2436 
243" 

IZi)31 
12031 

13958 
13958 

1738 
1138 

3694 
3694 

619 
b7~ 

210 6747 
210 6141 

5720" 1508"8 

1919 
TOTAL 

FILINGS 

363 
363 

574 
181 
92 

841 

3103 
1638 
5341 

~793 
553 

2346 

2523 
530 

3053 

·6591 
6591 

2879 
287~ 

,,298 
1123 
1"21 u 

1829 
1829 

2496 
Z"96 

1171 
233 

1404 

41H2 
41412 

4901 
4901 

813 
813 

604 
45~ 

1062 

21S1 
ZIAl 

348 
348 

1056 
4739 
$195 

731 
129 
860 

291 
115 

1066 

11148 
171108 

2082 
2082 

10853 
10853 

12804 
12804 

1801 
1801 

3523 
3523 

670 
610 

6413 
6H3 

H8BO 

PERCENr 
CHANGE " 

9.6~ 
-11.1' 
-ZI.n 

0.4~ 

'··2.11 
10.n 
0.5~ 

6.51: 
23.21 
9.4' 

16.U: 
16.6' 

I.U: 
lo1C 

-25.U 
5.n 

-1.01 

-3.ll 
-3.3' 

4.U 

4. " 

24.3* 
19.11 
23.H 

4.U 
4.U 

0;'61: 
a.6C 

9.a 
9.2; 

-5.0' 
-7.1,; 
-6.0' 

-5.0~ 
-5.0~ 

I.U ,.a 
5~" 

-2.9% 
'-1.H 

18.n 
-13.ll 
13.n 

24.n 
-~.o, 

4 •. 61: 

10.9: 
10.9: 

9.01: 
9.01: 

III KIN';, KITSAP ANO PIE~CE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE 8EE-' AHlfORIIEi) AODlrlONAl JI/DliES EFFECTIVE JANUUV 1, 198.1. 
121 JU,VENILc FILINGS D~rA ~ROV'IlED BV JUVIS. 

o 

TA8LE 65 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

ADAMS 
.. JUOICIAL OISTRI.CT 

Asor IN 
COLUM81A 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKL IN 
.. JUDICIAL OlsrRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ClALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDIC IAL DISTRiCT 

1975 

194 
1910 

257 
65. 
35 

351 

1169 
1015 
2184 

853 
160 

IOU 

827 
23& 

1065 

CURK 3167 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 3167 

COWLITZ 1544 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1544 

HRRV 74 
OKANOGAN 481 

.. JUDICIAL OISTRICT 561 

GRANT 8"6 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 846 

GRAYS HARBUR 12J6 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1206 

ISl ANO 551 
SAN JUAN 121 

.. JUDICLAL DISTRICT 618 

1\1 NG ;16094 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT ;~6094 

UTSAP 2J24 
. • JUOICIAL DISTRlcr ,~024 

'KITTITAS 431 
• JUDICIAL JISTRICT 431 

KLICKIT4T 
SKAMANIA 

• JlXIlCIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
.. JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

,~ASJN 

T IfJRS7 0'1 
'. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
IIAHKU~U;l 

• JUGtCIAl DlsrRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS . 

• JUOICUl OISTRICT 

PIERCE 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
.. JUOIC IAl 01 STRIe r 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUD[CIAL DISTRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL IHSTRICT 

WALLA WALLA 
.. JUDie IAl DISTRICT 

IIH4TCOII 
.. JUDII),IAl DISTR[CT 

WHITI;1AN 
.. JUDICIAL O[STRICr 

YAKIMA 
.. JUDICIAL JISJRICT 

.'.TOTAl STUE 

281 
146 
427 

805 
805 

106 
106 

411 
;ZObl 
2-418 

341 
"8 

395 

12J 
381 
50~ 

8185 
9185 

1117 
1111 

SUI 
5321 

6J68 
606~ 

131 
1:31 

1555 
1555 

30] 
303 

2555 
2555 

12520 

HI STORY OF Cl VI L Fill NGS 
1915 - 1980 

1976 

230 
2]0 

288 
69 
46 

403 

..,,0" 
1011 
2415 

196 
181 
917 

871 
226 

Ion 

3152 
3l5l 

IH6 
1546 

84 
544 
628 

939 
H9 

1311 
1311 

6'5 
142 
147 

26314 
lb3110 

2266 
2266 

1023 

42-3 

239 
158 
391 

819 
819 

138 
138 

4JZ 
Z126 
27S8 

.34~ 
30 

375 

157 
~04 
561 

9151 
9151 

1139 
1139 

S5H 
5541 

b479 
6419 

866 
e~6 

1548 
1548 

116 
316 

2115 
ZTts 

7$317 

1977 

" 297 
297 

331 
68 
39 

H8 

1104 
1191 
2895 

92'+ 
185 

1109 

810 
2()1 

1131 

3521 
3521 

15"9 
1549 

115 
616 
731 

1092 
1092 

11,98 
1498 

101 
107 
809 

26562 
26562 

2654 
2654 

481 
481 

284 
154 
438 

911 
911 

163 
163 

496 
2661 
3157 

342 
48 

390 

153 
HI 
594 

9191 
91~.7 

l311 
U11 

5819 
581q 

6477 
6H7 

917 
917 

1793 
1193 

355 
355 

lIZO 
3120 

80026 

1918 

212 
212 

J98 
61t 
26 

488 

1919 
1119 
3098 

99J 
217 

1201 

IJJ9 
282 

1291 

3154 
3154 

1674 
167t, 

90 
588 
618 

1034 
1034 

1541 
1541 

lb3 
154 
911 

28050 
28050 

2743 
21H 

466 
466 

339 
155 
494 

976 
916 

121 
IZT 

465 
2661 
3/32 

414 
42 

456 

109 
401 
510 

10541 
10541 

IZ"6 
1246 

5921 
59Z1 

6961 
6961 

823 
823 

18n 
1897 

361 
J61 

nQ~ 
3305 

83921 

1919 

201 
2DT 

399 
99 
48 

546 

2504 
1161, 
3668 

1016 
301 

1317 

1118 
300 

1418 

4140 
4140 

1188 
1788 

156 
624 
180 

1111 
1117 

1613 
1613 

801 
145 
q46 

29585 
29585 

29"8 
2948 

~58 
558 

35" 
201 
561 

1090 
1090 

181 
181 

5H 
2711 
3241 

401 
81 

488 

155 
488 
643 

11113 
lllU 

1296 
1296 

6519 
6579 

8216 
8216 

,932 
932 

2056 
2056 

185 
385 

31H 
3157 

90689 

1980 

208 
208 

396 
84 
1,6 

526 

2433 
1149 
3582 

1123 
362 

1485 

1244 
369 

1613 

4542 
451tZ 

1186 
1186 

134 
591 
125 

956 
956 

1618 
1618" 

1045 
160 

1205 

29159 
29159 

2910 
2910 

577 
577 

336 
228 
564 

1032 
1032 

113 
113 

564 
2H6 
3310 

513 
67 

580 

1~5 
441 
636 

13116 
13116 

14ft4 
144" 

1105 
1105 

8826 
8826 

845 
84!i 

2129 
2129 

36'1 
369 

3180 
3180 

94201 

55 



:) 

56 

r.Ut.E 66 
W4SHINGrO~ SUPERIOR COURTS 

tlVIL CASE ACTIVITY 

______________ OISPOSITlO'( BY TVPE----,-:------------

L~~~HiiF CH~:fE DEFAULT SUHMARY TOTAL 
PROS. ~ENUE JOGIT SETTLED JDGHT TRIED DI SPDSED C UUNTY /cOURr 

ADAMS " 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

4SOTIN 
COLUHBIA 
GARFIELO 

• JUDICl4l OIST~ICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JJOICIAL i)JST~ICT 

CHEUN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUOICIAL iHsrRlcr 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUOIClAl "ISTRI·cr 

CDWllTZ 
• JUDiCIAL DISTRICT 

FERkY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL OIST~ICT 

GRA YS HARBU~ 
• J~DICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL .JISTRICT 

KING 
• JUIHClAl "'STRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICUL UISTRiCT 

K I TTITA S 
• JJDIC IAL DISTil ICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAIIAN IA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
• JJDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
• JUDICIAL OIST1I ICT 

HASON 
THURSTON 

• JJOICIAL DISI~ICT 

> PACIFIC 
IIAtt{IAK~H 

• JUDIC I Al I) I STR ICT 

PEND UHWLc 
STEVENS 

• JUOICIAl"JISTIIICT 

pIERCE 
• JUDICIAL ~lsrRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUIlIClAl IlISTRICT 

S'iOHOIH SH 
~ J~DICI~ 1l1STR I(:T 

SPOKANE 
• JUlllCIAL DISTRICT 

wALLA·WALlA 
• JJDICIAL ollSTR IC T 

WH4 rco" 
o.,JUDICIAL OISHICT 

.H/THAN \, 
• JUDICUL JISTIIICT 

N/R 

31t 
2/0 
o 

58 

1 
1 
4 

NrR 
26 

NIR 
2 

28 
28 

o 
2 
2 

16 
16 

155 
15~ 

N/R 
4 

5101 
5701 

o 
.) 

55 
] 

58 

111 
lL7 

9 
9 

14;) 
't 

'"'' 
4 
6 

1·) 

29 
5" 
85 

Z97 
297 

N/R 

1248 
1248 

485 
485 

NIII 

N/R 

1 
2 
1 
4 

10 
9 

19 

N/R 
6 

N/R 
1 

4 
It 

NIR 

'\ 
4 
5 

15 
15 

o 
3 

N/R 
3 

203 
233 

29 
29 

N/R 

4 
1 , 

56 
56 

16 
32 
49 

5 
1 

Co 

13 
9 

22 

25 
25 

N/R 

88 
88 

21 
Zl 

NlR 

21 
2~ 

9 
9 

NIR 

152 
3Z 
3l 

217 

1414 
195 

H09 

NlR 
57 

N/R 
62 

2382 
2382 

N/R 

18 
251 
26·1 

219 
219 

31 
31 

N/R 
12 

5~6L 
51061 

451 
"51 

N/R 

135 
25 

163 

101 
/01 

121 
121 

112 
1256 
136S 

332 
32 

}6/o 

60 
24 
810 

56l!3 
5620 

N/R 

1649 
H49 

34B6 
)1086 

Nli! 

32~ 
326 

l52 
152 

N/R 

83 
13 

1 
97 

'lor 
583 

1490 

NIII 
106 

N/R 
183 

517 
571 

N/lI 

.3 
5b 
59 

39d 
39B 

218 
218 

NlR 
1110 

840'1 
84J9 

1041 
IOU 

N/R 

19 
79 
98 

59~ 
594 

22 
22 

255 
1{.6 

1021 

81 
lZ 
93 

41 
238 
219 

US3 
U53 

N/R 

3021 
l021 

84d 
848 

NlII 

II/R 

6 
.3 
2 

11 

61 
9 

72 

N/R 
5 

NlR 
3 

62 
62 

N/R 

5 
9 

14 

8 
8 

10 
10 

NlR 
6 

N/R 

4 
5 
o 
9 

53 
l 

56 

N/R 

-~~ "P 

NlR 
20 

118 
118 

NlR 

o 
o 
o 

52 
52 

o 

" 
NIl! 

Z6 

196 10Z84 
796 102B4 

4 
4 

NlR 

2 
12 
14 

8 
b 

2 
2 

11 
61 
72 

19 
9 

2B 

6 
2 
B 

190 
190 

N/R 

114 
In 

71 
71 

NIR 

104 
104 

12 
12 

12 
12 

NlR 

o 
5 
5 

21 
23 

5 
5 

21 
180 
211 

8 
2 

10 

'l 
23 
32 

1066 
·1066 

N/II 

~27" 
'427 

19 
19 

N/R 

467 
467 

o 
o 

169 
169. 

2:g II 
37 

397 

2~48 
802 

3250 

597 
210 
807 

450 
303 • 
153 

3206 
3206 

lit'll 
!It'll 

21 
3ZZ 
3,,9 

Bl/O 
814 

1016 
1016 

652 
151 
803 

30855 
30855 

1531 
1531 

366 
366 

215 
125 
HO 

845 
845 

162 
162 

555 
2299 
~854 

450 
62 

512 

158 
353 
511 

83H 
83H 

1191 
1191 

6607 
6607 

5249 
52109 

837 
B.n 

1094 
10H 

319 
319 

------PROCEEDINGS BY TYI'E----
••• TRIALS.. ..0l'tER HEARINGS .. 
NDN- PRE- \J POST 
JURY JURY DISP. DISP. DISP. 

32 
32 

22 
10 

1 
33 

139 
110 
249 

49 
22 
11 

137 
24 

161 

345 
3/0' 

3 
3 

1 
1 
o 
Z 

Z3 
10 
33 

16 
1 

11 

8 
3 

11 

30 
30 

100 20 
100 20 

6 0 
42 6 
48 6 

i10 18 
110 18 

72 17 
12 17 

64" ~ 
28 6 
92 10 

NIR 

45 
71 

2 
1.18 

2203 
309 

2512 

NIR 
68 

N/R 
N/R 

NIR 

6 
15 

1 
2Z 

6H 
4~9 

1106 

NIR 
67 

N/R 
N/R 

1671 1501 
1611 1501 

NIR 

4(0 
130 
116 

593 
593 

1533 
1533 

607 
112 
719 

NIR 

16 
52 
68 

315 
315 

403 
~03 

o 
65 
65 

H/R 

5 
9 
o .4 

309 
49 

358 

N/R 
31 

lilR 
.~/R 

676 
616 

N/R 

3 
46 
49 

H7 
lH 

612 
6tl 

o 
37 
31 

245 'l1~88 12054 3514 
245 IH88 120H 351~ 

240 26 
2~0 '" 26 

58 
58 

20 
8 

28 

49 
109 

10 
10 

31 
125 
162 

81 
5q 

140 .. 

22 
18 
"0 

607 
601 

o 
1 
1 

6 
6 

o 
o 

11 
17 
28 

" 4 

" 8 
2 
7 

" 9 

81 
81 

26 
26 

62 
62 

116 
116 

9 
9 

Zf 
21 

3 
3 

1101·· 9q3 
1101 993 

~30 
330 

NIR 

"13 
"73 

21 
" 21 

\').61 
859 

11)20 

190 
58 

248 

134 
228 
362 

2.22 
2>'2 

310 
310 

2791 
2191 

N/R 

N/R 

8"4 

8"" 
NlR 

NlR N/R 

Z7 26 
N/II N/R ---,. 
441 159 
4107 159 

86 16 
B6 16 

21 q ~8 
1216 177 
1435 225 

18 80 
Ita 30 
58 llq, 
40 24 

193 81 
~33 > 105 

I; 
566 122 
566 122 

456 101 
456 101 

2736 815 
2136 B15 

N/~ N/R 

N/R NIR 

3S8 208 
358 208 

Nt R NIK 

YA~IHA '~'" 69 17 383 598 62' 10~ 1235 1,) 
• JUDI~AL DlsrRIC~ 69 11 383 598 62 104 Ill5 ~O 

2'7 
27 

1,,19 1221 
lIo19 1227 

258 
258 

•• TOUL st~lE 9254 622 .24.530 2065a 1736 13066 75916 5156, 

NDTE: THE B~EAKIlUWN OF CIVIL DISPOSITIONS 'FUR THE STATE DO Nor SJ~ TJ THE TOTAL BE:AUSE DETAIL 
WAS N;)T REPORTEIl BY UL COUNTIES. 

902 33151 21t2t,5 7913 

NI R • NUT REPORTED 

j 

! 
li\; 
11 

COUNTY ICOURT 

APAHS 
• JUDlC /AL D ISTR..!CT 

ASOTIN 
COLUM81A 
GARFIELD 

• JUOICIAl DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL" DlnRICL 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL OISI'ucr 

CLALLAH 
~EFFERSDN 
.. JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

CURK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWlITZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 0 

• JUDICIAL OISTRlcr 

GRANT 
• JUDIC IAL DISTRict 

GRAYS HAR8UR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

I SLANO 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDIC tAL 0 ISTR IC T 

KlfrlTAS 
o JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICKIT 4T 
SKAHAHA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

lEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

l.INCOLN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRlcr 

HASUN 
THURSTOI/ 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACJFIC 
IIAHKIAKUH 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND DRElLLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL DrSTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DI5rRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

lIALl4 W4LLA 
• JUDie fAl 0 ISTR ICT 

IItfATCOM 
• JUDICIAL 0 ISTR IC r 

HHITMAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRI~r 

YAKIMA. 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

.. TOUl SUrE 

TABLE 67 
SUPERIOR 

CIVIL CASES 

-----------F IL I~GS-----------
NUHBER PERCENT FiliNGS 

OF JUDGES 1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

2 

" 

3 

2 

3101 11 

4( 11 

.. 1 

5 

11111 

8 

10 

2 

3 

lI7 

.208 
Z08 

396 
B~ 
~6 

526 

2433 
11~9 
3582 

1123 " 
362 

H8S 

12"" 
369 
l~p 

4542 
~5~Z 

1186 
1186 

134 
591 
725 

956 
956 

1618 
161a 

1045 
160 

1205 

29159 
29159 

2910 
2910 

577 
517 

336 
228 
564 

1032 
1032 

}.,73 
·173 

564 
zr~6 
3310 

513 
61 

S80 

195 
HI 
636 

13116 
13116 

m! 
n05 
7105 

8826 
8826 

BItS 
8'tS 

2129 
2129 

3h9 
369 

318J 
3130 

94201 

207 
207 

399 
99 
48 

5~6 

2504 
lIH 
3668 

1016 
301 

1371 

U18 
300 

, 1418 

~140 
/01/00 

1188 
1788 

156 
624 
78J 

IU7 
1111 

1613 
1613 

801 
145 
946 

29585 
2~S85 

2948 
29~8 

558 
558 

35~ 
207 
561 

1090 
1090 

181 
181 

52/0 
2711 
3241 

407 
81 

/088 

155 
488 
6H 

11U3 
11113 

1296 
1291> 

6519 
6579 

8216 
84'16 

932 
93Z 

2056 
211;;6 

,~:~ 
3157 
3157 

90689 

0.5~ 
0.5~ 

-0.8~ 
-15.211: 
-4.n 
-3.71 

-2.81 
-I.n 
-2.3' 

4.U 
20.,,, 
1.S' 

11.3' 
Z3.0:l: 
13.8t 

9.71 

208.0 

526.0 

895.5 

142.5. 

806.5 

~. n 9~8.4 

-O.lt 
-o.n (,:,595.3 

-14.U 
-5.3' 
-7.1:1: 

-14.'" 
-1~.4~ 

0.3~ 
0.3:1: 

30. 5~ 
10.n 
27.4:1: 

-1.4~ 
-1.4:1: 

-1.3~ 
-1.3' 

:,.4' 
3.4t 

-S.I~ 
'il0.n 

0.5' 

-s.n 
-5.3' 

-4.4' 
-4.":1: 

7.6:& 
1.1' 
2.1~ 

26.DS 
-17.J~ 

18. 'I.ii 

25.s: 
-9.6' 
-1.U 

18. u~ 

125.0 

809.0 

602.5 

851.6 

727.5 

577.0 

564.0 

516.0 

662.0 

~80.0 

636.0 

18.,01 1192." 

11.41 
1~.4t 

8.01 
a.Ot 

6.61 
6.6' 

'·-9.3:1: 

122.0 

aS8.1 

-9.3: 422.5 

3.6= 
3.6S 709.7 

II 

-/0.2' 
-4.2t 3109.0 

o.n 
n.n 
3.91 

636.0 

aOS.l· 

COURTS 

-------DI SPOSI TlONS-------
PER:ENT 'Ill SP. 

1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

169 
.169 

280 
80 
37 

397 

2H8 
802 

3250 

591 
210 
B07 

450 
303 
753 

132 
132 

U8 
58 
71 

261 

llt97 
1119 
2616 

671· 
210 
8B7 

5h 
251 
765 

3206, 3200 
3206\ 3200 

1491 1496 
1491 1496 

27 
322 
349 

814 
814 

1016 
1016 

652 
151 
803 

30855 
10855 

1537 
1537 

366 
366 

215 
125 
340 

845 
845 

162 
162 

555 
2299 
2854 

450 
62 

512 

158 
353 
511 

8H7 
83/07 

1191 
1191 

·6607 
6607 

5249 
5249 

837 
837 

1094 
109~ 

319 
119 

1215 
1235 

75916 

63 
386 
"49 

772 
772 

914 
914 

611 
136 
lH 

25466 
Z5'tbb 

2Ul 
2Ul 

528 
528 

199 
102 
301 

755 
755 

201 
201 

~59 
11179 
208 

160 
55 

215 

113 
't02 
515 

7603 
7603 

653 
653 

6354 
6354 

N/R 
N/R 

629 
b29 

732 
H2 

331 
331 

"U55 
U55 

&l432 

28.0' 
28.0' 

102.9:1: 
3!.9.1 

-H.9lC 
~s. n 

63.5:1: 
-28.n 

2 •• 21 

-11.8' 
0.0« -9." 

-12. " 
211.1' 
-1.6' 

0.2:l 
o.lt 

-o.n 
-o.n 

-57.1:1: 
-16.6~ 
-22.3' 

5./olC 
5.4' 

1l.2~ 
11.2:1: 

6.H 
11.0~ 7." 
21.2:1: 
21.2:1: 

-21.2:1: 
-27.2:1: 

-30.14 
-30.n 

B.JlC 
22.5' 
13.0* 

1109' 
11.9:1: 

-19.10:1: 
-19.4' 

20. en 
16.U 
17.1:1: 

181.3;( 
12.7:1: 

13B.1:I: 

H.U 
-12.2' 
-o.n 

9.S:C 
9. 8~ 

8Z.4' 
82.41 

4.0, 
4.0~ 

33.U: 
33.11 

-3.6' 
_3.6" 

-8.n 
-8. 9~ 

21.6l 

169.0 

397.0 

812.5 

403.5 

641.2 

491.0 

401.0 

401.5 

907.5 

384.3 

366.0 

340.) 

422.5 

570.6 

512.0 

Sll.o 

758.B " 

595.5 

B25.9 

524.9 

418.5 

36".1 

319.0 

2"1.0 

M8.9 

OISPI 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.813 
0.813 

0'.701 
0.952 
0.80" 
0.755 

1.006 
0.698 
0.907 

0.532 
0.580 
0.543 

0.362 
0.821 
D.467 

0.706 
0.706 

0.835 
0.835 

0.201 
0.545 
0.481 

0.851 
~.851 

0.628 
0.628 

0.624 
0.944 " 
0.666 ' 

1.058· 
1.058 

0.528 
0.528 

,,0.634 
0.63" 

0.6ltO 
0.546 
o .6a3 

0.819 
0.819 

0.936 
0.931> 

Cl.9ft4 
0.831 
0.862 

0.811 
0.925 
0.883 

0.810 
0.800 
0.803 

0.636 
0.636 

0.825 
(::1 0 •825 

0.930 
0.930 

0.595 
0.595 

0.991 
0.991 

0.5H 
0.514 

0.864 
0.864 

0.388 
0.388 

O.8J6 

HJ I(lNG. KITSAP AND PIEIICE COUKTV SupeRIO~ COURTS HAVE ~Ee~ AUTHORllED ADliulONAl JUOGES EFFECTive JANVARy'I, 1981. 
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COUIlTY/COURT 

AOAHS 
.... JUDIC IAL 0 ISTR ICT 

ASOTlrl 
COLUMSI" 

G:R~~~igIAL iliSTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAIl 
DOUGLAS 

.. JUDIC IAL j) ISTR ICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

.. JUDICIAL DiStRICT 

CLARK 
.. JUO IC IAL. 0 ISTR ICT 

CO~LI TZ 
.. JUDICIAL ~ISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HAR8JR 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

.. JUIlICIAL DISTR ICT 

KING 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

~1TSAP 
.. JUOICIAL tJlSTRICT 

KIlT IT AS 
* JUDICI AL ~ISTRICT 

KLICK ITAT 
SKAMANIA 

.. JUDICIAL I>lSTRICT 

LEWIS 
.. JUDICIAL ulSTRICT 

('I Ne OtN 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

HASON 
THURSTON 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

'PACIFIC 
WAIiKIUUH 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND O~EI LLE 
StEVENS 
,~JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
.. JUUICIAL DlSTR[CT 

SKA~I T 
.. JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
.. JUD[C~AL D[STRICT 

SPOKANE 
~ JUIl,C1AL D[STRICT 

WALLA >lALl4 
.. JUD[CIAL ')ISTRICT 

'.HATCU/! 
., .. JUDICIAL D[STR[CT 

WHITMAN 
.. JUD!CIAL DISTItlCT 

YAKIMA 
.. JUOIC[AL 0 ISTR teT 

.. ~ TOTAL STUE 

TABLE 68 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR 

C,IVIL CUES 

TeRTS 

------------F IL I~GS------------
NUMBER PERCENT FIL INGS 

OF JUOGE:S 198~ 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

H[ 11 

4111 

5 

10 

29 
29 

2" 
2 
4 

26 

227 
1I6 
3~3 

65 
53 

ll8 

11" 
20 
91 

. 349 
3~9 

107 
107 

8 
26 
34 

40 
40 

35 
35 

44 
3 

47 

278q 
2789 

191 
191 

39 
39 

5 
51 
56 

28 
28 

5 
5 

3Z 
139 
111 

51 
18 
69 

1 
21 
28 

83b 
536 

119 
11~ 

612 
6Tl 

443 
443 

39 
39 

111 
111 

36 
36 

230 
230 

1141 

20 
20 

14 
o 
4 

18 

304 
81 

385 

49 
, 82 

131 

48 
16 
61t 

316 
316 

71 
77 

12 
56 
68 

40 
40 

100 
100 

46 
3 

49 

2180 
2180 

203 
203 

38 
38 

10 
, 22 
32 

47 
"1 

4 
4 

29 
153 
182 

67 
19 
86 

11 
23 
34 

911 
911 

107 
lor 

"61 
"61 

402 
402 

43 
43 

102 
102 

35 
35 

233 
2JJ 

6'16t1 

.. 5.011 
45.011 

42.911 

O. Jl 
44.'" 

-25.31 
43.211 

-10 .911 

32.1~' 
-35.U 

-'9.911 

47.9:11 
25.01 
42.211 

10.4t 
10.411 

39.011 
39.0' 

- 33.311 
-53.6' 
-SO.Ol 

0.011 
0.011 

-65.01 
-65.011 

-4.311 
O.OC 

-4.11 

o.n 
o.n 

-5.911 
-5.9' 

2.6:( 
2.611 

-50.0:( 
131.811 
15.0. 

- 40.411 
-"a.411 

25. o. 
25.0¥,~ 

10.n 
-9.2lt 
-6.011 

-23.911 
~5.n 

-19.a:t: 

-36.4~ 
-8.n 

-17.61 

-8.211 
-8.21 

n.2' 
11.2:11 

"5.81 
~5 .8" 

10.n 
10.a 

-9.31 
-'1.n 
67.6. 
61.6'a 

2.91 
2.9= 

29.0 

26.0 

85.8 

59.0 

45.5 

69.8 

35.7 

H.O 

20.0 

11.5 

23.5 

82.0 

47.8 

39.0 

56.0 

14.0 

5.0 

28.0 

. 76.0 

59.5 

8~.0 

19.5 

51.0 

36.0 

H.O 

61.;9 

COURTS' 

-----------DISPOS[TIONS----------
PERCENT DISP. 

1980 1919 CHANGE PER JDG 

13 
13 

I> 
a 
I 
1 

290 
11 

361 

37 
63 

100 

30 
11 
41 

2<11 
221 

96 
96 

1 
8 
9 

20 
20 

47 
H 

34 
2 

36 

3342 
3342 

87 
81 

22 
22 

4 
26 
30 

5 
5 

2 
2 

30 
108 
138 

52 
17 
69 

12 
1il 
30 

786 
786 

46 
46 

H8 
478 

N/R 
N/R 

69 
69 

12 
12 

57 
51 

171 
111 

6266 

20 -35. m: 
20 -35.01 

4 50.0:( 
2 -100.0. 

1(' -90.0ll 
1.6 -56.3= 

93 
66 

159 

18 
56 
14 

33 
25 
58 

199 
199 

62 
62 

6 
11 
23 

28 
28 

66 
66 

40 
b 

It6 

34,37 
3431 

124 
1210 

11 
71 

2 
12 
14 

10 
10 

1 
7 

38 
156 
194 

35 
20 
55 

5 
19 
24 

735 
735 

14 
14 

512 
512 

N/R 
IlIR 

8~ 
8~ 

15 
15 

37 
37 

174 
174 

6355 

211.U 
• 1.611 
121. O' 

105.6' 
12.5= 
35.n 

-9. a 
-56.0: 
-29.31 

ll.n 
ll.n 

54.8' 
54.8: 

-83.311 
- 52. 9. 
-60.9' 

-28.6t 
-28.6t 

-2B. 8~ 
-28. at 

-15.0' 
-66.n 
-ZL.n 
-2.8' 
-2.8~ 

-29.8C 
-29. e= 

-69.01 
-69. O' 

10J.n 
ll6.lI 
114.n 

-50.011 
-50.0C 

-71.4' 
-n.411 

-21.n 
~30.8= 
-2e.911 

48.611 
-15.011 

25.H 

140.011 
-5.311 
25.0= 

6.911 
6.9' 

228.611 
228.6: 

-6.611 
~6.6t 

-l7.n 
-17.91 

380. 01 
380.0; 

54.11 
54.1. 

-1.n 
-loH 

1.61 

13.0 

1.0 

90.3 

~o.o 

32.0 

9.0 

10.0 

18.0 

98.3 

21.8 

22.0 

30.0 

2.0 

27.6 

69.0 

30.0 

71.5 

23.0 

59.8 

57.0 

OISP/ 
FlUNG 
RATIO 

0.".8 
0.448 

0.300 
0.000 
0.250 
0.2~9 

1.218 
0.612 
1"052 

0.569 
1.t89 
'O.81t7 

0.423 
0.550 
0.451 

0.6)3 
0.633 

0.~97 
0.897 

0.125 
0.308 
0.265 

0.500 
, 0.500 

1.n3 
1.343 

0.773 
0.667 
0.766 

1.198 
1.198 

0.455 
0.~55 

0.56" 
0.564 

0.800 
0.510 
0.536 

0.179 
0.179 

0.1000 
0.400 

Cl,,9'38 
0.717 
0.801 

1.020 
0.9H 
1.000 

1.lH 
0.857 
1.071 

0.940 
0.9"0 

0.381 
0.387 

0.711 
0.711 

1.769 
1.769 

0.421 
0.421 

t.S83 
1.583 

O.lH 
0.743 

0.890 

III KING. K ITSA~ AND PI EIlCe COUNT'( SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE 8EEIi AUTHORI%EO ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECT IVE JANUAR Y I, 1981. 
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CO~IiTV /COUR T 

A.OAIIS 
• JUDIC[AL IIIST1<ICT 

ASOT IN 
COLUMBIA 
GARfiELD 
• JUOICIAL D[STRICT 

8ENTON 
FRANKLIN 
.. JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

.. JUD[CIAL DISTR[CT 

CLALLAII 
JEfFERSON 

• JUDIC IAl 0 [STR ICT 

CLARK 
.. JUD[C[AL DISTR[CT 

COWllT l 
• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

fERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUIlICIAL ~ISTRICT 

GRANT 
.. JUO[CIAL D[STRICT 

GRAYS HAIIUUR 
• JUDICIAL 1115TR[CT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

o JUD[CIAL D[STRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL IIIST~JCr 

KITS AP 
.. JUDICIAL O[STRICT 

KITlITAS 
.. JUDICIAL O[STRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAHANIA 

• JUilICIAL D[STR[CT 

LE>iIS 
o J~DICIAL OISTillCT 

LiNcOLN, 
• JUOICI,\L 1115TIIICT 

MASON 
THURSTUN 
.. JUO[C[AL OISTR[CT 

PACI flC 
dHKI AKUH 

.. JUDICIAL OISTR[GT 

PEND URE[ lLe 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL OISTRItT 

.p[CRte 
.. JUDICIAL "[STRICT 

SKAGI T 
o JUD[CIAl ~ISTRICT 

SNUHOHISH 
• JUDICIAL II[STRICT 

SPOKANE .' 
• JUOIC[AL ~[STRICT 

HALLA >lALLA c, 

o JUI1[CIAL :lISTRICT 

WliATCOH 
o JUDICIAL 11IsrkiCT 

WHI THAN 
o JUOICIAL 1115T1\[CT 

VA~IHA 
.... JU(lICIAL O[~TR leT 

•• TUUL 5TAH 

WASHINGTON 
TA8LE 69 
SUPERIOR 

CI VIL CASES 

COHMERC IAL 

NUIIBER 
OF JUDGES 

--------------f I LI NG 5--------___ _ 

4 

2 

2 

"3 

2 

2 

2 

HIli 

4(11 

" I 

2 

lit 11 

2 

.1 0 

l 

5 

111 

1980 

54 
54 

109 
38 
20 

167 

554 
199 
75.1 

160 
31 

191 

231 
101 
332" 

661 
661 

299 
299 

5J 
12 

122 

213 
273 

73 
13 

224 
33 

257 

7284 
7284 

60J 
6"0 

90 
9,)' 

1~\ 
12 
00 

243 
24.1 

'01 
'tI 

99 
519 
618 

161 
4 

111 

65 
III 
116 

3042 
3 o It.! 

1,"9 
100~ 

" 161;) 
1610 

321J 
3210 

168 
168 

538 
538 

75 
75 

780 
7811 

223'11 

1919 

67 
61 

83 
44 

6 
133 

625 
248 
873 

338 
8 

346 

t84' 
62 

2106 

634 
634 

352 
352 

37 
85 

122 

347 
3~1 

8,) 
80 

11.4 
2d 

142 

ea9a 
8898 

642 
642 

97 
91 

61 
21 
8~ 

251 
(,J 251 

23 
23 

129 
514 
643 

106 
2 

108 

38 
lJO 
168 

2684 
26"4 

309 
30~ 

1626 
1626 

lUI 
1831 

'215 
215 

650 
65J 

95 
95 

19.1 ,. 
793 

22469 

PERCENT fl LINGS 
CHANGE PER JOG 

-19.4= 
-19.U 

ll.n 
-n.bI 
233.n 

25.61 

-1l.4t 
-19.8; 
-l3.n 
-52. r~ 

.362.5l 
-43.U 

25.51 
62~91 
35 •• a 
5.2; 
5.2' 

-15.a 
-15.U 

35.U 
-15.31-

(1.0' 

-21.n 
-21.3¥ 

-8.U 
-8.8 ~ 

96.511 
11.~' 
81.0; 

-18.U 
-18.U 

-7.2" 
-1.2' 

24.U 
- 55. 611 

0.0. 

-5.41 
-5."; 

78.3t 
70.n 

-23.H 
12.U 
5.4' 

57.5t 
100.0; 
58.31 

11011 
-14.611 

4.0; 

1_3.3; 
fl.3; 

-I.O~ 
-1.0; 

75.31 
75.U 

-21. ~, 
-21.9~ 

-1.6' . 
-I.U 

-0.3' 

54.0 

167.0 

188.3 

98.5 

166.0 

133.4 

Il2.0 

136.5 

36.5 

128.~ 

150,0 

90.0 

88.0 

41.0 

135.6 

171.0 

176. J 

116.5 

Z04.5 

201.3 

3Zl.0 

11q, 3 

156.a 

191. " 

COURTS 

-----------015 POS IT 10NS--------_ 

1980 

58 
58 

54 
25 
9 

88 

546· 
157 
70~ 

85 
33 

118 

37 
56 
93 

396 
396 

250 
252 

5 
19 
24 

" 255 
255 

27 
27 

142 
33 

175 

8453 
8453 

252 
252 

"1 
41 

38 
22 
60 

lOl 
,17 301 

~" 
34 

128 
522 
650 

223 
4 

227 
'':'1 

45 
61 

112 

32~z 
J29Z 

399 
399 

1586 
1586 

N/R 
N/R 

21ft 
214 

232 
232 

84 
84 

620 
620 

18H4 

1979 

45 
45 

35 
19 
12 
66 

620 
313 
933 

171 
21 

192 

36 
56 
92 

455 
455 

269 
269 

12 
22 
34 

211 
271 

53 
53 

89 
30 

119 

6219 
6279 

460 
460 

146 
H6 

30 
2~ 
56 

284 
28~ 

38 
38 

75 
371 
."~2 

37 
1 

38 

27 
92 

a9 
2822 
2822 

203 
203 

1497 
H'IT 

NlR 
N/R 

138 
138 

.103 
303 

69 
69 

705 
105. 

16U8 

PERCENT DISP. 
CHANGE PER JOG 

28.91 
28.9' 

54.H 
31.6; 

-25.0t 
33.3; 

-11.9; 
-49.8 , 
-24.7' 

-5a.3; 
57.U 

"'33.5; 

2.U 
0.0' 
I.U 

-13.0' 
-13.0" 

-l.U 
-l.U 

-58.3" 
-13.6; 
-29.41 

-5.911 
-5.9~ 

-49.U 
-49.n 

59.b~ 

10.0' 
41. " 

34.6' 
3~.6' 

-45.2' 
-~5.2~ 

-71.9' 
-11.9' 

~6.n 
-15.41 

7.l~ 

... 0' 
6. m: 

-1".5~ 
-10.511 

70.n 
38.51 
43. u: 

502.n 
301l.0( 
497.4, 

66.U 
-27.2:( 

-5.9li: 

16. n 
16.n 

96.61 
96.6( 

5.9; 
5.911 

55.1% 
55.U 

-Zl.4l 
-23.u 

21. n: 
21.7' 

-12.11 
-12. " 

16.n 

58.0, 

88.0 

115.8 

59.0 • 

19.2 

8~.3 

24.0 

121.5 

13.5 

81.5 

248.6 

tJ3 .. 0 

60.0 

150.5 

34.0 

130.0 

227.0 

112.1) 

299.3 

199.5 

198.3 

101.0 

8".0 

124.0 

160.2 

OISPI 
FILING 
RAno 

1.014 
1.0H 

(\.495 
0.658 
0.450 
0.527 

0.986 
0.789: 
0.9H 

0.531 
0.892 
0.599 

0.160 
0.554 
0.280 

0.594 
0.594 

0.836 
0.836 

O.lao 
0.Z64 
0.191 

0.93~ 
0.934 

0.370 
0.370 

0.634 
1.000 
0.681 

1.160 
1.160 

0.420 
0.420 

0.456 
0.456 

0.500 
1.833 
0.682 

1.239 
1.239 

. 0.829 
0.829 

1.293 
0.902 
0.959 

i.335 
1.000 
1.327 

0.692 
0.604 
0.636 

1.082,. 
1.082 

0.976 
0.976 

0.985 
0.985 

1.214 
1.2H 

0.431 
O.'UI 

1.120 
1.120 

0.795 
0.195 

0.811 
'11 K [NG, ~ ITS4P AND PIERtE COUNTY su~eMIOR COURTS HAVE BE"N 'UTuORI Z.O 
NIH. NOT I\EPCRTEO • ~ n ,~DOIT IONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANU4R'l 1, 1981. 

~, 
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cou~r!1~Ol)\ T . 
ADANS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ASOT IN 
CDWH81 A 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BI:~TON 
FRANKll~ 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLAllAH 
JEHERSO~ 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWL! TZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRA~T 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SA~ JUAN 

• JUDICIAL OISTR ICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL ~ISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRiCT 

KIH IT AS 
• JUDIClAL DISTlUCT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAMANIA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LI~COL~ 

• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

HASON 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
~AKKIAKUH 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUOICUl DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOHISH 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

SPDKANE 
• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

WALLA WALLA 
• JUDICIAL illSTRICT 

WHATCOH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WHITHA~ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRlcr 

YAKIHA 
• JUDIC IAl 0 IS TR ICT 

U TOTAL STATE 

TA81;E 70 
lj"5HI~GTO~ SUPERIOR COURTS 

q Vll CASES 

PROPERH RIGHTS 

--------------F I LI ~G S-----------
~UHBER PERCE~T FIL INGS 

DF JUDGES 1980 1979 CHA~GE PER JOG 

2 

2 

2 

34111 

~Il' 

2 

III 11 

2 

10 

2 

3 

117 

17 
17 

16 
~ 
5 

25 

236 
8l 

318 

21 
22 
~5 

12J 
21 

HI 

430 
HO 

26 
26 

19 
4~ 
63 

43 
43 

181 

'F 
H 
36 
19 

311 7 
3117 

218 
218 

44 
44 

19 
20 
39 

21 
Z1 

88 
253 
341 

46 
3 

49 

27 
29 
56 

1421 
1421 

44 
~4 

640 
640 

233 
233 

41 
47 

271 
211 

I 
I 

201 
201 

8130 

15 
15 

9 
2 
o 

11 

234 
48 

282 

34 
11 
45 

56 
29 
85 

388 
368 

3J 
30 

21 
4~ 
65 

24 
2~ 

119 
119 

76 
2~ 

105 

2406 
2406 

196 
196 

3b 
36 

16 
11 
21 

51 
51 

22 
;1:2 

68 
248 
316 

34 
7 

41 

23 
41 
64 

1252 
1252 

65 
65 

618 
618 

2J3 
203 

43 
43 

204 
2J4 

5 
5 

206 
ZOb 

6984 

13. 3~ 
13.n 

H.st 
100.0~ 

121.31 

0.9' 
70.8S 
12.8$ 

-3l.~~ 
100.0~ 

o.os 

114.3; 
-21.U 
65.9* 

10.8; 
10.a: 

-13.n 
-13.3l 

-9. 5~ 
O.O~ 

-3.U 

79.2' 
19.2~ 

51.U 
51.U 

-43. 4~ 
Z4.1" 

-24.8~ 

5"',5; 
,54.5' 

11.Z; 
11.2~ 

22.2' 
22.2; 

18.U 
81.6; 
H.4; 

-47. U 
-'H.lt 

-95 .. S' 
- 95.5¥ 

29.H 
,2.0' 
1.9t 

35.3; 
-51.U 
19.5~ 

11.4' 
-29.H, 
-12.Stl 

U.5' 
13.5; 

- 32.~, 
-32.H 

-5.6¥ 
-5.6~ 

14.8t 
l'"" .. a~ 

9.3% 
9.3! 

32.8' 
32.8; 

-83.0' 
-80.0; 

a .5~ 
0.5' 

25.Q~ 

17.0 

25.0 

19.5 

,22.5 

10.5 

86.0 

8.1 

63.0 

21.5 

93.5 

109.3 

54.5 

44.0 

39.0 

13.5 

1.0 

68.2 

49.0 

56.0 

22.0 

8lhO 

23.5 

1.0 

41.4 

74.6 

-----------OIS PUS IT 1005---------
PERCE~T DISP. 

1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG" 

15 
15 

t2 
3 
2 

11 

115 
53 

168 

1 
12 
13 

H 
11 
51 

254 
25'0 

lit 
24 

12 
11 
29 

28 
28 

1'01 
141 

5i 
3~' 
96 

259Q~ 

2590 

55 
55 

J9 
39 

21 
6 

33 

S 
5 

2 
2 

1Z 
168 
21t0 

32 
7 

39 

20 
25 
1,5 

188 
ABa 

11 
n 

1073 
673 

N/R 
N/it 

~O 
'00 

123 
123 

3 
3 

143 
143 

5011 

15 
15 

:I 
o 
3 
6 

3l 
36 
68 

9 
12 
21 

H 
15 
59 

234 
234 

15 
15 

13 
25 
38 

15 
15 

83 
83 

6Q 
24 
93 

1561 
1561 

105 
lr~') 

61 
6! 

20 
3 

23 

32 
32 

10 
10 

41 
1'.0 
181 

11 
Z 

lJ 

Il 
25 
31 

286 
286 

11 
17 

N/~ 
NIR 

54 
54 

30 
3~ 

to 
IJ 

151 
157 

3834 

O.O~ 
0.0; 

300.0~ 

-33.~~ 

183.H 

259.4' 
41.2; 

141. " 

-88.9t 
0.0~ 

-38. It 

-22.lt 
13. 3~ 

-13.6' 

8. S~ 
8.5: 

60.0; 
60.0' 

-1.1' 
-32. at 
-23.1~ 

86.7$ 
86.7; 

69.9:( 
69.9:( 

-15.9'( 
58.3'( 

J.2:r 

65.3$ 
65.U 

-47.6' 
-47.6; 

35.0; 
100.0' 

43.5; 

-~ •• H 
-84.4' 

-M.Ot 
-80.0C 

7S.6¥ 
2J.0" 
32.6" 

190.9' 
250.0' 
200.0' 

66.7' 
0.0' 

21.6. 

-H.n 
-34.3~ 

O.OC 
0.0; 

11.'" 
11.'>$ 

-25.9' 
-25.9' 

3l0.0~ 
310.0, 

15.0 

11.0 

42.0 

6.5 

25.5 

50.8 

8.0 

29.0 

11 .. 0 

70.5 

'08.0 

16.2 

13.8 

2.5 

Z.O 

1t8.0 

39.0 

45.0 

11.1 

8.5 

84.1 

20.0 

"1.0 

28.6 

D1SPI 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.882 
0.8e2 

0.150 
0.750 
0.'000 
0.680 

0.'>87 
il.6~6 
0.528 

0.0~3 
0.545 
0.289 

0.283 

&~~~~ 
0.591 
0.591 

0.923 
0.923 

0.632 
0.386' 
0.460 

0.151 
0,651 

0.754 
0.1$'0 

1.349 
1.056 
1.215 

0.691 
0.691 

0.252 
0.252 

0.886 
0.886 

1.421 
0.300 
0.846 

0.185 
O.IBS 

2.000 
2.000 

0.818 
0.664 
0.104 

0.696 
2.333 
0.796 

0.741 
0.862 
J.B04 

0.132 
~.132 

0.386 
0.Ja6 

1.052 
1.052 

0.851 
0.851 

0.454 
0.45~ 

3.000 
3.~0~ 

0.691 
~.691 

0.581 

III KIIIIG, 1.ITSAP ANDPHRCE caUNTV SUPERIOR COIJ!.TS~HAve SEE'! AUTHURIZED AODITIONAI. JUDGES EfFECTIVE JA~UARV I, 1981. 
H/R ~NDT REPORTED 

f 

COUNTY ICOUR r 

AOAHS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUHBIA 
GARfiELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SENro~ 
FRA~KlI~ 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELA~ 
DOUGLAS 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAH 
JEFFERSON 

• JUD Ie fAl 0 IS1,R ICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COkLlTl. 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
CKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRA~T 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SA~ JUA~ 

• JUOICIAl 0 ISTR IP 

KING 
• JUOICIAL ~ISTRICT 

KITS AP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KilT IT AS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICK !TAl 
SKAH~IA 

• JUJICIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

L I~COLN 
• JIiDICIAL ~ISTRICT 

HASON 
THIiRSTDN 

• JUDICIAl'illSTRICT 

PACIFIC 
MAHKIAKUH 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREI lLE 
STHENS 

• JUOICIAI DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICiAL illSTR ICT 

SKAGI T 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WAllA WAllA 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

IIHATCO~ 
• JUDICiAL DISTRICT 

hHI THAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

YAKIHA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TOTAL STAT~ 

TABLE 71 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

CIVIL CASES 

DOHESTIC RELATION S 

-------------F III NGS--------
NUMBER PERCENT FIL INGS 

UF JWGES 19.80 1919 CflA~GE PER JOG 

4 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

34111 

~ 111 

1 

2 

5 

11111 

8 

10 

117 

91 
91 

208 
35 
16 

259 

1211 
H9 

1666 

646 
126 
172 

111 
203 
920 

2316 
2316 

1061 
1061 

55 
419 
414 

413 
413 

65~ 
654 

416 
66 

542 

12546 
12546 

1729 
1129 

241 
241 

119 
113 
232 

683 
683 

101 
101 

295 
1407 
1702 

221 
26 

247 

72 
261 
341 

5861 
5861 

163 
763 

351Q 
3570 

~236 
~236 

493 
493 

958 
9511 

189 
1119 

1152 
1152 

44938 

90 
90 

272 
41 
37 

356 

1133 
530 

i(6) 

602 
109 
111 

642 
153 
795 

224~ 
22~4 

1078 
lora 

48 
371 
419 

516 
516 

606 
606 

418 
63 

54L 

12063 
12063 

1686 
1686 

21.4 
2~/ 

147 
125 
212 

699 
699 

~ 
84 

254 
1451 
1105 

119 
37 

216 

10 
2.1~ 
3:.5 

5001 
5COI 

736 
136 

3364 
3384 

3b32 
3632 

533 
533 

958 
958 

In 
I'll 

1129 
1729 

4~52\9 

l.n 
I.U 

-23.5' 
-25.5' 
-56.8' 
,~21.2' 

1.'" 
-15.31 

0.211 

7.n 
15.bl 
8.6~ 

11.71 
32.7' 
15.U 

5.91 
5.9' 

-I.O~ 
-1.Ot 

14.61: 
12.9~ 
13 .1l: 

-11.9' 
-11.91: 

7. 9~ 
7 .9~ 

-0.41 
~.8~ 
0.2; 

4.0' 
+.O!l 

2.6' 
Z.6~ 

ll.6' n.u 
-19.0~ 

-9.61 
-14.n 
-Z.3I 
-2.~$ 

20.2: 
20.2~ 

16.U 
-3.0; 
-0.2' 

23.5:( 
-29.71 
14.4' 

2.9' 
-2.2; 
-1.2; 

17 .2; 
17.21 

3.7; 
3.U 

5.5: 
5.H 

110.6; 
16.6; 

-1.S; 
-1.51 

0.0; 
0.01: 

-1.0; 
-1.0; 

91.0 

259.0 

416.5 

386.0 

415.2 

355.7 

414.0 

236.5 

321.0 

211.0 

369.0 

232.0 

341.5 

101.0 

340.4 

241.0 

341.0 

532.8 

381.5 

423.6 

246.5 

319.3 

189.0 

350.4 

384.1 

-----------DISPUSITIOOS-----------
PERCE~T DISP. 

1980 1919 CHANGE PER JOG 

68 
6S 

181, 
~8 
2~ 

254 

1396 
395 

L791 

439 
59 

498 

335 
187 
522 

1116 
1116 

880 
B80 

9 
277 
286 

428 
428 

489 
489 

354 
59 

413 

13556 
13556 

1086 
1086 

197 
I'll 

125 
b8 

193 

516 
516 

98 
98 

282 
1261 
1549 

126 
32 

158 

63 
232 
295 

46 
46 

93 
36 
45 

114 

686 
614 

1300 

473 
69 

542 

383 
139 
522 

1838 
1838 

961 
961 

21 
273 
:roO 

407 
401 

391 
391 

368 
65 

433 

12302 
12302 

1252 
1252 

223 
223 

130 
51 

187 

423 
423 

111 
lI7 

216 
1130 
1406 

H 
29 

100 

62 
250 
312 

4002 "' 36Zf. 
4002 " \ 3626 

633 
633 

3HZ 
3342 

N/R 
N/R 

445 
~45 

609 
60'1 

111 
111 

H6 
146 

310341 

379 
379 

3241 
3241 

Ntr. 
N/R 

278 
218 

317 
371 

212 
212 

184 
184 

31545 

41.8:r 
Itl. 8~ 

94.6:( 
33.311 

-44.411 
46.0$ 

103.n 
-35.7' 

31. a; 

-1.2~ 
-14.5.l; 
-8.n 

-12.5:( 
34.5' 
O.Ot 

-6.61: 
-6.6t 

-66.7:( 
1.5; 

-4.71 

5.2~ 

5.2' 

23.2~ 
23.211 

-3.8; 
-9.21 
-4.6; 

10.2~ 
10.2; 

-13.H 
-B.lt 

-lI.n 
-lI.n 

-3.811 
19.31 

3.21 

22.0~ 
22.0; 

-16.2; 
-16.2$ 

2.2; 
12.1 ~ 
10.2' 

1.be 
-1.2:( 
-5.4:( 

10.41: 
10.4' 

67.0~ 
107.01 

3.1t 
3.1; 

60.n 
60.U 

61.51 
61." 

-19.3' 
-19.31 

-20.7t 
-20~n 

8.9~ 

68.0 

441.& 

261.0 

H3.2 

293.3 

286.0 

244.5 

206.5 

398.7 

211.5 

191.0 

193.0 

258.0 

98.0 

309.8 

158.0 

295.0 

363.8 

316.5 

222.5 

203.0 

111.0 

29.2 

293.5 

OlSPI 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.741 
0.141 

0.810 
1.311 
1.563 
0.981 

1.1H 
0.880 
1.015 

0.680 
• 0.~68 
0.6~5 

0.'061 
0.921 
0.561 

0.122 
0.122 

0.825 
0.825 

0.164 
0.661 
0.603 

0.905 
0.905 

0.H8 
0.H8 

0.H4 
0.89~ 
0.162 

1.081 
1.081 

0.628 
0.628 

0.8l? 
0.811 

1.050 
0.602 
0.832 

0.155 
0.155 

0.910 
0.970 

0.956 
0.900 
0.910 

0.510 
1.231 
0.640 

0.815 
0.862 
0.865 

0.683 
0.683 

0.8]0 
0.830 

0.936 
0.936 

0.903 
0.903 

0.636 
0.636 

0.905 
(1.905 

0.083 
0.083 

0.164 

( 1/ K INi;, K ITSAP ANi! PIE"CE COUNTY SUPERIOR L.:)TS HAVE 8EEil AUTHORIZED ADDn IONAI. JUDGES EFfECT lYE JA~UARV I, 1981. 
NIR a N~T REPCRrED 
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TABLE 72 
WASH,INGTON SUPER OR COURTS 

tl VI L C4SES 

AD!iINISfPAT iVE LAW REVIEW 

--------~-----FILINGS-------------

COUNTVICOURT 

ADAMS 

NUMBER PERCENT FIL INGS 
OF JUDGES 1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ASOT IN 
COLIJIoIBIA 
GARFIELD 
.. .JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

tHEL.l.N 
DCUGLAS 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLlM 
JEFFERSON 

.. JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CLARK 
.. JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CO\jLlT Z 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICr 

GRANT 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRlcr 

KITT ITAS 
.. JUDIClAL DISTRICT 

KLICK ITA T 
SKAMANIA 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEO/IS 
.. JUDICI At DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
.. JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

~.ASON 
THURSTON 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
~AHKIAKUH 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

rEND OREILlE 
STEVENS 

.. JUDICIAL OISTII.leT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICI~L DISTRICT 

SNOHOHISH 
.. JUUICIAL DISTRicT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICI AL DISTRICT 

WALLA WALLA 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRI(:T 

WHATCOH 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WHITMAN 
• JUUICIAL DISTIIICT 

VAKIMA 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TOTAL STAT E 

2 

2 

5 

3 

2 

2 

34111 

11111 

2 

I~ 

z 

5 

11i 

'Z 
Z 

29 
1 
a 

30 

11 
15 
32 

8 
6 

H 

9 
9 

15 
15 

a 
1 
1 

2 
2 

8 
8 

3 
3 
6 

299 
299 

8 
8 

3 
2 
5 

12 
IZ 

a 
:} 

1 
122 
123 

6 
0) 

6 

2 
8 

10 

Z2 
Z2 

4Q 
40 

83 
83 

34 
34 

3 
3 

15 
15 

2 
2" 

10 
10 

792 

2 
2 

1 2800. lUi 
2 -50.0S 
a 
3 900.0S 

6 la3.n 
1 114. n 

13 146.2S 

o 
1 -100.0~ 
1 -100 .Q~ 

23 
28 
51 

8 
8 

15 
15 

-65.2t 
-T8.6~ 
-72 .5~ 

12.n 
12.5; 

O. O~ 
0.0; 

1 -100.0~ 
4 -75.0' 

11 -90.9: 

41 
41 

2 
LU 
12 

316 
316 

4 
4 

10 
lJ 

3 
1 
4 

4 
4 

-60.0: 
-6"'.O~ 

-80.5: 
-80.5t 

50.0: 
-70.0' 
-50.0t 

-5.4: 
-5.41 

-75. O~ 
-15.0' 

-20.0~ 
-20. 01 

0.0: 
100. a: 
25.0t 

200.0: 
200.0: 

7 -lOO.O~ 
7 -10~.a: 

10 
115 
125 

8 
J 
8 

o 
11 
11 

9Z 
92 

20 
20 

55 
55 

44 
44 

a 
J 

23 
23 

D 
a 
3 
3 

888 

-90.0t 
b.lI 

-1.6, 

-25.0: 

-25.0: 

-27.3~ 

-9.1'1: 

-76.lI 
-16.U' 

100.0: 
100.0"; 

5J',9: 
50;'9~ 

-Z2.n 
-Z2.n 

-34.S' 
-34. S¥ 

233.n 
233.3'( 

-10. at 

2.0 

30.0 

8.0 

0.0 

7.0 

1.8 

5.0 

1.0 

1.0 

4.0 

3.0 

8.8 

0.3 

8.0 

5.0 

6.0 

o.a 

24.6 

6.0 

10.0 

2.0 

20.0 

10.4 

3.4 

1,5 

~.o 

2.D 

2.0 

6.8 

-----------DisPDS IT IONS---------
PERCENT DISP. 

,1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

22 
o 
o 

22 

5 
22 
21 

o 
5 
5 

1 
o 
1 

lZ 
12 

2(J 
20 

a 
a 
a 

7 
1 

b 
6 

I 
9 

10 

145 
145 

() 

o 

o 
o 
o 

1 
3 

5 
88 
93 

I 
o 
I 

1 
4 
5 

51 
51 

37 
31 

53 
53 

NIA 
N/R 

o 
I) 

6 
6 

o 
o 

2 
2 

515 

a 
() 

1 2100.0t 
o 
o 
I ZlOO.Ot 

2 150.0~ 
5 340.D~ 
7 285.U 

o 
I 
1 

400.0t 
400.0: 

7 -85.7C 
4 -100.1Ui 

11 -90.9~ 

.. 200.0: 
4 200.0~ 

6 233.H 
6 233.31 

',. 
I -100.0; 
2 -100.0= 
.l -100.0' 

T 
1 

31 
31 

1 
3 
4 

76 
76 

O.O~ 
O.O¥ 

-8J.6' 
-80.6"; 

J.O' 
200.0' 
150.0: 

2 -10J.O: 
2 -100. ox 
2 
2 

o 
a 
a 

3 
3 

5 
34 
39 

I 
o 
1 

1 
6 
7 

laO 
100 

7 
7 

55 
55 

N/~ 
N/R 

-50.0:C 
-50.0~ 

-b6.7'1 
-66.n 

o.Of 
158.8: 
138. 5: 

0.0~ 

0.0: 

D.lf 
-33.3t 
-28.6t 

-43.0' 
-H.o; 

-3.6: 
-3.6t 

33 -100.0~ 
3:3 -101l.0: 

2 
2 

o 
o 

7 
'7 

410 

ZOO.O: 
NJ.H 

-.. -~) 
-71.4: 
-71.4' 

25.6' 

1.0 

22.0 

6.8 

2.5 

0.5 

0.0 

3.5 

3.0 

5.0 

0.0 

1.0 

0.0 

1.0 

18.h 

1.0 

5.0 

5.l 

18.5 

6.6 

0.0 

2.0 

0.0 

0.4 

DISPI 
F,ILING 
R!t TlO 
0.500 
0.500 

0.759 
O.ODO 

0.733 

0.294 
1 ... 67 
0.844 

0.125 
0.000 
0.011 

i.333 
1.333 

1.333 
1.333 

0.000 
0.000 

3.500 
3.500 

0.750 
0.750 

0.333 
3.000 
1.667 

0.485 
0.485 

\,'.000 
0.000 

0.125 
0.125 

0.000 
0.000 
0.000 

0.250 
0.250 

5.000 
(J.721 
0.756 

0.167 

0.167 

0.500 
0.5DO 
0.500 

2.591 
2.591 

0.925 
0.925 

0.639 
0.639 

0.000 
O.OUO 

0.400 
0.400 

0.000 
a.oUo 

(1.200 
0.200 

';.650 

III lONG. KITSAP AND PIE~CE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE SEEN AJTHORIZED AODIT IONAL JUDGES nfEt,TIVf JANUMY I. 1~81. 
Nt R,,* NOT REPORT ED 

7 

COUNTY/COURT 

ADAHS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUMBIA 
GARFIHD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKL IN 

• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLAlLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• ;UOICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDiCIAL OISTRICT 

COWL ITl 
• JUOICli1l DISTF;'ICr 

FERRY 
OKANaGAN 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
.. JUDICUL DISTRICT 

ISLANO 
SAN JUAN 

.. JUDI(;14L DISTRICT 

'KING 
• JUDiCIAL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIA' .. O/STIlICT 

KITTITAS 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

I(liCKIT4T 
SKAHAN I • 

• JUDICUL UISTRICT 

lEWIS 
.. JUDiCIAL DISTRICT 

LINCULN 
• JUOICIAl DISTRICT 

HASON 
THURSTUN 

• JUOIC(Al DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
oIAHKIAKUIl 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREILlE 
STEVENS 

• JUO'lCIAL DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL til STRICJ 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNUHOH ISH 
• JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICiAL DISTRlcr 

WALLA WALLA 
• JUDie I,!L DISTR ICT 

..tlATCDH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

~/THAN 
.. JUDICIAL j) ISiR ICT 

YAKIMA 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• T OrAL Sf ATE 

NUMBER 
OF JUDGES 

2 

2 

5 

3 

2 

2 

2 

HilI 

4111 

2 

11111 

2. 

8 

2 

117 

WASHINGTON 
TA8LE 73 
SUI'ERIOR 

CIVIL CASES 

COURTS 

OTH~R CIVil PETITIONS/COHPLAINTS 

--------------FILINGS-------------
PERCEN't FILINGS 

1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

H 
14 

9 
) 

o 
12 

164 
268 
432 

118 
118 
296 

71 
11 
94 

692 
692 

269 
269 

2 
2J 
2Z 

ll.J 
110 

598 
598 

252 
17 

26'1 

2Z50 
2250 

154 
154 

145 
145 

112 
28 

l'tO 

35 
l5 

25 
2$ 

46 
236 
282 

17 
13 
3ii 

20 
2 

22 

155·) 
1550 

61 
61 

483 
483 

596 
59b 

53 
51 

161 
161 

'1J4'1 

13 7.n 
13 T.n 

ZO -55.0' 
2 5l.01 
1 -100.01 

23" -47.n 

1~3 
244 
437 

50 
90 

140 

136 
11 

147 

54~ 
5~0 

234 
234 

Zl 
54 
16 

114 
II'< 

568 
568 

8J 
12 
95 

2984 
2984 

203 
203 

158 
158 

!IS 
19 

III 

l6 
26 

41 
41 

32 
194 
226 

12 
15 
21 

12 
8 

20 

871 
an 

54 
S4 

353 
353 

210~ 
2105 

89 
89 

98 
98 

54 
54 

150 
ISO. 

9919 

-15.01 
9.81 

-l.~-t 

256 .O~ 
31. " 

l11.U 

-43.4~ 
54.5:' 

-36.11 

2a.1t 
za.lI 

15.0~ 
15.0,( 

-90.n 
-63.{I~ 

-11.11 

-3.5; 
-3.51 

5.n 
5.31 

203.61 
41.n 

183.21 

-24.61 
-24.61 

-24·1~ 
-24.1'; 

-9.2' 
-8.~r 

-2.6~ 

55.6t 
5.n 

34.6~ 
34.U 

43.S' 
ZI.6~ 
24.8: 

41.n 
-13.31: 

11.1' 

66.7l: 
-15.0" 
1~.0~ 

78.0: 
78.0' 

13.01: 
13.0t 

36.8; 
31>,8' 

-7l.n 
-71.n 

11.4~ 

n."" 
-1.9" 
-1.9' " 

7.'3' 
7.3~ 

14.0 

12.0 

10B.0 

148.0 

47.0 

138.4 

89.7 

22.0 

55.0 

299.0 

134.5 

66.2 

38.5 

145.0 

140.0 

17.5 

25.Q 

56.4 

JO.O 

22.0 

30.~ 

60.4 

59.6 

43.J 

56.0 

5] .0 

32.2 

77.3 

-----------0 I 5 PDS iT IO~ 5-----------
PERCENT DISP. 

1980 1919 CHt.NGE PER JOG 

14 
14 

5 
1 
o 
6 

87 
98 

185 

35 
38 
73 

10 
3 

13 

591 
591 

219 
l19 

o 
1 
I 

27 
21 

257 
257 

60 
IJ 
70 

2701 
2701 

52 
52 

53 
5] 

1'1 
2 

21 

15 
15 

25 
25 

H 
131 
165 

Il 
1 

B 

17 
5 

22 

10 
10 

59 
59 

428 
428 

N/N 
NIH 

61 
61 

51 
51 

3 
3 

III 
III 

5258 

5 
5 

2 
1 
o 
3 

64 
78 

142 

5 
51 
56 

7 
11 
18 

465 
465 

176 
176 

18J.OI 
180.01 

150.01 
0.01 

10J.0~ 

35.91 
25.6' 
30.31: 

600.01 
-Z5.U 

30.4: 

42.H 
-72.7)( 
-21.81 

28.4' 
28.4"; 

24.4" 
24.41: 

4 -100.0" 
47 -91.9: 
51 -'1a.o~ 

41 
41 

257 
257 

40 
8 

48 

1193 
1793 

152 
152 

22 
22 

16 
2 

18 

5 
5 

26 
Zb 

21 
117 
138 

4 
3 
7 

5 
10 
15 

31 
31 

33 
33 

408 
408 

N/R 
Nt~ 

40 
4J 

-34.1~ 

-J4.U 

J.O~ 

0.0" 

50.0; 
25.01 
45.81: 

5J.6: 
50.61 

-65.H 
-6S.U 

140.9f 
14J.9; 

18. at 
J.Ot 

16.n 

200.0; 
200.0t 

-3.8; 
-3.U 

61.94 
12.H 
19.6~ 

ZOO. 0' 
-66.71: 

85. n 

240.J: 
-50. O~ 
46.1: 

-61.1: 
-67. " 

78.at 
18.8t 

61.5; 
61.5~ 

1" 5~,00. 0; 
I SOC})."t 

.2 
2 

101 
10\ 

4054 

50.0' 
50.0; 

9.9; 
9.9' 

29.7:1: 

14.0 

6.0 

46.3 

36.5 

6.5 

73.0 

1.0 

13.5 

128.5, 

35.0 

79.4 

13.0 

21.0 

7.S 

25.0 

33.0 

13.0 

29.5 

53.5 

33.5 

17.0 

].0 

22.2 

44.9 

DI5P1 
FiliNG 
RATIU 

1.000 
1.000 

0.556 
0.333 

0.500 

0.530 
0.366 
0.428 

0.19'1 
0.322 
0.247 

0.130 
0.176 
0.138 

0.863 
0.863 

0.814 
0.814 

0.000 
0.050 
0.045 

0.245 
0.7,45 

0.430 
0.430 

0.238 
0.588 
0.260 

1.200 
1.200 

0.338 
'0.3l8 

0.366 
0.366 

0.170 
0.071 
0.150 

0.429 
0.429 

1.000 
1.000 

0.139 
~.555 
0.585 

0.706 
0.077 
0.433 

0.850 
Z.5aO 
1.000 

o .0~6 
0.006 

0.967 
0.961 

a.8U6 
0.886 

0.779 
ol.71" 

0.304 
0.304 

0.057 
0.057 

0.689 
0.689 

0.581 

(11' KING. KI TSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY ,SUPEDIOR. COURfS H'VE. BEE", AJrH lR N/R. NUT REPORfED ., A" l IlEO ADDITrilNAL JUDGES 'EFFECTIVE JANUARY I. \981. 
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CO~TY /COISIT 

ADAKS, 
• JUDICIAL I)lSTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUMBIA 
GARFIF.LO 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKL IN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTilICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
CKANOGAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL DISTlllCT 

GRAYS HARBIlR 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICI AL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL DIST RICT 

K ITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISfillCT 

KITTITAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

KI.ICKI TA T 
SKAHAN IA 

• J,lJQICIAL DIST Ricr 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLII 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

MASON 
TWRSTON 

• JUIlICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
oIAHKIAKUI'I 

• JUDICIAL tllSTRlCT 

PEND OREILlE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL JISTRICT 

PIERCE 
* JUDICIAL DISTRlcr 

SKAGIT 
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHDH ISH 
.. JUDICIAL DISTIlICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUD[CIAL DISTRICT 

WALLA WAI.L~ 
• JUDIC IAl DISTRICT 

IiHATCIlt1 
• JUDICIAL IIISTR[CT 

.Hi!I1AN 
.. JUDIC[AL DISTRICT 

YAKIMA 
• JUDICIAL D[STR[CT 

'O* TOT AL STATE 

NUMBER 
OF JUDGES 

" 
2 

2 

2 

2 

l"UI 

"Ill 

2 

11111 

10 

) 

il7 

TABLE 7" 
WASHINGTO,. SUPERIOR COURTS 

CIV II. CASES 

CIVIL APPEALS FRDH COURTS OF LIH[ TED JUR[ SDICTION 

-----------F1L1NGS--------, --
PERCENT FI LINGS 

1980 1979 CHANGE, PER JOG 

5 
1 
I 
7 

19 
20 
38 

51 
6 

57 

20 
1 

21 

19 
19 

3 
3 

o 
9 
9 

15 
15 

63 
61 

3 
Z 
5 

l7~ 
2H 

17 
17 

10 
10 

2 
2 
4 

o 
a 

3 
10 
13 

5 
3 
o 

Z 
1 
3 

384 
l84 

8 
8 

41 
H 

74 
74 

9 
9 

8 
8 

1'3 
II 

4l 
40 

llS4 

o 
o 

o 
2 
o 
2 

9 
6 

15 

3 
o 
3 

29 
1 

30 

10 
10 

-S~.:~c' 
250.0t 

100.ot 
233.3t 
153.:U: 

1600.0t 

1800.0t 

-31.0t, 
o.Ot 

-30.0t 

90.0t 
90~Ol 

Z 50. at 
2 50.0l 

9 -lOO.O~ 
Ig -10.01 
19 -52.U 

U 
II 

99 
99 

2 
o 
2 

138 
138 

14 
14 

3 
3 

2 
3 
5 

6 
6 

;) 

o 

Z 
42 
44 

1 
1 
2 

1 
) 

1 

302 
302 

5 
5 

22 
22 

,? 
59 

9 
'I 

21 
21 

5 
5 

43 
43 ' 

8U 

36.41 
36.U 

-36~U 
-36.4~ 

50.0t 

ISO .01 

98.6t 
98.61 

21.41 
21.4t 

233.3% 
233.31 

o .ot 
-33.3t 
-20.0' 

-33 .3t, 
-33.3' 

50.0t 
-16.2: 
-70.5' 

400 .O~ 
:!oo.o~ 
300.0~ 

100.01: 

200.0t 

27.2t 
21.2' 

6O.0t 
60.0t 

113 .6t 
113.61 

25.4t 
2~.41 

o.ot 
0.01 

-61.9' 
-61.91 

160.0t 
160.at 

-7.01 
-7.0t 

1.0 

7.0 

28.5 

10.5 

3.8 

1.0 

9.0 

ll.5 

:!.5 

8.1 

4.3 

lD.O 

4.0 

2.0 

;).0 

8.0 

3.0 

4.0 

5.9 

7.4 

<,.5 

Z.7 

13.0 

8.0 

9.9 

---------DISPOS IT IO~ 5----------
PERCENT DISP. 

1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 

a 
o 

o 
1 
o 
1 

9 
6 

15 

o 
a 
o 

3 
3 
6 

10 
10 

2 
2 

o 
;) 

o 

3 
3 

1t7 
47 

3 
o 
3 

67 
67 

5 
5 

13 
13 

2 
I 
3 

o 
o 

o 
;) 

" 15 
19 

3 
1 
4 

o 
1 
1 

2 
2 

o 
o 

1t7 
,;1,7 

NIR 
NIR 

Z 
2 

3 
3 

40 
40 

294 

o 
o 
1 
1 

o 
7 
7 

1 
o 
1 

4 
1 
5 

5 
5 

o 
o 
o 

3 
3 

27 
27 

" o 

" 
12 
12 

16 
16 

3 
3 

1 
2 
3 

o 
o 
o 
o 

3 
25 
28 

1 
o 
1 

-lOO.Ot 
-100.0t 

-14.3t 
114.n 

-100.0:1: 

-100. ~ 

-25.0t 
200.0t 

20.0t 

100.0t 
100. at 

100.0t 
100.01: 

J.Ot 
0.0= 

74.U 
74.U 

-25.0l 

-25. at 

459.H 
"58.31 

-68.8' 
-68.S:I: 

333.n 
333.3!I: 

100. at 
-5;).01 

o.ot 

33.3t 
-40.0t 
-3Z.U 

200.0t 

300.~ 

1 -100.0t 
o 
1 ,0.0' 

3 
3 

;) 

o 

H 
37 

NIR 
HlR 

2 
2 

4 
4 

27 
27 

193 

0.01 
J.Jt 

-25. Ot 
-25.0% 

o.Ot 
0.01 

48.11 
Its.u 
52.H 

0.0 

1.0 

l.8 

0.0 

3.0 

2.0 

0.7 

0.0 

1.5 

23.5 

1.5 

2.0 

1.3 

13.0 

3.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3.8 

.1,.0 

0.2 

0.0 

5.9 

1.0 

1.0 

8.0 

111 KING. KHS~" AND PIERCE CQlJNTY SUPERIOR coullts HAVe BEE>lAUTI«lRIZEO' ADDITlCNAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE 
"I/R & NOT REPORTEO 

DISPI 
FIL ING 
RATIO 

0.000 
0.000 

0.000 
1.000 
0.000 
0.143 

0.500 
0.300 
0.395 

0.000 
0.000 
0.000 

0.150 
3.000 
0.286 

0.526 
0.526 

0.333 
0.667 

0.000 
o.oon 

0.200 
0.200 

0.746 
0.146" 

1.000 
0.000 
0.600 

0.245 
0.Zlt5 

0.294 
0.29"0 

1.300 
1.300 

1.000 
0.500 
0.750 

0.000 
0.000 

1.333 
1.500 
1.462 

0.600 
0.333 
0.500 

0.000 
1.000 
0.333 

0.OJ5 
0.005 

0.000 
0.000 

1.000 
1.000 

0.222 
0.222 

0.375 
0.315 

0.017 
0.077 

1.0ao 
1.000 

0.255 

1981. 

j 
1 

I 
) 

H 

! 
Ii 
n 
! 
) 

$ 

AOA~S 
• JUDIe IAL DISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COI.JH81A 
GARfiELD 
* JUDICIAL 01 STRIC T 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHEUN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CULUM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARl( 
• JUDICIAL DISTR[CT 

CO'" I Tl 
• JUDIC[AL DISTRICT 

FERRV 
OKANOGAN 
,. JUDICIAL DISUICT 

GR4.'lT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAVS !lAIISOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRlGT 

ISUND 
SAt< JUAN 

• JUDICIAL II.ISTRICT 

Ii.ING 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Itl TS.P 
• JlJDICIAL DISTRICT 

KITTITAS 
.'\JUDICIAL. illSTRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKA~ANU 

• JUDIC IAL O'/STRICT 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

LIICOl~ 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

"ASON 
THURSTO'l 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
WAHI\ IA~UH 

• JUDICIAL DiStRICT 

PEND CREJLLE 
STEVENS 
.. JUDIC IAL DISTIlICT 

~ IERCE 
• ,.lUDIC IAl 0 1ST RI CT 

SKAGIT 
* JUDICIAL DISU[eT 

SNlHOHi SH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRltJ 

SPOKANE 
t.JUD.!CIAl IHSTRIC T 

olALLA, wALLA 
• ,IUlllCUL 01 STRICT 

WHArtON 
• .JUDICIIll DlSl'Rltr 

WHitMAN 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

;) 

YAK I"" 
• JUDICIAL ~ISfRICT 

.. TOTAL STUE 

TABLE 75 
WASHINGTON ,SUPERI!lR 

1975 

49 
49 

50 
25 

9 
84 

156 
177 
333 

123 
40 

163 

297 
32 

329 

488 
488 

39S 
395 

12 
114 
126 

205 
205 

214 
21" 

115 
39 

154 

428J 
+}8J 

548 
548 

101 
lOI 

67 
41 

IJ8 

345 
3"5 

4J. 
41 

116 
45b 
572 

108 
19 

127' 

34 
5t 
91 

1883 
1883 

1"5 
145 

600 
600 

113:$. 
1133 

236 
236 

351 
351 

54 
54 

758 
758 

13913 

HISTORY OF CRllllliAL FILINGS 
1975 - 1990 

1976 

72 
72 

38 
32 
\It 
84 

217 
19S 
412 

150 
69 

219 

253 
42 

295 

~36 
536. 

U5 
29~ 

19 
133 
152 

169 
169 

203 
203 

US 
56 

17" 

4561 
4567 

: 535 
535 

65 
6'5 

50 
5'9 

109 

H5 
H5 

64 
6" 

148 
382 
530 

107 
15 

122 

46 
64 

110 

18Z1 
,1821 

123 
123 

558 
558 

1052 
10$2 

251 
251 

325 
325 

63 
63 

802 
802 

14053 

1977 

67 
67 

73 
40 
10 

123 

"194 
138 
332 

136 
47 

183 

248 
"1 

289 

617 
617 

236 
236 

32 
1~0 
1~2 

22'1 
229 

237 
237 

105 
38 

143 

H93 
4493 

"86 
486 

91 
91 

U 
4~ 
85 

319 
119 

,4It 
'tit 

147 
339 
4116 

114 
14 

1,2'8 

46 
5l 
9a 

184.9 
1849 

133 
133 

624 
624 

988 
988 

967 
967 

14141 

COURTS 

1978 

73 
n 

77 
33 

" lH 

197 
111 
368 

534 
514 

335 
335 

H 
156 
190 

1"9 
149 

202 
202 

104 
U 

~22 

4H2 
4U2 

H6 
446 

84 
94 

59 
3" 
93 

27l 
273 

30 
30 

102 
Jl4 
"16 

9q 
13 

112 

40 
6) 

100 

2005 
2005 

l6b 
266 

747 
7H 

1012 
1012 

225 
225 

370 
170 

59 
59 

8~9 

se9 

l"lIS 

1979 

56 
56 

53 
38 

6 
97 

250 
182 
H2 

17Z 
65 

237 

303 
91 

194 

518 
518 

369 
3b9 

84 
199 
283 

201 
201 

230 
23~ 

90 
2J 

U. 

4539 
4539 

475 
"75 

80 
80 

102 
66 

168 

328 
328 

41 
41 

153 
445 
599 

107 
15 

122 

52 
45 
97 

1861 
1861 

1511 
lS8 

1039 
1039 

1105 
1105 

196 
196 

442 
442 

64 
64 

981 
981 0 

nZ24 

1980 

46 
46 

70 
19 
6 

95 

391 
156 
553 

163 
74 

237 

366 
104 
1070 

740 
HO 

411 
411 

42 
142 
184 

207 
207 

,221 
'l21 

123 
3~ 

158 

5621 
5621 

495 
495 

136 
136 

8] 
"53 
136 

294 
2'14 

161 
"68 
629 

119 
22 

141 

41 
75 

116 

2461 
2461 

259 
, '259 

1378, 
1378 

1053 
1053 

2'2 
252 

519 
519 

69 
69 

1000 
1000 

17930 

65 
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ADAIIS 
• JUOICIAL OISTII.ICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUH81A 
GAIIFIELD 

• JUDICIAL D)5TIIICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLJN 

• JUOICUI. rllSTRlcr 

ChUAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUOIr.IAL DISTlllcr 

CLALLA~I 
JEFFEII.!;ON 

• JUI)lCIAL D ISTR ICT· 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRIcr 

CCWLIT 1. 
• JUDICIAL DISl'lICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUillCIAL DISTRICT ,', 

i)RANT 
• JUDICIAL "ISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUOICIAL,IlISTRICT 

lONG 
• JUCIClAl "ISTRICT, 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KITTITAS 
• JUDICIAL DIS1RICT 

KllCl{lTAT 
SKAMANIA 

,'. '.-

• JUDICIAL 'lISTRICT : 

,1'E.IS 
.. JUDICIAL 015TII.II;T 

, ," 

idNCOLH 
• JUDICIAL I)ISTRICT 

MASON 
1 HuilST ON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

hCIFIC 
WAHKIAKUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PENt) OREILLC 
STEVENS • 

• JUDIC IAL- DISTilICT 

PIERce 
• JUDI CIAL "I STR ICT 

SKAGIT . 
• JUDICIAL O[STRICT 

SNGHO~ISH 

• JUDICIAL "I STRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL <1IS1RICT 

WALtA WAUA 
y'" JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

wHATCOH 
• JUDICIAL DISTil. ICT 

WHITMAN 
• .JJDICIA~ DISTRICJ 

YAI{IIIA 
• JUDIC ilL [) ISTR IC T 

•• TOTAL SUTE 

HIlMlClDf 
2 
2 

2 
3 
1 
I> 

1 
4 

1L 

9 
1 

10 

8 
o 
8 

12 
12 

r 
1 

2 

• 6 

2 
,2 

4 
4 

4 
,) 

4 

1"5 
105 

" " 

1 
:} 

1 

7 
1 

o 
o 

1 
1 
8 

I 
o 
1 

1 
1 
2 

29 
29 

• 2 
2 

29 
29 

20 
20 

2 
2 

8 
S 

Z1 
27 

319 

TABLE 76 
II ;l 5 Ii I N G TON SU poE II. I 0 II. 

sex 
CRUCES 

2 
2 

" o 
o 
4 

14 
7 

21 

4 
I> 

10 

21 
3 

26 

57 
5.1 

19 
19 

2 
16 
1-11 

17 
17 

5 
5 

'7 
1 
8 

218, 
218 

16 
16 

6 
6 

'1 
2 
3 

9 
9 

o 
o 

6 
7 

13 

3 
o 
3 

4 
4 
8 

172 
112 

22 
22 

27 
11 

54 
54 

'5 
5 

16 
11> 

4 

" 
21 
21 

784 

CRIHINAL FIUNGS 8Y TYPE 

ASSAULT 
8 
8 

15 
S 
o 

2' 
10 
26 
:;1> 

9 
S 

a 
44 

7 
51 

108 
108 

32 
3~ 

1 
10 
17 

ilt 
14 

18 
la 

1 
3 

10 

286 
281> 

,,1> 
46 

10 
,lil 

10 
/) 

16 

23 
23 

16 
50, 
61> 

<!1 
I 

22 

7 
2 
'I 

172 
112 

~ 
25 

I'll 
191 

8S 
85 

38 
38 

6 
6 

96 
'I/> 

, 1485 

ROB8ERY 
, 'THEFT 

7 
7 

1 
5 
2 

14 

73 
11 
90 

19 
23 
42 

70 
H 
8" 

179 
119 

44 

"" 
7 

15 
22 

19 
19 

37 
:37 

11> 
5 

21 

1222 
1222 

, 107 
107 

21 
21 

8 
12 
20 

21> 
21> 

32 
'109 
141 

24 
8 

3Z 

9 
14 
23 

8. 
8" 

32 
32 

351 
351 

236 
236 

28 
28 

91> 
96 

23 
23 

204 
204 

321-4 

BURGLARY 

~g" 
18 

2 
o 

20 

57 
28 
85 

32 
5 

37 

47 
n 
58 

100 
100 

85 
85 

3 
21 
H 

49 
49 

34 
34 

24 
13 
37 

728 
72B 

69 
69 

2Z 
23 

9 
9 

18 

55 
55 

" 4 

36" 
84 

120 

21 
1 

22 

3 
1 

10 

212 
212 

45 
45 

210 
210 

215 
21$ 

H 
42 

50 
So 

" 4 

1~9 
It,9 

2515 

COURTS 

CONTROLLEP OTHER LWR.CT. 
FOIIGERY SUBSTANCES FeLONI ES AePEALS 
178 1 
1 7 8 1 

z 
o 

,.0 
2 

25 
4 

29 

I> 
4 

10" 

22 
4 

26 

32 
32 

18 
18 

o 
8 
8 

12 
12 

11 
11 

3 
2 
5 

195 
195 

40 
40 

10 
10 

3 
1 
4 

14 
14 

1 
1 

·-9 
31> 
45 

1 
I 
2 

580 
580 

12 
12 

77 
71 

1>1> 
1>1> 

7 
7 

35 
35 

10 
III 

1>1 
1>7 

1323 

6 
o 
1 
7 

la2 
LZ 

Il1t 

41 
1 

48 

19 
Hi 
34 

113 
113 

1>3 
1>3 

2 
26 
28 

26 
26 

40 
40 

10 
3 

13 

289 
289 

38 
38' 

14 
1" 

24 
I> 

30 

29 
29 

i 
7 

19 
81 

106 

o 
o 
o 

5 
7 

12 

181> 
181> 

27 
27 

190 
190 

'al 
81, 

30 
30 

15 
75 

Z 
2 

154 
154 

1763 

U 
3 
2 

16 

38 
38 
76' 

n 
17 
34 

18 
25 

103 

i02 
102 

107 
101 

8 
36 

4" 
58 
58 

72 
72 

23 
6 

29 

51>0 
51>0 

85 
85 

,30 
10 

~~ 0 

2'1 

'12 
92 

20 
20 

28 
57 
85 

32 
12 
44 

10 
18 
48 

720 
120 

71t 
101-

163 
In 

251 
251 

90 
90 

139 
139 

8 
8 

I'll 
I'll 

3280 

:; 
1 
o 
6 

51 
20 
71 

26 
(0 

32 

66 
,15 
'81 

37 
'31 

36 
3& 

<iI 
6 

15 

10 
10 

o 
o 

29 
2 

31 

2018 
2018 

90 
90 

21 
21 

11 

" 15 

39 
39 

4 

" 
14 
31 
"5 

U 
o 

,13 

1 
I 
2 

246 
246 

20 
20 

HO 
ho 

45 
.5 

9 
9 

58 
58 

11 
11 

91 
91 

3187 

TOTAL 
"6 
46 

70 
19 

6 
'IS 

397 
156 
553 

11>3 
74 

237 

317 
94 

471 

, 740 
740 

"11 
HI 

40 
142 
182 

207 
207 

221 
221 

123 
35 

158 

5621 
51>21 

495 
495 

136 
136 

83 
53 

136 

2'1-\ 
294 

"'I 49 

161 
468 
629 

119 
22 

141 

'" 75 
lJ1, 

2461 
2461 

259 
259 

1378 
1378 

1051" 
1053 

252 
252 

519 
519 

69 
1>9 

t({oo 
1000 

17930 

r 
l 
\' 
! 
I 
l 

\ 
Ii I 

1\ 

11 
" 

" i 

s 

COUNTY /CoUR T 

ADAHS 
0* JUOICUL DISTRICT 

ASOT IN 
COLUllau 
GAllflELIl 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FUNK!.IN 

• JUDICIAL DIS1RICT 

CHELAN 
DOl.GLAS 

• JUDICIAL DIStlllC1 

CLALLAH 
JEfFE" SON 

• JUDIC IAL 0 IS1R ICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUOICIAL "ISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL UISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBO~, 
• JUDICIAL ISTRICT 

ISLAND 

S:NJ~~~~IAL DIST~lcr 
KING 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

KHSAP 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

KIHIT AS 
• JUDICIAL D1STR-lcT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAHAN IA 

• JUDICIAL DIST~ICT 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
• JUDICIAL lJlSTRICT 

""SO~ 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

P"'ClF~,C 
WAIIOAKUH 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUOICIAL 0IS1«ICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRlcr 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUOICI AI. DISTIl. ICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL I)ISTI\IC~ 

W!L~~D~m~ ilISTR"IC1 

!tHATCoM 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

hHlTlIAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Y4KIIIA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TOTAL STATE 

NUMBER 
or- JUOGES 

4 

2 

3 

2 

2 

310111 

"111 

2 

5 

Illil 

2 

10 

3 

5 

III 

TABLE 77 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR 

CR 1M INAL C~SES 

-------------F I L I NGS----------
P EIICEN1 FlL INGS 

1980 1919 CHANGE PER JOG 

41> 
46 

10 
19 

6 
95 

391 
156 
553 

163 
14 

237 

366 
104 
HO 

740 
HO 

411 
411 

~2 
142 
184 

201 
201 

221 
221 

123 
JS 

15B 

51>21 
51>21 

495 
4'1~ 

136 
136 

83 
53 

136 

294 
294 

49 
49 

161 
468 
62'1 

11'1 
22 

lit 1, 

41 
15 

Ill> 

2461 
241>1 

25'1 
259 

1378 
1378 

1053 
1053 

,252 
252 

S19 
519 

69 
6'1 

10'0 
'1000 

11930 

51> 
56 

53 
38 

6 
91 

250 
182 
432 

172 
1>5 

237 

303 
'II 

394 

S18 
518 

31>9 
369 

84 
199 
283 

201 
20t 

210 
230 

9~ 
23 

113 

4519 
4539 

415 
475 

81 
00 

102 
66 

11>8 

328 
328 

41 
41 

153 
445 
59d 

101 
15 

122 

52 
45 
97 

18b! 
1861 

158 
158 

101'1 
103'1 

!lOS 
1105 

I'll> 
I'll> 

1042 
"42 

1>4 
1>4 

981 
981 

15224" 

-17.'1t 
-L1.9t 

12. It 
-SO.Ot 

o.ot 
-2.n 

5a.n 
-14.3t 

28.0t 

-5.2& 
13.U 
O.O~ 

2J.8~ 
14.3t 
19.n 

~2.9t 
42.'1~ 

n .... 
1l.4l 

- 5J. Ot 
-28.6t 
-35.0' 

3.0~ 
3,01 

-3.9' 
.q.9~ 

36. n: 
52.2t 
39.U 

23.8t 
23.81: 

~.2~ 
4.2t 

70. O~ 
70.0~ 

-18.U 
-19.7~ 

-19.0' 

-IO.H 
-10.4t 

19.5t 
19.5$ 

5.2~ 
5.2' 
5.2t 

11.2~ 
46.n 
15.U 

-21.H 
6b.n 
19.1>¥ 

32.2~ 
32.Zt 

1>3.9~ 
1>3.9~ 

32.6' 
JZ.1iC 

-Io.n 
-4.n' 
28.6t 
2S.U 

11.4' 
17.41: 

t.n 
7.81: 

"6.0 

'15.0 

U8.3 

118.5 

235.0 

148.0 

137.0 

184.0 

103.5 

110.5 

165.3 

12)'B 

131>.0 

1"7.0 

49.0 

125.8 

141.0 

111>.0 

223.1 

129.5 

112.3 

105.3 

121>.0 

113.0 

1>9.0 

200.0 

153.2 

COURTS 

-----------OISPDSI!IONS-----------
'rERCENT 01 SP. 

1980 1919 CHA~GE PER JOG 

45 
45 

H 
17 

7 
68 

196 
89 

287 

121 
17 

200 

20J 
93 

293 

1>69 
61>9 

370 
370 

25 
121> 
151 

151> 
156 

93 
91 

71 
14 

105 

5239 
5239 

383 
383 

71 
71 

89 
4.1> 

13'S 

301 
301 

40 
40 

120 
439 
559 

139 
25 

11>4 

41> 
1>5 

111 

11>91 
11>91 

20J 
203 

1086 
la88 

1296 
1296 

207 
201 

341 
341 

69 
1>9 

8a~ 
835 

15220 

48 
4B 

15 
Il-
33 
59 

216 
lTI> 
392 

141 
7C 

211 

2Z9 
54 

283 

431 
431 

322 
J22 

8~ 

147 
227 

171 
111 

'134 
134 

106 
31 

139 

37'13 
31'13 

3'11> 
3'11> 

'IZ 
'92 

18 
52 

BO 

215 
215 

31> 
36 

103 
Jafl 
4~} 

18 
IS 
~3 

49 
31 
1)1> 

11>14 
1614 

1:12 
112 

845 
845 

1210 
IZI~ 

2H 
233 

344 
14't 

69 
1>9 

1108 
768 

12951> 

-6.3' 
-6.lt 

193.n 
54.5' 

-18.n 
15.3' 

-8.n 
-49.4t 
-26." 

-12.8t 
10.0t 
-5.2t 

-12. 7~ 
1Z.2t 
3.5t 

55.2; 
55.21: 

-68.8t 
-1".3t 

45.0 

1>8.n 

11.8 

100.0 

133.8 

-33.51 151.0 

-8.8& 
-s.n 78.0 

-30.1>$ 
-30. I>~ 41>.5 

-13.J:( 
3. O'Z 

-24.5( 52.5 

38.U 
38.1& 154.1 

-3.3& 
-3.3& '15.8 

-22.n 
-22.8( 71.0 

14.U 
-11.5; 

3.8t 115.0 

40.01 
4).01: 150.5 

11.1$ 
11.1l 40.0 

16. 5~ 
15. S~ 
15.H IIl.S 

18.2' 
1>6.71: 
16.n 16"'~ 

-6.n 
75.1* 
29.1l 111.0 

4.81: 
4. 8~ 153,~ 7 

51.A' 
51.9'C 101.5 

28.n 
28.81 136.0 

1.U 
1.1' 12'1.1> 

-!l.n 
-11.21: 103.5 

-oon 
-0.'11 l!J.T 

1).0ll 
O. O~ 6'1.0 

15.2( 
15.21 171.0 

17 .51: 133.1 

DISPI 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.978 
0.918 

0.1>29 
0.895 
1.167 
0.711> 

0.499 
0.511 
0.519 

0.755 
1.041 
0.844 

0.541> 
0.89" 
0.6~3 

0.904 
0.90. 

0.900 
0.900 

0.595 
0.887 
0.821 

0.154 
0.754 

0.421 
0.421 

0.511 
0.911 
0.665 

0.932 
0.932 

0.1110 
q.71" 
0.522 
0.522 

1.072 
0.81>S' 
"0.993 

1.024 
1.024 

0.816 
J.816 

o.ns 
0.938 
0.889 

1.11>8 
I.UI> 
1.11>3 

1.122 
0,.8H 
0.957 

0.687 
0.681 

0.78" 
0.104 

0.790 
0.790 

1.231 
1.1'.31 

0.B21 
0.821 

0.651' 
0.1>51 

1.000 
1.000 

,.88S 
0.88~ 

0.8"9 

III KING. !(I tsAP AND PIERce COUNTY SUPE~IOR COURTS HAVE 8eE~ AtJTHO~IUD AODlTlo~Jl JUOGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY I, 1981. 
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ADAMS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

ASOTIN· 
COLUMBIA 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FIiANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTIlICT 

CULUM 
JEFFER SON 

• JUDICIAl. DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL 01STiliCT 

COWLIl l 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
OU'IOGAN 

• JUDIC iAL D ISTR ICT 

GRANT 
• JUDie IAL D ISTlUCT 

GBAYS, HARBOR 

ISLAND 
saN JUAN 

• JUOICIAL "ISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL JISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• .JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

UTT IUS 
• JUUICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAMANIA 

• JUDICIAL 01 STRICT 

LE~IS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

I..JNCOLN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ilASON 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
kAHKIAKUM 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL UISTRIC1 

PIERC~ 
• JUDIC IAL 0 ISTR ICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUOICIAL ;)lSTRICT 

IIALLA lIALL~ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

IIHArCOH 
• JUDICIAl. DISTR ICT 

WHITMAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

YAI<IHA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TOTAl. ST A IE 

TAI!I.E 78 
WAS<lINGTON SUPERIOR 

CR IUNAL CASE AC TI VI TV 

-----------)1 SPOSI nOlls BY TYPE------..: ... 
CHANGE DISM. CONV. 

CF OR DEF. AND TOUL 
VENUE PROS ACQUI HED SE NT. 01 S~OSED 

G 
o 
o 
o 

II 
a 

1L 

N/II 
o 

NlR 
1 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
2 
Z 

o 
o 

o 
o 

N/II 
2 

664 
664 

Z9 
29 

N/R 

o 
1 
1 

6 
6 

o 
o 

.3 
19 
22 

Z 
o 
2 

N/R 

2~ 
10 

I 
35 

31 
9 

loG 

NiR 
18 

N/II 
43 

424 
424 

101 
101 

13 
25 
38 

2Z 
22 

o 
o 

IUR 
10 

657 
657 

2~~ 
2/0) 

IUR 

2 
23 
25 

6~ 
60 

B 
8 

47 
36 
8J 

32 

'" )6 

J 17 
o 13 
o 30' 

o \~\ 602 
o 602 

HlR NIII 

32 265 
32 285 

o ~90 
o 390 

N/II N/R 

18 46 
18 ~6 

o 15 
o 15 

70" 357 
10 ,351 

860 3568 

NlR 

o 
o 
o 
o 

5 
7 

12 

NIR 
13 

NIR 
4 

119 
119 

10 
10 

3 
3 
6 

2 
2 

o 
o 

lUll 
1 

183 
183 

7 
7 

N/R 

1 
2 
3 

2 
2 

o 
o 

lit 
6 

22 

21 
2 

23 

" 2 
6 

12 
12 

N/R 

32 
32 

180 
180 

N/R 

3 
3 

3 
3 

11 
1l 

651t 

NIII 

20 
7 
6 

33 

151 
73 

224 

NIII 
46 

~/R 
45 

126 
126 

259 
259 

9 
96 

105 

132 
132 

93 
93 

~/R 
21 

3735 
3735 

104 
104 

N/R 

86 
20 

t06 

233 
Zll 

32 
32 

56 
376 
432 

84 
19 

10J 

25 
50 
75 

11)77 
1071 

}l/R 

739 
739 

726 
126 

N/R 

274 
27~ 

51 
51 

H7 
441 

9218 

45 
It5 

ft4 

1~ 
68 

198 
89 

287 

123 
77 

200 

200 
93 

293 

669 
669 

310 
370 

25 
126 
151 

156 
156 

93 
93 

11 
3ft 

105 

5239 
5Zl9 

383 
383 

11 
71 

89 
46 

135 

)01 
301 

40 
40 

120 
439 
559 

139 
25 

164 

46 
65 

111 

. 1691 
1691 

203 
203 

lJ88 
1088 

1296 
1296 

207 
201 

3~1 
3H 

6'11/ 
'690 

() 885 
685 

15220 

COURTS 

----------PROCEEDINGS B1:' ·TYPE-----------
•• TRI AlS.. ..OTHER HEARINGS .. 

NON~ ARRAIGN~ PRE- POST 
JURY JUIIY HENTS DISP OTHER DISP 

3 
3 

o 
1 
o 
1 

1 
2 
3 

3 
2 
5 

5 
4 
9 

~ 
4 

8 
8 

6 
5 

11 

it 
11 

12 
12 

7 
o 
7 

338 
338 

62 
62 

o 
o 

2 
o 
2 

9 
9 

,0 
o 

3 
6 
9 

25 
18 
H 

o 
1 
1 

28 
28 

6 
6 

39 
39 

10 
10 

9 
9 

9 
9 

2 
2 

1 
o 
o 
1 

15 
10 
25 

20 
7 

27 

16 
6 

22 

53 
53 

28 
28 

5 
9 

1~ 

29 
29 

57 
57 

5 
1 
6 

536 
536 

73 
13 

10 
10 

11 
2 

13 

22 
22 

3 
.3 

5 
36 
H 

16 
o 

16 

4 
6 

10 

101 
101 

12 
12 

132 
132 

103 
103 

IZ 
12 

on 
41 

2 
2 

26 
26 

648 1417 

N/R 

5" 
12 

" 70 

400 
128 
528 

NlR 
23 
23 

N/R 
NIII 

N/R 

25 
1 ItT 
172 

155 
155 

133 
133 

210 
17 

227 

5511 
5571 

303 
303 

NlR 

83 
NIR 

2~4 

2"It 

29 
29 

9ft 
1<)5 
289 

138 
zl 

159 

~o 
57 
97 

2't35 
2~35 

191 
191 

1124 
nZ4 

919 
919 

N/II 

208 
Z0)8 

N/II 

N/R N/R NlR 

'0 
o 

0" 0 
o c 0 

" 0 o 0 
o o 0 

384 
2. 

412 

27 85 
11 3 
38 as 

HlR 
25 

N/R 
N/R 

158 
158 

N/R 

1 
3 
4 

36 
36 

33 
33 

N/II 
1 

Z552 
2552 

76 
76 

N/R 

o 
N/R 

3 
3 

N/R 
81 

25 
7 

32 

1I/R 
10 

HIli 
N/R 

40 
ftO 

NlR 

o 
o 
o 

4 

" 
" 4 

NIII 
P 

331 
J31 

11 
11 

N/R 

1 
NlR 

2 
2 

o 
o 

'IIR 
16 

6 6 
8 1 

lit 'r 

N/R NIR 

38 7 
38 7 

183 62 
183 62 

N/R N/II 

HIli Nlii 

H/R HIli 

82· 22. 
02 22 

3787 514 

NIR 
5 

NlR 
N/R 

20 
20 

NlR 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

N/R 
o 

4U 
"42 

27 
27 

NIR 

1 
NlR 

1 
'J 1 

o 
o 

HIli 
6 

4 
6 

10 

2 
1 
3 

NlR 

11 
11 

28 
20 

N/II 

N/II 

19 
19 

li/R 

14 
14 

676 

NOTE: HiE ~REAKOUWN Of- CRli4II'".AL UISPOSITIGNS !"OR THE STATE 00 ~OT SUM TO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL 
liAS 'lilT REPORTED 81 ALL COUNT! ES. 

N/R • NOT ~EPORTED 

'\ 

I 

! 
I 
I· 
I 
I , 

, , ' .' • . \, ". .1\' . : • ." .•. '. •... '::,\ • ' " '. ": : .' • ',' : ' ,'.. ,". '... .' , ". ,,'., • " • . , 

TA8LEn 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

HISTORY JF J UVEN I I.E CA 5E Fill NO S 

ADAMS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
Ca..UH8u 
GARFIELD 
.. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKI.lN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGI.AS 

• JUDICUI. DISTRICT 

CLALLAM' 
JEFFERSON 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

1975 

'27 
-27 

27 
15 

10 
46 

390 
121 
511 

129 
77 

206 

87 
29 

116 

CLARK 731 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 731 

CUWLlTl 291t 
.. JUDICIAL DISTIlICT 2'14 

FERRY 15 
OKANOGAN 125 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT I10J 

GRAfH 211 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 211 

GRAYS HAA80R 103 
• JUUICIAL 'DISTRICT (0) 

ISLAND 58 
SAN JUA'I 10 
• JUDICIAl. DISTRICT 68 

KING 390ft 
• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 3904 

KITSAP 254 R" JUOICIAL DISTRICT 2510 

KIVT HAS 15 
• JUDICIAl. ,DISTRICT 15 

~LICKITAT 61 
SK_HANI4 19 

.. JUDICIAL OISIRICT 80 

L~IS 79 
• Jl.OiC1AL DISTRICT H 

LINCOLN 21t 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT Z4 

HASON ftlt 
THURSTCN 20\ 

• Jue ICul. 01 STRIC T 245 

PACIFIC 10 
kAliKIAKUH ) 

• JUDICIAL OISTRICT" 11 

PEND CRE ILLE to 
STEVENS 27 

• JUDIC IAt OISTRICT 37 

1975 - 1980 

1976 

17 
17 

39 
IS 
o 

51, 

437 
105 
542 

100 
/06 

146 

129 
33 

162 

899 
899 

339 
339 

15 
154 
\69 

225 
Ii 225 

it 103 
\. (0) 

"I~O 
10"'0 

366 
366 

H 
lit 

49 
23 
12 

120 
120 

31t 
H 

810 
268 
352 

23 

" 27 

35 
42 
17 

PIERCE 1494 lU5 
.JUD~C/AL DISTRICT 11094 1135 

SKAGIT 333 295 
• J UIHC IAI. 0 I STRI!; T 333 295 

'SNOHOMISH IOlt9 1032 
• JUD1CIA!, DISTRICT 1049 lOll 

S PDKANE 758 1506 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 758 1506 

.. ALLA WALLA 157 181 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 157 181 

WHATCOH 198 2)3 
.. JUDICIAL DISUICT 198 233 

WHITMAN 5l 58 
• JUDlt IAL DISTRICT 52 58 

1AKI MA 7810 1039 
.. JUDIe IAL D 1.~TllltT 184 1039" 

'O. TOTAL SUTE 11929 \)~31 

11 JUHN Ill: F II.IN,GS DATA PROVIDEO 8Y JlIVIS. 

1971 

19 
19 

ItO 
10 

6 
56 

439 
159 

'598 

111 
56 

167 

237 
37 

27ft 

756 
756 

3U 
348 

11 
162 
173 

23~ 
2H 

155 
155 

312 

J~~ 
10592 
4592 

3610 
3610 

35 
35 

32 
22 
5+ 

185 
185 

40 
40 

85 
288 
373 

Itl 
5 

46 

24, 
59 
83 

1021 
1021 

392 
392 

1 ... 104 
1444 

Ilt70 
141G. 

133 
133 

2~5 
245 

50 
So 

m~ 
lItez't" 

1918 

108 
48 

55 
19 

G 
7~ 

1038 
117 
555 

167 
86 

253 

165 
30 

195 

"110 
910 

1095 
ft95 

32 
141 
173 

265 
265 

296 
296 

287 
Z3 

,310 

5271 
5271 

418 
H8 

10 
70 

59 
29 
88 

289 
289 

24 
24 

150 
52'l 
619 

66 
lit 
80 

75 
174 
249 

107'1 
Il7" 

283 
283 

1957 
1~57 

165/0 
16,54 

268 
268 

322 
322 

38 
38 

1068 
10)68 

,171006 

1979 

32 
32 

45 
20 
6 

71 

595 
166 
761 

2109 
106 
3~5 

8}6 
55 

891 

997 
997 

4410 
10" 

26 
192 
218 

251 
251 

3106 
346 

102 
32 

13" 

'6466 
6466 

749" 
749 

92 
92 

92 
97 

189 

"29 
429 

39 
3'1 

217 
8BO 

1091 " 

140 
18 

158 

54 
123 
171 

1473 
lU3 

2510 
254 

1677 
1671 

1493 
1493 

218 
2U 

557 
557 

55 
55 

1213 
1213 

20836 

1980 

~I 
41 

51 
8 
o 

. 59 

640 
217 
851 

186 
89 

Z75 

79/t 
63 

857 

H5211l 
Ift52 

42'> 
~29 

19 
356 
315 

321 
:321 

419 
<H9 

84 
"2 

126 

6519 
6519 

776 
776 

91 
91 

&2 
83 

165 

466 
466 

34 
34 

222 
736 
958 

148 
10 

IS8 

73 
119 
192 

2279111 
2279 

269 
269 

1905 
1905 

1160 
1160 

229 
229 

, 507 
507 

"62 
62 

IS91111 
1391 

,,'22912 

69 



70 

COUNTY I COURT 

ADAMS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
ClllUMBIA 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKllti 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGlAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSO,! 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
DUtiDGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

G.1AYS HARBJR 
• JUDICIAL DISiRItT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAti 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL DISYIIICT 

KI,TSAP 
,; JUDICIAL DISTil ICT 

KITT! US 
• JUDICIAL DISTR leT 

KLICKITAT 
SKJ,MA~IA 

• JUDICIAL DISTil ItT 

LE~IS 
• JUDICIAL DI5rlllCT 

LINCOLN 
• JUillC IAl 0 ISTR ICT 

KASON 
THURSTDN 
• JUDICIAL DiSTRICT 

PACIFIC 
oIAHK IAKUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEtiD DREllLE 
STEVENS 

• JlOICIAL DISTIIICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SK.\GIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNDHDMlsH 
• JI.IDICIAL DISTIIICT 

SPOKANE 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIlcr 

WALLA WALLA 
• JUDIC IAL 0 ISTR ICT 

~ATtu" 
• JUDICIAL ~.ISTIIICT 

~WHMAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

YAKIMA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TDUL STATE 

TABLE 80 
~,ASHI"GTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

JUve I'll ~E CASES 

--------F Il IN GS------------
NUH8ER PERCENT FILINGS 

OF JUDGES 1980 1919 CHANGE 'PER JOG 

2 

2 

3 

2 

2 

2 

34111 

4111 

2 

5 

11111 

2 

8 

10 

2 

3 

111 

41 
U 

51 
8 
o 

59 

640 
217 
857 

186 
89 

275 

794 
63 

S57 

1452(21 
l~n 

429 
429 

19 
356 
3iS 

321 
321 

I:.' 

419 
419 

84 
42 

126 

6519 
6519 

116 
776 

91 
91 

S2 
8] 
16~ 

466 
466 

3'> 
34 

222 
736 
958 '.1 

H8 
10 

158 

73 
119 
192 

32 28.1$ 
3Z 28.11 

45 13.n 
20 -60.0$ 

6 -100.U 
11 -16.9:; 

595 
166 
761 

249 
106 
'l55 

836 
55 

891 

997 
991 

444 
444 

26' 
192 
218 

.... n 
30.n 
12.6$ 

-25.3S 
-16.01 
-22.5' 

-5.0$ 
14.5$ 
-3.81 

45.61 
45.6' 

-3.4' 
-3.4' 

-26.9' 
85.4' 
72.0$ 

251 27.9~ 
251 27.91 

3~b 21.n 
346, 21. II 

102 -17 .6' 
32 31.n 
13~ -b.O' 

6466 o.n 
6466 \1.81 

149 3.61 
149 3. bS 

92 
92 

92 
97 

169 

U9 
429 

39 
39 

217 
880 

1097 

1~9 
18 

158 

5~ 
123 
111 

-l.n 
-1.U 

-10.U 
-H.4~ 
-12.71 

8.6S 
8.6$ 

-12.81 
-12.S$ 

2.31 
-16.4. 
-12. 7~ 

5.U 
-4~.4' 

0.0$ 

22791 21 1473 5~.U 

41.0 

59.0 

137.5 

290.4 

14].0 

375.0 

160.5 

209.5 

63.0 

191.1 

194.0 

91.0 

165.0 

233.0 

191.6 

1~8.0 

192.0 

2279 lion 54. n 201.2 

269 ", 254 
:if69 25", 

1905 1611 
1905 1611 

1160 1493 
1760 1493 

229 218 
229 218 

507 5S7 
507 557 

62 sS 
62 5~ 

1391(21 1213 
1391 1213 

22'/72 20836 

5.9~ 
5.9& U~.5 

13.61 
13. n .!38.1 

17,.9' 
17 .9' 116.0 

5.0S 
S.Ot lH.5 

-9.0' 
-9.01 :169.0 

12.11 
12.U 62.0 

2711.2 

196.3 

-----------01 SPDSI nON S-----------
PERCENT DISP. 

1980 1979 CHANGE Pf.R JDG 

27 
27 

46 
I, 

1 
51 

~78 
153 
731 

136 
97 

,,~33 

Slit 
30 

54" 

52 
52 

"0 5 
6 

51 

359 
81 

440 

220 
110 
330 

617 
3" 

651 

1316121 1362 
1376 1362 

373 
373 

29 
111 
206 

268 
266 

294 
294 

70 
31 

107 

5143 
5143 

1050 
450 

59 
59 

49 
56 

115 

422 
422 

1,6 
46 

166 
372 
538 

lH 
H 

163 

'so 
HI, 
lSI, 

J73 
373 

33 
lH 
194 

381 
381 

404 
"34 

98 
23 

121 

~690 
4690 

452 
.. 52 

18 
78 

46 
72 

liS 

368 
368 

52 
52 

239 
544 
78l 

164 
28 

192 

41 
1I2 
153 

1682131 1069 
1682 1069 

~! 

" 264 226 
264 226 

1361 1161 
1l~,1 1161 

1633 1237 
lb33 1237 

116 11.7 
11~ IH 

395 470 
395 ~10 

76 
76 

1333 
1333 

18150 

61 
6~ 

1030 
1030 

16646 

-48.U 
-48.1' 

15.0: 
-20.o, 
-83.3' 

0.0' 

61.0' 
88.~ 

27.0 

51.0 

66.U 182.8 

-38.2,' 
-11.8' 
-29.41 116.5 

-16.n 
-lI.n " 
-16. It, 272.0 

1.0' 
1.01 

0.01 
0.0' 

-12.n 
9.9' 
6.21 

-29.71 
-29.7:1: 

-27." 
-27.2' 

-28.6t 
b~.n 
-1l.6~ 

'l.U 
9.7~ 

-0.41 
-0.4'& 

-24.41 
-2".4t 

6.51 
-22.2' 
-11.iI' 

-U.5t 
-U.5' 

-30.51 
-31.6' 
-31.n 

-9.1& 
-5a.0' 

275.2 

124.3 

206.3 

134.0 

147.~ 

53.5 

151.] 

112.5 

105.0 

211.0 

107.6 

"c15.U. 163.0 

22.0t 
-7.1' 

O. 11: 154.0" 

57.lt 
5T.lt 

16.81 
16.U 

17.21 
17.2' 

32.0l 
32.~' 

-21.11 
-e~.n 

-(6.0= 
-16t O' 

;a".n 
24.6111 

29.", 
29.4' 

.l52.9 

132.0 

110.1 

58.0 

131.7 

266.~ 

155.1 

DISPI 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.659 
,\l.659 

0.902 
0.50\1 

0.864 

0.903 
0.70~ 
0.853 

0.731 
1.090 
0.8H 

0.647 
0.476 
0.635 

0.9"8 
0.948 

0.869 
0.869 

I.S26 
1).697 
0.549 

I).U5 
0.835 

0.702 
J.l02 

0.833 
i;.881 
0.849 

0.789 
0.789 

0.5,80 
0.S80 

0.648 
0.648 

0.;9~ 

0.675 
0.636 

0.,906 
0.906 

1.353 
1.353 

O.HB 
0.50; 
0.562 

1.007 
1.400 
1.032 

(l O·~685 

0.874 
0.802 

0.n8 
0.738 

0.981 
0.981 

0.714 
0.11", 

0."28 
0.928 " 

0.507 
0.507 

0.719 
0.119 

1.226 
1.22~ 

ci.958 
0.958 

0.790 

III KING. KITSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADDITJOtiAL JUDGES EffECtive JANUARY ('. 1981. 
121 JUVENILE flLlIJGS D4TA PROVIDED BY JUVI5. 
131 DATA DI'I DISPDS IT ID/>I OF JUVE/HUi UFFE/ISE CASES ~~DVI DED av JU~I 51 OA U ON 01 SPOSITlON OF OEPENDENCY HATTERS NIlT REPOItfEI). 
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,j 

! 
fl 
~ 

i 
~ 

COUNTY/COUllT 
ADAMS " 

• JI/DICUt DISTRICT 

ASO~'IN 
COLUHalA 
GARFIELD 
• JUDICIAL DISTAICT 

aENfON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CULLA" 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL D ISTR ItT 

GRANT 
oj< JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAY S HAR80R 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

ISLAND 
SAN, JUAN 

• JUDIC IAL D ISTH ICT 

KlfiG 
• JUDICI.AL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

~ITTITAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICKitAT 
SKAMANIA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

LINCOLN 
• JOOICIAL DISTRICT 

MASON 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

,",CIFIC 
WAHKUKUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

PEND OHEILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL PISTR ItT 

PIE~CE 
• JUDICIAl. DISTIIICT 

SKAGIT" * JUDICIAL lllSTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

S PIl<ANE 
• JUDICIAL 01 STIIICT" 

WALLA W,ALLA 
• JUDI'CIAL DISTR ICT 

IlHATCON 
• JUQICIAL DisTRICT 

WHITMAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTIIICT 

VAKIMA 
• JUD~C IA\, DISTil ICT 

J* TOTAL STATE 

I; 

TABLE 81 
WASHINGTON SUPER OR COUIITS 

JUVENILE C45ES 

JUVEfilLE OFFENSES (DELINQUENCYI 

-------------01 SPOSllIONS 8Y l\'PE-------
JURISD. ' 

DECL lNED DISH. 
5 1 
5 J 
6 
o 
o 
6 

10 
1 

11 

N/II 

52 
52 

1 
9 

10 

20 
20 

9 

9" 

NIII 
o 

55 
S5 

1~ 
10 

N/R 

2 
o 
2 

J.\ 
14 

7 
7 

11 
3 

14 

13 
3 

" 16 

I, 

12 
16 

1", 
.14 

N1R 

11 
11 

65 
65 

N/R 

3 
'3 

o 
o 
1 
7 

185 

2 
o 
o 
2 

142 
30 

172 

H/R 
o 

13 
4 

17 

N/R 

8 
8 

o 
21 
21 

26 
26 

76 
76" 

HII', 
5 

1620 
1620 

7 
T 

N/R 

9 
3 

12 

87 
87 

10 
10 

10 
16 
26 

20 
2 

22 

7 
6 

13 

2 
2 

NIH 

126 
126 

168 
168 

N/R 

30 
30 

5 
5 

HD 
litO 

2596 

ACQUIT. 
o 
o 
o 
o 

° o 

17 
~ 

21 

N/R 
o 

47 
a 

47 

NIR 

6 
6 

1 
25 
26 

3 
3 

93 
93 

NIII 
1 

181 
181 

3 
3 

NIR 

I 
5 
6 

16 
16 

o 
o 
3 

26 
29 

6 
o 
{, 

2 
2 
10 

1 
1 

NlR 

,13 
13 

NIII 

25 
25 

3 
3 

1 
3 

539 

•• • CONVIC TED ••• 
C"HNTV • 
SUPVSH. 

15 
15 

20 
2 
o 

22 

240 
66 

306 

N/R 
50 

312 
13 

325 

N1R 

202 
202 

15 
68 
83 

132 
132 

Sio 
84 

N/R 
23 

2,88 
2288 

337 
337 

N/R 

H 
13 
Z7 

147 
147 

22 
22 

7" 231 
305 

4Z 
2 

~Io 

16 
51 
73 

871 
871 

N/R 

913 
913 

610 
670 

N/R 

262 
262 

28 
28 

617 
1>17 

1846 

I NST. 
3 
3 

6' 
o 
1 
7 

42 
13 
55 

HIli 
10 

32 
6 

38 

~/R 

47 
47 

2 
30 
32 

55 
"55 

13 
13 

Ii/II 
o 

408 
408 

55 
55 

IiIR, 

I, 
6 

10 

1~7 
107 

1 
1 

38 
95 

133 

33 
1 

34 

a 
l 
9 

129 
129 

~/R 

86 
a6 

65 
65 

N/R 

37 
37 

17 
U 

116 
lit. 

1467 

TOTAL 
DISPQSED 

24 
24 

34 
2 
1 

37 

460 
125 
585 

H8 
67 

1S5 

1014 
ZIt 

438 

1212111 
1212 

315 
315 

19 
153 
172 

236 
236 

275 
275 

61 
29 
90 

4552 
U52 

1012 
1012 

55 
55 

33 
27 
57 

371 
371 

40 
40 

136 
371 
507 

HI, 
8 

122 

35 
80 

lU 

1682121 
1682 

211 
211 

.1182 
'1182 

1112 
1172 

Ult 
lH 

351 
357 

53 
53 

1103121 
1103 

151>74 

------PROCEEDINGS BY TyP£------

TRIALS 
5 
5 

o 
o 
o 
o 

60 
13 
73 

l 
1 
2 

219 
o 

219 

NIR 

34 
310 

1 
102 
103 

30 
30 

23 
23 

3 
2 
,~ 

1837 
1837 

53 
53 

8 
S 

2 
10 
12 

235 
235 

2 
2 

a 
10" 
52 

30 
a 

38 

2 
4 
b 

--~.,.\ " 
42 
42 

2 
2 

119 
119 

51 
51 

Nlit 

71 
71 

NIR 

NIII 

" 30Z2 

... ' ••••• HEARINGS •••••• 
PR~ POST 
DISP~DTHEII DISP 

2 \ 9 0 
2 /;/' 0 9 0 

10 ~ 
9 1 
o 0 

13 5 

731 338 
12 0 

749 338 

llH 112 
17 46 

laB 158 

"51 91 
o 0 

451 91 

ti/R N/R 

194 280 
194 280 

18 10 
239 57 
25r ' 61 

341 217 
341 217 

388 138 
388 138 

1106 0 
39, 25 

185 25 

3498 3135 
3",90 3135 

706 357 
706" 357 

1<1/11,; N/R 

2'1 8 
28 15 
51 23 

239 9 
239 9 

37 25 
31 25 

198 127 
418 4H 
616 570 

184 2 
8, 2 

192 4 

62 9 
39 77 

101 86 

199 ~3 
199 33 

234 8 
2310 8 

H21 693 
1121 6'13 

3204 766 
3204 761> 

I'll II N/R 

133 20 
133 20 

N/II NIR 

o 
o 
o 
o 

130 
9 

139 

110 
37 
51 

13 
o 

13 

N/R :---
78 
78 

1 
20 
21 

87 
87 

.. 24 
24 

o 
2 
2 

168" 
1684 

178 
178 

N/R 

3 
3 
6 

26 
26 

11 
11 

2~ 
92 

117 

14 
3 

lL7 

7 
6 

13 

257 
257 

20 
20 

347 
3H 

78 
78 

NIII 

116 
116 

N/R 

/<l/R N/R WR 

13035 7051 3285 

NOTE. THE eRE~KDD~N OF JUVENILE Q,ISf'DstTiONS Fa: THE sTAte 00 tiDT 56" TU THE TOTAL BECAIlSE DETAIL 
WAS NOT RSPCRT eo, BV AI.I. t~Il:NH E$. 

" 

III TDUL JUVENILE CAS~S 01SP05£1) PROVIDEIl BY JUVIS. 
121 TOTAL JJVENILS CASES DISPOSED PROVIDED 8Y JUVISI DETAIL PRDVIJEIl BY SCOMIS. 
N/R .. NOT REPDII TEO 

. , ' . , ~ . \ . ....... .. '. '" 
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TABLE 82 
WASHINGTON SUPER DR COURTS 

JJVENUe CAseS 

JUVENILE DEPENDENCY 

-----0 ISPOS IUDNS 8 Y TYPE------ --------PRoCeEDINGS 8Y TYPe-----

ADAMS 
• JIIDI CUL DISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
CDLUIIHIA 
GARFI ELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

8fNTON 
FRANIIL IN 

• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

CHEUN 
DOUGlAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JU~ICUL 01 STRICT 

CLARK 
• JU&lICUL DISTRICT 

COIiLl Tl 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
CKAP«lGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIiIL DISJRICT 

GRAYS HAR80R 
• JIIOICIAL DISTRltT 

ISLAND 
SAN JJAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICIAL DISTlIICr 

KITSAP 
• J:JOICIAL DISTR ICT 

K~TJ~~~~IAL DIS)RlCT 

kLlCKI TAT 
SKAMAN IA 

• JIIDICIAL DISTRICT 

LEWIS 
• JIIOICIAL "DISTRlcr 

LlNCOUI 
• JtJDICIAL DISTRICT 

"ASUII 
THURSTON 

• JJDICIAL DISTil ICT 

PAClf It 
IIAtfKIAKUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND ill\EILLE 
$TfVEIlIS 

• JOOICIU DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUIlIClAL DISTRlcr 

SKAGIT 
.. JJDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOIlJ~1 SII 
• JIIDICUL DISTIIICT 

SPOK4'lE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WALLA olALLA 
• JUOICIAL OISTIIICT 

kHATCLlK 
• JU,)Jf,IAL 01 STRI CT. 

III1ITMAII 
• J!.IDICl4L OISTlIlcr 

-YAKI"!A 
• JuDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHANGE WlfHDUT Aft ER 
OF FACT FACT TOTAL 

VENJE FINDING FINOING DISPOSEO 

o 

" 
1 
o 
o 
1 

3 
H 
17 

NIR 
o 

N/R 
NI.R 

N/R 

7 
7 

2 
7 
9 

2 
2 

2 
2 

N/R 
o 

22 
Z2 

o 
o 

"/R 

1 
o 
1 

I 
l 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 , 
1 

N/R 

NIR 

20 
20 

11 
11 

HlR 

.l 
o 

H/R 

1 
1 

7 
2 
o 
9 

36 
o 

36 

N/R 
18 

NIR 
N/R 

N/R 

17 
17 

6 
.3 
9 

15 
15 

2 
2 

N/R 
I 

(,.:._-

)} 531 

531 

16 
16 
\\ 

N/R 

5 
1 
6 

10 
o 

10 

" 6 
19 

N/R 

N/It 

130 
130 

1810 
184 

HlR 

23 
23 

2 
2 

N/R 

2 
2 

(] 
12 

N/R 
N/R 

N/R 

3~ 
H 

2 
H 
16 

15 
U 

15 
15 

HlR 
1 

38 
38 

22 
22 

fUR 

8 
22 
30 

27 
iI.1 

25 
o 

25 

25 
6 

31 

10 
18 
28 

N/II 

N/R 

29 
29 

163 
163 

NlII 

" l~ 

20 
20 

NIR 

3 
3 

18 
30 

100 
6 

106 

16"'11 
16" 

58 
58 

10 
24 
3. 

32 
,32 

19 
19 

9 
8 

17 

591 
591 

38 
38 

~ 
~ 

19 
29 
108 

51 
51 

6 
6 

30 
I 

31 

35 
6 

41 

15 
210 
39 

N/R 

53 
53 

179 
179 

461 
461 

2 
2 

38 
38 

23 
23 

23001 
230 

SHELTER FACT 
CARe FIP«lJNG OTHeR 

3 
3 

2 
1 
o 
3 

51 
5 

56 

21 
J 

11 

28 
~ 

28 

,) 

o 

22 
2Z 

4 
13 
17 

19 
19 

27 
27 

60 
l 

63 

1111. 
l1H 

160 
160 

o 
o 

9 
H 
2l 

26 
26 

2 
2 

24 
30 
5~ 

16 
3 

19 

13 
2 

15 

97 
97 

129 
12·9 

39 
39 

J1 
31 

o 
o 

51 
51 

o 
o 
,) 
o 

o 
I) 

o 
3 
11 
3 

106 
25 

131 

5 
1 
6 

H 
o 

57 

o 
o 

26 
26 

7 
48 
55 

27 
27 

1'1 
19 

o 
5 
5 

"10~ 
105 

31 
31 

o 
o 
2 

16 
18 

20 
20 

o 
o 

15 
93 

108 

1~ 
1 

" 
8 

14 
22 

443 
443 

o 
o 

29 
29 

320 
320 

2 
2 

~5 
45 

o 
o 

'0 
o 

o 
o 
4 
4 
o 
8 

12a 
72 

200 

58 
23 
81 

78 
o 

78 

o 
o 

21 
21 

.3 
50 
53 

Hlo 
114 

15 
15 

o 
7 
7 

365 
365 

52 
52 

o 
o 

101 
5 

'>6 

7 
7 

°2 2 

31 
95 

126 

H 
1 

15 

SO 
15 
65 

136 
136 

1 
1 

227 
227 

319 
31'1 

o 
o 

53 
53 

o 
o 

o 
Ocl 

POST 
DUP. 

o 
3 
o 
3 

219 
o 

219 

aD 
11 
91 

113 
o 

113 

o 
o 

59 
59 

o 
25 
25 

52 
52 

59 
59 

o 
,-'I 

9 

651 
651 

216 
216 

o 
o 

17 
19 
36 

75 
75 

S 
5 

11 
61 
72 

'10 
6 

60 

o 
o 

193 
193 

876 
876 

o 
Q 

I'll 
191 

o 
o 
o 
o 

•• Ttl rAL STA'!' 95. 1065 627 H76 2Q19 1417 1991 3606. 

1I0Te. THt BREA~OOWN OF JUVENILE 'OISPUSItIONS fJR THE STUE 00 NoT 'i'iUM TO THE rOTAL 8ECAUSE OHArL 
liAS NOT RepOR TeO BV ALL COUNTIES. 

III TOUL JUVENILE OEP£NOENCY CASES DISPIISEO nOVilleD 8\' JUVIS. 
/lIft • NOT RepoMeo 

11 

1,\ 

(1 

,i, 

TABLE 83 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOIl COURTS 

HISTORY OF PR08ATE. GUAROljlNSHIP AND ADilPTlON FILINGS 
1975 - 1980 

ADA~S 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

A SOli N 
CDLU~BI4 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHaAh 
OOLGI.AS 

• JUOltl4~".DlsrRICT 

CLALLAM 
JeFFERSON 

• ",UDIC IAL DISTRlCr 

CLARK 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
ClIAl/OGAN 

• JUDIC IAL D ISTR ICT 

GRANT 
... JUDICIAL 01 STRICT 

GRAY S HA RBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KIIIG 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JYDIC IAL DISTRIC T 

KilT IlAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICK IUT 
SKAMANIA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

leWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLIi 
• JUDiCIAL DISTRICT 

MASON 
THURSTON 

• J UO Ie IAL 0 I S TRIC T 

PACt FIC 
IIA~KIAKUII 

• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

PEW ORE I LLE 
STEVEN S 

• JUDIC IAL DIST RICT 

PIEil.CE 
• JUDIe IAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRIC.T 

ShOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

1975 

53 
53 

86 
28 
28 

142 

286 
109 
395 

222 
74 

296 

213 
56 

269 

516 
516 

225 
225 

\~4 
i~6 
"1~ 
207 
207 

311 
311 

139 
24 

163 

5178 
S17B 

541 
5t,7 

78 
7~ 

54 
29 
83 

208 
208 

10~ 
100 

141 
381 
528 

87 
14 

101 

44 
105 
149 

1560 
1560 

315 
315 

9H 
934 

SPOKAh€ 1672 
• JUDICUL DISTRIct) 16T2 

WALLA olALLA 2103 
• JUDICIAL OISTnlcr 243 

W HAT CDr1 ~08 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 409 

WHITMAN 168' 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 168 

VAKI~A 712 
• JU D IC IAL OISiRiCT 7lZ 

•• TOTAL SU TE 15611 

[J 1976 

73 
73 

94 
33 
27 

154 

275 
136 
loll 

235 
106 
3"1 

204 
84 

208 

497 
497 

240 
~40 

27 
103 
130 

216 
216 

283 
283 

218 
37 

255 

H64 
5464 

570 
570 

91 
91 

S6 
31 
87 

236 
236 

100 
100 

150 
336 
486 

112 
10 

122 

36 
95 

131 

1583 
1583 

279 
279 

994 
994 

1635 
,,1635 

292 
292 

"45 
""5 
169 
16'1 

757 
757 

16329 

1977 

60 
60 

74 
33 
29 

136 

268 
118 
386 

234 
82 

316 

181 
68 

249 

575 
575 

251 
251 

26 
115 
1101 

2210 
224 

291 
291 

192 
33 

225 

5475 
5H5 

532 
532 

96 
·96 

57 
39 
96 

238 
238 

77 
77 

133 
405 
538 

86 
I~, 

100 

26 
115 
141 

1549 
151.8 

290 
290 

959 
959 

1643 
16103 

293 
293 

421 
4U 

129 
129 

734 
734 

16164 

1978 

51 
51 

101 
21 
19 

1"1 

312 
123 
435 

218 
79 

297 

186 
66 

252 

51t! 
5H 

248 
248 

26 
133 
159 

231 
231 

281 
281 

198 
26 

2210 

5~69 

5569 

101 
101 

41 

"" 91 

226 
226 

102 
102 

141 
"51 
592 

92 
15 

107 

38 
118 
156 

1714 
1714 

319 
319 

1030 
1030 

1719 
1719 

244 
24" 

429 
429 

16~ 

165 

119 
119 

\\16685 

1979 

60 
60 

64 
22 
32 

US 

330 
114 
444 

210 
81 

351 

235 
78 

313 

7106 
146 

241 
241 

32 
108 
140 

218 
218 

250 
250 

164 
33 

197 

5205 
5205 

605 
605 

83 
83 

5" 
60 

"" 
243 
243 

82 
82 

110" 
537 
681 

17 
15 
92 

30 
100 
130 

1925 
1925 

296 
296 

1285 
1285 

16.910 
1687 

291 
291 

., loll 
411 

153 
153 

884 
984 

172"S 

1980 

52 
52 

88 
28 
18 

134 

1037 
92 

529 

238 
83 

321 

242 
113 
355 

768 
768 

257 
257 

26 
97 

123 

240 
240 

304 
3D~ 

175 
42 

217 

5916 
5916 

626 
626 

810 
810 

68 
44 

112 

1'17 
197 

86 
86 

145 
507 
65Z 

73 
13 
86 

5;! 
96 

148 

1602 
1602 

329 
329 

1332 
1332 

168'1 
1689 

262 
262 

483 
483 

155 
\55 

966 
966 

18025 

" I; 

73 
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AD4HS 
• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUMBIA 
GARF I ELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRIC. 

BENHlh 
FRANKLIN 

*' JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
OOOGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSUN 

*' JUOICIAL DISTRlcr 

CLARK 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

COWL I Tl 
• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDIC IAl DISTRICT 

GRAH 
• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
,. JUDIC IAL DIST RICT 

KITSAP 
*' JUDICIAL IlISTRICT 

KI TTl lAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KlICKfTAT 
SKA~ANIA 

• JUDICiAl ~ISTRICT 

lE~1 S 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LI foCOLH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

~ASON 
THJRSTC'1 

• JUDIC IAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
~AHK UK';II 

• JUIlICIAL DISTRICT 

P END ORE ILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PIEIICE 
*' JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNl.'lOHI SH 
• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

SPUKANE 
• J~DICUL DISTRICT 

"ALtA hALL4 
• JUOIC IAL (liSTRIC T 

lIH4TCC~ 

• JUOICIAL DISTRICT 

."lTHAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

YAK IliA 
*' JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

•• TO TAL STATE 

TABLE 84 
WASHINGTO~ SUPERIOR COURTS 

1975 

14 
2 
2 

18 

5; 
9 

66 

32 
o 

32 

1 
1 
2 

19 
79 

3Z 
32 

o 
o 
o 

29 
29 

10 
7J 

Z 
o 
2 

H4 
"44 

85 
85 

o 
o 

\I 
o , 

28 
28 

6 
6 

33 
118 
151 

6 
U 
6 

o 
B 
8 

593 
593 

5 
5 

273 
273 

338 
33ij 

51 
51 

10 
10 

11 
11 

132 
132 

2HZ 

HI STO~'~ OF MENfAl ILLNESS FlLINGS 
1915 - 1980 

1976 

6 
6 

2 
o 
o 
l 

62 
17 
79 

36 
o 

36 

2 
1 
3 

141 
lU 

34 
3" 

o 
o 
o 

29 
29 

79 
79 

2 
2 
4 

611 
611 

67 
67 

o 
o 

5 
1 
6 

33 
33 

2 
2 

Il 
158 
170 

3 
o 
3 

o 
4 
4 

592 
592 

1 
1 

262 
262 

306 
106 

&2 
62 

27 
27 

18 
18 

102 
102 

2679 

1977 

7 
7 

7 
1 
I 
9 

59 
16 
75 

21 
o 

21 

11 
1 

12 

153 
153 

51 
51 

o 
o 
o 

19 
19 

61 
61 

5 
o 
5 

713 
713 

69 
69 

o 
o 

2 
10 
12 

63 
63 

3 
3 

12 
129 
141 

9 
o 
9 

o 
9 
9 

593 
593 

8 
8 

269 
269 

205 
205 

91 
91 

25 
25 

12 
12 

175 
175 

2810 

1978 

5 
5 

14 
o 
1 

15 

47 
19 
66 

34 
o 

34 

33 
1 

34 

209 
209 

34 
34 

o 
o 
o 

46 
46 

41 
41 

11 
o 

13 

1006 
1006 

80 
80 

o 
o 
2 
9 

11 

72 
72 

o 
o 

IS 
119 
13~ 

14 
() 

14 

1 
7 
8 

678 
678 

13 
13 

208 
20B 

271 
271 

85 
85 

54 
5" 

9 
9 

194 
194 

3334 

1919 

8 
8 

13 
2 
o 

15 

24 
lZ 
36 

26 
o 

26 

31 
6 

37 

190 
190 

37 
37 

o 
o 
o 

42 
42 

51 
57 

14 
I) 

14 

1617 
1611 

130 
130 

o 
o 

2 
28 
30 

97 
97 

5 
5 

18 
160 
178 

o 
o 
o 

o 
19 
19 

176 
176 

78 
78 

273 
273 

243 
243 

110 
170 

57 
57 

U 
13 

238 
236 

H86 

1980 

7 
1 

24 
10 

2 
36 

55 
21 
16 

35 
5 

40 

42 
4 

46 

186 
186 

28 
28 

o 
o 
o 

45 
45 

37 
37 

28 
o 

28 

21"4 
21"4 

129 
129 

o 
o 

5 
16 
21 

89 
89 

10 
10 

18 
146 
164 

13 
o 

13 

2 
21 
23 

1082 
1082 

135 
U5 

311 
311 

630 
630 

150 
150 

56 
56 

24 
2'0 

210 
210 

5720 

, 

COUNTY/COURT 

ADAHS 
• JUDICIAL 01 STRICT 

ASOT IN 
COLUHBI A 
GARFIELD 
*' JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
OOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLALLAH 
JEFFEnSON 

• JUO IC IAL 0 ISTR ICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CO~L IT l 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

FERRY 
O~ANOGAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAN7 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GAAYS HARWR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KING 
• JUDICiAL DISTRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Uti IT A~ 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICriTAT 
SKAHANIA 

• JUDICIAL lllSTRICT 

LEIlIS 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

MASDN 
THURSTUN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
WAHKI AllUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUIlICIAL DISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUOICIAl 11STRICT 

SKAGI T 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOI<,ANE 
• JUDICIAL DI~TRiCT 

WALLA HALLA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

IIHATCOH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WHITHAN 
• JUDICIAl. OISTRICT 

YAKIMA 
• JUDICIAL 0 ISTR ICT 

•• rOrAL STUE 

nBtE 85 
WASHINGTON Sl!PERIDR COURTS 

OTHER CASES 

PROBATE, GUARDIANSHIP, ADOPTION AND HENTAL IllNESS 

-------------F I LI NGS----------_ 
NUMBER PERCENT FILI'IGS 

(IF JUDGES 1980 "'979 CHA~GE PER JOG 

2 

2 

2 

2 

34111 

4111 

2 

III 11 

2 

6 

10 

2 

3 

117 

59 
59 

112 
38 
ZO 

170 

492 
113 
605 

273 
8B 

361 

284 
111 
401 

95't 
954 

285 
285 

2& 
97 

123 

285 
285 

341 
341 

203 
42 

245 

8060 
8060 

755 
755 

84 
84 

73 
6J 

133 

28. 
286 

96 
96 

16J 
653 
816 

86 
lJ 
99 

54 
117 
171 

2684 
l684 

16H 
1643 

2319 
2319 

/tIl 
412 

539 
539 

m 
1176 
1170 

2H45 

68 
tiS 

rr 
24 
3Z 

133 

354 
126 
480 

296 
81 

377 

266 
84 

350 

936 
936 

218 
Z7e 

n 
108 
140 

260 
260 

307 
301 

178 
33 

2H 

6822 
6822 

735 
735 

83 
83 

56 
88 

HI, 

340 
340 

B7 
87 

162 
697 
859 

77 
15 
9Z 

3~ 
119 
149 

2701 
2701 

174 
3H 

1558 
1558 

1930 
,,193~ 

"'461 
461 

468 
468 

166 
166 

1122 
1122 

7.1631 

36.n 
36.8~ 

45.5; 
58.n 

-37.5l!: 
27.8i 

39.0' 
-10.3' 
26.0~ 

-7.8; 
8.6' 

-4.2; 

6.81 
39.3: 
14.n 

1.9; 
1.11l!: 

2.5; 
2.5; 

-18.8' 
-10.2; 
-lZ.U 

Il.U 
11.n 
14.0; 
27.3; 
16.n 

18.U 
18.U 

2.7' 
2.n 

1.21 
I.U 

30.41 
- 31. 8t 
-7.6; 

-15.~ 
-15.9; 

10.n 
10.3" 

0.6;( 
-l>.3' 
-5.0ll: 

11.7; 
-13.3; 

7.6l 

8~.01 
-l.Tt 
H.8' 

-0.6; 
-0.6' 

24.1: 
24.1t 

5.4. 
5.4l 

2J.21 
20.2' 

-10.6l 
-10.61 

15.2~ 
15.2' 

7.8. 
7.8' 

4.n 
4.8, 

5<].0 

170.0 

151.3 

180.5 

200'.5 

190.8 

95.0 

123.0 

142.5 

170.5 

122.5 

237.1 

188.8 

84.0 

133.0 

lH.O 

96.0 

163.2 

99.0 

L 71.0 

lll.O 

205.4 

231.9 

206.0 

179.7 

179.0 

235.2 

202.9 

-~--------DISPOS IT ION5--------_ 
PERCENT DI5P. 

1980 1979 CHANGE PEK JDG 

23 
23 

48 
20 
13 
81 

228 
66 

294 

20 
51 
71 

29 
57 
86 

234 
234 

197 
197 

a 
38 
3& 

134 
13~ 

86 
B6 

138 
20 

158 

5358 
5358 

407 

""7 
47 
't7 

38 
9 

47 

131 
131 

75 
75 

121 
~,q 

I.~I 

38 
14 
52 

35 
68 

103 

964 
964 

406 
406 

1003 
1003 

1212 
1272 

J51 
351 

17~ 
175 

112 
liZ 

550 
550 

13096 

21t 
24 

36 
12 
U 
59 

121 
06 

187 

53 
65 

118 

23 
~O 
73 

-4.2l!: 
-4.2l1: 

33.3: 
66.71 
18.2; 
37.3' 

88.4:( 
~.H 

57.2; 

-62.H 
-21.5' 
-39.8l!: 

26.U 
14.0; 
17.8t 

267 -12.4' 
267 -12.4; 

220 -10.5' 
220 -10.5l1: 

5 -100.0' 
56 -32.U 
61 -31.7:( 

103 
103 

50 
50 

151 
28 

185 

515< 
5154 

455 
455 

'56 
56 

34 
7 

41 

!~3 
143 

90 
90 

108 
475 
583 

37 
7 

~4 

25 
99 

124 

808 
80P 

211 
211 

9~4 
984 

121 
121 

241 
247 

89 
89 

610 
610 

12068 

30. It 
30.U 

72.0:( 
72.0ll: 

-12.u: 
-28.61 
-14. b~ 

4.0t 
4.0; 

-1).5~ 
-10.5; 

-16.U 
-16. It 

lI.n 
28.6' 
14.U 

-8.4' 
-8.4t 

-16.n 
-16.7t 

13.0~ 
9.3% 
9. q, 

40.0t 
~31.3:C 
-16.9; 

1.9' 
1.9' 

32.4t 
32.4t 

19,).lt 
190.11 

-29. U 
-29.1 , 

25.U 
25.8: 

-9.8t 
-9.8' 

23.0 

81.0 

n.5 

35.5 

<3.0 

46.8 

65.7 

38.0 

67.0 

~3.0 

79.0 

157.6 

101.8 

47.0 

47.0 

65.5 

75.0 

128.2 

5Z.0 

103.1) 

B7.6 

203.0 

125.4 

127.2 

,58.3 

112.0 

DISP/ 
FILING 
RATIO 

0.390 
0.390 

0.429 
0.526 
0.650 
0.476 

0.463 
0.58" 
0.486 

0.073 
0.580 
0.197 

0.102 
0.487 
0.214 

O.L~5 
0.245 

0.691 
0.691 

il.OOO 
0.392 
0.309 

0.470 
0.470 

0.252 
0.252 

0.680 
0.476 
0.645 

0.665 
0.665 

0.539 
0.539 

0.560 
0.560 

0.521 
0.150 
0.353 

0.458 
0.458 

0.781 
0.181 

0.748 
0.795 
0.766 

0.442 
1.077 
0.525 

0.6It8 
0.581 
J.602 

0.35? 
0.359 

0.875 
0.875 

0.610 
0.610 

0.549 
0.549 

0.852 
0.852 

0.325 
0.325 

0.626 
0.626 

0.468 
0.468 lD.O 

11h9 
(likiNG, KIT5AP ~ND PieRCe COUNTY SUPERIOI\ COURTS HAVE BEE1~ AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFfECTIVE JANUARY I, 1981. 

8.5: 0.552 

-
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ADAMS 
• JUDICIAL :)1 STRICT 

ASOTIN 
COLUMBIA 
GARFIELD 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL lISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICiAl DISTR,ICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWLITZ 
• JUDICIAL H STRICT 

FERRY 
OKANOGAN 

• JUDICI4L DISTRICT 

GRANT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

ISLAND 
SAN JUAN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KIN~ 
• JUDICIAL ,H STRICT 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Kin ITAS 
• JUDlCI Al DISTRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAMANiA 

• JUDICIAL JI STRICT 

LE~ IS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LINCOLN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

HASON 
T HU'~ST 0:1 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
wAHKIAKJII 

• JUDICIAL 0)1 STRICT 

PEND OREILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL "ISTRlcr 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL "ISTRICT 

SKAGIT 
• JUDICIAL ill STRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOUNE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

WALLA W~LL" 
• JUDICIAL DISTR ICT 

WHA TCDM 
• JUDie l Al DISTRICT 

WIll THAN 
• JUDICIAL DI,STRICT 

YAKIMA 
• JUDJCIAL 0 I STR ICT 

•• TOTAL SlATE 

-----------..--------

TABLE 86 
WASHiNGTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

PROBATE, GUARDIANSHIP, ADOPT ION & KENT Al ILLNESS CASES 

PROCEED INGS BY TYPE 

__________ TRI AlS------------

PROBATE GUARD. ADOPT. 14.1. 
210 0 
2 1 0 0 

J 
o 
o 
,) 

o 

" o 

o 
1 
1 

2 
a 
2 

J 
o 

1 
o 
1 

25 
25 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 

" o 
J 

1 
1 
2 

o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
1 

5 
5 

6 
(, 

4 
4 

o 
II 

o 
.J 

2 
2 

D 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

2 
2 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
Q 

o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

G 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

1 
1 

o 
o 

o 
o 

6 

o 
o 
o 
o 

" o 
4 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

12 
12 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

1 
Q 

1 

a 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

3 
3 

Z 
2 

o 
o 

2, 
2 

o 
D 

o 
o 

30 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

2 
1 
3 

'0 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
a 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
3 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
tl 

o 
o 
Z 
2 

8 

----------HEAR INGS----------
PROBATE GUARD AOOPT 14.1. 

3 0 2 0 
3 0 2 0 

10 
3 
2 

15 

63 
H 
77 

213 
59 

272 

o 
o 
o 

341, 
HI, 

o 
o 
3 

45 
48 

94 
94 

153 
153 

124 
12 

136 

5H3 
5143 

138 
138 

o 
o 

52 
o 

52 

14 
14 

33 
33 

58 
227 
285 

56 
22 
78 

51 
<\'0 
91 

909 
909 

213 
213 

184 
184 

o 
o 
o 
o 

129 
129 

o 
o 

195 
195 

8606 
U 

5 
1 
1 
7 

4. 
6 

50 

96 
16 

112 

o 
o 
o 

125 
12.5 

o 
o 

4 
25 
29 

40 
40 

47 
47 

1,6 
10 
56 

2632 
2632 

60 
60 

o 
o 

u 
o 

11 

5 
5 

10 
10 

20 
61 
8t 

9 
1 

10 

29 
15 

"" 
o 
o 

49 
'09 

125 
125 

o 
o 

o 
o 

58 
58 

o 
o 

51 
57 

3608 

o 
3 
1 
I, 

168 
o 

168 

29 
15 
1,4 

o 
o 
o 

233 
233 

o 
() 

6 
11 
17 

30 
30 

67 
67 

41 
7 

"8 
1365 
1365 

l,54 
15" 

o 
o 

II, 
o 

II, 

(, 

6 

10 
10 

30 
106 
U6 

o 
6 
6 

16 
20 
36 

285 
285 

30 
)0 

50" 
504 

o 
o 
a 
o 

65 
65 

o 
o 

158 
158 

3382 

o 
(l 
o 
o 

36 
11 
47 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

18 
18 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

9 
o 
9 

2178 
2178 

17 
17 

o 
o 
I, 

o 
'0 

4 

" o 
o 

3 
53 
56 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

1851 
1851 

31 
31 

63 
63 

313 
313 

o 
o 
5 
5 

o 
o 

62 
62 

4658 

r 

I 

i 
I 

Ii 
! 
~ 
I 
I 

! 
l 
I 
1 
! 

j 
jl 
I: 
L 
U 

1 

COIIHYlCOUR T 

MJI4BER 
;" OF 

II JUDGES 

AOANS 
• JUDICIAL DI$TRICT 

ASOTIN 
COlUMB'. 
GARFIElO 

• JUDIC IAt 0 IS TR ICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 4 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICUl DISTRICT 2 

CLAlLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT Z 

',.,CLARK 
~~ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5 
,Ii 
~,OWLITZ 
I. JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3 

FERRY 
DUNDGAN 
• JUDICIAL ilISTltlCT 

GRANT 
'. JUDICIAL DISTUCT 2 

GR4YS HAR'eoR 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

ISLAND 
SAN JU4N 

• JUDICUl DISTRICT 2 

lONG 
• JUDICI.L DISTRICT 34111 

KITSAP 
• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 4111 

KITTITAS 
• JJOICIAl D1STRICT 

KUCKIUT 
SK~H.NIA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

lEWIS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

LINCOLN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

HASON 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PACIFIC 
W.HKIAKUM 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PEND OHILLE 
STEVENS 

• JUDICIAL QI STRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 11111 

SK.GIT 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SPOK4NE: 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10 

WALU WALLA 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 

hHATCOH 
• JUDICI.L OISTR ICT 3 

WHITHAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

YAKIM. 
• JUDICIAL 1IISTRICT 5 

•• TOUL surE 117 

TABLE 87 
WASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS 

19BO TRIAL .CTIVITY 

------------ TRIALS HELD------------·------
•• C1Vll.. CRIMINAL 

NON- NON- OTHE R 
JURY JURY JURY JURY JUVENILE C.SES TOTAl 

3 
3 

1 
1 
o 
2 

32 
32 

22 
1J 

1 
33 

23 139 
10 110 
33 249 

16 49 
1 2l 

17 71 

8 137 
3 24 

11 161 

30 31,5 
30 31,5 

20 100 
20 100 

o 
6 
(, 

6 
42 
48 

18 170 
18 170 

17 
17 

I, 
6 

10 

7Z 
72 

64 
28 
92 

245 U12 
245 1112 

26 2'00 
26 210Q 

1 
1 

o 
1 
1 

6 
6 

o 
o 

11 
17 
28 

" 4 
8 

2 
7 
'i 

58 
58 

20 
B 

28 

49 
49 

10 
10 

37 
125 
162 

HI 
59 

140 

22 
18 
40 

81 601 
Bl 607 

26 222 
26 ,222 

62 427 
62 427 

176 e42 
176 8~2 

9 
9 

86 
86 

27 266 
27 266 

J 
3 

27 
27 

24 
24 

10 
10 

902, 5756 

2 
2 

1 
o 
o 
I 

U 
10 
25 

20 
7 

27 

16 
6 

22 

5J 
53 

28 
28 

5 
9 

14 

29 
29 

57 
57 

5 
I _ 
6' 

3 
3 

o 
1 
o 
I 

1 
2 
3 

3 
2 
5 

5 
I, 
9 

4 

" 
8 
8 

6 
5 

11 

11 
11 

12 
12 

7 
o 
7 

536 338 
536 338 

73 
73 

10 
10 

11 
2 

13 

22 
22 

3 
J 

5 
36 
41 

16 
o 

16 

4 
6 

10 

62 
62 

o 
o 

2 
o 
2 

9 
9 

o 
o 

3 
6 
9 

25 
18 
43 

o 
1 
1 

101 28 
101 2B 

1< /<.> 
1~\\.:// 6 

132 
112 

103 
10~ 

12 
12 

41 
'01 

2 
2 

26 
26 

39 
39 

10 
10 

8 
8 

9 
9 

9 
9 

lHT 648 

5 
5 

o 
o 
o 
o 

60 
13 
73 

1 
1 
2 

219 
o 

219 

NIR 
NIl!. 

3'> 
34 

I 
102 
103 

30 
30 

23 
23 

J 
2 
5 

1837 
l831 

53 
53 

8 
9 

2 
10 
12 

235 
Z35 

2 
2 

8 
~'> 
52 

)'J 

II 
)8 

Z 
2 

119 
119 

51 
5( 

() 

a 
7l 
71 

o 
o 

NIR 
N/R 

3022 

3 
3 

o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
o 
5 

o 
1 
1 

" 1 
5 

o 
o 
3 
3 

o 
o 
o 

1 
1 

1 
o 
1 

31 
37 

1 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
J 

o 
o 

2 
1 
1 

o 
o 
o 
4 
o 
~ 

8 
a 

"8 
8 

9 
9 

o 
o 

5 
5 

o 
o 

2 
2 

98 

48 
48 

2" 
12 

I 
37 

2H 
1"5 
383 

89 
34 

123 

389 
3! 

421 

4)2 
432 

193 
193 

18 
164 
la2 

l59 
259 

182 
!82 

84 
37 

121 

4105 
410~ 

~55 
455 

77 
77 

35 
21 
56 

311 
321 

15 
15 

66 
zzq 
295 

156 
89 

245 

31, 
36 
70 

861 
867 

276 
276 

188 
188 

118l 
U8Z 

109 
109 

418 
41~ 

38 
H 

114 
1J4 

un3 

TRUL/OISP 
RAT'IO 

CI VIL CRIM. 

0.207 
0.207 

0.082 
0.137 
0.027 
0.089 

0.066 
0.150 
tl.087 

0.059 
0.110 
0.109 

0.322 
0.039 
0.228 

0.111 
0.111 

0.023 
0.059 
0.000 
0.029 

0.081 
0.135 
0.09B 

0.181 
0.117 
0.160 

0.10S 
0.108 
0.106 

0.111 0.085 
0.117 0.085 

0.080 0.097 
0.080 0.097 

0.222 
"0.149 
0.155 

0.440 
0.11t 
0.166 

0.231 0.2S6 
0.231 0.256 

0.088 0.742 
0.088 0.742 

00104 
0.225 
0.121 

0.169 
0.029 
0.124 

0.044 0.167 
O.OH 0.167 

0.173 0.352 
0.113 0.352 

0.158 
0.158 

0.093 
0.012 
0.OB5 

O. HI 
tl.141 

0.146 
0.04) 
0.111 

O. 06~ ". 0.103 
0.065 0.103 

0.062 
0.061' 

0.086 
0.062 
0.067 

0.18Q 
Z.387 
0.290 

0.152 
0.011 
0.096 

0.075 
0.075 

0.067 
0.096 
0.089 

0.295 
2.360 
0.360 

~.J87 
0.108 
0.099 

0.083 0.076 
0.083 0.076 

0.208 0.~89 
0.2b8 0.089 

0.014 0.157 
0.014 0.157 

0.194 0.081 
tl.194 0.l87 

O.U~ 0.063 
O.1l4 0.063 

0.261 0.1"" 
0.7.67 0.11,4 

0.08; 0.159 
0.085 0.159 

0.079 o.o~o 
9.079 0.0"o 

0.088 0.U6 

TRiAlS 
PER JUJGE 

.~ON-
JURY JURY 

5.0 u.O 

3.0 34.0 

14.5 82.5 

22.0 39.5 

16.5 197.0 

16.6 69.8 

16.0 48.3 

20.0 162.0 

23.5 106.0 

54.0 

a.o 52.5 

97.8 

24.8 89.0 

1l.0 66.() 

14.0 1,2.0 

1t,.0 146.5 

3.0 12.0 

13.8 

24.0 221.0 

19.0 51.0 

16.5 62.3 

19.0 119.0 

24.3 110.3 

27.9 90.3 

10.5 44.0 

22.7 116.7 

5.0 33.0 

10.6 16.2 

19.8 8104 

(I) KING; KIT~AP AND PIERCe CCUNTV SUPERIOR COURTs H.VE seEN AUTHORIZED AODITlONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1981. 
NIR • NOT R~paRTED 
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TABLE 88 
WA,SlIINGTO~ SUPERIOR COURTS 

JUDIC (AL WORKLOAD 

-----------wEJGlITED CASELoAD----------- ----FILINGS PER JUDGE-----
NUMBER 

OF 
J\lDGE~, 

WEIGlITED CASELoAD PElt JUDGE WORKLOAD 
PERCENT IN JUDGE 

COUNTY ICOURT 

ADA 'IS 

19BD 1979 CHANGE YEARS 1980 1979 

• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

A5IJTlN 
COLU.~BIA 
GARF IELD 

• JUDICIAL DI'STRICT 

BENTON 
FRANKLIN 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CHELAN 
DOUGLAS 

• JUDICIAL OISTRICT 

CLALLAM 
JEFFERSON 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

CLARK 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

COWL! T1. 
• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

FERRY 
!lKANuGA~ 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GR4'1T 
• JUDIC!Al DISTRICT 

GRAYS HARBOR 
• JtJDICIAL OISTRIC.T 

ISLAND 
SA:l JUA~ 

• JUDIC!AL DISTRICT 

2 

2 

5 

2' 

2 

2513Z 
25732 

42899 
9424 
4592 

56917 

65696 
29628 
95324 

52701 
ZZSiil 
75209 

90295 
21533 

111828 

100862 
lJ0862 

63333 
63333 

16591 
76540 
93131 

56362 
56362 

90123 
90723 

42300 
10~89 
52797 

KING 96867 
• J"DIClAl DISTRICT 34111 96867 

KITSAP 73758 
• JUOIC Itl DISTRICT 4111 73758 

KITH TAS 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

KLICKITAT 
SKAMANIA 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

Le.IS 
• JUOICIAl DISTRICT 

LI NCCLN 
• JUDIC IAl DISTRICT 

HAS 01< 
THURSTON 

• JUDICIAL DISTIlICT 

PACI FIC 
WAHl< IAKU~ 

• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PE~D ORE ILlE 
STEHNS 

• JUDIC IAL D.ISTRICT 

PIERCE 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SKAGlf 
.. JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

SNOHOMISH 
• JUDICiAl DISTRICT 

SPOKANE 

6b611 
66611 

39639 
32120 
7l16~ 

64786 
64786 

l012~ 
20124 

1583A 
6244, 
18216 

63536 
10392 
73928 

25294 
46242 
tl5~6 

U5L90 
LUll 13519a 

77216 
2 77216 

1"2590 
102590. 

• JUDIC 14L DISTRICT 10 
80364 
B026~ 

hALLA wALLA 
• JUDICIAL 01 STRIC r 2 

WHATCCM 
• JUiIIC IAL 01 STRICT 

. WHITMAN 
• JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

YAKIMA 
• JUOlC IAL 0 IS T RleT 

•• TOTAL ST4 TE 117 

51254 
51254 

88560 
8B560 

3'1873 
3981a 

90981 
90987 

'10415 

25779 
25779 

"31567 
13885 

3991 
49444 

60643 
27662 
88305 

49228 
21011 
'(0239 

636~8 
2111t6 

10480S 

B1790 
81190 

60253 
60253 

293'52 
84955 

114308 

55538 
55538 

94690 
9469) 

H067 
8590 

42658 

81373 
87373 

72695 
72695 

54'113 I' 
54413 

43951 
31610 
15561 

7~714 
70714 

22721 
22721 

L5031 
6322. 
78253 

56104 
10000 
66104 

22678 
4399' 
66669 

110438 
110438 

·61265 
61265 

86707 
86901 

16368 
16368.' 

S418f) 
54180 

1595~ 
15959 

3T436 
37'436 

-0.2% 
-'.2$ 

35.91: 
-32.n 

.15. " 
H.lt 

8.3% 
7.n 
7.9' 

7. " 1.U 
1.U 

7.9$ 
1.81: 
6.n 

23.3~ 
23.n 

5.U 
5.n 

-43.5~ 
-9~9' 

-18.5' 

1.51: 
1.51: 

-4.2% 
-4.2$ 

24.21: 
Zit.u 
23.8; 

10.91 
10.91: 

1.5t 
1.5t 

-9.8' 
1.6' 

-5.il1: 

-8.4% 
-8.41: 

-11.4t 
-LL .41: 

5. ;r, 
-L.21: 
o.ot 

13.:21: 
3.9$ 

11.81 

11.5; 
,s.n 
1.3l 

26.01: 
26. O¥ 

U.O' 
18.0¥ 

5.1: 
5.U 

5.n 
5.n: 

11 .. 6' 
16.61 

6.5; 
6.5% 

11.041 

1,.951 

12.741 

17.881 

12.971 

11.691 

12.051 

13.3JI 

11.921 

IH.531 

14.611 

11.211. 

11.311 

12.361 

10.371 

16.111 

11.301 

120.lll 

12.811 

111.101 

Jlo.asl 

1".151 

35~.0 
354.0 

629.0 
149.0 
72.0 

850.0 

990.5 
408.8 

1399.3 

872.5 
306.5 

1179.0 

1344.0 
326.5 

1670.5 

1537.6 
1531.6 

970.3 
970.3 

221.0 
1186.0 
1407.0 

884.5 
884.5 

1299.5 
1299.5 

121.5 
139.5 
861 .• 0 

1451.7 
1~51.7 

1234.0 
1234.0 

888.0 
888.0 

5710.0 
4210.0 
998.0 

1039.0 
1039.0 

352.0 
352.0 

222.Q 
920.6 

114Z.6 

866.0 
112.0 
978.0 

363.0 
752.0 

1115.0 . 

181>7 .3 
1867.3 

121JI.0 
1218.0 

1;503.9 
()".<S03.9 

1395.8 
1395.8 

"~69.0 
86'1.0 

1231.3 
1231.3 

679.0 
679.0 

363.0 
36'-0 

',j 
5710.0 
181.0 
92.0 

847.0 

925.8 
409.'5 

1335.3 

896.5 
216.5 

1l73.0 

1261.5 
265.0 

1526.5 

1318.2 
1318.2 

959.7 
959.7 

298.0 
1123.0 
1421.0 

9H.5 
914.5 

1248.0 
1248.0 

585.5 
116.5 
702.0 

1394.5 
13'14.5 

1226.8 
1226.8 

813.0 
813,0 

604.0 
458.0 

1062.0 

[093.' 
1093.5 

348.0 
348.0 

211.2 
947.8 

1159 • ., 

73;'.0, 
129.0 
860.0 

291.0 
775.0 

1066.0 

155b.9 
U5~.9 

11I41.0 
10H.0 

1356.6 
. 1356.6 

1280.4 
128C.4 

'903.5 
903.5 

lH403 
1144.3 

670.0 
6Ia.1) 

a7070 4.51: 13~9.1o \294.6 
67071) 4.5% 17.101 1349.4 1294.6 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-2.51 
-2.51 

9.bS 
-H.n 
-21.71 

o.u 

.1.01 
-0.2' 
4.8~ 

6.5'C 
23.2:1 
9.U 

16.6% 
16.'61 

1.11 
1.U 

-25.81 
5.61 

-1.01 

-3.31 
-3.3' 

4.11 
4.11 

2".U 
19.71 
23.51 

4.1' 4.n 
0.61 
0.61 

-5.01 
-7.101 
-6.0% 

-5.01 
-5.01 

1.ll 
1.11 

s.u 
-2.91 
-1.4t 

18.51 . 
-13.21" 
,.13.71 

24. n: 
-3.01 

ft.61 

19." 
19.81 

·ll'.Ot 
n.ol 
10. '11 
10.91 

9.0' ~ 900y 
-3.~C 

~p81: 
"7.611 
1.6$ 

1031 
hl'C 

It.ZI 
4.21 

11"1 KING, KtTSAP A~D PIERCE COUNTY SllPeRIOR 

8i652 IJ.n 1156.131 \~357.j 126i.4 

COUR TS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED AOOI nONA!. JI DGES EFfECTlIIE JANUARV 
I \~ 

" ~ , 

" \\ 

i 

,i 



r 
1 

'-- !-' 

00 
o 

(I 

• District Court 

* Municipal Court 

-, 

The 80 Largest Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 
\\1 

. , " . based on total filings for 1980 
(of 72 District & 149. Municipal Courts reporting) 

~Rpre~ " . 

,0 

. . 



THE COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICfION 

OVERVIEW 
The courts of limited jurisdiction experienced an in

crease in caseloads or new case filings during 1980, 
predominantly in criminal misdemeanor, civil and small 
claims matters. Although traffic filings also exceed~d 
1979 figures, there appears to be a slackening in the rate 
at which traffic citations are being received in district and 
municipal courts. Among the reasons given for these 
changes in case filings are (1), the increases in civil and 
small claims jurisdictions implemented in 1979, and, (2) a 
shift in emphasis by law enforcement from traffic to 
criminal investigation and enforcement. , 

Table 89 
New Filings in the Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 

Criminal Misdemeanor 
Traffic 
Felony Preliminary 
Civil 
Small Claims 
TOTAL CASES 

FILED 

1979 1980 % Cbange 
119,991 141,429 +17.9% 
835,000* 851,163 +1.9% 

9,876 10,324 +4.5% 
69,115 82,632 +19.6% 
252339 30,422 +20.1% 

1,059,321* 1,115,970 +5.3% 
* Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts. 

The volume of cases filed by state and county law 
enforcement (criminal and traffic) increased less than 
0.3% while those cases filed by city law enforcement 
increased by almost 6%. 

Table 90 
Criminal & Traffic Filings by Jurisdiction 

1979 1980 %Cbange 
STATE/COUNTY 
Criminal Misd./Felony 
Traffic 

Total State/County 

MUNICIPAL 

57,399 
4332000* 
490,399 

65,600 
426,052 
491,652 

Cdminal Misdemeanor 72,468 86,153 
Traiffic 412,000* ~252111 

T'l)tal Municipal 484,468 5:11,264 
* Aqjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts. 

+14.3% 
-1.6% 
+0.3% 

+18.9% 
+3.2% 
+5.5% 

District courts handled all' cases filed by state and 
county law enforcement, almost all civil and small claims 
matters filed in the courts of limited jurisdiction, plus 
206,394 cases filed by municipal law enforcement for ,cit-

ies with which they contracted. Consequently, district 
courts received 72.4% of all cases filed in the courts of 
limited jurisdiction during 1980. . 

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 

MUNICIPAL COURTS 
308,073 Cases 

601,503 
State/County 

M&t·ters 

DISTRWT C!oTTR''I'If''"''-_--.J[i;ili 

807,81}7 Casell 

Distribution. of 1980 Filings by 
Source & Court of Filing 

Figure 35 

A one-day mandatory jail sentence for OWl (driving 
while intoxicated) conviction was enacted in 1979 and 
implemented in January 1980, Although data is not avail
able to indicate the impact of this provision, jury trials 
and de novo appeals did not increase beyond that 
expeCted from the general increase ill criminal and civil 
caselqads. 

The courts of li~ited jurisdiction conducted more tria~~~ 
in 1980 than in any,previous year. However, a smaller 
proportion of .t;ivil and small claims cases were deCided 
by trial than "in 1979. Little change occurred in the 
manner by which 'crimjnal and traffic cases wt:re disposed 
compared to 1979. 
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THE COURTS OF LIMJTED JURISDICTION 

INTAKE 
The courts of limited jurisdiction process five distinct 

types of t:ases: Criminal Misdemeanor, C?r.iminal Felony 
(for preliminary matters), Traffic, ClVlI and Small 
Claims. Criminal and traffic cases are filed by state and 
county la w enforcement personnel in district courts while 
those initiated by municipal law enforcement personnel 
·are filed either in a municipal court or in the district court 
with whom their city contracts for court services. Factors 
considered to influence the volume of cases filed in the 
courts of limited jurisdiction include: population; law en
forcement staff levels, allocation and policy; traffic pat
terns and changes in traffic and criminal laws; civil 
jurisdictions and economic and social patterns. 

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 

'" ..... .... .... .... ..... 

Traffic 
76% 

(Minor 69%) 

Distribution of 19~0 Filings 
Figure 36 

Criminal Filings 

There were 97,350 criminal misdemeanor cas~s file~ in 
the courts of limited.jurisdiction duritig 1980 mcludmg 
39,035 from state/county law enforcement and 58,315 

82 

(, 

from municipal law enforcement. District courts also re
ceived 10,324 felony filings for preliminary proceedings. 

The misdemeanors filed during 1980 were well above 
the trend established over the previous five years. (See 
figure 33). This corresponds to a similar increas~ for 
felony filiI1.as in the superior courts. 

Year 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

Table 91 
Criminal Cases Filed 

Misdemeanor 
97,350 

102,981 
110,643 
117,471 
119,991 
141,429 

+5.8% 
+7.4% 
+6.2% 
+2.2% 

+17.9% 

Felony 
7,642 
9,083 
6,731 
7,524 
9,876 

+18.9% 
-25.9% 
+11.8% 
+31.3% 

10,324 +4.5% 

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 
Misdemeanor Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

_;'%:':'~:'s.- 75,000 
1) 

50,000 

1980 

o 
Figure 37 
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Misdemeanor filings increased both from state/county 

law enforcement (+16.3%) and from municipal law en
forcement (+18.9%). Possible reasons may include, (1) a 
general emphasis on criminal investigation and crack
downs by law ~nforcement through tout the state, and, 
(2), a general rise ill crime. (FBI early release data shows 
a 15% increase in reported crimes in'Seattie and Tacoma 
and a 5% increase in Spokane.) 

The major portion of the 1980 increase in misdemeanor. 
filings was in King, Spokane and Yakima Counties. There 
were slight decreases in Pierce, Thurston and eight other 
counties. 

Felony complaints were filed in 23 district courts for 
preliminary hearings or other proceedings. Two-thirds of 
all felony matters filed in the district courts were in 
Seattle District Court. Exclud~,ng those filed in Seattle 
District Court, there was an 8.3% ibcrease in filings which 
continues the increasing trend over the previous two 
years. In spite of the increase in felony matters filed in the 
district courts, no correlation with the far greater increa~e 
in felony filings in the superior courts can be identified. 

r-:: ~--'""'--'--"-'''""7r'-'~-~'--''- ~---7"-"'-'-"" '-"C'C'---'"'''' .-"- - '''j 
i, . \I, 1able 92 " . 
!~' FelonYnFili~: l)lski~tOouTts v.S: Su~rlor C~urts 
i p.' ",; '. o~ : '~' ',,> :1'9'9.1980-$ Change; 

l {(jug~County'SupCriorCourt ~ 2,659 c! '3,603' +35.5% \ 
IKin~ County J?istriQt Courts6Ao2 6,566 +~.6%\ 

'{Sta'+eLes~ V!ng.,CO'tl.'1iV*' l , . ~ . 3t~ . '7 ' I 

I SupenorCourts .,9,51.5 .. 11,140 +17f,1%l 
i District Courts ~3,414 Ii '" 3.762' +8.-3%" 
~ *This inoludes those counties in which. felony prcliminary-J.hllt- : 
I ,tel'S ate not ijled in the district courts. ," ;,J 
........ ,,_,............'-..-_·H~~ ........ ·_ .... "·_ ~H _____ .".-·_." _ '"'~ ..•• ~_ ..... ~ .... ____ ::..... ....... _. __ • __ .__ ____ ,<. 

Traffic Filings 

There were 851,163 traffic cases filed in the courts of 
IimitedSurisdiction during 1980 including 426,052 origi
nating from state/county law enforcement and 425,111 
from municipal law enforcement. 

The traffic cases filed during 1980 were below the trend 
established over the previous five years. (See figure 34.) 

Traffic filings from state and county law enfor-cement 
decreased slightly in 1980 from 1979 while traffic filings 
by municipal law enforcement increased 5.5%. (See table 
90.) This fluctuation supports the hypothesis regarding a 
shift in emphasis by law enforcement towards criminal in
vestigation and enforcement and a\",ay from traffic activi
ty. 

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 
Traffic Cases Filed: 1975-1980 

", .. And .-
800,000 ,~-~ 
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e::::,ooo 

, :~~~. ~~~1 
filII" :1:1 iiii' . ~~~ , ~~~~ 
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[111 

[~[j ~~~l 
1975 197E 1977 197if1979 

Figure 38 

Table 93 
Traffic Cases Filed 

lllt 

1111 

1~~1 
L980 

Year Filings % Change 

1975 715,447 
1976 746,510 +4.3% 
1977 820,030 +9,9% 
1978 855,726 +4.4% 
1979 833,000* -2.7% 
1980 851,163 +2.2% 
* Adjusted for estimatoo under-reporting by courts. 

The increase in traffic filings from 1979 to 1980 was 
primarily in minor tramc offenses. Major traffic offenses 
include those violations ~or which a court appearance is 
statutorily mandated, such as driving while intoxicated, 
reckless driving, driving while license ~uspended, etc. 
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THE COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

Table 94 
Filings: Major Traffic vs Minor Traffic 

1979 1980 % Change 
Major Traffic Cases Filed 83,650* 82,296 -1.6% 

Minor Traffic Cases Filed 751,350* 768,867 +2.3% 

* Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts. 

Decriminalization of minor traffic offenses was enacted 
in 1979. Implementing legislation passed in 1980. Begin
ning in 1981, minor traffic viclations will no longer be 
considered as 'criminal' offenses but 'infractions'. Wheth
er or not this will have an effect on driving behavior and/ 
or law enforcement policies cannot be determined at this 
time. The impact of traffic decriminalization is a subject 
that will require the collection of substantial data and a 
great deal of investigation during the coming year. 

Civil and Small Claims Filings 

There "ere 82,632 civil cases filed in 1980 along with 
30,422 smaIl cla.ims actions. These case volumes were far 
above trends established during the period 1971 through 
1978. The increases irifilings for both types of cases 
co~ncide with the 1979 increase in dvil and small claims 
jurisdictions. (~ce figure 35.) 

Table 95 
Civil & Small Oaims Cases Filed 

Year Civil Small Claims 
1975 48,070 20,779 
1976 46,750 -2.8% 20,911 +0.6% 
1977 50,681 +8.4% 21,074 +0.8% 
1978 52,948 +4.5% 21,456 +1.8% 
1979 69,115 +30.5% 25,339 +18.1% 
1980 82,632 +19.6% 30,422 +20.1% 

When civil jurisdiction for district courts was increased 
from $1,000 to $3,000, a diversion of civil casesi;rom 
superior courts to district .:ourts was expected. While-<:ivil 
fili~gs in the district courts have increased dramatically 
since then, there has not been a proportionate decrease 
in the number of tort, commercial and property rights 
cases filed in the superior courts. The civil jurisdiction of 
district coure is scheduled to be further increased to 
$5,000 in July, 1981. While civil filings in district courts 
can be expected to increase still further, the impact on ~he 
superior courts, if any, cannot be predicted, 
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Civil & Small Claims Cases Filed: 1975-1980 
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l( Table 96 . 
" Civil Fili~g$. Superioran,JI District Courts 

% Change 
SUJ:N!rior District 

! Veit Courts· Courts Total 
i 1975 28,119 48;070 7.i,189 
:;9197'6' 28,419 46,15075,169 -1.3%: 
I 1~77 30;919 50,681-81,§OO +8.6%; 

197&" 32,029 52)948 84.9'77' +4.1%: 
)~1979 36,421 ,69,115 105,536 +.24.2%! 
1980 3g~268 82,632 120,900 + 14.6%, 
'J'I~~ludes only' tort, conlJTIercial " ad p.t;opo~tyrf~hts : 

,:_.cas~~~ ~D" _ :''' .... _ . I> 6 
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COURT ACfIVITY 

For the purposes of this report, COURT ACTIVITY 
includes trials, disposition of cases, sentencing of criminal 
misdemeanantsand traffic offenders and the levying/col
lection of fees, fines and bail forfehures. While the courts 
and court personnel engage in far more activities than are 
referenced by these categories, statistics have been col
lected only in these areas. 

Trials 

Courts of limited jurisdiction held more trials in 1980 
than in any previous year. Of the l38,815 trials held, 
1,724 or 1.2% were before a jury. 

Although there were more jury trials reported in 1980 
than previously, the ratio between jury trials and cases 
filed remained the same as in 1979. The number uf non 
jury trials reported was considerably higher than in any 
previous year and much higher than would have been 
expected given the number of cases filed in 1980. 

(JTabJe97 
Trials vs <::uses FileJil 

"U I) 

Cases ' .. Ju~Trials ' . Non-JuryTrials 
Year F~ "Trials Ratio*' . 1rials Ratio·, 
1915 ' 889,288 1.223 1.38 .. 84,103 94.6" • 
1976 926,235 1,355:, 1.4689,087' 96.2 ' 

I 1977 I.OO9~159 1.657 1,64 102,397 -:lOhS) 
; 1978 i,0S5J12~ 1,555 ,,1047 10~~86n lOlA. ; 
i 1979 1,OS9i321*~ 1,636 1.54 105,000·* 99.1; 
. 1980· } ,115,970 , 1,724 . 1.54, 137,091 122.8 
.Trials per 1000 cases flIpd ' ' '.' ': 

\ **Adjusted for estimated under~re~rting by courts 

Disposin()n of Criminal Cases 

There was little change in the manner by which 
criminal misdemeanor C'cl.ses were disposed in 1980.com
pared to 1979, although a larger proportion of cases was 
dismissed (or prosecution was deferred) and fewer re
sulted in acquittal. The conviction rate increased by 1.6%. 

Table 98 
Disposition of Criminal Misdemeanors 

(1979 proportions are shown in parentheses) 
Manner of Disposition Disposed 1980* (1979) 
Change of Venue 305 0.3% 
Bail Forfeiture 29,188 33.1 % (33.3%) 
Dismissed or Prosecution 

Deferred 10,300 11.7% ( 9.5%) 
Acquitted 10,181 11.6% (15.4%) 
Convicted by Plea or Trial 38,184 43.3% (41.8%) 
Total Reported Disposed* 88,158 100.0% (100.0%) 
*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all misde-
meanors dispo~d by the courts of limited jurisdiction. Disposi
tion data was not reported by some courts. 

Disposition of Traffic Cases 

There appeared to be little change in the manner in 
which traffic cases were disposed during 1980 compared 
to 1979. Conviction rates were practically identical with 
those of 1979, except that fewer major ~raffic cases 
resulted in forfeiture of bail while a larger proportion of 
minor traffic cases were reported disposed by bail forfeit
ure. 

Table 99 
Disposition of Traffic Cases 

(1979 pJ:oportions are shown in parentheses) 
Manner of Disposition Major Traffic Minor Traffic 
Change of Venue 383 1,801 

0.9% 0.3% 
Bail Forfeiture 3,731 473,425 

8.6% (12.8%) 80.1% (78.8%) 
Dismissed or Prose-
cution Deferred 3,103 6,738 

7.2% ( 6.5%) 1.1% ( 1.3%) 
Acquitted 3,403 9,334 

7.9% ( 9.8%) 1.6% ( 1.9%) 
Convicted by Plea 

or Trial 32,517 99,654 
75.4% (70.9%) 16.9% (18.0%) 

Total Reported 
Disposed* 43,137 590,952 

100.0% 100.0% 
·The total reported disposed does NOT represent all traffic 
cases disposed by the cou'rts of limited jurisdiction. Disposition 
data was not reported by some courts. 
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THE COURTS OF LINHTED JURISDiCTION 

Disposition of Civil Cases 

Nearly two-thirds of all civil dispositions reported were 
default judgments while one-fourth were settlementr.. Be
cause there is no data on civil dispositions available prior 
to 1979, no conclusions can be drawn regarding trends. 
However, a comparison of 1980 with 1979 data indicates 
an effort to dispose of civil matters by some means other 
than by trial. 

Table 100 
,;Disposition of Civil Cases 

(1979 prC\\portions are shown in parentheses) 
Manner of DIsposition Disposed 1980 (1979), 
Dismissed 3,103 7.1% (11.3%) 
Default Judgment 28,061 64.2% (65.3%) 
Settlement 10,361 23.7% (14.2%) 
Tried ..b.172 5.0% (9.2%) 
Total Reported Disposed* 43,797 100.0% 
*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all civil cases 
disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction. Disposition data 
was not reported by some courts. Change of venue dispositions 
(100) not included 

Disposition of Small Claims Cases 

A much greater proportion of small claims cases were 
tried than civil cases, but the proportion of small claims 
cases tried in 1'980 was much less than in 1979. A larger 
proportion of small claims resulted in a default judgment 
in 1980 than in 1979. As with civil cases, an. absence of 
comparable data prior to 1979 precludes drawing any 
conclusions regarding trends in the disposition of small 
claims. 

Table 101 
Disposition of Small Claims 

(1919 proportions are shown in pare~theses) 
Manner of Disposition Disposed 1980 (1979) 
Dismissed 2,007 13.9% (16.0%) 
DefaultJudgment 4,485 31.0% (27.7%) 
Settlement 3,840 26.6% (27.9%) 
Tried 3,207 22.2% (28.4%) 
Transferred to Civil 918 6.3% (N /R) 
Total Reported r~isposed* 14,797 100.0% 
*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all small 
claims cases disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction; dis
position data was not reported by some courts. Change of venue 
dispositions (340) not included. 

Sentencing Guidelines 

As with the superior courts, a program was initiated 
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by the Washington State Magistrates Association in 1978 
to develop and adopt guidelines for the sentencing of 
selected traffic and misdemeanor offenses. Guidelines 
were voluntarily adopted by the judges of the district and 
municipal courts in 1979. Technical assistance has been 
provided by the' Office of the Administrator for the 
Courts to collect and compile statistical information on' 
the use of the guidelines. Because the use of the 
sentencing guidelines is optional, statistical data collected 
does not represent sentencing policies or patterns of all 
judges but only those who have participated in the 
program and have submitted worksheets. The following 
information is taken from the Report of the Sentencing 
Guidelines Committee, Washington State Magistrates 
Association and the Office of the Administrator for the 
Courts that will be published in January, 1981. 

The f.entencing guidelines for the courts of limited ju
risdiction provide recommended sentence ranges for se
lected offenses (DWI, Reckless Driving, Driving While 
License Suspended, Simple Assault, Third Degree Theft, 
Shoplifting and Unlawful Issuance of Bank Check), 
based on. I.:haracteristics of both the offense and the 
offender. The Report of the Sentencing Guidelines Com
mittee is based on statistics collected from 1,846 traffic 
offenders and 456 misdemeanor offenders who were sen
tenced during the period July, 1979 through July, 1980. 

Table 102 
Sentericing Guidelines Cases: July, 1979-July, 1980 

TRAFFIC 
Driving While Intoxicated 
Reckless Driving 
Driving While License Suspended 

TOTAL TRAFFIC 

MISDEMEANOR 
Simple Assault 
Theft, Third Degree 
Shoplifting 
Unlawful Issuance of Bank Check 

TOTAL MISDEMEANOR 

" 1,310 
121 
415 

1,846 

117 
158 
160 

--.ll 
456 

71.0% 
6.5% 

22.5% 
100.0% 

25,,1% 
34.6% 
35.1% 
4.6% 

100.0% 

Of those misdemeanor offenders for whom sentencing 
guiUelines worksheets were received, 68% of the sentences 
were within the guideline range and 18% exceeded or 
were more strict than called for in the guidelines. The 
highest concurrence with the guidelines occurred with of
fenders convicted of shoplifting while sentences given to 
offenders convicted of simple assault diverged from the 
guidelines in almost half the cases reported. 

-
Table 103 

Relation of Misdemeanor Sentences to Guidelines 
(Sentencings Reported: July, 1979-.luly, 1980) 

Below Within Abore 
Offense Guideline Guideline Guideline 
Simple Assault 34.2% 51.3% 14.5% 
Theft, Third Degree 9.5% 65.2% 25.3% 
Shoplifting 3.1% 84.4% 12.5% 
Unlawful Issuance 
of Bank Check 19.0% 66.7% 14.3% 

All Misdemeanors Reported 13.8% 68.4% 17.8% 
NOTE: This data does not represent all misdemeanants sen

tenced in the courts of limited jurisdicti-;n but only 
those for whom sentencing guidelines worksheets were 
submitted for the collection of statistical information. 
Because of the v01untary nature of guidelines u~e, this 
does not represent a random sample. 

Concurrence with the sentencing guidelines for offend
ers convicted of driving while intoxicated was compli
cated with the enactment and implementation of the one 
day mandatory jail sentence for conviction of DWI in 
January, 1980. Sentencing guidelines worksheets submit
ted after the implementation of the one day jail sentence 
reveal a much lower compliance with the guidelines in 
those instances where the guidelines indicate a sentence 
without jail. 

Table 104 
Relation of Traffic Offender Sentences to Guidelines 

(Sentencings Reportoo;: July, 1979-July, 1980) 

(,)ffense 
Within 

Guideline 
DWI (Prior to Jan. I, 1980) 
DWI (Jan. 1,1980, and after) 
Reckless DriHng 

Below 
Guideline 

14.9% 
17.6% 
13.2% 

59.5% 
33.9% 
70.2% 

Above 
Guideline 

25.6% 
48.5% 
16.5% 

Driving While License Sus-
pended 15.2% 61.9% 22.9% 
All Traffic Offenses Reported 15.7l(',i 53.0% 31.3% 
NOTE: This data does not represent all sentences for the indi-

cated traffic offenses but only those for whom sentenc
ing guidelines worksheets were submitted for the collec
tion of statistical information; because of the voluntary 
nature of guidelint;i; use, this data does not represent a 
random sample. 

Modifications to the sentencing guidelines will be maJe 
following analysil> and evaluation of the data that has 
been collected to date. 

-

Revenue Resulting from Court Activity 

A total of $38 million was received in the courts of 
limited jurisdiction during 1980 from fees, fir:es and bail 
forfeitures. This figure was 10.3% more than in 1979 an 
im:rease greater than deinonstrated by the casefoad~ of 
the district and municipal courts. 

. Receipts for civil and small claims filing fees almost 
?oubled from 1.979 to 1980 and reflected not only the 
mcrease case filIngs but also an incre!lse in filing fees for 
both civil ($6 to $12) and small claims ($1 to $5) during 
the year. Receipts from f,nes and bail forfeitures for 
traffic cases increased by 7.5%, even though the number 
of cases filed increased only 1.9% and the convic.:tion rate 
for traffic cases did not change. 

Table 105 
Receipts from Fees, Fines & Forfeitures 

Criminal Mis
demeanors 

Traffic Cases 
CAvil/Small Claims 

1979 1980 % Cbange 

$ 4,198,961 $ 5,102,585 
29,975,563 32,210,720 

+21.5% 
+7.5% 

Filings 433,559 855,254 +97.3% 
Totl/.l Receipts* $34,608,083 $38,168,559* + 10.3% 
*Does not include $5,080,076 reported received in 1980 for park
ing citations. (909,614 parking cibtions were reported as filed 
in the cO\lrts of limited jurisdiction during 1980.) 
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OUTLOOK 
The greatest changes anticipated by court;; of limited 

jurisdiction during 1981 are the decriminalization of traf
fic.offenses and the implementation of electronic record
ing of courtroom proceedings~ 

Decriminalization creates an entirely new type of case 
for the district and municipal courts-the TRAFFIC IN
FRACTION. Preliminary data indicates that (1), filings 
will increase, and, (2) revenue generated from penalties 
impcsed for traffic irJractions will also increase over cur
rent revenue levels for traffic bail forf~itures. Concurrent 
with the implementation of traffic infractions is the im
plementation of a new uniform penalty schedule. The new 
penalty schedule calls for monetary penalties that, in 
most cases, are higher than set by bail schedules in the 

. past. 

88 

Ori July 1, 1981, the civil jurisdiction of the district 
courts will be increased from $3,000 to $5,000. Based on 
the increase in civil caseloads coincident with the last 
increase in civil jurisd~ction, a further increase in civil 
case filings can be expected. 

The advent of electroil2c recording in most limited ju
risdiction courts will result in the near dimination of de 
novo appeals to superior courts. A few de novo appeals 
will still be received from .small municipal courts where 
pr~eedings are not recorded. Appeals of most cases 
hearob ~he courts of limited jurisdiction will be 'on the 
record' and a very substantial reduction in'~ases appealed 
is expected. The effect of this change will be most strongly 
felt in King County Superior Court in which almost two
thirds of the state's de novo appeals have been filed . 

-

Ii 
!l 
" 

:\ 

'I 
,j , 
1 

1 
i 
j 

\ 
I 
.j 
! 
'I 
11 
'I 
iI 

ii 
!\ 
Ij 
I, 
'1 Ii 
~ 
!l 
I 

I 
, , , 

11 

i 
I! 

! 
II 

i' 
t 

R 
! 
\ 
! 
j 
I 

! !, 
! 
1 
I 

I 
I 

t, 
I 
j 
I 

I 
I 
i· 
I' 
~ r 
f 

I 
! 
\' 
I 
\' 
i:, 

[ 
t' Ii , 
I, 
I 
! 
\; ,. , 
j' 
; I 

I: 
I' 1; 
j. 

1 I, 

ili 
i: 
j: 
! I 

I 
10 

i! 
I 

t 
L 
1, 

to' 
i,i 
i i 
! 

L 
t: 
t; 
n 
t! 
\; t, i 
f' .I ; 

!' ." 

1<" 

Ii 

.{ 

'/ 

Table 106 
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

CASELOAD HISTORY 
" 

District Courts 1916 1977 1978 1979 1980 
STATEjCOUN'fY MATTERS 

Cl'iminal Misdemeanor 42,776 43,073 44,280 47,523 55,276 
Major Traffic 377,344 412,.119 448,477 41,500* 38,346 
Minor Traffic 391,500* 387,706 
Civil .\ 46,750 50,681 51,023 67,106 79,429 i 

Small Claims 20,911 21,074 21,456 25,339 30,422 
Felony Preliminary 9,083 61731 71524 91!!76 101324 

TOTAL STATE/COUNTY MATTERS 496,864 533,978 572,760 582,844 601,503 

MUNICIPAL MATTERS 
Criminal Misdemeanor 30,176 24,191 26,031 23,230 28,472 
Major Traffic 16,650* 16,114 
Minor Traffic 1471035 1471177 1551407 154155Q* 1611808 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL MATTERS 177,211 171,368 181,438 194,430 206,394 

--
Total Di!ltrict Court Caseloads 674,075 705,346 754,198 777,274 807,897 

Municipal Courts 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 
MUNICIPAL MATTERS 

Criminal Misdemeanor 30,029 43,379 47,160 49,238 57,681 
Major Traffic 222,131 260,434 251,842 25,500* 27,836 
Minor Traffic 205,300* 219,353 
Civil 2WL .JWL 11925** 21009** 31203** 

TOTAL MUNICIPAL MA TIERS 252,160 303,813 300,927 282,047 308,073 

--
Total Municipal Court Caseloads 252,160 303,813 300,927 282,047 308,073 

All Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 
CRIMINAL MISDEMEANOR 

State/County 42,776 43,073 44,280 47,523 55,276 
Municipal 601205 671570 731191 721468 861153 

TOTAL CRIMINAL MISDEMEANOR 102,981 110,643 117,471 119,991 141,429 

TRAFFIC 
State/County 377,344 412,419 448,477 433,000* 426,052 
Municipal 369.166 4071611 4071249 4021000* 4251111 

TOTAL TRAFFIC 746.510 820,030 855,726 835,000 851,163 
CIVIL 46;750 50,681 52,948 69,115 82,632 
SMALL CLAIMS 20,911 21,074 21,456 25,339 30,422 
FELONY PRELIMINARY 9,083 6,731 7,524 9,876 10,324 

--
Total Caseloads 926,235 1,009,159 1,055,125 1,059,321 1,115,970 

* Adj~sted for estimated under-reporting by courts. 
**Seattle Municipal Court 
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COUNTY/COURT 

ADAMS COUNTY 
OTHELLO DIST.CT. 

OTHELLO 
RlTlVIl.LE OIST.CT. 

RITZVILLE 
TOTAL AOAH~ COUNTY 

ASOTIN COUI'llY 
ASOT IN 1)151 .CT. 
ASOTIN HUNI.CT. 
CLA~KSTON MUNI.CT. 

TOTAL ASOTIN COUtlfV 

BENTON COUNTY 
BEIlTON DIST.C'r. 11 

BENTON CITY 
RICHLAND 
W. RICHLAND 

BENTON OIST.CT •• 2 
KENNEIIICK 

P~CSSER MUNI. CT. 
TDrA:. BENTON CUUNTY 

CHELAN COUIlTY __ ,_
CHELAN OIST;U. 

WENATCHEE 
CHELAN PlUNI.CT. 
ENTIAT HUNI.CT. 
LEAVENWORTH HLtH.C T. 

l' OrAL CIIELAN COUNTY 

CLALLAM COUNTY 
CLALLAM DIST. CT. 

SEQUIH 
I'OAKS OIST.CT. 
FORKS HUNI.CT. 
POR T ANGELE S MUNI • CT. 

TUTAL CLALLAM C~UNIY 

CLARK COUIlTY 
CLARK) IST.CT. 

CAHi.S 
LA CENT~R 
VANCOUVER 
YACOLT 

TABLE 107 
II ASH I N G TON C 0 U R T S 0 F L I HIT E 0 

C4S ES F ILEO IN 1980 

______________ STATE/COUNTY HI. TTERS---.... ------

CRI H. MAJOII H INO~ SHALL 
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TOTAL CLARK COUNTY 

COLUMBIA COUNTY 
COLUMBIA 01ST .CT. 
DAYTON HUNI.CT. 

rDTAL COLUHBIA COUNTY 

CO.L1Tl COUNTY 
COWLITZ III ST.C T. 

KALAMA 
KELSO 
LONGVIEW 
WOODLAND 

CASTLE ROCK MUNI.C T. 
TOT AL cowl ITZ COUNTY 

) OUGLAS eoullTY 
DOUGLAS OIST.CT. 

WATERVILLE 
BRJOGPORT HUNI.\'.T. 
E. WENATCHEE HUNI.CT. 

TOTAL OIlJGLAS COUIlTY 

fERRY COUllTY 
FERI1Y OIST .CT • 
REPUBLIC PlUNI. CT. 

lillAl FERIIY COUIUY 

FR~hKlIN COUNIY 
FRANKL IN 01 S1.CT. 
CONNELL PlUNI.CT. 
KAHLOTUS HUNI. CT. 
HESSA HUNI.CT. 
PASCO HUN I.CT • 

TOTAL FRANKLIN COUNTY 
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TABLE 108 
W~,SHINGTCN CCURT1j OF LI!lITEO JURISillCTION 

BA IL FOI\FE ITUlE S, TRIALS AND R ECE I PTS 

COUNTy/CO,URT 

A DAMS COUNTY 
OTIELLO OIST • CT. 

OTHELLO 
RITZVIllE OIST .cr. 

RITlVll.LE 
TOTAL ADAMS CGUNIV 

ASOTIN CO~NTY 
ASOTIN 01 ST.C T. 
ASOTIN HUNI.CT. 
CURKSTON HUNI.eT. 

TOTAL ASOTIN COUNTV 

8ENTCIl COUNTY 

8 E: ~~; o~7--HT~ T. " 
RICHLAND 
W. RJCIUIlO 

BENTON OIST .CT. f2 
KENIlEWICK 

PROSS ER IlINI. CT • 
TOUL 8FNTON COUNTY 

CHEl.AN CCIUN 1Y 
CHELAN (lIST .CT. 

WENATCHEE 
CHELAN HUNI.CT. 
ENTI AT MUNI. CT. 
LEAVENWORTH HUNI.CT. 

T OrAL C~iELAN COUNTY 

_CLALLAI! COUNTV 
',' CLALLAM OIST .CT. 

SEQUIM 
FOIIKS OIST.CT. 
FORKS HUNI.CT. 
PORT ANGelES HUNI.CT. 

TOT AL CLALLAH COUNTY 

CLARK COUNTV 
CLARK II ST.C T. 

CAMAS 
LA CENIER 
VANCOUVER 
YACOLT 

BATTLE GROUND HUNi.CT. 
WASIiIUGAL HUNI.CT. 

IOTAL CLARK COUNrY 

COLUHBIA COUNTY 
COLUHBIA OIST .CT. 
OJ, YTON IIUNIo CT. 

TOTAL COLUHBI4 COUNTY 

CC~Llrz CDUHTY 
COWLITZ OIST.CT. 

KALAMA 
KELSO 
LIJNGVIEM 
.. OOOLANO 

CASTLEIIOCK 'HUNI.C T. 
TOT At COWLITZ COlli TV 

DOUGUS COUNTV 
DOUGLAS OIST.CT. 

WATERVILLE 
BIIIIlGPORT HUNI.CT. 
E. WENATCHEE .iUNI.CT. 

TOTAL OIlJGLAS COUNIY 

FERII V COUNTY 
FERIIV IlIST .CT • 
REPU8L1C PlUNI.CT. 

TOTAL FERIIY CJUNTY 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 
FIlANKUN 01 ST. CT. 
,r,O~N~ll HUNI.CT. 
t(AHLOIUS HUNI. CT. >- ~- ' 

"HESSA HUNI.CT. 
PASCO HUtll.CT. 

TOTAL FRANKLIN COUNTY 

GARFIELD COUNTY 
GARflELil OIST. CT. 
POHEROY MU'II.,C T. 

TOTAL GAilE I EL 0 tllJNT V 

GRANT COUNTY 
Gl\ANT ,0 I ST .cr • 

fPHRATA 
HI. TTAWA 
/lOSES LAKE 
SOAP LAKE 

BAIL FOIlFEITUlE S 
CRIH. TRAFFIC 

i~ 
27 
45 

1 
91 

71 
o 
9 

80 

141. 
f: 

47 
4 

9) 
237 

17 
543 

770 
152 

92 
o 
5 

1019 

133 
15 

129 
33 
74 

lB4 

2H 
118 

1 
92 
o 
3 

20 
471 

68 
15 
83 

497 
o 

85 
157 

3 
5 

7H 

140 
o 
o 

13 
153 

14 
3 

17 

1$2 
6 
o 
a 
0" 

258 

51 
o 

51 

366,,', 
60 

1 
63 
o 

1182 
340 

3391 
27 

4946 

403 
113 

78 
594 

19)9 
220 

2034 
ll1 

27510 
1410 

321 
8911 

5896 
850 

17 
2 

105 
6870 

3037 
350 
395 
157 

1458 
5391 

170"7 
249 

63 
2585 

17 
51 

378 
20390) 

119 
116 
195 

7633 
55 

1533 
2466 

III 
121 

11869 

1693 
2 

36 
382 

2113 

le5 
62 

Z47 

1808 
36 
o 
o 
o 

1844 

139 
40 

119 

5268 
95 
15 

44~ 
17 

•••• TIII.US ••• 
NON-

JUIIV JUIIY 

3 
14 

3 
o 

20 

1 
o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
2 
o 
2 
1 
o 
S 

110 
4 
o 
o 
4 

22 

5 
9 
o 
o 
o 

14 

46 
o 
1 
4 
o 
o 
o 

51 

o 
o 
o 

18 
o 
o 
9 
0) 
1 

28 

5 
o 
o 
6 

11 

15 
1 

16 

1 
a 
o 
o 
~ 
1 

o 
o 
o 

o 
7 
o 
1 
o 

101 
120 

52 
1 

2H 

85 
o 

ZO 
_105 

860 
"2 

1377 
196 

1365 
1613 

15 
51068 

628 
183 
103 

9 
21 

944 

322 
25 

389 
362 
liZ 

1210 

o 
o 
o 

9(,9 
b 

523 
a90 

39 
79 

2506 

161 
o 
o 

37 
198 

3l 
18 
50 

B99 
1 
o 
o 
o 

900 

03 
o 

63 

3680 
17 
o 

111 
o 

-----------------REC~iPTS---------------
CIVIL & 

CRIMINAL IRAFFIC SH.CLAIHS TOTAt. 

S3,511 
3.595 
4,265 

15 
$110446 

S9,610 
lJ~ 

2,369 
$12,079 

531,976 
1.015 

25,629 
1,186 

36,107 
86,796 
9,639 

Si93,148 

S80,509 
19,254 
19,945 

50 
614 

Sl20,H2 

131,:339 
4,760 

27.864 
21,346 
26,416 

S111,185 

Sl05,1S8 
10,639 

o 
38,062 

J 
3,256 
4,372 

5161,487 

sa,161 
1,970 

$10,331 

SO 
620 

8,001 
o 

1,624 
3, sa3 

$14,12& 

$13,Hl 
190 

1.O~7 
4,717 

519,305 

,510,881 
5,31~ 

S16,200 

S570 
528 

o 
o 
D 

Sl.098 

S 301>56 
o 

Sl,656 

S41,716 
3o~18 

54 
14,7:!3 

849 

Si06.960 
35,533 

lD9,835 
1,730 

S25",058 

S28,/l1,0 
'8.~,,;O 

I q~'700 
~H',7b!1 

Sl19,413 
1,612 

162,20l 
35,903 

290.928 
192,558 
34,061 

$902,677 

U43,398 
47,843 
"6,H9 

435 
1,304 

S439,399 

S24 4,657 
310939 
5'1,232 
44,730 

109,on 
H89,635 

Si,388,604 
29,21" 

6,616 
176,292 

1,241 
14tl85 
38,856 

51 ,655,010 

Sl4,132 
9,539 

523,611 

$529,411 
5,821 

125.936 
284,489 

8,562 
17,921 

S972.206 

Sl23,038 
70 

3,528 
47,689 

$174,325 

$11,400 
8,667 

~40, 067 

Sl52,825 
1>,4)1 

o 
65· 

128,8ll 
S288,123 

59,673 
3.679 

S13,352 

1354,216 
17,632 

802 
61,651 

2,071 

Sl,463 
o 

50S 
o 

SI,971 

$1,248 

" o 
st,248 

$ t;'60·~ 
0-· 
o 
o 

23,903 
o 
o 

533,~07 

$10,401 
o 
o 
o 
o 

S10,401 

S6,048 
o 
o 
o 
o 

$6,048 

530,766 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

no,766 

1532 
o 

1532 

S11,ns 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Ul,378 

1919 
o 

S919 

U30968 
o 
Q 

o 
o 

Si3 ,~6R 

un 
o 

un 

$9.279 
o 
o 
) 
0, 

1111,934 
39,128 

114,608 
1,805 

5267,475 

139,668 
8,350 

13,069 
561,081 

$220,993 
6,621 

181,831 
37,689 

350,938 
219,354 

43,900 
$1,129,332 

"H,308 
67,097 
66,364 

485 
1,918 

5570,172 

5282,044 
36,699 
87,096 
72,082 

135,547 
S613.468 

51,524,528 
39,S5S 
6,616 

214,354 
1,241 

17.Hl 
43,228 

Sl,847,263 

$23,025 
II ,509 

134,534 

S5Io0,849 
6.441 

133,931 
l84,"S9 

10,186 
21,810 

1997.712 

$141,303 
260 

4.5S5 
52,466 

1198,554 

Sltl,200 
13,986 

551,186 

$167.363 
6,929 

o 
65 

128,832 
n03,189 

S 13,500 
3,679 

U7.'HI! 

."11, 0!31 
21,050 

856 
76,384 
2,no 

91 



92 

T ABlE (in - PAGE 2 
IlASHIHGTllN COURTS OF LII4ITEO 

CASES F[LED IN 1980 

---------------SfA TEJCCUNTY HA HERS----------
CR [fl. HAJOR MINOR SHALL 

COOOTYItOUR T ~ISO. TRAF. TRQ,F,,-c"'>~ELON.,. CIVIL ClAIMS roT"L 
\ 

CllJLEE CITY HUNI.cr. 
ELECTRIC CHY ttlNI.CT. 
GEORGE MOOI.C'T. 
GRANO COULEE HUNI.CT. 
QUIr;ty HUNI.CT. 
WARDEN HUN I.C T. 

TOTAL GRANT COUNTY 

GKAYS HARaOR COlJNT 
GRAYS HAR80R OIST .CT.1 

HONTE SA NO 
GRAYS· HARBOR III S1.C T. 2 
ABERDEEN HUN I. CT. 
COSHOPOLI S ~UNI.C T. 
E~HA ~UN I .CT • 
HOQUIAH HUNI .tT • 
"t CLEARY IIUNI.CT. 
OAKVillE HurH .CT. 

" OCEAN' SHORES ~UNI. CT. 
WESTPORT KlI'Il.CT. 

TOTAL GRAYS H4ReOR to. 

ISLAND tOUNn 
ISLAND 0 1ST .C T • 
COUPEVILLE "IINI.tT. 
LANGLEY ~UNI. CT. 
OAK HARBOR :~\JNI.tT. 

TOTAL I SL AND COUNTY 

JEffERSON COll'l TV 
JEffERSON DIST .CT. 
W. JEFFERSON OISi.CT. 
QUILCENE DIST.cr. 
PORT TOkNSeND ~UNI.CT. 

TOTAL JEFFERSON COUNTY 

KING COUNTY 
AIRPORT OIST.CT. 

IJJRHAUOY 
AUKEEN OIST.CT. 

AUBURN 
KENT 

BELLEVUE 01 ST.tT. 
BELLE'/UE 
CLYtlE HILL 
Hl1ns POINT 
/lEO INA 
YARROk POI NT 

FEDERAL WAY 01 ST.CT. 
ISSAQUAH olST .CT. 

ISSAQUAH 
NOIITH BEND 
S NOQJALHI£: 

HERtER I SlA'lO OI,~T.CT. 
HERCEI! ISLANU 

NORTHEAST 01 ST .CT. 
80THEl 
CARNAT ION 
1t1RKLANO 
REoHOND 
SKl'tlOM!Sti 

RENTON UI ST. CT. 
ROX8UR ~ 01 ST.C T. 
SEATTLE OIST .CT. 
SHORELINE ;)IST.CT. 
VASItlN ISLA:lO OIST.CT. 
AlGONA HUNI. C1'. 
BLACK llAHGrm HUNI.CT. 
DES HOINES ~UN I. Cf • , 
EN~HClA"HUNI.CT. 
PAC[FIC HUN! .CT. 
RENTON HUNI.CT. 
SEATTLE HUNI.CT. 
TUKW IlA lIutj[ .CT. 

TOTAL K[NG COUNTY 

K [TSAP COUNTY 
KITSAP OIST .CT. H 

POR T ORCHARD 
I([TSAP O[ST .CT. 112 
8REMER TON HON[.C T. 
N [NSLO. HUN[. CT. 

TOTAL KITSAP COU~lY 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1624 

658 
o 

1181 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1839 

1106 
o 
o 
o 

1106 

305 
111 
Zl 
o 

439 

1103 
o 

2002 
o 
o 

311 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1687 
1017 

o 
o 
o 

28 
o 

1500 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

955 
845 

LJ34 
12H 

91 
o 
o 
o 
o 
11 
o 
o 
o 

11807 

324 
o 

8S6 
(J 

0·,,· 
1210 

KI~~mSK~~~~~S O[ST.CT. 268 f 
LOWER ItITTlTAS O[ ST.Ct., 540,J' 

ELLENSBURG "",0' 

KITTITAS 0 
CLE ELUH,lIlI'I[.CT. 0 
RCSLYN IIUNI.CT. 0 
s. CLE flUH MUNt.CT. 0 

TOr AL K ITT HAS COLt/TV 808 

o 
o 
o 
~ 
o 
o 

813 

391 
o 

357 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
0' 
o 

148 

138 
o 
o 
o 

138 

837 
o 

934 
o 
o 

903 
o 
o 
(1 

o 
;) 

1042 
1127 

o 
o 
\) 

397 
o 

981 
o 
o 
o 
o 
-J 

683 
2162 
1925 
un 

7~1 
i) 
o 
o 
il 
o 
o 
o 

12244 

473 
o 

858 
o 
a 

\)31 

201 
369 

o 
o 
u 
~ 
o 

576 

o 
o 
o ....:...:u-
o 
o 

9637 

3396 
o 

3344 

" " o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

6HO 

3453 
o 
o 
o 

3453 

1364 
33 
o 
o 

1391 

6719 
o 

9611 
o 
o 

2896 
o 
~ 
o 
o 

" 20912 
14'1(0 

o 
o 
o 

1655 
a 

10583 
o 
a 
o 
o 
o 

U079 
5826 
838A 
a617 
215 

o 
!J 
a 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

101401 

3973 
o 

7007 
o 
o 

10980 

5315 
6102 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

11511 

g" 
o 
o 
o 
o 

88 

237 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

231 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

7 
o 
o 
o 
J:' 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
() 

o 
\) 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 

6562 
o 
o 
o 
o 
" o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

6566 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
~ 
o 
11 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

76" 
319 

o 
773 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1152 

172 
o 
o 
o 

112 

107 
o 
a 
o 

107 

958 
o 

2837 
o 
o 

2075 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1365 
526 

o 
o 
6 

277 
o 

27Z2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1738 
688 

16846 
1006 

67 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

31105 

7B 
581 

a 
o 
o 
o 
o 

659 

• IN: LUDES 32)] CIViL CASES FILED IN SEATTLE HUN ICIPAl COURT. 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

452 

2"5 
o 

302 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

547 

111 
o 
o 
o 

L11 

78 
o 
o 
o 

78 

401 
o 

935 
o 
o 

673 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

365 
144 

o 
o 
o 

76 
o 

697 
o 
;) 

o 
o 
o 

570 
294 

3"4" 
34:> 

91 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

8036 

166 
o 

183 
o 
o 

349 

'r6 
127 

o 
o 
o 
il 
o 

173 

o 
o 
o 
\) 

o 
o 

13378 

5306 
o 

5957 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

11263 

5256 
'0 
o 
o 

5256 

1999 
14't 
23 
o 

2166 

10018 
o 

16319 
o 
o 

baS8 
o 
a 
o 
o 
o 

25371 
17714 

o 
o 
o 

2433 
o 

16483 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

15029 
9815 

38199 
12386 

534 
o 
o 
o 
o 

'·0 
o 
o 
o 

171159 

5328 
o 

9528 
o 
o 

14856 

5'108 
7819 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

13727 

J URI S 0 ['C T ION 

-------"UN IC IPAl 11ll TTER5------
CR[ H. MAJOR M [NOR 
H[ SO. TRAF. TRAF. TOTAL 

" 7 
o 
B 

281 
29 

1042 

o 
74 
o 

2373 
14 

120 
333 

67 
28 
51 
91 

3151 

0) 

3 
23 
66 
92 

o 
o 
o 

149 
149 

o 
7 
o 
7 

510 
35 

713 

o 
78 
o 

376 
35 

112 
514 

42 
29 
o 

74 
1260 

o 
16 
25 

153 ' 
194 

o 
o 
o 

113 
113 

o 0 
22 62 
o 0 

91 163 
1!l79 922 

o 0 
1284 1825 

10 105 
8 12 

28 62 
I 9 
o 0 
u 0 

lIt7 '12 
29 30 
25 37 
o 0 

Jl" 299 
o 0 

210 192 
35 18 

282 257 
426 391 

9 7 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 
o 0 

31 31 
35 15 

275 202 
158 177 

17 52 
1796 720 

31159 H107 
1224, 230 

38705'\,,20017 

o 
2"9 ., 

2139 
29 

2411 

o 
o 

357 
18 
70 

9 
1 

451 

o 
144 

o 
652 

32 
828 

o 
o 

L52 
o 

26 
12 

o 
190 

o 
92 

o 
192 
376 
224 

2658 

° 308 
o 

3699 
307 
ioU 

Ion 
256 
2'>4 
"12 
19" 

6940 

o 
67 

164 
1115 
1946 

o 
o 
o 

479 
'.'4 

o 
607 

o 
8156 
7008 

o 
9397 
267 

29 
129 
114 

o 
o 

1080 
131 
735 

o 
L~8" 

o 
1635 
1." 

9U6 
3223 

52 
o 
a 
o 
o 
o 

5il5 
913 

16"" 
404 
78B 

7592 
10812~ 

3496 
161653 

o 
657 

o 
M91 
606 

776:) 

o 
o 

1320 
96 
69 
79 

o 
1564 

o 
106 

o 
207 
711 
288 

~413 

o 
460 

o 
6Hr:' 

356 
673 

1928 
365 
]01 
463 
357 

11351 

o 
a6 

212 
1934 
2Z32 

o 
o 
o 

HI 
741 

'0 
691 

'D 
8UO 
900'~ 

\1 
1250\\ 

3si' 
4'1 

219 
124 

o 
I) 

1319 
190 
7117 

o 
2?,07 

o 
2037 

191 ' 
10375 

4040 
68 
o 
o 
o 
o 

56~ 
102.~ 
2121 

739 
8Sr 

1010,' 
15629'~' 

4950 
229518' 

o 
1050 

11 
9288, 

667 
11005 

o 
o 

lB29 
114 
165 
100 

3 
2211 

Tn,UL 
ALL 

HATTERS 

o 
106 

n 
207 
711 
288 

~7791 

5306 
460 

5957 
6448 

356 
613 

1928 
365 
301 
463 
357 

22614 

5256 
86 

212 
1934 
74eB 

1999 
144 

23 
74~ 

2907 

10018 
691 

16319 
8410 
9009 
6B58 

12506 
382 
49 

219 
124 

~m! "-
131'1 

190 
797 

21..33 
2207 

16483 
2037 

197 
10375 

"OitO 
68 

1502"' 
981~ 

38199 
12386 

~3" 
567 

1023 
2121 
739 
a57 

10108 
156299-

4950 
"00737" 

5328 
1050 
9528 
9288 

667 
25861 

5908 
1819 
1829 
114 
165 
100 

3 
U938 

d 
'I 
il 

I 
! 

s 

TABlE 108 - PAGE 2 
WA,SHINGlCN CCURTS OF LIItITEO JURISDICTION 

COUNTY/COURT 

toul EE CITY Hurn.c T • 
ElECTIU C C[TY ttlN[ .CT. 
GEORGE HUN[.C T. 
GRAND COULEE HUNI.CT. 
QUINCY HUNI.CT. 
WAROEN Hill I.C T. 

Tor AL GRANT COUNtY 

GRA YS HARBOR CoUNT 
GRAYS HARSOR 0 [ST. CT. 1 

HDNTESANO 
GRAYS HAR80R Dr ST. C T. 2 
ABERDEEN HUN[.cr. 
tOSHOPOL[ S HUi'I[.C T. 
ELHA HUN I.CT. 
HOQUIAM HUN[. CT. 
HC CLEARY HUNI.CT. 
OAl\VltLE NUi'I [.CT. 
OCEAi'I SHORES IIUN[. CT. 
WESTPORT MUNI.CT. 

Tor AL GRAYS HARSOR COUrHY 

I SLAND COUNTY 
[SLANO O[ST .t1. 
COUPEVILLE HUN[.CT. 
LANGLEY HUN[ .CT. 
OAK HAR80R HUN I. CJ • 

TOTAL I SLAND COUNTY 

JEFFERSON COUN TY 
JF.FFERSON DIST .CT. 
W. JEFFERSON D[ST.CT. 
QUILCENE 01ST .cr. 
PORT TO~NSENO ttlNI.cr. 

TOTAL JEFFER SiJN COUNTY 

KING COJNTY 
AIRPORT O[ST.CT. 

NORMANDY 
AUI(EEN O[ST .CT. 

.A UB URN 
KENT 

BEllEVUE D[ST .CT. 
BELLEVUE 
CLYDE Hill 
HUNTS POINT 
MEo[NA 
YARROW POINT 

FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT. 
ISSAQUAH DIST .CT. 

ISSAQUAH 
NORTH 8END 
SNOQUALMIE 

MERCER [SLANO D[ST .CT. 
"~RCER !SUNO 

NDRTHEASV DIST .cr. 
BDTHEl 
CARNATION 
K[MLANO 
REDMOND 
SkYKOMISH 

RENTON DIST .CT. 
ROX8URY O[ ST.CT. 
SEATTLE OIST .CT. 
SHORELINE D[ ST. cr. 
VASHON [SLANO O[ST.CT. 
AlGONA ~UNI.CT. 
BUCK DUNOND MUNI.n. 
DES HaiNES HUN[.C'. 
ENUMCLAW HUNI.CT. 
PAC[FIC HUN[.CT." 
RENTON HUN [.CT. 
SEATTLE HUN[. CT. 
TUI\WILA HUN[.C T. 

TorAL K[NG COUNTY 

_ . ..J'!:;"SAP COUNTY 
. :.: /' K'/TSAP DIST.C T. n 

PORf ORCHARD 
KITSAP 01 ST.C T •• 2 
BREMERTON HUN[.cr. 
WiNSlOH HUN[.C T. 

TGTAL K ITSAP COUNTY 

K[ TTITAS COUNTY 
UPPER KITTITAS OIST.CT. 
LClIEII KlTrlf AS OIST .CT. 

ELLENSBURG 
KITTITAS 

CLE ElUM HUN[ .CT. 
ROSLYN HUIII.CT. 
S. eLE, ElUH MUNI.CT. 

TOTAL KI'rTl lAS CCUNTY 

SA [L FORFElTlRES, TRIALS ANO RECE[PTS 

BAIL FORFEITURES 
CRIM. TRAFF[C 

o 
1 
o 
2 

60 
4 

557 

253 
10 

995 
614 

1 
24 
o 
1 
(, 

111 
26 

19H 

3'/7 
3 

H 
"0 

"54 

93 
78 
21 
24 

216 

46 
o 

161 
6 

20 
5 
5 
I 
o 
1 
o 

292 
138 

6 
1 
a 
3 

80 
491 

6. 
1 

" 9 
o 

61 
18 

114 
103 

17 
o 
o 

12 
26 

2 
~98 

6762 
516 

9314 

B 
o 

71 
5 
o 

8" 

125 
193 
60 
10 
20 

3 
2 

"21 

o 
47 
o 

92 
147 
109 

6231 

3045 
1(,7 
3H~ 
2000 

80 
239 

o 
136 
116 

36 
94 

9356 

2886 
65 
84 

1512 
4547 

893 
4+ 
o 

170 
1107 

4693 
355 

5741 
5960 
48e3 
2333 
4929 

!f8 
23 

101 
78 

15506 
11541 

792 
74 

622 
1~52 
1085 
an8 
947 

85 
7582 
1949 

55 
7154 
"209 
45~2 
!.Illt7 

105 
3e~ 
662 

1065 
363 
650 

"958 
8un 

1127 
1'14421 

2132 
288 

5151 
3606 
325 

11502 

4468 
6626 

673 
32 
36 
~5 
o 

I1S80 

•••• TRIALS ••• 
I<ON-

JURY JUR Y 

o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 

14 

21 
o 
9 
o 
3 
o 
a 
o 
o 
o 

39 
12 

26 
o 
o 
3 

29 

5 
8 
o 
A 

14 

15 
o 

25 
2 
1 

14 
15 
o 
o 
1 
o 
7 

24 
4 
o 
1 
2 
6 

19 
3 
1 
7 

11 
o 

1l 
27 
51 
31 
l 
o 
3 
o 
I 
o 
a 

198 
7 

5J2 

.l7 
5 

59' 
1 
o 

82 

3 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
8 

o 
3 
o 

14 
415 

o 
4320 

349 
101 

610 
137'1 

20 
114 

o 
16 
22 
o , 

2557 

468 
1 

17 
50 

536 

297 
10 

1 
371 
679 

1669 
88 

2296 
28 .. 
916 

1615 
1419 

28 
3 

26 
7 

2629 
1163 

221 
40 
52 

409 
H6 

2J07 
279 

51 
674 
846 

12 
2517 
1"97 
1,622 
2166 

103 
23 
58 

337 
116 
6~ 

1363 
14602 

591 
,,6191 

605 
184 
172 

1077 
48 

2686 

158 
688 
259 

6 
28 
11 

1 
1151 

---------------RECE I PTS-----------------
CIVIL & 

CR[HINAl TRAFFIC SM.CLA[MS TCTAl 

50 
280 

o 
90 

12,736 
516 

580,412 

141,877 
3,877 

66,648 
101,403 

544 
8,381 

110 ,886 
2,605 
1,HO 
2,002 

0\09 
125~,052 

$26,269 
73 

564 
1,B12 

528,718 

$(0,691 
4,271 

910 
6,697 

$22,569 

530,958 
1,012 

16,239 
6,417 

5",901 
11,406 
84,014 

586 
101 
756 

o 
63,IS2 
l7.483 

o 
o 
o 

399 
1,513 

43,5",8 
6,10" 
1,073 

12.,260 
20,300 

85 
16,012 

~~:m 
52,400 

1,955 
41', 

1,260 
910 

7,956 
360 

laB,471 
740.361 
,79,'03 

H547,"U 

"3,:,74 
~,302 

I 10 504 
61.1>03 

o 
$142,283 

113.811 
17,787 
12,735 

1,094 
2,395 

208 
20 

$48,050 

$D 
2,261 

o 
5,585 

31,491 
4,593 

$480,302 

$248,883 
19,914 

199,;41 
121),81>6 

8,069 
33, ~Z3 

1)1,,639 
10,690 
13,403 
20,214 

6,061 
$816,70" ' 

i222,977 
3,612 
8,390 

84,865 
5319,844 

H7,lH 
2,632 

D 
40,331 

$120,090 

$21>2,538 
24,831 

H9,037 
97, B45 

240,5G5 
Z26,010 
369,904 
15,671 

1,827 
7,934 
4.Se3 

839,877 
652,622 
28.562 

1,882 
5,832 

99,743 
65,962 

473.984 
58,2U 
5,"3~ 

189,236 
145,174 

2,5.03 
350,018 
297,338 
311,365 
34'1,112 

9,119 
22,182 
39,B49 

111,173 
24,571 
~ 9, 579 

356,054 
3,5];> ./b 

.19,288 
! }>702,465 

$200,965 
3",146 

325,493 
274,076 

]3,619 
5868,319 

1260,H2 
281,370 

66,166 
8,975 
1,071 
4,387 

o 
162B,411 

10 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

59,l79 

S5,10" 
o 

8~8( , 

o 
0' 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

$13,945 

52,106 
o 
o 
o 

12,106 

$I ,217 
o 
o 
o 

$1,211 

511 .240 
o 

29,509 
o 
o 

22,868 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

H,656 
5,792 

o 
o 
o 

3,093 
o 

29,4Q4 
o 
o 
o 
o 
oJ 

19,814 
8,056 

133,731 
1!,314 

1,036 
r> 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

l5,542 
o 

1311,145 

14,833 
o 

6,5B9 
o 
o 

111,t,22 

1916 
5,765 

o 
o 
u 
o 
o 

56,681 

SO 
2,541 

o 
5,675 

~",227 
5,109 

1569,993 

1295,R64 
23,191 

275,0)0 
228,269 

8,613 
42,00" 

1,49,525 
U,295 
14,823 
22,216 

7,270 
$l,~ao, 700 

1251,352 
3.685 
8,954 

86,677 
n50,6~8 

189,0'35 
6,903 

910 
~tl ,028 

ll'tl,876 

5304,136 
25,843 

444,785 
104,262 
295,412 
260.284 
"53,918 

16,257 
1,928 
8,690 
4,883 

917,685 
685,897 

28,562 
1,882 
5,832 

103,235 
73,"75 

547,076 
64,3U 

6,511 
201,"96 
165,474 

2,588 
385,844 
325,623 
519,174 
,HZ,82b 

12,no 
22,596 
41,109 

112,083 
)2,527 
t9,939 

464,5Z5 
4,288,679 

198,991 
sit, 56L, 08i· 

$219,672 
39,448 

393,586 
335,679 
33,639 

11,022,024 

$275,169 
304,922 

7a .901 
10,069 
9,466 
4,595 

20 
$683,142 

93 
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ISDICTION IIASHINGTCN C 0 U R 1 S 011' L I " I T E 0 J U R' ! SOl C T 10 N WAS H Idl G T C N C 0 U R T S o F L I /I I T E 0 J U R 

CA SES FILEO IN 1980 BAIL fORFElTIIUS, TRIALS AiD REeEI~TS 

--~--.• ------------ STA TE/CWHTY HA TT EilS ------------- -------IIV'f IC IPAL IIA TTERS··----- TOUL , •••• TRIAlS ••• ------------------R ECE I PT S-----------------
CRiM. HAJOR HINOR SHALL CRIM. ~AJOR HINOR ALL I BAIL FORfE lTURE S NUN- CIVIL' COUNfY/COURT HISD. HAf. TKAF. FELONY CIVIL CLAIMS TOTAL /II SO. TRAF. TR~F. TOTAL HATTERS I. e DUNH Icall,RT CRIH. TRAFFiC JURY J~RV CRIHINAL TRAFFIC SH.CUIHS TOTAL 

KLICKITAT COUNH I 
f KL ItK IT AT COUNTY EAST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 261> .' 115 21~8 0 . 3(l 156 217S 0 0 (l 0 217S ~). EAST KLICKITAT OIST.CT. 55 1545 3 t(l7 n~,191 587,')36 $832 SlD2,9;:'9 

IIEST KLICKITAT III ST.C To 230 8' 1029 0 39' HI I7U 0 (l 0 0 1742 IIEST KLICKITAT 01 ST.CT. 52 553 0 lOS 9,781 ~8,l!69 1,112 59,162 
BINGEN 0 u" c 0 0 0 0 30 31 ISt.i 217 211 

I 
BINGEN 1 5( 3 23 ·984 11,897 0 12,881 

WiITE SAlIION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ItT 19 267 333 333 !til Tf SALHON 1 60 3 31 2,429 11,530 0 13,959 
GOLDENDALE'IUIH.CT. 0 II 0 0 0 0 0 6~ 31 116 211 2H GOLOINOAl.E lIUNI.C T. 11 50 0 39 2,559 10,338 0 12,897 

TOTAL KLICKIT AT COUNTY 516 258 3177 0 69 ~97 4517 IH 81 539 761 5278 TOTAL KLICKITAT COUNTY 120 2259 9 405 529,944 n.69,970 Sl,'1H 1201,a5S 

L EIlI~ COUNTY LEWIS COUNTY LEWIS D1ST.CT. 993 829' ~306 56 ~07 370 12061 0 ,) 0 0 120b! 
,. 

LEW IS D1ST .CT. 207 161~ 36 604 HI,842 5238,199 160177 1256,218 , 
KORTON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39. 22 90 151 i.51 

I 
HORTON 3 47 I 12 942 3,~68 0 1t,ltl0 

NAPAYJNE 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 5 15 24 It4 4,. NAPAVINE I 1 0 ::s 87 452 0 539 
PE ELL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 15 22 69 69 PE ELL 2 5 0 1 85 243 0 328 
TOLEDC 0 0 0 0 0 '0 0 32 30 H 76 16 TOLEOO 2 6 1 10 90 ~"9 0 539 

CENTRALIA HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 Ii 0 0 1t21 255 22 lit 2950 2950 CENTRAL IA HUN I.CT. UI 1668 0 159 24,090 119, ItlO 0 "'3,500 CHEHALIS KUNI.CT. 0 a a 0 0 0 0 213 89 693 995 995 CHEIIALI S HUNI.CT. 35 41t9 0 57 1],30,. 33,682 0 1t6,986 
VADER IIUNI.C T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 5 '10 111 III VAOER MUNI.~ T. 3 67 0 23 605 3,242 0 3,1147 
W INLOtK HUNI.C T. 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 38 19 8~ HI 141 / 

WINLOCK HUN I.CT • 6 50 0 78 2,HO 6,456 0 8,196 ! TOTAL LEWIS COUNTY 993 829 9306 56 56. 370 12061 79b 4S0 3291 4537 16598 TOTAL LEWIS CUUNTY 4lU 9913 38 1553 153.385 Slt05,601 U,l17 n65,163 

L INt;OLN COUNTY LINCOLN' C':,.l,ur lIh(.OLN OIST.CT. \73 121 1769 0 30 42 2135 0 0 0 0 ~135 LINCOLN OIST. CT. 16 1552 4 294 SlO,298 199,131 $856 1110,285 
ALMIRA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2 ALMIRA l 0 0 2 185 0 0 185 
CRESTON 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 21 27 C;RESTON 0 21 0 0 0 753 0 153 
DAVENPORf 0 Il 0 0 0 0 3 21 20 75 116 116 DAVENPORT 9 59 0 33 H9 5,102 0 6,451 
HARRINGJON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 1" lit HARRINGTON 0 1+ 0 0 0 571 0 577 
ODESSA Il 0 0 D 0 0 0 3 S 1'1 27 27 OOESS A I 16 1 2 25 1,590 0 1,615 
REARDAN 0 a a 0 0 0 0 !6 30 256 '102 302 REAROAN 5 171 3 22 270 10,256 0 10,526 
SPRAGUE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 9 9 SPRAGUE 2 ~ 0 1 69 212 0 '281 
WILBUR 0 0 0 0 0 0 !) 5 5 9 19 19 wiLBUR 0 10 0 5 lOS 1,021 0 1,132 

TOTAL LI NtOLN COUtlrv 113 121 1769 0 30 ~2 2135 55 62 ,399 516 2651 TOTAL 1I NCC1LN COUNTY 'I" 181t7 8 359 111,701 $119,248 1856 1131,805 

MASON COUNTY HAS CN COUNTY MAS 011 OIST .CT. 722 3$3 27Z0 0 250 161 4206 0 a 0 0 4206 HASON 01 Sf. CT. 2~8 2200 9 583 S39,~0~ l238,531 53,074 $281,009 
SHEL TON HUNI. C T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 230 222 1133 1585 1585 SHELTON MUNI. CT. 5" 73S 1 228 9,459 79,488 0 e8,947 

T OUL HASON eJUNTY 722 J~3 2120 0 250 161 ItE06 ZlO 222 1133 1585 5791 TOTAL HAS ON COUtlTY lZZ 2935 10 811 S48,863 $318,019. n,on $31>9,956 

~ OKAhDGAN COUNTY I, 
OKANOGAN COUNTY OKANUGAN 01 ST .CT. 680 3H 3827 0 297 304 5"82 0 0 0 ~ 5482 

I 
OKANOGAN OIST .CT. "61 Z8~8 14 !>52 Sl5,031 Sl06,3"5 $3,108 1125,084 

8RE.STER HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 101 "4 104 2~'1 249 8RE WSTER HUNI. CT. 115 139 0 135 1,280 2,505 0 .3,785 
COULEE DAII HUNI.e T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 59 428 552 552 COULEE D~H HUHI.r. T. 12 155 0 0 l,836 24,350 0 26,186 
ELMER CITY lIUNI.CT. 0 0 c .0 0 0 0 0 0 17 17 17 ELHER C lTV HUNI.CT. 0 19 0 0 0 ioN 0 670 
NESPELEH HUNI.CT ~ 0" a 0 0 0 0 0 I 21 21 49 49 NESPELEH MUNI.CT. 0 6 0 0 0 346 0 H6 
OKANOGAN HUNl. C1. 0 U 0 0 0 O' 0 77 102 166 345 345 I UKANUGAN HU'H .CT. 3 67 11 "8 1,115 18,288 0 19,"03 
OHAK IllN I.CT • 0 ", 0 0 0 0 0 249 70 ll9 "48 ,."8 GI'AK HUNI.CT. 5~ 75 0 256 6,651 16,488 0 23,U~ 
OROYI LLE. HUIlI.CT. 0 0\ 0 0 0 0 0 328 204 361 893 893 OROVfLLE HUNI.C T. 63 187 0 105 16,006 51,262 0 67,268 
.. ATEROS HUNI.CT. 0 0' 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 H "8 "8 

I 
PAT EROS HUN 1.1: T. 0 28 0 20 260 2,113 0 2,373 

TONASKET lll'lI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 6 12 66 8ft 8ft TONASKET HUNI.CT. 1 ... + 0 0 610 5,102 0 5,712 
Till SP H~NI.CT. Ii 0 0' 0 0 0 0 ~ 2 137 1 .. 4 144 TNI SP HUNI.e T. 0 79 0 3 0 ... 26 0 426 
WINTHROP !lIN I.CT. 0 0 0 0 o. 0 0 161 0 113 173 WINTHROP IllNI.a. 0 113 0 I " 6,829 0 6,829 

TOTAL OKANOGAN COUNTY 680 314 3627 0 291 304 5482 839 681 1482 3.Q!l2 8484 

I 
TOTAL OKANOGAN COUNTY 716 3870 25 1120 S4~,799 5234,724 53 .708 $281,221 

PACIFIC COUNTY 
PACifiC COUNTY S. PACIFIC OIST.CT. U2 84 131 0 91 278 iS960 J :,\ 0 J d :, 1596 S. PACifiC OIST.CT. 15,-) 3'la 2 Tit 117 ,160 $31,686 11,525 550,371 

N. PACifiC OIST.CT. 361 87 858 0 226 91 1625 0 0 0 0 1625 N.'PACIFIC 01 ST.C T. 103 46~ 1 371 15. 33~ ~6, 819 1,751 55,962 
ILWACO IIUNI.CT" 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 11 15 HO U6 166 ILWhCO HUNI.CT. 2 15 I 18 9"0 5,'172 0 Itm L(;NG BEACH 'IUN I.CT. 0 !) 0 0 0 0 0 58 27 296 381 381 

It 
LONG BEACH HUNI.CT. 14 139 a 20 "~O2 15,01Q 0 

RAYMONO MUNI.C T. 0 O· 0 0 0 0 0 ll7 25 H9 591 591 RAVMOND HUNI.CT. 0 'l 0 0 1, 831 11,521 0 1'1,352 
Tor AL PACIFIC CilUNTY 773 111 IS!9 0 317 HI ~221 186 ~1 ~a5 1138 ... 359 If TOTAL PACIFIC COUNTY 272 1069 10 489 531 ,165 5U9,077 $3,276 $149,518 

PEND OREI LLE COUNT i PENO OREI LLE COLNT PEND OREILlE oIST.CT. 329 5~ 582 I 47 130 1I~3 0 0 0 ,0 1143 PENO OREILLE illS\' .CT. 115 4C2 2 HI> S12,6~0 526,354 5837 $39,881 
COS lCI( o. 0 0 0 0 II 0 ;) 2 9 II II CUSICK a 7 0 2 a 344 0 3"~ 
NEWPORT 0 0 0 O. 0 0 0 3 20 256 279 219 !) NEWPOR T 0 112 0 26 125 7,400 0 7,525 

N. PENO OREILLf oIST.c •• I 0 22 0 2 0 25 0 0 0 0 25 i N. PENO OREILLf oIST.C 0 6 0 10 15 ItT I 0 486 
lONE 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 19 2 45 66 66 IUNE I 16 0 16 H2 1,278 0 1,620 
METALINE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ " 4 IIETALINE 0 3 0 1 0 !Z4 0 12~ 
IIETAL IHE FALLS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 HETALI NE FALLS 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL PENU OREI LLE CCUNTY 330 54 604 1 49 130 1168 22 24 31'. 360 1528 TOTAL PEND OREI LLE CCUNrv 116 s~~ 2 201 Ill,H2 535,911 G837 149,980. 

PIERCE COUNTY P (EIICE COUNTY 
PIE.~CE OIST.CT. " 3Z1B 3066 U9Z3 0 5860 2397 ~6454 il a ,) 0 46454 PIERC~ I>IST.GT. ,( 281 26727 -150 8737 $1"2,931 II ,885.51'1 S68,800 $2,a97,250 
PIERCE DIST.CT. 12 ~26 150 1652 0 123 12~ 2276 0 0 0 0 2276 PiERCE OIST.C T. M2 ~3 854 I 264 6,207 67,3!8 1,721 75,266 
PIERCE OIST .CT. IJ {,8T 246 1791 0 23 36 3083 0 0 0 0 3083 PIERCE OIST .CT •• 3 1109 1293 8 611 47,57~ 74,992 332 122.898 
PIERCE 01 ST.C T •• 4 251 91 502 0 2) . ~2 905 0 0 0 0 905 PIERCE 01 ST.C r ..... 60 396 2 205 8,726 3~,145 387 43.258 
8UCKLEY HUNI. CT • 0 0 0 0 0 0" " 213 71 574 864 864 8UCKLEY HUNI. CT. 81 385 2 124 6,56'1 29,ft35 0 36,4~4 
CAR80NADO MUNr.eT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 GARdON~OO HUNI.C T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
80NNEY LAKE HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 141 83 I) )42 56/1 566 BONNEY LAKE HUNI.CT. -'/3 223 0 170 2,31'" 15,882 0 18,196 
DUPONT HUNI.CT. a " 0 0 0 0 0 10 14 259 283 293 DUPUNT MUNI.CT. 3 184 0 7 '']82 14,686 0 15,06'" 
EA TON VILLE ~UNI.C T. 0 0 !l 0 ~ 0 0 131 53 717 961 961 EATONVILLE MUNI.C T. 61 732 0 124 5,100 24,1001 0 29,501-
fiFE HUNI .CT • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 237 lit 17 174~ IH" FIFE HUNI.CT. I 154 1 62 2.UO 88,236 0 90,416 
FIRCREST MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 112 17 836 1025 1025 FIRCREST MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 156 Ii 26,736 0 26,136 
GIG· HAR80R IIUNI.C',. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 8'1 1319 (531 1531 G~G HAII80R ~U~ I.C r. " 812 1 292 1,485 85,813 0 87,296 
HILTON HUNI.eT. a J a ~ 0 0 ;) J '1ft 396 ~'1'" "9" 

I 
"Ill ON IIIJN1.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 33,269 0 33,269 

ORTING IIUNI.C T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1'12 17 102 2)1 231 ORTING HUNI.C T. 4( 61 I 35 3 .... 83 7,606 0 11 ,089 I,::', PUYALLUP HU'lI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 (l 0 1110 360 209'1 356'1 3569 PUYALLUP HUN I .CT. 222 1531 0, 649 62,617 80,380 0 142,997 
ROY HL;NI.CT. " 

., 0 0 0 0 0 6 182 622 810 8.1.0 ROY HIIIlI.CT. 0 H5 0 O. 3,091 16,660 0 19,757 
RUSTON HUNI.t T. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~, 31 58~ 662 662 RUSTUN HUNI.CT. 16 523 0 59' 1,H~ 17,351 0 18,825 
s. PIURIE HUIlI.CT. 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 21 12 122 155 US S. PllAlUE HUNI.CT. 0 67 0 12 I,n ... 7,660 a 9,49" 
STEIUCIJUH MUNI.tT. 0 0 0 0 (I 0 0 20 itS .. 1120 1185 lIft5 STEI LACOO" HUNI.CT. 3 1358 I 173 310 n,nl a 73,OH 
SIlIINEeL IIUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 IItZ () ~8 427 581 587 SUMNER MUNI.C T. 37 371 a 48 0 9,001 0 '1,001 
TACOHA "UNI.C!. ~ a J 0 0 0 0 57QO. 2468 26897 31163 .37163 T~COHA HUNl.CT. 190~ 14581 a 19.336 51l2,583 651,171 J ,,153,15,. 
WI LKESON Hulil.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2: I 66 6~ 6'1 WlLKE SON 1 HUNI. C I. a 55 0 2 0 10860 0 1,860 

TOTAL PIERCE tOUNTV 4612 3559 35868 0 6029 2590 527U aOll 3ft68 40019 5!-899 10,.611 I rOUL P IEReE COU~TV 3555 51370 167 30786 $198.,866 $3,2"5,272 &71,21t0 S~,1l5,378 

1 

I 
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I 

() 

\ 
! 

94 1 
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WASHINGTON COURTS OF LI"ITED 

CASES fiLED IN I~BO 

~------~---------Sf A T EICDUN TY HA HER S---------------
CRI~. MAJOR MTNCR . SHALL 

COUNTY I COURT HISD. TRAF. TRAF. FELONY qVIL CLAIMS TOTAL 

SAN JUAN COUNTY 
SAN JUAN DIST .CT. 
FRIDAY I1ARBOR I1UN I .CT • 

TOTAL SAN JUAN COUNTY 

SKAGIT COliNTY 
SKAGIT ~IST.CT. U 
SKAGIT DIST.CT. '2 
SKAGIT DIST .CT. 13 
ANACDRTE S /lUNI.C T. 
8URLINGTON IIUNI.CT. 
CDNCREtE HUNI.CT. 
LA CONNE~ IIUN I .C T. 
HT. VERNDN MUN I.CT • 
SEORO WOOLLEY HUNI.CT. 

rOT AL SKAGIT COUNTY 

SI<AHIJNI A CCUNry 
SKAMANIA DI ST.C T. 
N. BONNEV I LL ~ I1UN I • CT • 
STEVEIISON HUNI.CT. 

TurAL SKAMANIA CO~TY 

Shl)fOHI SH COU~TY 
CAStADE DIST.C r. 

ARLINGTON 
" OARRI ~G TON 

GRAN HE FALL S 
STANWOOD 

EVEoIETT 01 ST.CT. 
E~ERETT 
LAKE STEVENS 
MUI<IL TEO 

EVERGREEN DIST .CT. 
G\lLO 8AR 
1:IOEX 
MUNROE 
SNOHDIII SH 
SUL TAN 

s. SNOHDMISH DIST .CT. 
8RIER 
LYN,~WJDO 
HT. LAKE Ho\RACE 
WtlO~WAY 

EDMCNDS "'INI. CT • 
MARYSVILLE HUNI.CT. 

TDTAL SNJHDMISH CUUNTY 

SPDKA NE (.CUNTY 
SPOKIONE DIST.CT. 

SPOKANE 
AIR"AY HTS. KUhl.CV. 
CHENEY ;ltlll.'CT. 
DEER PARK HJNI.CT. 
MtlllCAL LAKE HUNI.CT. 
HILLWOJD MINI.CT. 

TCTAL SPOKANE COUNTY 

srevENs COUNTY 
STEVENS DISI .CT. 

CtiE l/ELali 
COLV ILLE 
KETTLE FALLS 
NORTHPORT 
SP~ INGDALE 

TOTAL STEVENS COUNrY 

T ~RSTON COUNTY' 
T~RSTON DIST.CT. 

LACEy 
8UCODA MUN I.C T. 
OLYMP IA HUNI. CT. 
,TENINO MUNI.C T. 
TUHWAT ER I1Ufll.CT. 
YELIt HUNI.Cr. 

TOUL THURSTQ:I CDISHY 

WAHK I AKUH CCU,IlY 
IfAHKUKUH DI Sl.CT. 
CATHlAMET H~N I.CT • 

TOTAL WA~KI AKUH COUNTY 

~ 4!.LA WALLA COUNTY 
CCLLEGE PL_CE DIST.cr. 
WAllA WALLA D I ST.cr. 
CillLEGE PLACE HIN I.cr. 
~AITS8URG I1<JNI.CT. 
hub, kAlLA MUNI.CT. 

T Of U WALLA ~ALlA C\lUNTY 

WHA TCOH COUNTY 
WHATeO" D IST.t T. 

8LAINE 
BELLINGHAM HUNIoC!. 
E I'eRSON HUNI. CT. 

202 
o 

202 

371 
372 
421 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1110 

3B7 
,0 
o 

337 

80" 
o 
(I 

o 
o 

118" 
o 
o 
o 

39!: 
D 
o 
o 
o 
o 

,46 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
D 

2725 

5636 
o 
o 
Cl 
o 
o 
o 

5636 

310 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

310 

1"71 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1471 

13& 
o 

13B 

5 
55" 

o 
iI 
o 

5':''1 

1258 
o 
o 
o 

18 
(I 

7B 

206 
250 
206 

o 
o 
o 
o 
~ 

, 0 
"662 

/olD 
o 
o 
o 
o 

lD20 
o 
o 
o 

125 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

665 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

302D 

2632 
o 
o 
o 
o 
° o 

2632 

:! 250 
o 
o 
I) 

o 

° 250 

1200 
o 
o 
o. 

° o 
o 

1200 

81 
o 

81 

5 
123 

o 
;) 

o 
128 

o 
o 
J 
o 

623 
o 

623 

2234 
2113 
2266 

o 
o 
o 
o 
a 
o 

66t3 

15)9 
o 
o 

1539 

7865 
o 
o 
o 
J 

UH4 
o 
il 
o 

5223 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

5i1C9 
D 
o 
o 
o 
;) 

o 
29921 

26366 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

263/0/0 

2200 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

2200 

9553 
o 
o 
II 
o 
o 
o 

9553 

507 
o 

507 

3 
3589 

o 
o 
D 

35~2 

B241 
o 
~ 
o 

10 
o 

10 

65 
236 

87 
D 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

3Ba 

9 
o 
o 
9 

o 
D 
o 
o 
;) 

620 
o 
o 
o 
o 
D 
D 
o 
o 
o 
.J 
o 
o 
o 
Q 
;) 

o 
620 

IS59 
:I 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1559 

2" 
o 
o 
o 
o 
(I 

2" 

~ 
o 
o 
il 
o 
~ 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
D 

o 
o 
,) 
(] 

"0 o 
"0 

152 
329 
208 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

6B9 

53 
o 
o 

53 

1191 
o 
o 
o 

° 2609 
o 
o 
o 

772 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

27a~ 
o 
(I 

o 
o 
o 
o 

7281 

79"2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

° 7942 

295 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

295 

1698 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1698 

37 
o 

31 

4 
823 

° o 
o 

827 

l080 
o 
o 
o 

85 
i02 
141 

o 
o 
o 
o 
() 

o 
328 

122 
o 
o 

322 

330 
o 
o 
o 
o 

793 
o 
o 
o 

163 
o 
o 

" o 
o 

1373 
o 
Q 

o 
o 
a 
o 

21>59 

2760 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

27/00 

230 
D 
o 
J 
o 
o 

230 

819 
o 
o 
o 
o 
a 
o 

819 

lit 
o 

14 

37 
553 

o 
o 
o 

,'I!) 

137't 
o 
I) 

o 

1011 
o 

1017 

3119 
H02 
3329 

o 

° o 
o 
o 
o 

9850 

2H2 
o 
o 

2412 

10800' 
o 
o 
o 
o 

11970 
o 
o 
o 

7ZT4 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

10UiZ 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

46226 

46895 
() 

o 
o 
~ 
o 

° 46895 

3369 
o 
o 
D 
o 
o 

3369 

loH4" 
'0 

'0 
cS 
o 
a 
o 

14TH 

771 
o 

771 

54 
56"2 

D 
o 
D 

5696 

12953 
o 
o 
o 

J U R [ ~ D [ C T ~ 0 N 

------IIUNICII'AL MATTERS------
CRJII. HAJOR HINOR 
H[SD. TRAF. TRAF. TDTAl 

o 
59 
~9 

o 
o 
o 

7.81 
145 

38 
lit 

663 
270 

lUI 

o 
13 
37 
50 

o 
216 

83 
39 
15 
o 

18", 
14 
19 

;) 

"0 
9 

110 
258 

5'0 
o 

2h 
1205 

325 
o 

922 
154 

5392 

o 
23210 

85 
1108 

81 
101 

3 
2142 

o 
"9 

152 
16 
23 
23 

263 

o 
373 

5 
1013 

32 
loH 

83 
1713 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

35 
1, , 

".9) 
485 

o 
171 

1801 
H 

D 
16 
16 

o 
o 
o 

296 
162 
23 
20 

338 
112 
951 

o 
1 

37 
38 

o 
130 

26 
29 
:n 

o 
913 

14 
14 
o 

18 
o 

55 
107 

58 
o 

50 
487 
195 

9 
493 

75 
2104 

D 
989 
357 
40 
23 
3/0 
o 

14"5 

o 
22 
53 

'" 11 
11 

Hl 

o 
162 

o 
470 

59 
37 
75 

803 

o 
o 
o 

o 

° 41 
28 

398 
41>1 

o 
103 
H3 

83 

o 
128 
128 

o 
iI 
o 

1988 
855 
219 

60 
3082 

67" 
6B78 

o 
76 
73 

1M 

o 
125 
359 
~25 
195 

o 
8064 
300 
336 

o 
59" 

o 
576 
"53 
776 

D 

9"" 4030 
11098 

384 
5924 
10n 

2665" 

o 
212'03 

130 
790 
261 
322 ' 

o 
287106 

o 
272 
265 
220 

67 
67 

891 

o 
26't7 

37 
5225 

1!t4 
1.168 

185 
941~ 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

H2 
If> 

'0621 
5055 

o 
1071 
6487 

317 

o 
203 
203 

o 
o 
a 

2565 
1162 

28D 
94 

.081 
'l056 
9240 

o 
90 

1\7 
231 

D 
1071 
468 
"93 
3Dl 

o 
10820 

328 
369 

o 
652 

9 
HI 
818 
888 

o 
1020 
5722 
2D18 

393 
'1339 
UOO 

34750 

o 
30556 

572 
978 
365 
459 

3 
32933 

o 
3103 
470' 
250. 
101 ' 
101 ' 

1265 

D 
3182 

42 
6768 

245 
1352 

3'>3 
11932 

D 
o 
o 

o 
D 

488 
"5 

51074 
60111 

o 
1351 
8867 
4~7 

rOTAL 
ALL 

HATTERS 

1017 
203 

1220 

3119 
3"02 
3329 
2565 
1I62 
280 

9'0 
4083 
1056 

19090 

2412 
90 

14.7 
2/0"9 

10800 
1011 
"68 
493 
3Dl 

17970 
10820 

328 
3/09 

7274 
652 

9 
Hl 
818 
888 

10182 
ID20 
5722 
2018 

393 
7339 
IlOO 

80976 

46895 
30556 

572 
978 
365 
"59 

3 
79828 

3309 
J43 
"70 
250 
101 
101 
~3~ 

1'0141 
3182 

~2 
6168 

2"5 
1352 

3103 
26673 

771 
o 

7H 

5" 
56102 

"88 ", 
5474 

Ul0) 

12953 
1351 
8867 
"41' 

'( 
1 

I 
\ 
1 
I 
I 
\ 
Ii 
r 

! 
! 
1\ 
I 

I 
I, 
I 
I' 
t 

I 
I, 
i' 

1 

t{ 
! 

r: Ii 
II 
/I 

II 
Ii 
n 
1l 
II 

11 

II 
II 
l: 

TABLE ! 08 ~ PAGE ~ 
WASHINGTON COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

8AIL FORFEUURES, TRIALS J\~D RECEIPTS 

•••• TRlALS ••• -----------·--~"REtF.1 PTS-----------------

COUNTY/ ~OURT 

SAN JUAN COUNTY 
SAN JUAN DIST .CT. 
FRIDAY HARBDI{ HUN I.CT. 

TtlTAL SAN JUAN C DUNTY 

SK_GIT COUIITY 
. SKAGIT 01 ST. CT. U 

SKAGIT DIST.CT •• 2 
S~AGIT D[SJ .CT. U 
ANA COR TE S /lUNI.C T. 
8URLlNGTOIl HUNI.CT. 
CONCRE TE /lUNI.CT. 
LA COMNER /lUIII.CT. 
liT. VERNON HUNI.C'f. 
~~DRO WDOLLEY ~UNI.CT. 

TDuL SKAGtT COUNTY 

SKAHANI4 CCUNTY 
SKAMANIA DI ST .CT. 
N. BONNEV ILL E I1UN I.CT • 
STEVENSON HUNI.CT. 

TOTAL SKAMANIA CUUNTY 

SNOOOMI SH COUNTY 
CASCADE DIST.CT. 

ARLINGT'JN 
DARRINGTON 
GRANITE FALLS 
STANWOOD 

EVERETT DI ST.C T. 
EVERETT 
LAKE STEVENS 
HUKIt.TEO 

EVERGREEN DIST.cr. 
GDLD 8AR 
INDEX 
MONROE 
SNDHOHI SI1 
SULTAN . 

S. SNOHOMISH DIST .CT. 
8RIER 
LYNNWDOD 
liT. LAKE TE'IRACE 
WDDWAY 

EDMONDS HUN I • CT • 
mRYSVI LLE HUNI.C T. 

TUTAL SNJHOI4ISH COUNTY 

SPOI<4NE COUNTY 
SPOK~Ne 0 1ST • CT. 

"SPDKANE 
AI RWAV HTS. KUM .CT. 
CHENEY HLI'lr.CT. 
DEER PARK I1Utll.cr. 
HEDICAl LAKe I4UNI.CT. 
HILLWOOD IIU'H .CT. 

TOTU SPOK~NE CQUNTV 

STEVENS COUNTY 
STEVENSPIST • CT. 

=HEweUH 
COlv IUE 
KeTTLE FAU S 
NORTHPDR T 
SPRINGDALE 

TOTAL STF.VENS COUNIV 

rHll"SION GDUNry 
THORSTON DIST.cr. 

LAr.EY 
BUCODA MUN I ,C I. 
CLYMPIA MUNI. CT. 
TENINO HUNI.CI. 
TUHWAT ER HUN.!. .CT. 
YELM HUNI. CT. 

TOfA~ THURSTON COUNTY 

WAHKIAKUH COUNTY 
WAHKIAKUM 01 ST.CT. 
CATIt.AHET HUNI.Cf. 

TUTAL WAHKIAKU" COOliTY 

WALLA WALLA CO UN IV 
COlLEClE PLACE DIST.cr. 
WAUA lIALLA OIST.&T. 
COllEGE PLACE MIN I.CT. 
WAITSBURG I1UNI.CT, 
WALLA WALLA MUNI.C T. 

TOTA~ WAl~. WALLA COUNTY 

I/HATCOH COUNTY 
WHAreD" IlIST .Cl. 

8LAINE 
8E~LlNGHAH MUN .. ' T. 
EVERSON HUNI.CT. 

BAIL FORH ITU~ES 
':RI H. Tih\F Fit 

69 
20 
89 

239 
94 

111 
1'21 

38 
7 
o 

193 
11 

810 

97 
9 
5 

111 

181 
72 
3~ 

8 
7 

180 
254 

3 , 
121 

9 
2 

lit 
37 

" 2J 
1 

168 
49 
o 

3108 
98 

1616 

774 
35Z 

IS 
7 

22 
11 

4 
U85 

150 
19 
o 

10 
1 

" 18" 

20 
1 

21 

'I 
1"2 

5 
I) 

27 
lH 

NIR 
39 

LS9 
5 

446 
83 

529 

1824 
f6"5 
1356 
1673 

HO 
188 

12 
2HZ 
146 

10256 

823 
46 
21 

892 

632] 
"56 
260 
2B7 
124 

9131 
121) 
245 
230 

3130 
44b 

o 
H6 
259 
4~8 
3~IO 

71D 
2885 

968 
Zlt5 

4232 
493 

43051 

11136, 
11296 

.196 
160 
~~ 
H 
o 

30523 

1631 
178 

o 
130 

57 
26 

2022 

68H 
1795 

3~ 

"511 
63 

913 
93 

lH58 

399 

• 403 

o 
IH2 

~1 
11 

406 
1650 

5201 
5U2 

32'10 
13~ 

N/R " NtlT REPUkTEO; •• INCLUDED UNQER TRAFFIC 

Ii' 

NON-
JURY JURY 

5 

" 9 

6 
o 

22 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

29 

1 
\l 
o 
1 

35 
o 
2 
I 
1 

57 
13 
n 
o 

H 
o 
o 

° 2 
o 

35 
o 
4 
1. 
o 
o 
o 

185 

31 
'1 
o 
n 
1 
o 
o 

"5 

~ 
o 
o 
a 
o 
o 
4 

16 
o 
o 
o 
o 
\i 
() 

U 

1 
o 
1 

2 
7 
o 
o 
o 
9 

93 
1 

15 
o 

83 
a1 

110 

32~ 
132 
)78 
221) 

35 
o 

° 231 
252 

1586 

"60 
1 

H 
495. 

5:3 
87 
25 
31 
35 

10f. 
5119 

9 
12 

Slit 

"0 o 
70 

H6 
45 

1240 
101 
8/04 
394 

26 
565 

"5 
63310 

5495 
1114 

o 
81 

1 
65 
o 

71016 

193 
o 

18 
a 
o 
o 

III 

6~2 
I HI 

o 
576 

o 
11 
I,~I 

1550 

10J 
1 

,104 

29 
H~ 
2~ 
o 

3840 
~1J3 

925 
15 

1b5 
42 

CRIHIN~L 

$10,,,19 
5,957 

Si6,436 

$12,959 
H,I30 
,1,413 

6,263 
F,656 
2,965 
1,368 

32,431 
7,7N 

1119,OSa 

117 ol8f 
115 
129 

US ,032 

633,162 
8,OJ6 
r,,195 
2,629 
5,159 

9l,Ol8 
B2,958 

300 
395 

13,135 
812 
40 

5,644 
9,569 
'.\61 

B,l53 
"07 

24.511 
b,lt05 

16" 
H,575 

a 
U51,Z64 

~92, 512 
38,19S 

1,167 
]"501 
1~2~4 

164 
~~ 

Sl36,9Q8 

$l6,JH 
1,858 
4,546 

50~ 
565 
HI 

f2],994 

12l,798 
3,383 

515 
1l~,6!4 

550 
21,'82 

4,909 
Ul",361 

14,365 
o 

64,305 

H05 
15,OB2 

34H 
25 

12, D38 
$27,598 

• 
8,715 

U5, B09 
1,~SO 

634.231 
6,887 

Hl,124 

S92,()40 
100,382 
116,602 

84.979 
5,),5S; 
10,712 

1,633 
157,508 

26,614 
16H,7Z3 

153,588 
1,4610 
3, 30~ 

$58,-.358 

$378,586 
3~,8"l 
45,623 
20,209 
21,112 

645,280 
3l3,139 
lit 795 
17,081 

284,508 
27,523 

o 
2 ... 528 
n,lB9 
3n.,833 

2H,2/o6 
3~, 133 

177.,511 
64,105 
15,482 

253,380 
o 

~2,102,325 

0876,282 
719,014 

9,Hl 
17,198 
1,788 

19,579 
20 

11,649,982 

iI09,7~1 
11.2:)0 
20,010 
5,~00 
2,0/04 
",.2b 

$152,<)97 

$/o~8 ,937 
108,534 

3.535 
211,728 

J,541 
53, 7~~ 
1l,612 

1.1,0610712 

IH,695 
L10 

634,805 

$1,167 
123,H4 
17, 17 ~ 

331 
n.128 

;234,936 

$504, J04 
1(1,670 

214,971 
31,631 

CI VIL & 
SIt.CLAIMS 

1571 
o 

6571 

H,751 
3,471 
2.892 

C 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Se,120 

51,415 

° ° SI,415 

613,214 
o 
o 
o 
o 

28,B83 
o 
o 
o 

8,575 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

)0,384 
CJ 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

681,056 

692,343 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
D 

592,343 

1),589 
o 
o 

° ° J 
13 ,509 

U8,1,44 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

U8,~H 

$17'0 
'1,465 

° o 
o 

~9,63'1 

• 
<I 
Ii 
.) 

faTAL 

145,287 
12,8"" 

1~8,131 

5106,750 
120.497 
150;«;~( 

91,242 
58,209 
B,6n 
3,001 

189,939 
34,611 

S76B,893 

$12,191 
h5?9 
4,035 

Hl,b05 

~"H,962 
43,B4B 
49,018 
22,8)8 
32,211 

191,241 
406,097 

12,095 
11,476 

306,81B 
28,335 

"0 
32,172 
32,158 
~5,994 

~8B ,003 
35,HO 

191,028 
73,110 
15,646 

288,955 
o 

$~,13",6"5 

51,061,131 
157,269 

10,528 
21,t99 
9,072 

19tH3 
a5 

Ii ,879,133 

$129,350 
13 ,0Uu 
~4,616 
5,900 
2.6:9 
~,997 

neO,5BO 

S~51,119 
Hl,917 

4,~10 
391,352 

~,091 
75,347 
16,561 

n.251t,517 

$39,504 
110 

HOi ,Hit 

$l,H6 
IH,9BI 

18,.!26 
35b 

10",166 
S21l,OT> 

'504,304 
81, 3B 5 

290,7811 
33,011 

97 
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98 

COUNTY/COURT 

LYNDEN HUNI.CT. 
NOOKSACK HUN I .CT. 
SUMAS HUNI.CT. 
HRNOALE HUNI.CT. 

T OTAi. I(IlATCOIl COUNTY 

WHITHAN:, COUNTY 
1oH1T1I~N 01 Sf. CT. 
ALB10,~ IIUNI.C T. 
COLfA~ HUNI. CT • 
COLTON HUNI.CT. 
GARFIELD Hl-"II.CT. 
OAKESDALE MUNI.tT. 
PALOUSE HUNI.C T. 
PULlMAN HUN I.cr. 
ST. JOHN HUNI.CT. 
T~KO;' 'MUNI.C T. 

TOTAL WHITHAN COUN!Y 

YAKI~'\ COUNTY 
SUNNVSIDE OIST.CT. 
TOPPENISH OIST .cr. 
YAKIHl OIST.C 1. 

SUNNVS !DE 
UNION GAP 
YAKIMA 

GRANDVIEW HJNI.CT. 
GRANGER "'UNI.CT. 
H~RRAH HUN I.C T. 
HABTDN MUNI.CT. 
HOXEE CITY foIUNI.CT. 
SELAI, HUNI.CT. 
TOPPENISH HUN I.CI • 
WAPATO MUIU.C 1. 

lOT AL YAK IHA COUNIY 

WASHINGTON ST4 TE 

TABLE 101 - PAGE 5 
WIoSHINGTCN COURTS Of LIMITED 

CASES fiLED IN 1980 

----------------STATE/CDUNTY MATTERS-----------
CIUM. MAJOR HINlJR SMALL 
MISD. TUF. TIIAF. FELONY CIVIL CLAIMS TOTAL 

0 0 tJ 0 a a 0 
0 0 0 0 a 0 0 
a 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 a a 0 0 

125G 0 8241 0 2000 l3n 12953 

1Tl 533 5788 0 U 290 7..,23 
0 0 a a 0 a 0 
a a a 0 a ,0 0 
0 0 a 0 a 0 0 
0 a a a 0 0 a 
0 0 ~ a a 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 a 
0 0 a 0 0 a 0 
a a 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

771 533 5188 0 41 290 7423 

193 283 2128 0 98 80 2782 
738 860 .. 869 0 a a 6467 

15H 997 lB97 " 6689 835 11946 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 ,) 0 0 a Q a 
0 0 a 0 0 Il Ii 
0 0 a 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 1) 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 ~ a 0 0 0 a 
0 0 " 0 0 a a 
a 0 0 0 0 a 0 

2455 2140 14894 4 6781 915 2'r195 

TOTAL OISTRICT CDU~IS 55276 38346 3811C6 1032't 79429 30~22 601503 
TOTAL MUNICIPAL CTS. 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 

TOTAL STATE 55276 38346 381706 10324 79"2'1 30422 601503 

• INCLUDES 32)3 CIVIL CASES FILED IN SEATTLE '1UIUCIPAL COURT. 

JURISDICTION 

----HUH ICIPAL HA TTER5-------
CRill. MAJOR HINOR 
III SO. ;,tAf. TUf. TOTAL 

43 31 '26£1 337 
2 12 193\ 207 

2~ 30 1108 ' 1162 
1~4 99 J.~.~~ 139\" 

2238 9'" 11l5<i .. 1376&' 

0 0 0 0 
a 0 1~8 Ha 
1 ~5 lH 22a 
1 23 26 50 
0 81 0 8] 
a 1 9 10 
1 1 11 U. 

237 167 14Z6 183,G 
a 0 1 ,7 

10 
250 

1 10 'I 
325 1811 231\6 

\,\ 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

6H 
346 

401 :581 1622", 
109 1599 205'< )', 

1~42 
415 

9 

194 12528 )5164 ' 
218 554 H~~ 

'I: 

l3 47 . \ 
3 35 113 151 

29 7 11 113 
8 28 t57 193 

186 51 1050 1293 
51 202 1313 1626 

790 0 ~H 127~ 

Hl3 1810 18563 2~1"b 

TOTAL 
llLL 

MATTERS 

337 
2';7 

1162 
1397 

26721 

1423 
H8 
220 
50 
~7 
ill 
13 

1830 
1 

21 
9809 

27801 
6467 
119~6 

1622 
2054 

151M 
1187 

69 
151 
113 
193 

1293 
1626 
121" 

51941 

28H2 1611~ 161808 20639~ 807897 
51681 278~6 Z193~3 308073U 308073-

8U53 ~3950 381161 514~67. U159700 
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WASHINGTCN 
TABLE 108 - PAGE 5 

C 0 U R T S o F L I HIT E 0 URISDICTION 

BAIL fORFE ITIRES, TRIALS AND ~ECEI PTS 

C &lUtHY/COURT 

LYNDEN HUNI.CT. 
NDOKSAC K HUrU. CT • 
SUHAS "'UNI.C T. 
FERNDALE HUNI.CT. 

'OTAL WHA TCOM COUNTY 

WHIT HAN C OUNTr 
WHITMAN DIST .CT. 
ALBION HUNI.CT. 
COLFAX HUNI.CT. 
COLTON HUNI.CT. 
GARFIELO "!.NT.CT. 
OAKES D.ALI; ,/WN I • CT • 
PALOI)SE HUNI. C 1. 
PUL LI'iAN HUN I .C T • 
ST. JOHII HUNI.CT. 
TEKOA HUNI.C T. 

rOTAL WHITMAN COUNTY 

YAKIMA COUNTY 
SUNNYSltlE OIST.CT. 
lOPPENISH DIST .CT. 
YAKIHA 0IS1.CT. 

SUNNYS IDE 
UNION GAP 
YAKIMA 

GRANDVIEW H~N I.Cl • 
GRANGER HUNI.CT • 
HARRAH .4UNI.c T. 
H~BTON HUNI.CT. 
HOXEE CITV HUNI.CT. 
SELAH HlINI.C T. 
TOPPENISH "IJN!.CT. 
wAPATO I1UNI.CT. 

TUTAL YAK I14A COUNTY 

~UHI NGTOif STATE 
'lOTAL DISTf<ICT CJURTS 
TOTAL MUNICIPAL CTS. 

TOTAL STATE 

'\ 
\ ,~ 
~\ 

BAIL fOaFEITUR~$ 
CRIM. TRAFFIC 

3 112 
0 97 

10 876 
28 361 

24~ 10659 

76 't344 
0 72 
0 liB 
0 11 
0 23 
0 5 
0 1 

75 1068 
0 5 
0 3 

151 5656 

33 1542 
160 3879 
360 64~ 
93 515 
94 1059 

224 aUI 
141 H6 

I 35 
1 ~~ 
5 45 
0 110 

48 700 
15 653 

226 207 
1401 23798 

15666 3720~9 
13511 1"8156 

29183 520205 

•••• TRIALS ••• 
NON-

JURY JURY 

0 U 
0 to 
0 0 
0 80 

109 1897 

9 966 
0 15 
0 0 

12 0 
0 0 
0 5 
0 4 
5 99 
0 0 
0 0 

26 1089 

17 309 
1 261 

61 U6't 
20 40~ 

0 169 
9 1221 
0 94 
0 31 
0 3 .. 1'i 
0 0 
0 97 

22 82 
0 0 

131 4050 

1372 91330 
352 45161 

1724 13709 A 

-----------------RECE I PTS---------------
CIVIL & 

C~IMINAL TRAFFIC SM.CLAIHS TOUL 

$0 SL 7,997 .0 $l7,997 
0 10,Hl 0 lilt 341 
0 0 0 0 

~,285 58,487 0 62,712 
$90',189 S916,~01 SO $I ,006,590 

.0 S332,519 Sl ,299 1333,818 
0 ~,83Z 0 ',,832 

20 7,&39 0 7,909 
20 2,452 0 2,H2 
0 2,047 0 2,041 
0 280 0 280 

24 292 0 316 
8,015 51,001 0 59,022 

0 310 0 310 
100 270 0 370 

58,119 '401,89H U,299 $411, 376 

$10.634 S1l5,857 52.210 SL28.761 
27.514 261,94~ 0 '2a9,~58 
63.062 386,300 73,294 522,656 
45.846 76,3~0 0 122,186 
13.771 4~.585 0 58,;156 
70.808 350,163 0 ~20,971 
19.430 46,110 0 66.200 

180 1,9~3 0 2,123 
275 ~,0l3 0 9,288 

1,~90 3,671 0 5,161 
75 4,461 0 4.536 

~.77' 35,101 0 39,879 
958 61,331 0 62,289 

36.912 42.819 0 79.791 
S295,133 ~"~40,358 $75,564 $1,811,655 

~2.893.152 $23,961,271 S839.712 $27,69,<.141 
l:.Z09,U3 8.249,44) 15,542 10,H~,~18 

15.102.585 U2,210.120 '8S5,254 S38.168.559 
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TABLE 109 
:I ASHINGTON COURTS o F L I H T f 0 JURISDICTION 

WAShiNGTON C 0 U R T S F L 1 H I T E ) J U R [ S 0 [ C rio N TRAFFIC ·.CASES 

CI<fHINAL M[SOEHEANOR CASES 
j 

! --------DlDPOS IT IONS BY TV PE-------- ---------PROCEEOINCS BY TVPE--------

----------PROCEEOINGS BY DISH. NON----------OISPOSITIONS BY TYPE--------- TYPE --------

t BAIL DR DEF. ARRAI(;N- HAG. JURY JURY H[SC.· D[SH. NDN- COURT fORf. PROS. ACQUIT COII!V. TOTAL MENTS HRGS. TRIALS TRI ALS HRGS. APPEALS BAIL DR DEF. ARRAIGN- HAG. JURY JURY H[SC. 
COURT FDRf. PROS. ACQUIT CONV. TOUl HEN,S HRGS. TRIALS TRIAL HRG. APPEALS SEATTLE HlJNI.CT. B0533 36Bl 3784 23025 111286 1830~ 23049 B454 132 54548 18156 

i SPOKANE :11 ST .CT. 30032 590 2H5 16791 51332 8986 0 ~512 17 7455 22 SEA TTLE HUNI.C T. 6762 3648 5125 9271 2~BI0 l187E> 2140 4960 66 52342 386 
I CLARK DIST.CT. 19961 251 lSI} 12406 32768 IB67 9794 1099 26 6819 9814 SPOKANE 0 1ST .CT • 1126 1710 766 2160 5841 "252 0 3H 25 1533 27 

I: 
~IE~CE DIST.CT. MI 2&727 0 0 0 2677. 7 0 0 4370 81 0 32 CURK 01 ST.CT. 454 877 155 2662 U50 2286 7 318 23 5010 13 SEATTLE DIST.CT. 4592 8 209 770 5666 1570 IB9Z 2211 33 1671 1924 P [ERCE ,UIST.C r. u 281 0 0 0 281 0 0 1522 65 0 104 TACCHA HUNI.CT. 145e7 0 0 0 14587 (l 0 8051 910 0 0 SEATTLE DIST .CT. 114 78 139 784 1121 460 0 4H 1 277" 19 

1 YAKIMA OIST.CT. 787B 310 225 5003 13"'" 227 4 1531 log 278 H TACOHA MUNI.CT. nolo 0 0 0 1904 0 0 2502 334 0 0 FEDERAL IIAY DIST.CT. 15506 232 511 4159 21036 0 0 1759 .. Q 0 YAKIMA OIST .CT • 711 316 321 2209 3617 137 0 985 11 94 39 

! wHATCOH O[ST .CT. 10151 55 50 731 109a7 262 0 647 939 46 0 FEOER~.~ IIAY'DIST.tT. 292 113 305 795 1548 0 0 604 3 0 0 ;[ NORTHEAST DIST.CT. 10531 230 423 2376 13561 2435 5422 2506 26 3536 5455 WHATcon D [ ST.C T. 216 24 14 144 398 89 0 338 2 loB 0 EVERETT OIST.CT. 10890 442 165 4311 15837 4832 0 897 47 6789 15 NCRTHEAS' DIST .CT. 519 186 227 1301 2235 2036 149 1075 22 2235 16 

!: 
A~KEEN 01 ST .CT. 7528 0 , 0 7528 0 0 1833 14 0 0 EVERETT DIST.CT. 438 1039 123 1388 2997 2215 0 301 23 4426 4 ;\ COlIllT~ D[ ST.(,l. 11748 136 110 3507 1550! 5457 2 1300 24 155 10 AUItl:EN 01 ST .CT. IB7 0 0 0 187 0 0 746 7 0 0 I[ ISSA~UAH DIST.CT. 117ll 2 4 0 11724 249 0 1351 20 390 27 Ca~lITZ OIST.CT. 142 57 100 1178 21177 22100 ;) 74>\ 3 337 4 .! S. SNUHUMISH DIST.CT. 6577 a 62ft 3014 10222 :<'191 0 1613 36 2954 29 ISSAQUAH 01 ST.C T. 144 o " \ 2 0 147 49 0 444 5 165 6 " 8ENTON D[ST.CT • • 2 4164 639 363 4239 94(15 4525 0 1632 0 1435 S S. SNOt«lMISH O[ST.CT. 2H 0, 378 679 1302 1220 a 536 ~ 1326 7 il GRANT 01 ST .CT. 5888 30 253 4415 1058B 30$9 7 3657 0 213 8 8ENTON 0 1ST .CT. _Z J27 391 i~·· 524 14210 2666 IB4'I 0 1079 1 I~~~ 11 THURSTON 01 ST.C T. 7046 173 74 2413 9106 2510"1 0 <H2 13 1775 13 GRANT DuiT.CT. 49G " 149 loBI Hllo ,lH 1 ;1~!' 1 0 I HELlEVUE D[S' .CT. 4451 a 0 0 4451 0 2 1416 14 111 0 THURSTON DIST .CT. 371 253 55 966 1645 L27'i 0 147 1 i.l67 5 j RENTGN OIST.CT. 7154 0 0 0 7154 0 425 1475 9 0 437 .! BEllEVUE 01 ST. CT. 11 0 0 0 11 2897 ft8~0 613 13 4972 99 :j K ITSAP DIST.C r. n 5738 2 TO 21S3 7178 5'>89 0 982 9 lO10 IB KENTON D[ST.CT. 67 0 0 0 6'f 0 0 3B9 2 0 0 CHELAN DIST.CT. 6746 316 147 1950 9063 22Z2 4 501 15 £'21 6 KHSAP OIST .Ct. II 13 0 42 1It39 1497 l155 ;) 531 8 1304 6 j BENTON 01 ST.CT. II H2O 314 317 3680 87H 59~3 1 1723 0 206 6 CHELAN CIST.CT. 922 127 .. " 505 162" 64B 1 176 2 268 5 I CASCADE D 1ST .CT • 7425 207 204 2055 9895 2752 0 390 29 2945 13 SENTON O[ST.cr. n 199 120 L95 817 L342 li02 .) 566 2 91 4 ,j 

I( 
SHORELINE O[ ST. CT. 6347 0 0 0 6347 0 0 1484 14 0 0 CASCADE 01 ST.CT. 304 ,134 69 612 1119 8B6 0 158 I.G 1096 6 LEWIS DIST.CT. 7620 55 81 323 8019 1260 0 371 27 338 14 SHOREL[NE DIST.CT. 103 0 0 q 10j 0 0 646 16 0 0 I 
RC.~6URY OIST.CT. 5294 0 0 0 5294 29 0 1193 26 17 2 "l LEo IS UIST .CT. 209 57 59 86 ioU 143 0 139 10 188 2 :1 HALLA HAlLA D[ST.CT. 1548 1 43 5947 ~539 67 0 3724 6 0 0 RUXB~ Y 01 ST.C T. 98 0 0 0 98 18 0 430 7 58 5 [ I: AIRPORT DIST.CT. .867 0 0 0 4867 0 0 928 9 0 0 WALLA WALLA DIST.Ct. 169 1 It. 269 483 77 0 217 1 0 1 :l !. 
RENTON HUNI.CT. 4958 121 178 Z2B2 753~ 2497 0 865 8 636 34 AIRPORT DIST .CT. 46 0 0 oJ 4:1 0 0 471 5 0 0 ,j EVERGREEN O[ ST.C T. 4920 0 0 0 49H 0 0 582 31 0 5 RENTON HUN[.tT. 398 36 71 1146 1651 1203 0 496 0 201 13 :i LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 7331 110 68 627 8073 948 602 603 3 146 446 EVERGREEN DIST. cr • IB7 0 0 0 181 Q 0 155 0 0 0 

[: 
KITSAP 0IST.C1. W2 51St 109 136 2112 1541 2438 0 512 25 344 IB LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CT. l71 1.2 43 248 571 319 286 226 2 114 7 J ~til THAN 01 ST.C T. 4344 0 12 296 4652 10 0 731 7 0 0 K ITSAP 01 ST .CT. '2 71 114 121 389 711 617 0 160 34 455 IB EDMONDS ~llNI.CT. .232 3 18 245 ~98 53 oJ 439 0 34 2 wHITHAN III ST .CT. 76 J 0 66 H2 17 ., 136 2 0 0 3 Ol YHPIA HUN[. CT. 4511 174 't3 965 5693 982 0 392 0 42 1 EDMONDS HUNI.CT. 348 0 17 42 "07 20 0 115 0 14 2 ~ TOPPEN[Sq D[ST.CT. {379 L42 24 1144 5417 0 0 181 1 0 7 OLYI4FIA HUNI.CT. 256 144 22 541 9!J3 565 0 184 0 41 1 " ABERDEEN HUNI.CT. ll'ltl .J 0 I) 20ao J J 597 0 0 0 TOPPENISH DIST .CT. 160) 79 23 389 659 0 0 BO 0 0 1 1 CLALLAH Di ST.CT. 3187 4 22 203 3642- 904 0 153 10 95 5 ABERDEEN MUN[.e T. 614 0 0 0 614 0 0 782 0 0 0 FRANKLIN 0 Isr .CT. 1808 54 141 1475 3478 0 0 376 1 0 1 CLALLA" DIST .CT. I.B 4 LO 51 223 256 0 41 4 28 Q " GRAYS HARBOR 01 ST .CT.n 3443 9 5 24B 3737 738 30 237 6 177 8 FRANKLIIIDIST.CT. 252 42 56 369 119 0 0 164 0 10 0 l UPPER KITH TAS O[ ST.C T. 4468 20 22 507 5061 531 0 137 2 119 5 GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.'2 995 13 11 111 1150 248 1 90 2 62 8 GRAYS HAR80R OIS~ .CT.1l 3132 21 38 161 3~55 993 0 204 11 105 4 UPPER KITTITAS D[ST.CT. 125 10 '·8 d9 244 109 0 12 1 20 0 OKANOGAN illST.CT. 2898 0 0 0 2B98 0 0 331 8 0 1 GRAYS HARBOR 01 ~l.C T, " 263 12 20 319 615 413 0 97 9 67 0 IS~ANO DIST.CT. 2886 0 0 0 2886 0 0 270 23 0 0 OKA~OGAN 0 1ST .CT .• 467 0 0 , 467 0 n 129 6 0 1 .- TUKWilA MUNI.CT. 2121 7B 17 813 3155 929 J 309 7 231 14! ISLAND DIST.CT. 397 0 0 0 397 0 0 90 3 0 0 STEVENS 01 ST.C T. 1996 0 0 0 1996 0 0 113 4 0 2 TUKW IlA HUN I.CT • 516 58 63 461 1\198 "98 0 197 0 386 3 MASON OIST .CT. 2200 0 0 0 noo 0 0 348 9 Q 0 STEVENS 0 [ST .CT. 18J ;) 0 0 LSO 0 0 57 0 C 0 DCUGlAS 0 I ST .CT • 1695 0 0 " 1695 0 0 113 1 0 0 HASON OIST.CT. 260 0 0 0 268 0 0 141 0 0 0 RITZVillE OIST.CT. 34H 147 219 149 3939 17 0 43 0 4 1 OCUG.',AS OIST .CT. 140 1 0 1 142 0 0 10 0 1 0 HT. VERNON HUN[.CT. 2412 51 75 443 3043 461 3 193 ., 424 0 RITZvILLE OIST.CT. "6 6 9 52 11.$ 13 0 " 3 1 0 OTriELLU D[ST.CT. 1522 64 57 975 2620 569 2 127 lL 1 0 .'4T. VERNUN HlIi[ .CT. 193 12 25 171 407 209 0 3~ 0 1"3 0 

I 
PUYALLUP HUN[.C T. 1531 16 162 55B 2267 792 0 365 0 178 3 OTHELLO DIST .CT. 20 2 11 64 ~7 102 1 22 2 0 0 SKAGIT D[ST .cr. #2 16"5 41 20 57 1110 201 0 62 0 815 2 PlJ~ALLUP NlIi[.CT. 212 18 226 540 1006 833 0 284 0 118 " SKAGIT D[ST.CT ..... J U56 29 26 456 1810 93 2 litO 8 381 2 SKAGIT DIST.cr •• 2 94 65 lL 30 203 124 0 23 0 576 0 ~~:~[ ~Ng~~i~c~~~t;:CT. 1458 7 9 66 ,1540 541 57 86 0 28 49 SKAGrT OIST .CT. U III 4 14 105 236 31 1 122 2 211 0 ! 

II 
1824 21 2~ 19 1903 83 0 193 6 0 I POR T ANGELES HUNI.C T. 74 8 7 II 100 205 17 l5 0 16 0 '. P [ERCf: OIST .CT •• jl 1293 0 0 0 1293 0 0 365 5 0 5 SKAGIT OIST.CT. U 239 0 7 12 258 36 l 50 .J J 0 

l 
CEI~TRlil[A HUN! .CT'. 161>8 10 145 560 2389 0 0 59B 0 0 ~I' PIERCE OIST.CT. f3 149 I) 0 0 749 0 0 224 3 0 5 SlIiNYSIDf 01 ST.tT. 1542 43 87 219 1891 281 0 245 U 227 CENTRALIA HUN[.CT. 151 4 85 154 394 0 0 161 0 0 0 EAST KLICK ITAT CIST.CT. 1545 0 0 35" 1899 0 0 78 2 0 0 SUNNYSIDE OIST. CT. H 13 34 43 123 38 0 46 0 ItL 0 d PASCO IW~I. CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 EAST KL[CKITAT OIST.CT. 55 0 0 93 H8 0 0 28 1 Z 0 

I 
i LINCOLN O[ST.CT. 1841 20 21t 172 2063 3 219 228 5 14 98 PASCO HIINt.CT. 0 0 c 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ANACCRlES HUNI.CT. 1673 0 0 0 1613 .) 0 188 1 0'( 0 LINcelN DIST.CT. 94 17 19 81 211 5 113 108 3 2 1 HERCER ~SLAHIl D[ST.CT. 1252 0 0 0 12~2 61 0 280 l 9(,.; 2 ANACORTES HUN[.CT. 121 0 0 0 121 0 0 41 0 0 0 SKAHANIA QIST~CT. 825 0 0 0 825 0 0 289 1 '6 0 IIERCER ISLAND UIST .CT. 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 lP 0 lL 0 WEST KLICKITAT OIST .CT. 664 J 0 J 610 102 0 235 6 ..-;.:' 0 0 SKAHANIA OIST. CT. 97 0 0 0 97 0 0 45 0 0 0 P [ERCE D[ ST.CT. '2 854 7 9 53 923 139 0 152 a 210 4 WEST KLICKITAT III sr.CT. 5,. 0 0 0 54 20 0 23 0 0 0 

I 
DES HOINES "lI~[.CT. IJ65 8 6 37 1116 125 ·262 232 0 23B 262 PIERCE OIST.CT •• 2 43 1 4 14 bl 64 a 51 1 60 0 JEFFERSON 01 ST.C T. 893 " B 4Z9 1314 "69 0 221 3 10 0 DES "O[NI:S "I:N[.cr. 12 40 9 26 87 98 0 100 0 B3 0 UAK "ARBOR IIUH .C!. 1512 0 C 0 1512 Q 0 4 .. 3 0 0 JEfFERSON O[ sr .CT. 93 3 B 97 201 126 0 61 2 1 0 HOQ'UI AM HllNI.CT. J J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 OAK HARBOR HUNI.CT. 40 a 0 ., 40 0 0 6 0 0 0 PUlLMAN HJN[.C T. 1068 3 83 423 1517 615 555 93 5 156 420 HOg;![AH HUNI.cr. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ 
PIERCE DIU .CT • • 4 r81 14 25 110 992 308 168 219 2 31 165 PUL~MAN HUN I.e T. 75 0 20 71 166 124 112 6 0 12 0 FIFE HUNI.Cf. 75,. 265 27 5"9 1~95 8"0 0 .55 1 410 0 PIERce OISI.cr. '4 l47 17 33 78 HZ 296 31 90 2 5 0 i 'TOPPEN[StI HUN[.CT. 65~ 31 1 635 1320 70ft 0 16 22 599 2 FIFE HUNI.CT. 1 6 " 16 27 19 0 7 '0 2~ 0 ,J N. PAC! F lC OIST .CT. ~65 16 24 215 UO 5 ., 188 " 2 0 T OPPEIHS H MUIH. CT. 15 1 1 25 48 2'1 J 6 ~ 3 0 ~ S. PACIFIC O[ST.CT. 190 7 7 1 405 93 4 21 2, 5 2 N. PAtlf!t DIST.CT. la3 q 25 103 241 38 Q 86 3 4 0 

[ -1 SHELTON '1UN I.CT. 735 0 0 0 735 0 0 L68 1 0 0 S. PACifiC O[ST.CT. 153 1 " 1 160 65 2 24 0 0 1 1 GIG HARSOR "U~I.CT. d12 0 0 9 B21 98 190 262 1 122 169 SHELTON /!UNI.cr. 54 J 0 J 5" 0 a 55 0 0 0 
G[G HARBOR HUNI.CT. 4 0 0 3 7 43 b 21 0 3 1 

II UL OTHER COlJ\ TS l{)605 598 552 9916 31181 8115 154 3949 215 912 163 
ALL or HER COURT S 2996 62 J5 53 1793 'I" 470 53 

11 
132171 42841 37921 

2443 4i17 2~9 3347 

~ 
TCTAl SUTE 471156 9841 12737 634089 101655 80010 302'1 101066 

TOTAL STATE 29188 10300 10181 3818,. 88158 55137 1781 28160 B58 83387 8ze fl HOTE' TilE DETA[L FOR 01 SPOS[ nONS DOES NOT SUH TO THE TOUL BECt..JSE llETAIL WAS NOT REPOtU EO 8Y SO HE COURTS. 

NOT E' THE DETAil FOR O[SFOS IT !tiNS DOES NOT SUM TO THE TOTAl BECAUSE DETA[L WAS NOT ~PORHD BY SOHE CQURTS. ~. II I fl 1 
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TI,BLE 111 
WASHIN.GTON tOURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

COUIIT 

SEATTLE KUNI.C.T. 
SPOKANE :)1 ST .CT. 
tLAIU<. DIST .CT. 
PIERCE 0IST.C1. _1 
SEATTLE DIST .CT. 
T ACOHA HUNI.CT. 
YAKIHA DIST.CT. 
FEDERAL WAY D/ST .CT. 
WHATCOH DIST.CT. 
NORTHEAST 01 ST.CT. 
EVERETT DIST .CT. 
AUKEEN 01 ST. CT. 
COWL I TZ DI Sf .CT. 
ISSAQUAH DIST .CT. 
S. SNDHOHISH DIST.CT. 
DENTON D 1ST .tT. .Z 
GRANT DIST.CT. 
THURSTON OIST.I;T. 
BELLEVUE 11IST .CT. 
RENTON DI ST. tT. 
K ITSAP DI ST .tT. U 
CIlEUN DIST .CT. 
BENTON DI ST.t T. .1 
t ASCADE D IS T .tT • 
SHORELINE OIST,CT. 
LEWIS DIST.CT. 
RCXSURY DIST .CT • 
olALLA WAlLA DIST.tT. 
AIRPORT DI ST .tT. 
RENTON HUN/.tT. 
EVERGREEN DIST.CT. 
LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 
KITSAP OIST.CT. _2 
WHITHAN DIST.CT. 
EOMONDS HUNI.tT. 
OLYMPIA KUHI.CT. 
TOPPENISH DIST .CT. 
ABERDEEN IIUNI. CT. 
CLALLAH DIST.CT. 
FRANKL IN DIST .CT. 
GRAYS HARBOR III ST.CT •• Z 
UPPER KITTITAS DrST.CT. 
GRAYS HARBOR (lIST .CT .HI 
OKANOGAN DIST.tT. 
ISLAND OIST .tr. 
T~KWI LA MUNI. tT. 
STEVENS DI ST.CT. 
HASON DIST .cr. 
DOUGLAS 01 ST.CT. 
RITZVILLE OIST.CT. 
I1T. VERNON HUNI.tT. 
OTHELLO 01 ST.t T. 
PUY ALLUP HUN l.tT. 
SKAGIT DIST.tT. 'Z 
SKAGIT DIST.tT •• 3 
PORT ANGELES --IUN I.CT • 
SKAGI T DIST.CT. 01 
PIERCE OIST .CT. U 
CENTRAL II. HUNI. CT. 
SUNNYSIDE DIST.CT. 
EAST KLIC~ iT AT OIST. CT. 
PAstO HUNI .CT. 
LINCOLN DI ST .CT. 
ANACORTES HUNI .CT. 
>!ERCER ISLAND DIS1.CT. 
SKAMANIA (lIST.C.T. 
WEST KlltKIlAT GIST.Cr. 
PIERce DIST.CT.'2 -
DES HOINES HUNI.CT. 
JEFfERSON 111 ST.CI. 
OAK HARBuR /tUOl I .CT .. 
HOQUIAH HUNI.CT.1 
PULLMAN H\JHI.CT. I' 
PIERCE IlIST .cr. tit 
FifE HUIII.CT. 
T OPPENI S~ HUNI. CT. 
N. PACIFIC DIST .CT. 
S. PACIFIC DIST.CT. 
SHELTON HUN I .CT • 
GIG HARBOR HUNr.CT. 

ALL OTHER COURTS 

TGiAl STATE 

CIV!l CASfS 

---------DISPDSITIONS BY 'YPE--------
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--PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE-
NON-
JURY JURY MISC. 

'RIALS TRI ALS hRGS. 

Z344 
6~0 
311 

10114 
749 

315 
128 

o 
163 
146 
248 
54 

126 
Z05 
163 

62 
69 

HO 
236 
71 
68 

1111 
59 

10Z 
42 

IJ6 
7Z 
86 

39 
48 
39 

I 

o 

21 
198 
180 

4 
33 
37 
35 

24 
37 
27 

1 

tz 

15 
31 

2i> 
8 

3 
o 

47 
5 
1 

23 

2 

7 

60 

" 
57 

678Z 

o 
Z 
~ 
4 

17 

" o 
o 
o 
J 
1 
o 
3 

" 2 
o 
2 
3 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
II 
1 

5 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
J 
I 
o 
1 
o 
a 

o 
~ 
4 
o 

o 

o 
lZ 

o 
o 

o 
1 

o 

o 
II 
o 
o 

o 

o 

,) 

o 

o 

3D 
SI 

Z55 
o 

3260\ 

o 
6l 
o 

103 
87 
o 
3 
9 

37 
119 

'15 
591 
117 

o 
3 

24 
18 
15 
2" 
98 
o 
o 
o 

137 
3 

26 
o 

o 

o 
o 

14 
1 

43 
2 
Q 

o 
o 
o 
o 

2 

62 
o 

2 
6 

6 
J 

o 

2 
o 
U 
3~ 

o 

o 

o 
o 

16 

5329 

APPEAtS 

" 22 
7-
o 

99 

11 
5 
o 

Z'1 
11 
o 
o 
2 

lit 
1 
1 
3 
Z 
o 
o 
Z 
8 
4 
o 
o 
J 
1 
o 

4 
1 
4 
o 

., 
o 
1 
o 
1 
;) 

Z 
;) 

1 
o 
o 
o 

o 

1 
o 
2 
() 

o 

" o 

7 
J 
0' 
o 

o 

o 
1 

260 
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WA~HINGTDN COURTS 
TABLE lIZ 

OF llHITED 

CUURT 

Sf A TilE HUNI. CT • 
S~OKANE JIST.C T • 
CURK DIST .CT. 
PIERCE DIST.CT. *1 
SEATTLE DI ST.C r. 
TAC"MA HUI-II.cr. 
YAKlMA DIST.CT. 
FfOERAl WAY OIH .CT. 
WHArCUH 01 ST .tT. 
NORTHEAST DI ST.C T. 
EVERETT IIIST .CT • 
AUKEEN DI ST. CT. 
CO.L ITZ D IST.C T. 
ISSAQUAH OIST .CT. 
S. Sf'/(.IlOMI SH DIST.CT. 
BENTON DI ST .CT. 'Z 
GRANT DIST.CT. 
THURSTON 01 ST.C r. 
9~LL EVUf 0 1ST .C T • 
RENTOr! OIST.CT. 
KITSAP DIST.CT. U 
CHELAN 01 ST .CT. 
BENTON 01 ST.cr. 11 
CASCADE 0 1ST .cr. 
SrlORELINE 01 ST. cr. 
LEi/IS DI ST.CT. 
RCXBURt 015T .CT • 
olAlLA WAllA DI ST.CT. 
AIRPORT DIST.CT. 
RENT ON 'llJ1-I1.cr. 
EVERGREEN DI ST.CT. 
lOWER KITTITAS OIST.CT. 
KITSAP DIST.CT •• 2 
~f!lTHAN D I ST.C T. 
ED~ON05 IIUNI.CT. 
UL YIIPIA HUNI. CT. 
TUPPENIS~ DIST.CT. 
ABERDEEN ~UNI.CT. 
CLALLAH DI ST,C T. 
F~ANKLIN D I ST .C T. 
GRAYS HARBOR 0IST.CT.'2 
UPPER KITTITAS {)lST.cr. 
GRAYS HARaOR JIST .CT • II 
OAANDG4N OIST.Cr. 
ISLAND DIST.CT. 
TUKWILA HIlNI.Ct. 
STEVENS 01 ST.CT. 
/lASON \lIST.CT. 
i1CUGLAS DI5T.CT. 
RITZVILLE DI ST.C T. 
HT. VERNDII HUIU .CT. 
OTHELLU OIST.cr. 
PUYALLUP '1UNI.C T. 
SKAGIT OIST.CT •• 2 
SAAGlT DI ST. CT.- U 
PIlI! r ANGELES 'WIIl.C T. 
SKAGIT DIsr .C.I. ill 
PIERCE DIST.cr. n 
C~NTRALIA MUNI.CT. 
Sl.tlNYSIOE 01 ST.C T. 
EAST KL ICKlTAT UIST.cr. 
PASCO HUNI.CT. 
L INCDLN D I ST.C T. 
ANACOItTES HUNi.tT. 
tiERCEl< I SI.ANil JI ST.CT. 
SKA'4ANIA OIST.CT. 
WEST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 
PIEr.CI: DI ST.C i. ilZ 
OES tWINES HUNI.cr. 
JEFFERSO.~ DI_ST. CT. 
OAK MARBOt{ HUNI.C r. 
HJQUIAH H::JNI.CT. 
P ULLIIAN -IIUNI. CT. 
PIERCE DBT.CT. ,It 
FIFE HUNI.CT. 
ruPPEl'll Sri :-tUNI.CT. 
N. PACIFIC Olil.CT. 
S. PACIFIC OIST.cr. 
SrlEl TIlN MUNI.C T. 
GIG HARBOR HU~I.CT. 

All OTHER COUIITS 

TCTAl STAlE 

SHALL CLAIMS CASES 

-------.;OISPOSITIONS BY TVPE--------
DEFAULT SETTLE-
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~O'TEI 'HE Dn~IL FOR DI Si'OSITIO~S !lOES NOT SUII TO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAil W~ 

-, 

JURISDICTION 

PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE 
Hr st. 

TRIALS HRGS. 
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;'REPORTfO AY SDIIE COUR'S. 
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