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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY P.ROVISIONS 
FOR THE JUDICIAL COUNCil 

The Judicial Council was originally provided for in Section la of Article 
VI of the State Constitution adopted November 2, 1926. This section was 
amended November 8, 1960. On November 8, 1966, a revised Article VI 
was adopted and the provision~ of former Section la were amended and 
renumbered as Section 6, and further revised November 5,1974, to read: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other constitutional provisions dealing with the Judicial Council or its 
Chairman are found in Article VI, Sections 15 and 18 (e), and in Article 
XXIV, Section 4. There are also a number of statutory provisions referring 
to the Judicial Council.* Rules of practice and procedure adopted by the 
Judicial Council are published commercially and by the State Printer as 
the California Rules of Court . 
• Statutory provisions are fOlmd in: Civ. CodeU 32.59, 4001.~, 4363, 44:50. 4.530; Code Civ. Proc. U 75, 77.116,117.1.117.10, 

119(£).120,120.2.121.1-.2, 121.1-.8,122.1. 170.6,170.8. 201(a). 204(b), 204(d). 394. 404, 404.3, 404.7. 404.8, 412.20, 415.30, 
422,40.429.40, 472(a). 516.010, 516.020. 575. 583. 632, 901. 911.1034, 1089, 1178, 1823.1, 1823.3-.1, 1833,1833.1; Evid Code 
§ 451; Co", Code §§ 18004. 6S070-72. 68110. 68500-12, 68540-48. 68.551~2, 68701, 69508, 68752, 68796, 69894.3. 69899.5, 
71042, 71180.4, 71601, 71601.3, 71610. 72274. 724S0, 72602.14, 72624, 72631. 731015, 73106. 75002, 75003, 75028. 75060.6; Pen. 
Code U 853.9. 1029. 1038, 1050. 1053. 1170(a) (e). 1170.1a. 1170.3-.6. 1235. 1239,1241.1246, 1247k. 1428b. 1432.1, 1468. 
1471. 1506, 1507,3041. 13810. 13830. 14003; Prob. Code U 303. 1232, 1233; Veh. Code §f 40013. 40600; Wel£ 6r lnst. Code 
4265. 
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\ Exceplas otherwise indicated. appointed by the Chief Justice on February 1, 1ll75. for a Iwo-year term expiring January 
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whose membership terminated August 4. 1975 Oil her elevation to the Superior Court, Los Angeles Counly • 

. . 3 Appointed by the Chief Justice on February 4, 1976 for a tenn expiring January 31. 1m. vice Hon. John Irwin . 
• Appointed by.the Senate Rules Committee on February 9, 1973. pursuant to Section 6 of Article VI of the Constitution' 

and Senate Rule 13 of the 1!115-76 Regular ~on of the Legislature. 
S Appointed by the Speaker of the Assembly on December 9, 1974, pursuant to Section 6 of Artjcle VI of the Constitution 
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1977 REPORT OF THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

INTRODUCTION 

The Judicial Council in the discharge of its constitutional duty is re
quired to survey the condition of business in the several courts and t9 
report and make appropriate recommendations to the Governor and the 

" Legislature at the commencement of each general session. (Cal. Const., 
Art. VI, Sec. 6.) This 1977 Judicial Council Report contains the Council's 
report. and its recommendations to the 1977-1978 Regular Session of the 

,. Legislature for amendment of certain laws relating to the administration 
of justice. . 

Continuing the practice commenced in the Nineteenth Biennial Re
port, the Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the Courts, which 
is the staff agency serving the Council, is also included. The Annual Report 
cont,'ilils summaries of the continuing activities of the Judicial Council and 
its Staff. It also includes detailed statistical data on the volume of business 
in all the courts for the fiscal· year ending June 30, 1976. 

* * * 
The 1977 Report was produced under the general editorial supervision of Donald E. 

Sanchez, Legal Assistant, Administrative Office of the Courts. Electronic composition assist
ance was provided by Catherine D.Rodgers. 
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CHIEF JUSTICE DONALD R. WRIGHT: A TRIBUTE 
Chief Justice Donald R. Wright has announced his intention to retire on 

February 1, 1977 after nearly a quarter century of judicial service in the 
California state courts. For almost seven of these years he served as Chief 
Justice and Chairman of1he Judicial Council. 

The Senate and the Assembly of California joined in a concurrent resolu
tion to honor and memorialize Chief Justice Wright's many contributions' 
to the administr~tion of justice as follows: 

WHEREAS, The Members of the Legislature of the State of California 
have learned that Donald R. Wright, 24th ChiefJustice of California, will 
soon be retiring after nearly 25 years of distinguished judicial service to 
the people of California; and 

WHEREAS, In almost seven years on the State Supreme Court as its 
Chief Justice, Donald R. Wright has authored many brilliant opinions 
which have become landmarks in the law, have had a profound influ~ 
'ence on the development oflaw, and have elevated the Supreme Court 
to 'one of the preeminent state 'co~rts in the nation; and (:1 

WHEREAS, The Chief Justice's service as Chairman of the Judicial 
Council has contributed to the administration of justice throughout the 
nation and has brought to a successful conclusion such significant re
forms as the creation of a State Public Defender's Office, the permanent 
organization of the Center for Judicial Education and· Research, the 
improvement in Court of Appeal operating procedures, the implemen
tation of the work of the Chief Justice"s Special Committee on Trial 
Court Delay, and the reorganization of California's justice courts; and 
I ., WHEREAS, Chief Justice Wright is a nati.ve-born Californian, attend
edPasadena public schools, was graduated from'Stanford University 
(cum laude) in 1929, received his LL.B. with. distinction ,from Harv;lrd 
University in 1932, earned an LL.M. from' the University of Southern 
California Law Center in 1973, and is a member of Order of the Coif; 
and 

WHEREAS, He entered into the general practice oflaw in Pasadena 
in 1932 which continued until he was commissioned a first H~,utenant In 
.the Army Air Corps in April 1942, and· during World wd¥'n, he was 
graduated tJom the Counter Intelligence Corps and the Command and 
General Staff schools ~d served as a squadron commander and as qhief 
of Intelligence of the 11th Air Force Service Comma.'1d (Alaskan Thea-
ter); and ." It " 
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WHEREAS, He was discharged in 1946 with the J."ank of Lieutenant 
Colonel, and after resuming his Pasadena law practice, was appointed 
to the Pasadena Municipal Court by Governor Warren in 1953; and 

WHEREAS, in 1960, Donald R. Wright was elected to the Superior 
Court of Los Angeles County and serVed as Supervising Judge of the 
Master Calendar Criminal Department, one of the largest criminal 
courts of the United States, Supervising Judge of the Probate Court, and 
in 1966 he was appointed Assistant Presiding Judge of the Superior 
CoUrt in charge of the civil calendar; and 

WHEREAS, In 1967, the Chief Justice was elected Presiding Judge of 
the Superior Court by his coUeagues and was reelected to that position 
for 1968 and 1969, at which time he was appointed by Governor Reagan 
as Associate Justice of the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, 
followed by his elevation to the position of Chief Justice of California on 
April 6, 1970; and 

WHEREAS, Among his many charitable, educational, and cultural 
activities, accomplishments, and honors, he served as a member of the 
Board of Trustees of Boys' Republic, Chairman of the ~0,')adena Plan
ning Commission, Was named "AppellateJudge of the Year" for 1972 by 
the California Trial Lawyers Association, is a recipient of the "Torch of 
Liberty" award from the Antidefamation ~ague of B'nai B'rith in 1974, 
and was awarded the St. Thomas More Medallion by the St. Thomas 
More Honor Society of Loyola University Law School in 1974; and 

WHEREAS, Despite such a busy and active professional life, the Chief 
Justice has found time for hobbies and recreation which include collect
ing 20th century art and attending symphonies and operas; now, there
fore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of California, the Assembly 
thereof concurring, That the Legislature of the State of California com~ 
mends Chief Justice Donald R. Wright for the great honor and prestige 
that he has brought to California and to its judicial system and for .the 
courage, intellectual independence. !iIld compassion for his fellow man 
that he has exhibited throughout his career; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Members of the Legislature extend their best 
wishes to Chiefjustice Wright for happiness and good health during his 
well-earned retirement; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate transmit a suitably pre
pared copy of this resolution to Chief Justice Donald R. Wright. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The California Judicial Coun9il has adopted a comprehensive set of rules 
designed to improve procedures, practice and administration in the juve
nile com:~s. The juvenile court rules, 1iVhich are the product of an intensive 
two-year study,l will take effect July 1, 1977. . . 

Prior to their adoption, the rules were disseminated for ev:¥luationand 
comment by each juvenile court, the State Bar, district attorneys, public 
defenders; p:robationand social service departments and other groups 
interested in the juvenile court systein. The rules as finally adopted reflect 
the comments and suggestions made by many of these groups and. in
dividuals, and also include changes made necessary by .1976 legislation. 

Although the juvenile court rules were originally scheduled to take 
effect on January 1, 1977, the Judicial Council delayed the effective date 
to July 1, 1977 to allow additional time for interested persons and groups 
to evaluate the impact of 1976legislation.2 The Council will receive addi
tional comments on the rules, and any necessary amendments will be 
made prior to the July 1 effective date. 0 

A. Background of Juvenile Court Rules Project 
The present juvenile court law (Weif. & lnst. Code §§ 500(945) was 

adopted in 1961 following a two-year study by the Governor's Special 
Study Commission on Juvenile Justice: That commission made specific 
statutory recommendations designed to increase the legal rights of minors 
and to promote increased uniformity in practice and procedures in Cali
forpia's juvenile· courts. The Special Study Commissio,(l expressly recog
nized, however, that: 

: .. there will remain a need to develop further details of practice and procedure. In our 
opinion, this can best be 'accomplished by the courts themselves utilizing the rulemaking 
powers conferred upon the J~.dicia1 Council by the Constitution.3 

Due to other commitments and other priorities within the judicial sys
tem, the Judicial Council for a number of years was unable to undertake 
the major effort involved in promUlgating comprehensive rules relating 
to the juvenile courts. The availability of federal funds in 1975, however; 
made the necessary staffing for the Juvenile Court Rules project possible 
on a full-time basis. In January 1975, Chief Justice Donald RWright, 
Chairman of the Judicial Council, appointed a pt:9ject adyisory committee 
to assist the"Council in. developing proposed juvenile court rules:!. 

I The Juvenile Court Rules project Was funded by a California Council 011 CrimIrlal Justice grant under the provisions of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (PL ~1).. . 

• The Legislature was very active in the juve!1lle justice area during 1976. and a number of bills were signed Into law. From 
the standpoint of Impact upon the Juvenile court rules. two measures were particularly slgnlJicant-Chapter 1068 (SB 
2172 (Robbins» 'iIIld Chapter 1071 (AB3121 (Obton». Both measures were studied In (let¢! by the Council and Its 
advisOry committee, and appropriate changes were made In the rules. 

• Report of the Govemor'$ Special Study CollUlllss!on on Juvenile Justice (1960) Part J. p. 49. Ait, VI, § 6ofthe Califomi. 
Constitution authorizes .the Judicial ColmC\\ to "adopt rules f"r court administration. practice and procedure. not 
Inconsistelll with statute, and perfonn other functions prescribed by statute." See also Welf. 6: Jnst. Code § 570 . 

• Members ofthe .. dvisOry committee are, Han. Homer B. Thompson. Chainnan; Hon' Jerome H. Berenson; Hon. Ross A. 
CarJceet; Hon. Leonard M. Ginsburg; Hon. WilliamP.Hogob90m; Hon.Jean Moron)" Mr. Yale D. Coggon and Mr. 
Robert W. Sutton. Mr. Karl J. Uebel served as project counsel. 
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B. Goals and Approach of Advisory Committee 
In its first meeting, the advisory committee identified two major objec

tives of the Juvenile Court Rules project: (1) to encourage greater uni
formity in applying the juvenile court law in the several counties, and (2) 
to provide guidance to juvenile court judges and referees and to attorneys, 
probation officers and social workers appearing in the juvenile court. To 
accomplish those goals, the committee attempted to develop a model set 
of court rules within the basic scheme of the present juvenile court law. 

The new juvenile court rules restate basic statutory procedures as inter
preted by case law, and they establish procedures in those areas where the 
sta~utes presently provide inadequate guidance. For each rule, the advi
sory committee has identified the primary sources and secondary refer
ences relied upon and has commented upon the intent underlying the 
rule. The Judicial Council believes the proposed rules and the advisory 
committee's comments will clarify juvenile court proceedings and pro
mote a more uniform application of the juvenile court law throughout the 
state. Among the significant features ofthe new rules are the following: 

... Procedures used for predelinquent and delinquent minors are stated 
separately from those relating to dependent children. 

~, The rules identify the purposes of an effective intake program dur
ing which the probation department decides what course of action 
it may take regarding a minor. Further, guidelines are developed for 
settlement at intake (diversion), use of informal supervision, and the 
responsibilities of probation officers relating to the filing of petitions. 

~ In conformity with 1976 legislation, the rules recognize that the 
prosecuting attorney, rather than the probation officer, will have 
sole responsibility for filing section 602 delinquency petitions and is 
now entitled to appear on behalf of the people of the State of Califor
nia throughout those proceedings. 

... Statutory provlsions relating to proceedings before a referee are 
clarified. 

... The requirements for detention hearings are expanded and the 
procedures clarified: 

- A hearing is required whenever a minor is to be removed from 
the person legally entitled to physical custody or, in conformity with 
1976Iegislation, whenever the minor is released on home supervision; 
- A minor can not be ordered detained unless (1) a prima facie 
showing is made that the minor is described by either section 300 
(formerly section 600), 601 or 602.of the juvenile court law, and (2) 
one or more statutory grounds for detention exists; 
- An initial order for detention may be based solely on reports and 
documents, subject to a stat)ltory right to confront the preparer of 
those reports or documents at a rehearing held within five judicial 
days; • ' 
.- Factors to be considered before releasing or detaining a minor 
are ~dentified. 
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'" Discovery procedures are established. 
'" Procedures for granting immunity to witnesses, are established, in

cluding a provision for the granting of transactional immunity to 
witnesses in section 602 proceedings. 

'" Unless otherwise provided by written local 'i'u~es, prehearing mo
tions are to be heard and decided at the commencement of the 
jurisdiction hearing before jeopardy has attached. 

'" Before acceptance of an admission, the court must be satisfied that 
a factual basis for the admission exists. 

'" In dependency proceedings, the probation officer or social wor~er 
must recommend a plan for reuniting the family if removal from the 
home is proposed. 

'" Procedures are established for hearings on an1l1ual review of the 
placement of the minor. 

'" Procedures are established for intercounty transfers, designed in 
part to give the court increased ability to monitor these cases durinSI 
transfer s~ Ill! t<: reduce unnecessar!,. periods of det~nti~n. g 

'" The functions at a supplemental petition and an apphcation for mod
ification are more clearly defined and procedures are established. 

'" Rules relating to the handling of juvenile proceedings on app6al are 
established. 

The juvenile court rules and the advisory comlmittee's comments 
are set out in full below.' 

o 

o 

o 

o 
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CHAPTER 1. PRELIMINARY PROVISIONS: DEFINITIONS 

Rule 1301. Preliminary provisions 

(a) [Applicability of rules (§§ 200-945)] The rules in this division 
apply to every action and proceeding to which the j~venile court law 
(Welf. & lnst. Code, Div. 2, Pt. 1, Ch. 2, § 200, et seq.) applies and, unless 
they are elsewhere explicitly made applicable, do not apply to any other 
action or proceeding. The rules in this division do not apply to any action 
or proceeding heard by a traffic hearing officer, nor to any rehearing or 
appeal from a denial of a rehearing following an order by a ,traffic hearing 
officer. Further, on or afterJuly 1, urn, the rules in this division shall not 
apply to any dependency proceeding brought within a county chosell.,as 
a demonstration county by the State Department of Health pursuant-to 
Statutes 1976, Chapter 977. 

(b) [Authority for and purpose of rules (Cal. Const., Art. VI, § 6, Welf. 
& Inst. Code § 265)] The rules in this division are adopted by the Judicial 
Council pursuant to its constitutional and statutory authority to adopt 
rules for court administration, practice and procedure, not inconsistent 
with'statute. These rules are designed to implement the purposes of the 
juvenile court law by promoting uniformity in practice and procedure and 
by providing guidance to judges, referees, attorneys, probation officers 

'0 and others participating in the juvenile court. 

(c) [Rules of construction] Unless the context otherwise requires, 
these preliminary provisions and the follOWing rules of construction shall 
govern the construction of these rules: 

(1) Insofar as these rules are substantially t,he same as existing statu
tory provisions relating to the same subject maUer, they sh;lll be construed 
as restatements thereof; 

':, (2) Insofar as these rules may add to existing statutory provisions relat-
ing to the s~e subject matter, they shall be construed so as to irnpleme~t 
the purposes of the juvenile court law. ' 

(d) [Severability clause] If a rule or subdivision thereof jnthis divi
sion is invalid, all valid parts that are severable from the invalid part 
remain in effect. If a rule or subdivision thereof in this division is invalid 
in one or more of its applications, the rule or subdiVision th~reofremains 
in effect in all valid applications that !ire severable from the invalid ap-
plications. ' 

Sources: Cal. Canst., Art. VI, § 6; 
Weif. & Ins~. Code § 265 

,References: Witkin, Summary of Cal. Law (8th ed. 1974); 
Parent and Child § 251, (herei~after cited as '~Witkin"); 
see also 1 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2d ed. 1970) Courts 
§§ 119, 120, 129, 260 ... 
Report of Governor's",Special Study Commission on Ju
venile Justice (l960),Part I (hereinafter cited as "Gov
ern~r's Commission") pp.48-49 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) provides that,the rules inthis division are intended to 

apply to all juvenile court actions and proceedings except those involving 
traffic hearing officenl'or, on or after July 1, 1977, dependency proceedings 
brought within a "demonstration county" chosen by the State Depart
ment of Health. (See Stats. 1976, Ch. 977, §§ 2, 2.5.) Unless elsewhere 
explicitly made a.pplicable, these rules apply to no other action or proceed
ing. Sl,lbdivision (a) is similar to a comparable provision in the family law. 
rules (rule 1205). ' 

Subdivision (b) states the constitutional and statutory authority pursu
ant to which these rules are adopted by the Judicial Council..Article VI,' 
Section 6 of the California Constitution authorizes the Judicial Council to 
"adopt rules for court administration, practice and procedure, not incon
sistent ~vith statute." (See also Welf. & Inst. Code § 265.) Subdivision (b) 
further states that these rules are designed to implement t' purposes of 
the juvenile court law by promoting uniformity in practice and procedure 
and providing guidance to those persons practicing in the juvenile court. 
When recommending adoption of the juvenile court law in 1961, the 
Governor's Special Study Commission on Juvenile Justice recognized that 
after adoption of the statutes, there would still remain a need to develop 
further details of practice and procedure. "In our opinion, this can best be 
accomplished by the courts themselves utilizing the rulemaking powers 
cO.nferred upon the Judicial Council by the Constitution." (Governor's 
Commission, p. 49.) Thes.e rules are designed to carry out that intent. 

Subdivision (c) states the rules of construction which govern interpreta
tion of the juvenile court rules. In many instances these rules attempt to 
contextually restate in a more consistent and understandable manner 
existing statutory provisions, as interpreted by case law. Therefore insofar 
as these rules are substantially the same as existing statutory provisions 
relating tOJhe same subject matter, they are to be construed as updateq 
restatements of those statutes. Further, there are many gaps in the statu
tory provisions relating to practices and procedures in the 'juvenile court; 
as to other procedural areas the statutes are ambiguous. Thus, insofar as 
these rules may add to or expand upon existing statutory provisions relat
ing to the same subject matter, the rules shall be construed so as to imple
ment the purposes of the juvenile court law. (Welf. & Inst. Code §§202, 
502; see Butterfield v. Butterfield (1934) 1 Ca1.2d 227, 228.) It has been 
held that a court rule, if not in plain contradiction of a statute, may be 
upheld as an implementation or reasonable extersion of the legislative 
enactment. (See, 1 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2d ed.i970) Courts, § 129, p. 
400; and cases cited.) As so construed these rules will provide guidance to 
judges and persons participating in the juvenile courts and thereby pro
mote a more uniform .application of the juvenile court law throughout the 
state. 

Subdivision (d) isa standard severability clause, similar to that in vari
ous codes. (See, e.g., Evid. Code § 3; Veh. Code § 5.) 
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Rule 1302. Definitions; construction of terms 

(a) (Definitions] As used in these rules, unless the context or subject 
matter otherwise requires: <~~ 

(1) "Clerk" means the clerk of the juvenile court; .~. 
(2) "Court" means the juvenile court, and includes any judge or ref

eree of the juvenile court; 
(3) "Detained" means any removal of the minor from the person or 

persons legally entitled to the physical custody of the minor or any release 
of the minor on home supervision under either section 628.1 or 636; 

(4) "Notice" means a paper to be filed with the court accompanied by 
proof of service upon each party required to be served in the manner 
prescribed by these rules. When a notice or other paper is required to be 
given or served on a party, the notice or service shall be given to or made 
on the party's attorney of record, if any; 

(5) "Notify" means to inform, either orally or in ~ting; 
(6) "Petitioner," in section 300 or 601 proceedings, means the proba~ 

tion officer; "petitioner," in section 602 proceedings, means the prosecut
ing attorney; 

(7) "Probation officer," in section 300 proceedings, shall include any 
social worker in the county agency designated by the board of supervisors 
as responsible for the administration of public social services, when that 
agency is delegated duties concerning dependent children by the board 
of supervisors; 

(8) "Section" means a section of the Welfare and Institutions Code; 
(9) "Subdivision" means Ii sub&vision of the rule in which the term 

appears unless otherwise indicated. 

(b) [Construction of terms] • 
(I) "Shall" is mandatory, and "may" is permissive. 
(2) The past, present, and future tense shall include the others. 
(3) The singular and plural number shall each include the other. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 215,245,247-248,272 

References: Thompson, California Juvenile Court Deskbook (Cont. 
Ed. Bar, 1975) § 9.31·(hereinafter cited as "Deskbook"}; 
Witkin, § 265 . 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
, -

Subdivision (a) define.~ certain terms repeated throughout these rules. 
Unless the context or subject matter otherwise requires, the listed words 
shall have the meanings given to them in this· subdivision. 

In subdivision (a) (2). the term "court" is defined to mean the juvenile 
court, an.d includes any judge or referee. Where a particular provision 
applies only toa "judge" or "referee," those terms are used. 

. In subdivision (a) (3), the termOdetained" is defined as anyremoval of 
the minor from the person legally entitled to the physical custody of the 
minor Or any release of the minor on home supervision under either 

J 0 . 
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section 628,1 or 636. As thus defined, the term is broader than the mere 
placement of the minor in a facility, secure or nonsecure. This broadened 
defintion increases the situations in which a detention hearing must be 
held. 

Subdivision (a) (b), defining "petitioner," is based on section 650. With 
the enactment of Statutes 1976, Chapter 1071 (SB 3121) , the "prosecuting 
attorney" is authorized to commence section 602 proceedings by the filing 
with the court of a petition. The term "prosecuting attorney" is not explic
itly defined in the juvenile court law. (But see the cross-reference in 
section 653 to Gov. Code § 26500, wherein it is provided that the district 
attorney is the public prosecutor.) In at least one county, the board of 
supervisors, in the past; had designated an attorney other than the district 
attorney to appear in section 602 proceedings. Whether the continuation 
of this practice is still authorized is unclear under the new law. It is noted, 
ho.:~ever, that for purposes of criminal proceedings conducted under the 
Peilal Code, the words "prosecuting attorney" include any attorney, 
whether designated as district attorney, city attorney, city prosecutor, 
prosecuting attorney, or by any other title, having by law the right or duty 
to prosecute, in behalf of the people, any charge of a public offense. (Pen. 
Code § 691 (5).) 

Subdivision (a) (7), defining "probation officer," is based on sections 215 
and 272. The reference to the "county welfar~ department" in those 
sections has been revised to conform to current statutory terminology. 
(See Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 10058, lOBOO.) 

Subdivision (b), relating to construction of terms, is based on similar 
provisions elsewhere in the California Rules of Court (see, e.g., rules 1202, 
1502; but see rules 1202(d); 1502(d». 
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CHAPTER 2. COMMENCEMENT OF JUVENILE 
COURT PROCEEDINGS 

Rule 1306. Proper court; determination of minor's residence 

(a) [Proper court (§§ 3Z1. 651)] The proper court in which to com
mence proceedings .to declare a minor a ward or dependent child of the 
court is either the juvenile court: 

(1) In the county in'which the minor resides; or 
(2) In the county in which the minor is found; or 
(3) In the county in which the acts take place or the circumstances 

exist which are alleged to bring the minor within the provisions of either 
section 300, 601, or 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. 

(b) [Determination of residence-general rule (§ 17.1)] Unless oth
erwise specifically provided in the juvenile court law or in these rules, the 
residency of a minor for purposes of these rules shall be determined Under 
section 17.1 of the Welfare and institutions Code. 

Sources; Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 5, 17.1, 3Z1, 651 

References: Boches & Goldfarb, Cal. Juvenile Court Practice (Cont. 
Ed. Bar 1968) § 26, (hereinafter cited as "CEB"); see also 
Walker, Cal., Juvenile Court Practice (Cont. Ed. Bar. 
Supp. 1975) (hereinafter cited as "CEB Supp. "); Desk-
book §§ 2.4, 8.39; , 
Witkin §§ 5, 8, 254 

Advisory Committee Comment: . 0 
i) 

~Subdivision (a) restates the general rules in sections 327 and 65helatlng 
to the proper court in which to commence proceedings. 

Subdivision (b) states expressly that the rules for determining the resi
dency of a minor set forth in Welfare and Institutions Code s~ction 17.1 
'shall control in juvenile court proceedings. Statutory rules relating to 
residency of minors are spread throughout the various codes (see, e.g., 
Civ. Code § 213; Ed. Code § 22847, see also §§ 22850, et seq.; Elec. Code 
§ 14283; Cov. Code § 244; Prob. Code '§ 1500; Welf. & Inst.Code §§ 17.1,_ 
1010, 11(102) and decisional law relating tg the residency of minors can :be 
complex. (See, e.g., Jolicoeur v. Mihaly (1971) 5 Cal;3d 565,579:-581.) 

The general rules for determining residency in California are those set 
forth in Government Code section 244 which, since 1972, has provided, in 
part: "( d) . The residence of the parent with whom an unmarried minor 
child maintains his. place of. .abode is tlw residence of such unmarried 
minor child:' On the other h~d, Welfare. and InstitlltionsCode secfiop. 
17.1 sets forth a series of specific rules to be used in determining the 
residency of a minOT but that section does not itself expressly sttlte the 
scope of its applicability. Apparently, some courts have disagreed as to 
whether Governmen.t Codesection 244(d) or Welfare and Institutions 
Code section 17.1 should control the issue' of residency in the juvenile 
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courts. (See Judicial Council of Californi~" Proceedings of the 1973 Insti
tute for Juvenile Court Judges and Referees, pp. 75-76.) Section 5 of the 
Welfllre and Institutions Code reads: "Unless the context otherwise re
quires, the general provisions hereinafter set forth shall govern the con
struction of this code," As section 17.1 is one of the "general provisions 
hereinafter set forth" (Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 6-20), and the juvenile court 
law is part of "this code," i.e., th~ Welfare and Institutions Code, subdivi
sion (b) states that unless otherwise provided in the juvenile court law or 
in these rules, the residency of a minor for purposes of these rules is to be 
determined under section 17.1. (Note, however, the special rule on resi
dencyapplicable to the intercounty transfe. of cases under rule 1381 (a) .) 

Rule 1307. Intake; guideline·:)' for petitioning minors 
(a) [Role of juvenile court] The presiding judge of the juvenile court 

shall initiate meetings and cooperate with the probation department, 
welfare department, prosecuting attorney, law enforcement and other 
persons and agencies performing an intake function to establish and main
tain a fair and efficient intake program designed to promote swift and 
objective evaluation of the circumotances of any referral and to initiate 
whatever course of ~ction appears necessary and desirable. 

(b) [Purposes of intake program] A juvenile court intake program 
shall be designed to do all of the following: 

(1) To provide for settlement at intake by excluding or diverting from 
the juvenile process at its inception: 

(a) those matters over which the juvenile court has no jurisdiction; 
(b) those matters in which there would be insufficient evidence to 
support the petition; and (c) those matters in which, sufficient evi
dence may, exist to bring the minor within the jurisdiction ofthe juve
nile court but which are not serious enough to require official action 
under the juvenile court law or which may be suitably referred to a 
nonjudicial agency available in the community; 
(2) To provide for a program of informal supervision of the minor 

under sections 330 and 654 in those cases where the minor is or probably 
will soon be within the jurisdiction ofthe juvenile court and official inter
vention short of formal adjudicatic;m seems desirable; and 

(3) 1;p provide for the commencement of proceedings in thejuvEmile 
court by the filing of a petition only when necessary for the welfare of the 
min?r or the safety and protection of the public. 

(c) [Settlement at intake-factors for probation officer to consider] 
'In determining ~hether a matter should be settled at intake, thereby 
excluding or diverting the matter from the juvenile court system, the 
probation officer shall consider: 

(1) Whether there is sufficient evidence of a condition or conduct to 
bring the minor within the jurisdiction of the juvenile court; 

(2) Where the condition or conduct is not considered serious, whether 
the minor has previously presented no significant problems in: the home, 
school or community; . 
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(3) Whether the matter appears to have arisen from a temporary 
problem within the family which has been or can be resolved; 

(4) Whether any agency or other resour~e ~fn the community is 
better suited to serve the needs of the minor, the parents j . or both; 

(5) The attitude of the minor and the parent or guardian; 
(6) The age, maturity and mentality of the minor; 
(7) The prior delinquent history, if &hr, of .the minor; 
(8) The recommendation, if any, of the referring party or agency; 
(9) The attitude of any affected persons; 
(10) Any other circumstances which indicate that settling the.matter 

at intake would be consistent with the welfare of the minor and the s,;ifety 
and protection of the public. 

(d) [Informal supervision (§§330, 654)] If after. investigation the 
probation officer concludes that a minor is or pl"Obably will soon be within 
the jurisdiction of the juvenile court, the probation officer may, in lieu of 
filing a petition under section 300 or 601 or requesting· that a petition be 
filed under section 602 and with the consent of the minor and the minor's' 
parent or guardian, undertake to remedy the situation by delineating 
specific programs of informal superVision of the minor for not more than 
six months. Th~;'1>robation officer may file a petition or request that a 
petition be filed at-any time within the six-month period. If the. probation 
officer determines that the minor has not involved himself in. the specific 
programs within 60 days, the probation officer shall immediately file a 
petition or request that a petition be. filed by the pros~cuting attorney. 
However, when in the judgment of the probation officer the interest of 
the minor and the community can be protected, the probation officer shall 
make a diligent effort to proceed under section 654 ... 

(e) [Informal supervision-factors for probation officer toconsider1 
In determining whether a program of informal supervision of the minor 
should be undertaken, the probation officer shall' consider; 

(1) Where the alleged condition or conduct is not considered serious, 
whether the minor has. had a problem in the home, school or community 
which indicates that some supervision would be desirable; . 

(2) Whether the minor and the parents seem able to resolve the mat
fer with the asSistance of the probation officer andvrithoutformal juvenile 
court action; ... . 

(3) Whether furtherobservationot evaluation by the probation offi-
cer is needed before a deCision. can be reached; 

(4) The attitude of. the minor and the 'parent· or guardian; 
(5) The age, maturity and mentality of the minor; 
(6) The prior delinquent history,·if any, of the minor; 
(7) The recornmeridation,if any; of the referring party or agency; 
(8) The attitude of any affected persons; . 
(9) Any other circumstances which indicate a program ofinfonrial 

supervision would be consistent witn the welfare ~dsafetyof the minor 
and the protection of the public. ' .. , ,;., 

(f). [Filing of petitioni ~ole of probation ~ffic~rand' pr?secl,ltingattor;.' 

" \ 
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ney (§§ 325, 650)] Except as provided in sections 331, 364, 604, 653.5, 654, 
and 655, the determination whether or not to file a petition shall be in the 
sole discretion of the probation officer in section 300 and 601 proceedings, 
and in the sole discretion of the prosecuting attorney in section 602 pro
ceedings. 

(g) [Filing of petition-factors for probation officer to consider] In 
determining whether to file a petition under section 300 or 601 or to 
request the prosecuting attorney to file a petition under section 602, the 
probation officer shall consider: 

(1) Whether any of the statutory criteria listed under rule 1348(b) (2) 
relating to the fitness of the minor are present: 

(a) the degree of criminal sophistication exhibited by the minor; 
(b) whether the minor can 'be rehabilitated prior to the expiration of. 
the juvenile court's jurisdiction; (c) the minor's previous delinquent 
history; (d) success of previous attempts by the juvenile court to 
rehabilitate the minor; (e) the circumstances and gravity of the of
fense alleged to have been committed by the minor. 
(2) Whether the alleged conduct would be a felony if committed by 

an adult; 
(3) Whether the alleged conduct involved physical harm or the threat 

of physical harm to person or property; 
(4) Whether the alleged condition or conduct is not itself serious, but 

the minor has had serious problems in the home, school or community 
which indicate that formal juvenile court action would be desirable; 

(5) Where the alleged. condition or conduct is not itself serious, 
whether the minor is already a ward or dependent child of the juvenile 
court; 

(6) Whether the alleged condition or conduct involves a threat to the 
physical or mental condition. 'pf the minor; 

(7) Whether a chronic serious family problem continues to exist after 
other efforts to improve the problem have failed; , 

(8) Whether the alleged condition or conduct is in dispute and, if 
proven, court ordered disposition appears desirable; 

(9) The attitude of the minor and the parent or guardian; 
(10) The age, maturity and mentality of the minor; 
.(11) The status of the minor as a probationer or parolee; 
(12) The recommendation, if any, of the referring party or agency; 
(13) The attitude of any affected persons; 
(14) Whether any other referrals or petitions are pending; . 
(15) Any other circum&idnces which indicate the filing of a petition is 

necessary to promote the welfare of the minor or the safety and protection 
of the public. 

Sources: Welf: & Irist. Code §§ 325,330-331, 364, 604, 650, 653.5, 
654,655 

References: CEB §§ 8.3-8.7, 91~95; 
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Deskbook §§ 4~2-4.12, 10.2; 
Witkin§§ 289-291, 358; 
Ferster, Courtless & Snethen, Separating Official 

and Unofficial Delinquents: Court Intake 66 Iowa 
L. Rev. B64 (1970); . 

Paulson' & Whitebread, Juvenile Law and Procedure, 
Ch. VII, "Intake (Preliminary Screening) " 
(National Council of Juvenile Court Judges, 1974); 

National Advisory Commission on Criminal Justice 
Standards and Goals: 

-Corrections, Ch. 8, "Juvenile Intake and Detention" 
(1973), (hereafter, "National Advisory Commission, 
Corrections') . 

-Courts, Ch. 14 "Juveniles" (1973), hereafter 
"National Advisory Commission, Courts." 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Only a small percentage of matters brought to the attention of juvenile 

justice agencies ever reach a judicial hearing. The police officer may C) 

invesqgate and dispose of a case at the police' level, issue a citation to 
appear before the probation officer, or take the minor in physical custody 
to the probation officer at juvenile halt In making this decision, the statute 
prescribes that the officer "shall prefer the alternative which least restricts 
the minor's freedom of movement, provided such alternative is compati
ble with the best interest oftheminor and the community." (Weif. & Inst. 
Code § 626.) Similarly, the probation intake unit will investigate and 
either settle the matter at intake, undertake a program of informal super
vision under either section 330 or 654, or file a petition or request that a 
petition be filed commencing proceedings in the juvenile court. In the 
latter instance, the probation officer must also decide whether 'to release 
or to seek detention of the minor 'pending the jurisdiction hearing . 

. The juvenile court law provides little guidance to those making these 
critical intake decisions. In many counties, special intake officers or units 
have developed but the criteria applied may be subjectively determined 
or may not have been reduced to writing. In other counties, intake criteria 
are in writing .. The intent of this rule is to provide written guidance to all 
intake probation office~s, thereby encouraging a more uniform approach 
toward intake decisions in the several counties. 

Subdivision (a) defines the role of the presiding judge of the juvenile 
court in initiating meetings and cooperating with those agencies perform
ing an intake function in establishing a local intake program, It is analo
gous to a similar provisi~nrelating to sc~eening of criminal cases in section 
10(g) of the Judi~ial Council's Stan.dards of J\1dicial Administra~on. . 

Subdivision (b) defines the purposes of .an intake program, including 
provision for (I) the settlement at intake by excluding Or divertingfrom 
the juvenile court process inappropriate or lessserious.offenses, (2) the 
undertaking ofinformal supervision programs where official ,intervention 
short of adjudication seems desirable, and (3) the .filing of a petition 

.~75070 
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commencing juvenile court proceedings only when necessary for the wel
fare or safety of the minor or the protection of the public. (See Deskbook 
§ 4.4.) 

Subdivision (c) lists factors relevant to a decision to settle a matter at 
int'ake. It should be noted that these factors, as well as those listed under 
subdivisions (e) and (g), infra, are not intended to eliminate the discre
tion of the probation officer. Instead, the intent is to focus the decision 
making process of the probation officer upon the factors which properly 
should control the sound exercise of discretion. It ·is recognized, for exam
ple, that a primary factor in any intake decision is the availability of other 
resources in the community which may be better suited than the proba
tion department or the juvenile court to serve the needs of the minor. But 
the actual availability of these alternatives varies widely frum county to 
county and, as a result, the intake decisions reached in similar cases in 
different counties will necessarily vary. (For further discussion of settle
ment at intake, see Deskbook §§ 4.5, 4.10.) 

Subdivision (d) res~ates the probation officer's authority under sections 
330 and 654 to undertake a program of supervision, for a period not to 
exceed six months, with the consent of the minor and the minor's parent 
or guardian. The last two sentences in subdivision (d) reflect a 1976 statu
tory change. (See Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071.) In some counties, the court moni~ 

. tors, through periodic reports, each instance where a program of informal 
supervision is undertaken. In smaller counties, this may include reports of 
all cases handled under sections 330 and 654; in larger counti~ the moni
toring program may be limited Oldy to certain categories of cases. 

Subdivision (e) lists factors to be considered when determining 
whether or not a program of informal supervision of the minor should be 
undertaken. (See comment to subdivision (c), supra; see generally, Desk
book §§ 4.6, 4.11.) 

Subdivision (f) restates the substance of Welfare and Institutions Code 
section 650, (amended by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071, § 20) authqrizing the 
prosecuting attorney to file petitions in section 602 proceedings. Cross
references are also made to other provisions in the juvenile court law 
which have the effect of mandating the filing of petitions in certain in
stances. These relate to when the juvenile court orders a petition filed 
(Welf.& Inst. Code §§ 331, 655); when a minor has not become involved 
in a program of informal supervision under section 654 within 60 days 
(Welf. & Inst.Code § 654); certain repeat section 300 (d) cases (Welf. & 
Inst. Code § 364); matters certified to the juvenile court (Welf. & Inst. 
Code § 604); and certain school-related aggravated assaults and batteries 
(Welf. & Inst. Code § 653.5). 

Subdivision (g) lists factors to be considered by the probation officer 
when determining whether or not to file a petition under section 300 or 
601 or to request the prose~uting attorney to file a petition under section 
602. (See comment to subdivision (c), supra.) It should be noted that no 
factors are set forth in these rules attempting to gUide the prosecuting 
attorney's discretionary decision whether or not to file a petition under 
section 602. In contrast to the historical relationship between the juvenile 
court and probation officer (see, e.g., Welf. & Inst. Code § 270), the 
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prosecuting attorney is clearly an executive officer with power to exercise' 
discretion to initiate proceedings without interference or supervision by 
the judicial branch. (Cf. Sledge v. Superior Court (1974) 11 Cal.3d 70.), It 
would seem more appropriate for prosecutorial agencies to initiate the 
development of their own guidelines for filing petitions in the juvenile 
court. (Cf. Uniform Crime Charging Manual, California District Attor~ 
ney's Association (1974).) < 

Rule 1308. Filing of petition; application fQr petition 

(a) (Filing of petition (§§ 272,325,650)] A proceeding in a juvenile 
court to declare a minor a dependent chilc;:l of the court or a ward of the 
court is commenced by filing with the court of a petition in conformity 
with the requirements of the juvenile court law: 

(1) In proceedings to declare a minor a dependent child under section 
300~ the petition .shall be filed by the probation officer; or any social worker 
in the county agency designated by the board of supervisors as responsible 
for the administration of public social services, when that agency is dele
gated duties concerning dependent children by the board of supervisors; 

(2) In proceedings to declare a minor a ward under section 601, the 
petition shall be filed by .the probation officer; 

(3) In proceedings to declare a minor a ward under section 602, the 
petition shall be filed by the prosecuting attorney. 

(b) (Investigation by probation officer (§§ 328, 329, 652-3)] When
ever the probation officer has cause to believe that there was or is within 
the county, or residing therein, a minor within the provisions of either 
section 300, 601 or 602, or whenever any person applies to the probatic)ll 
officer under section 329 or 653 to commence proceedings in the juvenile 
court, the probation officershall immedi~tely make whatever investiga
tion he deems necessary to determine whether proceedings in the ju.ve
nile court are to be commenced. If the probation officer determines that 
proceedings to declare a minor a ward of the court under section 602 
should be commenced, the matter shall be referred to the prosecuting 
attorney. . 

(c) [Application for petition (§§ 329, 331, 653, 655)] Any person may 
apply to the probation officer to commence proceedings in the juvenile 
court. The application shall be in the form of an affidavit alleging' facts 
shOwing that the minor is a person described in section 300, 601 or 602. The 
probation officer shall thereafter act on the application in accordance with 
section 329 or 653. If the probation officer does not fil~ a petition in a 
section 300 or' 601 proceeding, or does not requ~st the prosecuting attor
ney to file a petition in a section 602 proceeding, the applicant may seek 
review of theprobation officer's decision under section 331 Or 655, which
ever is appropriate. 

Sources: Weif. & lnst. Code §§ 272, 328, 329, 331, 652, 653, 655 . 

References: CEB§§ 93, 108; 
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Deskbook § 4.1; see also § 9.31; 
Witkin §§ 265, 289 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the filing of the petition, restates the geI;leral 

authority for the filing of petitions, as set forth in sections 325 and ~i::3S 
amended effective January 1, 1977. Subdivision (a) (1) recognizes that 
under section 272, the board of supervisors may delegate to the county 
welfare (i.e., social service) department all or part of the duties of the 
probation officer relating to dependent children described in section 300 
(see comment to rule 1302(a) (7»; this would seem to include the filing 
of a petition in the first instance. (For a discussion of arguments for or 
against a delegation of these duties, see Deskbook .§ 9.31, see also id, 
Appen. c., § 5, pp. 239-245.) 

Subdivision (b) restlfies the duty of the probation officer under sections 
328,329,652 and 653 to make whatever investigation he "deems necessary 
to determine whether proceedings in the juvenile court should be com
menced." Although the statutes are not mandatory and do not require an 
investigation as a necessary prerequisite to the filing of a petition (see In 
re Bacon (1966) 240 Cal.App.2d 34, 43-44; Ex parte /Jaynes (1948) 84 
Cal.App.2d 746, 751), it is normally done and should be done in every case. 

Subdivision (c), relating to applications for a petition, basically restates 
the first sentence of sections 329 and 653 and then directs the probation 
officer to thereafter act in accordance with whichever of these sections is 
appropriate. If the probation officer does not file or otherwise request that 
a petition be filed. the applicant may seek review under section 331 or 655, 
whichever is appropriate. 

In the Proposed Juvenile Court Rules tentatively adopted by the Judi
cial Council in May 1976, specific procedures were set forth therein de
signed to alleviate administrative problems which had arisen in some 
counties relating to the handling of applications for petitions. The 1976 
Legislature also acted in this area, but in doing so, certain in-econcilable 
inconsistencies in the statutes resulted. (Compare Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 
329 and 331 with Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 65.3 and 655; note also the possibility 
under section 655 (b) that the "21 court days" within which the probation 
officer must act may, in some instances, not expire until aft~r the "30 days" 
limitation within which time the court must act.) The advisory committee 
believes that only the Legislature can clarify these inconsistencies. 

Rule 1309. Form of petition,- notice oEhearing 

(a) [Form of petition (§§ 332,333, 656, 656.1,-656.5)] The petition 
shall be verified and shall contain all of the following: 

(I) The name of the colirt to which the petition is ~ddressed; 
(2) The title of the proceeding; . 
(3) Each code. section and subdivision under which the proceedings 

are instituted; 
(4) The name, age, and address~ if any, of the minor upon whose behalf. 

the petition is brought; 

(.1 
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"(5) The name or names and residence address, if known to petitioner, 
of all~ parents and guardians of the minor. If there is no parent or guardian 
resicfjng' within the State, or ifthat person's place of residence is not known 
to petitioner, the petition shall also contain the name and residence ad
dress, if known, of any adult relative residing within the coUnty, or, if there 
is none, the adult relative reliicling nearest the court; 

(6) A concise statement of facts, separately stated, to support the con
clusion that the minor upon whose behalf the petition is being brought is 
a person within the definition of each of the sections and subdivisions 
under which the proceedings are being instituted; and 

(7) Whether the minor upon whose behalf the petition is brought is 
detained in custody, and if so, the date and the precise time the minor was 

. taken into custody. 
If the petition alleges that the minor is a person described by' section 602, 
it shall specify as to each allegation whether the violation alleged, if com
mitted by an adult, would be a felony or a misdemeanor. Any petition that 
is not verified may be dismissed without prejudice by the court. 

(b) [Amendment of petition (§§ 348, 678)] The provisions of Chap
ter 8 (commencing With § 469) of Title 6 of Part 2 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure relating to variance and a~nendment of pleadings in civil ac
tions shall apply to petitions and proceedings in the juvenilecou,rt, to the 
same extent and with the same effect as if proceedings under th'bse rules 
were civil actions. 

(c) [Notice of hearing; contents (§§ 335, 336, 658, 659)] On filing of 
the petition, the clerk shall issue a notice of hearing, with a copy of the 
petition attached. The notice shall contain all of the follOwing: 

(1) The name and address of the person to whom the notice is direct
ed. 

(2) The date, time, and place of the hearing on the petition. 
(3) The name of the minor upon whose behalf the petition has been 

brought. 
(4) Each code section and subdivision under which the proceeding 

has been instituted. , 
(5) A statenien.t that the minor and his parent, guardian or noticed 

adult relative are entitled to have an attorney present at the hearing on 
the petition, and that if the parent, guardian or adult relative is indigent 
and the mir~or or parent, guardian or adult relative desires to be represent
ed by an attorney, th~t person shall promptly notify the clerk of the 
juvenile court. . . . . 

(d) [Persons entitled to nptice-§§ 601-602 cases(§ 658)] If the mi
nor is alleged to be a person described by section 601 or 602, the clerk shall 
cause the notice and copy of the petition to ,be seI?:~ on each of the 
following:., ., '.j 

(1) The mii~ol" if the minoris 8 or more years of age; 
(2) Each person described in subdivision (a) (5) whose residence ad

dress. is set forth \~n the petition or becomes known to the clerk before the 
hearing; \ 

:11 
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(3) The attorney for th~ minor, parent or guardian; 
(4) 'The prosec~4ting attorney, ff the prosecuting attorney has notified 

the clerk that he. wishes to receive a copy of the petition. 

(e) [-§ 300 cases (§ 335)] If the minor is alleged to be a person 
described by section 300, the clerk shall cause the notice and copy of the 
petition to be served on each of the foIJowing: 

(1) The minor, if the minor is 14 c::r more years of age; 
(2) Each person described in subdivision (a) (5) whose residence ad

dress is setforth in the petition or becomes known to the clerk before the 
hearing; 

(3) The attorney for the minor, parent or guardian; 
(4) The prosecuting .attomey, if the prosecuting attorney has notified 

the clerk that he wishes to receive a copy of the petition. 

(f) [-Service; detention cases (§§ 337(a), 66O(a»] If the minor is 
detained in custody, the notice and copy ofthe petition shall be served on 
the persons designated in subdivision (d) or (e) either personally or by 
certified mail with request for return receipt as soon as possible after filing 
of the petition and at least five calendar days prior to .the time set for 
hearing, unless the hearing is set less than five calendar days from filing 
of the petition, in which case the notice and copy of the petition must be 
served at least 24 hours prior to the time set for hearing. 

(g) [-Service; nondetention cases (§§ 337 (b), 660 (b» ] If the minor 
is not detained in custody, the notice and a copy of the petition shall be 
served on the persons designated ~ subdivision (d) or (e) either personal
ly or by certified mail with request for return receipt or by first-class mail 
at least 10 calendar days prior to the time set for hearing. If the person 
resides outside the county, the mailing shall be made as soon as possible 
after filing of t~e petition and at least 10 calendar days prior to the time 
set for hearing. If a person fails to appear after service by mail, the court 
shall direct that personal service be made. lIt any case, personal service 
i9 deemed equivalent to service by certified or first-class mail. 

(h) [-Waiver of service (§§337(b),660(b»] Anypersonmaywaive 
service by a voluntary appearance entered in the minutes of the court or 
by written waiver of service filed with the clerk: 

(i) [Service on minor's attorney (§ 660 (c) )] For purposes of time 
requirements under subdivisions (f) and (g) in proceedings brought un
der eithel," section 601 or 602, service on the mUlor's attorney is dee.med 
equivalent to service on the minor's par~nt or guardian. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 332, 333, 335, 336, 337, 348, 656, 
656.1, 656.5, 658, 659 .. 660, 6'78 

References: CEB §§ 96-104 

,\ 

Deskbook §§ 8.2, 8.3, 8.17, 8.25, 8.26; see also §§ 5.12,7.1, 
7.11 
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Witkin §§291, 293, 294 
Governor's Commission, pp. 25-26 

Advisory.committee Comment: 
, Subdivision (a), relating to the form of the petition, is based on sections 

332, 333, 656, 656.1 and 656.5. The next to last sentence is based on section 
656.1, added effective January 1, 1977. (Stats. 1976,Ch. 1071.) Thee new 
section, read litendly, would seem to conflict with the general principle 
that juvenile court proceedings are noncriminal in nature. (Welf. &,1nst. 
Code § 203.) The rule attempts to reconcile the intent underlying these 
conflicting statutory;)rovisions. 

Subdivision (b), relating to the applicability in the juvenile court of 
Code of Civikl?rocedure provisions relating to variance and amendment 
of pleadings (see generally, 3 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2d ed. 1971) Plead
ing, § 1030 et seq.), restates sections 348 and 678. But because due process 
requires that the minor, parent or guardian receive timely notice of the 
specific issues to be met at a hearing (In re Gault (1967)387 U.S. 1,31-
34, courts should be cautious in permitting an amendment of 'a petition to 
conform to the proof once a hearing begins, particularly in section 602 
proceedings. Some courts have chosen to apply the stricter standards for 
amending complaints in criminal proceedings in this context. Under these 
standards, for example, an amendment to charge an offense not attempted 
to be charged by the original <;omplaint would generally be prohibited. 
(Pen. Code § 1009; compare Code Civ. Proc. § 469; but see In r~ Stanley 
B. (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d 530, 534 (amendment alleging additional nonin
eluded offense. may be proper, if no objection or showing of prejudice); 
In re Joe R. (1970) 12 Cal.App.3d 80, 85 (same).) Even in. criminal pro
ceedings, however, the authority to amend a'complaint during trial may 
be broad (see Pen. Corle § 1009; cf. PeopJe v. Flowers (1971) 14 Cal.App.3d 
1017), and a. trial ca .. : ... decision authorizing such amendments is usually 
upheld. (See, Witkin, Cal. Criminal Procedure (1963) Proceedings Before 
Trial § 210.) If an amendment during the. proceedings might prejudice. the 
substantial rights of the minor, parent, or guardian, a reasonable continu
ance of the proceeding may be grantt;.d. (See People v. Flowers, supra, at 
1020; see also In re Arthur N. (1976) 16 Cal.3d 226.) . 

Subdivision;'( c) , relating to the contents ofthe notice of heariI,lg, is based 
on sections 335, 336, 658 and 659. . 

Subdivision (d), r.e1ating to persons entitled to notice in section 601 and 
602 proceedings, is based upon the first and second sentences in section 
658. 
. Subdivision (e), relating to persons entitled to notice in section 300 

proceedings, is based upon the first and second sentences. in section 335. 
Subc:livision (f), relatin~ to service of notice in detention cases, is based 

upon section 337(a) and 66O(a). 
Subdivision (g), relating to service of notice in nondetention cases, is 

based upon the first five sentences in sections 337 (b) and 660 (b) . 
Subdivision (h) J relating to waiver of service, iS~:ls~d upon the last 

sentence in sections 337(b) and 66O(b). 
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Subdivision (i), relating to service on the minor's attorney in lieu of 
service on the parent or guardian, is based on section 660 (c) . It should be 
noted, however, that there may be some factual situations in which the 
parent or guardian may have legal interests separate from those of the 
minor. While subdivision (i) relates only to the fixing of certain time 
limitations, there may be instances when service on the minor's attorney, 
if deemed the equivalent of service on the minor's parent or guardian, 
would not give the necessary notice required to give the parent or guard-
ian the due process to which they are entitled. ~ . 

Rule 1310. Citation to appear; warrants of arrest; subpoenas 

(a) [Citation to appear (§§ 338, 661)] In addition to the notice pro
vided for in rule 1309(c}, the court may issue a citation directing any 
parent or guardian of the minor to appear at the time and place set for 
any hearing, directing any person having custody or control of the minor 
to bring the minor to court, and stating that a parent or guardian and the 
minor may be required to participate in a counseling program. Personal 
service of the citation shall be made at least 24 hours before the time stated 
therein for appearance in court. 

(b) [Warrant of arrest"":'parent, guardian or person with custody (§§ 
339, 662)] If the citation cannot be served, is disobeyed, or if it appears 
to the court that the citation will probably be ineffective, the court ma.y 
order a warrant of arrest to issue against the parent, guardian, or the 
person having the custody of the minor, or with whom the minor is or is 
living. 

(c) [-Minor (§§ 340, 663)] If it appears to the court that the conduct 
and behavior of a minor concerning whom a petition has been filed may 
endanger the health, person, welfare or property of the minor or others, 
or that the circumstances of the home environment may endanger the 
health, person, welfare or property of the minor, a warrant of arrest may 
be issued immediately upon filing of a petition. 

(d) [Subpoenas (§§ 341, 664)] On the court's own motion, or on re
quest of the probation officer, prosecuting attorney, the minor, or the 
parent, guardian, or custodian, the clerk shall issue subpoenas requiring 
attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of papers at any 
hearing. No fee shall be charged for service of the subpoena. When a 
witness appears pursuant to a subpoena, the court may order the payment 
of witness fees as a county charge in the amount and" manner prescribed 
by statute. 

Sources: Weif. & Inst. Code §§ 338-341, 661, 662, 663, 664 

References: CEB §§ 107, 112 
Deskbook §§ 8.4, 8.5, 8.6, 8.27 
Witkin §§ 295, 296, 305 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to citations to appear, is based on sections 338 

and 661. 
Subdivision (b), relating to warrants of arrest issued against the parent, 

guardian or person with custody of the minor, is based on sections 339 and 
662. 

Subdivision (c), relating to warrants of arrest issued against the minor, 
is based on sections 340 and 663. 

Subdivision (d), relating to subpoenas, is based on sections 341 and 664. 
Administratively, in those cases in which the prosecuting attorney is the 
petitioner or is otherwise to be present in court to assist in the ascertaining 
and presentjng of the evidence, it would seem to be a preferable practice 
for the prosecuting attorney to assume responsibility for preparing and 
processing of subpoenas. (See "A Study of the Petihon B11d Subpoena 
Processesin theJuvenile Court," Los Angeles Superior Court Ganuary 12, 
1975) .) 

o 
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CHAPTER 3. GENERAL CONDUCT OF JUVENilE 
COURT PROCEEDINGS 

PART I. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Rule 1311. Persons present at juvenile court proceedings 

(a) [Separate. session; restriction on persons present (§§ 345, 675)] All 
juvenile court proceedings shall be heard at a special or separate session 
of the court, and no other matter shall be heard at that session. No person 
on trial, awaiting trial, or under accusation of crime, other than a parent, 
de facto parent, guardian, or relative of the minor, shall be permitted to 
be present at the hearing, except while testifying as a witness. 

(b) [Persons present (§§ 280, 332 (e) ,335,347,349, 35!, 353, 656 (e) ,658, 
677,679,681,700)] The following persons are entitled to be present at 
a juvenile court proceeding: 

(1) The minor who is the subject of the hearing; 
(2) (a) all parents, de facto parents, and guardians of tht:J minor, or 

(b) if there is no parent or guardian residing within the state, or if their 
place of residence is not known, 

(i) any adult relative residing within the county or, if there is none, 
(ii) the adult relative residing nearest to the court. 

(3) Any counsel representing the minor or the parent, dp. facto parent, 
guardian, or adult relative; 

(4) The probation officer or social worker as the case may be, except 
where waived by that person, the court, and the minor; 

(5) The prosecuting attorney, as provided in subdivisions (c) and (d); 
(6) The court clerk; 
(7) The official court reporter, as provided in rule 1312; and 
(8) At the court's discretion, a bailiff. 

(c) [Presence of prosecuting attorney'-'::"§§ 601-602 proceedings (§ 
681) ] In proceedings brought under section 602, the prosecuting attor
ney shall appeaJ.' on behalf of the people of the State of California. In 
proceedings brought under section 601, the prosecuting attorney may 
appear to assist in ascertaining and presenting the evidence if: 

(1) The minor is represented by counsel; and 
. (2) (a) the court consents to or requests the prosecuting attorney to 
be present or (b) the probation officer requests and the court consents 
to the prosecuting attorney being- present. 

(d) d [-§ 300 proceedings (§ 351)] In proceedings brought under sec
tion 300 (a), (b), or (d), the prosecuting attorney shall be entitled to he 
presEmt whenever 

(1) Any parent, guardian or other person having care or custody of the 
minor or residing in the home of the minor is charged in a pending 
criminal prosecution based upon unlawful acts committed against the 
minor; and 
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(2) The court consents to or requests the prosecuting attorney to be 
present to represent the minor in the interestpf the state. 

(e) [General public not admitted (§§ 346, 676) ] Unless requested by 
the minor and any parent, guardian or adult relative present, the public 
shall not be admitted to ajuvenile court hearing. The court may neverthe
less admit any person it deems to have a direct and legitimate interest in 
the particular case or the work of the court, subject to the condition that 
neither the name of the minor, parent, or guardian. nor any means of 
ascertaining their names be disclosed by that person. 

Sources: Welf. &lnst. Code §§ 280, 345-347, 349,351, 581, 675, 676, 
677,679,681; see also §§ 332(e} , 335, 656(e} , 658 

References: CEB §§ 72, 114, 155 
Deskbook §§ 6.5, 8.8) 
Witkin §§ 265, 298, 301,'302, 305 
Governor's Commission, pp. 23-24 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) generally restates the first paragraph of sections 345 and 

675. A refetence to de facto parents is added to the second sentence. Also, 
the rule clarifies that accused persons may be present at a juvenile pro-
ceeding only "while testifying as a witness." . 

Subdivision (b) collates several provisions .of the juvenile court law 
relating to persons entitled to be present at a jurisdiction hearing. These 
persons include the minor who is the subject of the hearing (Welf. & lnst. 
Code §§ 349, 679); the parental figures listed in subdivision (b) (2) (see 
Welf.& lnst. Code§§ 332(e). 335, 349,656(e), 658, 679; In re B.q. (1974) 
11 Cal.3d 679, 692, n. 18); allY attorneys representing the minor or the 
parent, guardian, or adultrelative(Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 332 (e) , 335,'349, 
656(e), 658, 679); the probation officer or social worker (Welf.& lnst. 
Code § 280, see also In reSteven C. (1970) 9 Cal:.App.3d 255, 26.'>-266); the 
court clerk (see Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 353, 7oe~/the bailiff; and in certaill 
instances, the official court reporter (Welf. & Inst.Code §§ 347, 677)· and 
the prosecuting attorney (Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 351,681; see also in re 
Steven C. (1970) supra, at 266, n. 11.) 

Under subdivision (b) (I), the minor who is the subject of the hearing 
is entitled to be present at the hearing in section 601 and 602 proceedings, 
in which the ~egations are directed against the minor, the minot is 
notmally present in court .. (But see Deskbook § 6.5, suggesting circum- . 
stances and procedures for excusing the minor during some disposition 
hearings.) In section 300 proceedings,· infants and very young children 
often are not physically present in court. Th(q:mlctice in maIlY courts, 
however, is to require. any minor approximately six)years old and()verto,,; 
be physically present during section 300 proceedings, particularly wheI} 
placement plans are being. discussed, so the views of the minor in· this 
regard may be readily ascertained. Similarly, the presence of the minor 

l) 

I) 
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may be required by the court at annual review hearings, so an inqukycim 
be made concerning the minor's attitudes towards the current placement 
program. 

A "dl'l facto" parent, referred to in subdivision (b) (2) and (f), may 
include a foster parent (In re B. G.. supra), a stepparent (CuardiaJ1~'hip of 
Shannon (1933) 218 Cal. 490), or any other person who, on a day-t<.Klay 
basis, assumes the roI'e of parent, seeking to fulfill both the child's ph}~sical 
needs and his psychological need forlaffection and care (In re B. C .• su;pra. 
at 692, n. 18). . 

In subdivision (b) (4) ,reference is made to "the probation officer~~r 
social worker, as the case may be." In many counties, the board of supervi
sors has delegated to the county welfare department all or part of the 
duties of the probation officer concerning dependent children described 
in section 300. (See Welf. & Inst. Code § 272.) When supervising depend
ent children under these circumstances, the statutory term "probation 
officer" may include any social worker in a county welfare department. 
(Welf. & Inst. Code §!~15.) Except when the context suggests otherwise, 
the term "probatioli officer," when used in these rules in relation to 
section 300 proceedings shall include the social worker. (See rule 
1302(a) (7).) 

Subdivisions (c) and (d), relating to the circumstances under which the 
prosecuting attorney is entitled to be present at a juvenile court proceed
ing, are based on sections 351 and 681. The previously prevailing practice 
in section 602 proceedings was in accord with the suggestion in In re 
Steven G.. supra. that the district attorney appear and participate in con
tested jurisdiction hearings to assist in. the ascertaining and presenting of 
the evidence. In many counties, it was also the practice for the district 
attorney to retire from the proceedings upon completion of the jurisdic
tion hearing, particularly in routine cases. In those counties, matters sub
mitted to the court at the disposition hearing would be presented by· the 
probation officer, whose principal responsibility was and continues to be 
to prepare and present to the court a social study for consideration at that 
hearing (see Deskbook § 9.1). Section 681, as amended effective January 
1, 1977, now seems to provide for the presence of the prosecuting attorney 
in all phases of section 602 proceedings, including the disposition hearing. 

In section 300 proceedings, the statutory role of the prosecuting attor
ney when present in court is to "represent the minor in the interest of the 
state." In contrast to section 601 or 602 proceedings, the petitioner and the 
minor are .generally aligned on one side of the case, with the parent or 
.guarjiian being the responding party. Absent a conflict of interest, the 
petitioner ~d minor may therefore be represented by ~ single attorney. 
A growing practice in many counties is for the county counsel, rather than 
the district attorney, to appear in behalf of the petitioner and the minor 
in section 300 proceedings. 

Subdivision (e), which provides that the public shall not generally be 
admitted to juvenile court proceedings but recognizing the authority of 
the court to admit persons interested in the work of the court, is based on 
sections 346 and 676. In this regard, it should be not~d that the Governor's 
Commission recommend(!d that proceedings of the juvenile court should 
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be "confidential, not secret." Section 676 was not intended to exclude 
bonafide representatives of the press, for example, from attending juve
nile court hearings and providing the public with greater knowledge of 
juvenile court processes, procedures, and unmet needs. The Commission 
indicated it was "convinced the press will continue to respect their volun
tarily adopted code of ethics, whereby the names of juvenile offenders are 
not identified to the public." (Governor's Commission, p. 24.) Persons, 
admitted under subdivision (e) must respect the confidentiality of juve
nile proceedings and must not reveal the identity o(a1l,linor, parent or 
guardian nor any details of the case that might reveal their "identity. 
Besides the press, others who might be admitted to a juvenile court pro
ceeding under this subdivision might include relatives or close friends of 
the minor, victims, law enforcement personnel, students, and members of . 
community groups interested in studying juvenile court procedures. 

Rule 1312. Court reporter; transcripts 

(a) [Hearing before judge (§§ 347, 677)] If the hearing isbefore a: 
judge, an official court reporter shall be present and take down all pro
ceedings. 

(b). [Hearing before referee (§§ 347, 677) 1 If the hearing is before a 
referee, !!Il official court reporter shall be. present and take down all 
proceediIigs whenever directed by the judge. 

(c) [Preparation of trallscript (§§ 347, 677)] If directed by the judge, 
. or if requested by the minor or by his parent, guardian or adult relative, 
or by the attorneys for. those persons, the official court reporter shall 
prepare a transcript of the proceedings within such reasona,ble time after 
the hearing as the judge shall designate and shall certify that the proceed
ings have been correctly reported and transcribed. When directed by the 
judge, the official court reporter shall file the transcript with the clerk of 
the court. 

(d) [Cost'of transcript (§§ 347, 395, 677, 8(0)] Unless otherwise di
rected by the judge, the costs of transcribing shall be paid in advance by 
the person requesting the transcription at the rates fixed for transcriptions 
in a civil action, except that an appellant unable to afford-counsel shall be 

.) provided a free transcript for use on appeal. For p~tp6ses of this rule, a, 
minor wh() seeks appellate review may be found personally unable to 
~ord counsel, without regard to the parents' financial status. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 347, 395,677, 8()(j; Dana] v, Supen'
or Court (1971) 4 Cal.3d 836 

Refer~nces: CEB §§ 118, 119, 156 
Deskbook § 8.7 
Witkin §§ 300, 345 
Governor's Commission, p. 25 

o 

.f! ' 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivisions (a), (b) and (c), relating to court reporters and the prepa

ration of transcripts, generally restate portions of sections 347 and 677. 
Subdivision (d), realting ~o th~ costs of preparing a transcript, restates 

sections 677 and BOO, as construed in Dana J. v. Superior Court (1971) 4 
Cal.3d.836. (See also (Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 347,395.) 

Rule 1313. Atmosphere of hearing 

(a) [Court control (§§ 350, 680)] The court shall control all proceed
ings with a view to the expeditious and effective ascertainment· of the 
jurisdictional facts and of all information relevant to the present condition 
and welfare of the minor. 

(b) [Uncontested hearings (§§ 350, 680) Uncontested hearings shall 
be conducted in an informal nonadversary atmosphere with a view to 
obtaining the maximum cooperation of the minor and of all persons inter
ested in the minor's welfare with such provisions as the court may make 
for the disposition and care of the minor. 

(c) Contested hearings (§§ 350, 680).] Contested hearings shall be 
conducted as an adversary proceeding. 

(d) [Contempt of court (§ 213)] Any wilful disobedience or interfer
ence with any lawful order of the court constitutes a contempt of court. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code§§ 213, 350, 680 

References: Deskbook §§ 6.6, 8.10, 8.32 
Witkin § 299 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivisions (a) and (b), relating to the court's control overthe pro- , 

ceedings and the atmpsphere of uncontested proceedings, basically res
tate sections 350 and 680. J. 

Subdivision (c) recognizes that, at least since In re Gault (1967) 387 U.s. 
1, contested juvenile court hearings have assumed many of the character
istics of an adult adversary proceeding, except there is no right to a jury 
mal. (McKeiver v. Pennsylvania (1971) 403 U.S. 528; but see People v. 
Superior Court (Carl w.) (1975) 15 Cal. 3d 271 (advisory jury).) 

Subdivision (d), relating to contempt of court, is based on section 213. 

PART II. PROCEEDINGS BEFORE REFEREES 

Rule 1316. General provisions-proceedings held before referees 

(a) [Referees-appointment; powers (§ 247; Cal. Const., Art. VI, 
§ 22)] One or more referees may be appointed pursuant to section 247 
to perform subordinate judicial duties assigned to the referee by the pre
siding judge of the juvenile court. 

() 
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(b) [Referee as temporary judge (Cal. Const., Art. VI, § 21)] If the 
referee is.an attorney admitted to practice in this state, the parties litigant 
may stipulate pursuant to rule 244 that the referee shall act as a temporary 
judge sitting with the same powers as a. judge of the juvenile court. An 
official court reporter shall then be present to take down all proceedings. 

(c) [Challenge of referee (§ 553.2; Code Civ. Proc. §§ 170, 170.6)] 
Sections 170 and 170.6 of the Code of Civil Procedure are applicable to 
referees. If a motion under those sections' is granted, the presiding judge 
of the juvenile court may reassign the matter to another referee or judge. 

Sources: Cal. Const., Art. VI, §§ 21, 22 
Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 247, 553.2 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 244 
In re Edgar M. (1975) 14 Ca1.3d 727" 
In re Bradley (1968) 258 Cal.App.2d 253 

References: 
CEB § 2Q 
Deskbook §§ 5.13, 8.17e 
Witkin, §§ 258, 259, 329; see also Witkin, Cal. 

Procedure (2d ed. 1971) Courts §§ 228, 230,231, 233 
Governor's Commission, pp. 36-37 
Gough, Referees in California s Juvenile Courts: 

A Study in Sub-Judicial Adjudication, 19 Hast. 
L.J. 3 (1967) 

Advis~ry Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) states the statutory basis for the appointment of referees 

to perform subordinate judicial duties in California's juvenile courts. Arti
cle VI, section 22 of the California Constitution authorizes the Legislature 
to "provide for the appointment by trial courts of record of officers such 
as commissioners to perform subordinatejudicial duties."Under this au
thority, Welfare and Institutions Code section 553 (now section 247) was 
enacted, providing for the judicial appointment of "one or more. referees 
to serve on aEull-time or part-time basis (and) ... at the pleasure of the 
appointing judge .... " The statute further provides that the amount and 
rate of compensation to be paid referees is to be generally fixed by the 
board of supervisors in each county and presCribes minimum qualifica
tions for referee appointees .. Currently, every newly appointed referee 
must have been, admitted .J:o practice law in this state,. generally for a 
period of not less than five years. (See Welf. & Inst. Code §§247, 553.) 
Until 1971, persons with at least five years experience in probation work 
at the supervising level were also eligible for.appointment, and many of 
these nonlawyer referees are still serving. ... 0 

Although the first sentence of section 248 purports to grant. to juvenile 
court referees "the sflIDe powers as a judge of the juvenile court," other 
provisions in the juvenile court law as well.as interpretive cases have 
curtailed the referee's powers in many respects. (See Judicial Counc.l qf"'·, 

o 
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CaL 19th Biennial Rep. (1963) p.84.) This is constitutionally necessary, of 
course, as a referee is limited to the performance of "subordinate judicial 
duties." (Cal. Const. Art. VI, §22; InreEdgar M. (1975) 14 Cal.3d 727, 732.) 

However, under subdivision (b), full judicial powers can be conferred 
on a referee otherwise qualified (i.e.~ one who is a member of the State 
Bar) by "stipulation of the parties litigant" that the referee hear the case 
as a temporary judge. (Cal. Const., Art. VI, § 21; In re Edgar Mo, supra.) 
Rule 244 of the California Rules of Court prescribes the method by which 
the parties enter into a stipulation that a case may be tried by a person 
sitting as a temporary judge. Under sections 347 and 677, a court reporter 
must then be utilized. 

Subdivision (c), relating to the applicability of Code of Civil Procedure 
sections 170 and 170.6 to juvenile court referees, is based on section 553.2, 
as added effective January,!, 1977. (Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071, § 10.) 

Rule 1317. Conduct of proceedings held before a referee; findings and 
orders 

(a) [General conduct (§§ 248, 347; 677)] Juveni~ court proceedings 
heard by a referee shall be conducted in the same manner as juvenile 
court proceedings heard by a judge, except: 

(1) An official court reporter shall be present and take down all pro-
ceedings only when directed by the judge; and ,~ 

(2) Prior to the conclusion of the hearing, in addition to any other 
information or advice to the minor and parent or guardian required else
where in these rules, the referee shall inform the minor and parent or 
guardian that the hearing is being held before a referee and not a judge 
and that there is a right to seek review by a juvenile court judge ~f any 
order of a referee. 

(b) [Furnishing and serving findings and order; explanation of right to 
review (§ 248)] After each hearing before a referee, the referee shall 
make findings and enter an order as provided elsewhere in these rules. In 
each case the referee shall cause all of the following to be done: 

(I) Promptly furnish a written copy ofthe findings and order to the 
presiding judge of the juvenile court. 

(2) Promptly furnish to the minor (if the minor is 14 or more years of 
age C},r, if younger, has so requested) a written copy of the findings and 
order,·together with a written explanation of the right to seek review of 
the order by a juvenile court judge. . 

(3) Serve upon the parent, guardian or adult relative, and upon the 
attorneys of record for the minor and the parent, guardian or adult rela
tive a written copy of the findings and order, together with a written 
explanation of the right to seek review of the order by a juvenile court 
judge. Service shall be by mail to the last known address of those persons, 
or to the address designated by the person at the hearing before the 
referee. Service in this manner is deemed complete at the time of mailing. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 248, 252, 347 
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References: CEB §§ 118,149 
Deskbook §§ 8.7, 8.17e 
Witkin §§ 259, 300 

AdYisory Committee Comment: 

39 

Subdivision (a) states the general principle that proceedings heard by 
a referee shall be generally conducted in the same manner as proceedings 
heard by a judge (see Lois R. Y. Superior Court (1971) 19 Cal.App.3d 895), 
except that an official court reporter need not be present unless directed 
by the judge (Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 347, 677). (For the significance of a 
hearing without an official court reporter, see rule 1319(b).) The subdivi
sion further provides that in addition to any other information or advice 
given to the minor and parent or guardian at the commencement. of a 
hearing, they should be informed prior to the' conclusion of the hearing 
that the hearing is being held before a referee and the procedural conse
quences thereof. 

Subdivision (b) relating to the furnishing and serving of findi~@'iand 
orders, is based upon section 248. It should be noted that, witH:\ ceftain 
exceptions, «all orders of a referee ... shall become immediateiyceffective" . 
and may become final "on the expiration of the'time allowed ... for 
application for rehearing" (Weif. & Inst. Code § 250, l:e., 10 calendar days 
"after service of a written copy of the order and findings of a referee" 
(Welf. & Inst. Code § 252). Under a techinicalreading of the statute, it is 
conceivable that a jurisdictional order, if promptly served, cOllld become 
final and separately reviewable and appealable prior to the time at which 
a disposition hearing must be held (see Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 356,395,702, 
BOO). The disposition order, too, could become separately reviewable arid 
appealable 10 days after it is served. In the analogous situation in a criminal 
court, the act of sentencing is ordinarily the final judgment from which 
an appeal relating to the entire proceedings is taken. 
. From the viewpoint of sound judicial administration, a unitary review 
of the jurisdiction and disposition hearings in juvenile proc;:eedings should 
beencouraged. One method bywhich this might be accomplished consist
ent with the letter and spirit of the statute would be to "furnish" but not 
"serve," the persons listed under subdivision (b) (3) with a copy of the 
written findings and order/,mmediately aft~r the jurisdiction hearing. 
Those persons should be ()ffrcially "served" with findings and ordersrelat
ing to both the jurisdiction and disposition hearings upon completion of 
the latter hearing, thereby initiating the time limits for review. In this' 
way, the review process will be unified and the time limits for judicial 
review of each of the referee's orders,as well as the finality date for 
purposes of appeal from these orders, \\fill coincide. 

Rule 1318. Referee order~ffective date; finality date 

(a) [Effective date ofoyd~r (§250)] Except as provided in subdivi~ 
sion . (b) and subject to the right of review proyided for in rule 1319~ all 
orders of a referee shall become immediately effective and shall contitme 
in full force and effect unless vacated or modified upon rehearing by order 
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of a juvenile court judge. 

(b) [Orders requiring express approval of judge (§§ 249,251)] The 
following orders made by a referee shall not become effective unless 
expressly approved by a judge of the juvenile court within two judicial 
days: 

(1) Any order removing a minor from the physical custody of the 
person legally entitled thereto; or 

(2) Any other order of a referee which the presiding judge of the 
juvenile court may require to be expressly approved by a judge before 
becoming effective. . 

The approval of a referee's order by a judge in these circumstances is 
not a rehearing on the merits. 

(c) [Finality date of order] Any order of a referee shall become final 
lQ,calendar days after service of a written copy of the order and findings 
under rule 1317 (b) (3), if an application for rehearing has not been made 
within that time and if the judge of the juvenile court has not within the 
10 days ordered a rehearing on his own motion under rule 1319. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 249, 250,251 
In re Edgar M (1975) 14 Cal.3d 7'1:1 
In re Dale S. (1970) 10 Cal.App.3d 952 
In re Bradley (1968) 258 Cal.App.2d 253 

References: CEB §§ 149, 154 
Deskbook § 8.17e 
Witkin § 259 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the effective date of a referee's order, is 

based on the first sentence in section 250. It provides that except for orders 
requiring the express approval of the judge and subject to the right of 
review by the judge, all orders of a referee become effective immediately 
and continue in full force and effect unless "vacated or modified upon 
rehearing by order of the judge," (Welf. & Inst. Code § 250.) To this 
extent, these rules do not follow the concept stated in In re Dale s., 10 
Cal.App.3d 952, 957, that the order of the referee becomes a "nullity" upon 
the mere granting of a rehearing. (Compare In re Bradley (1968) .258 
Cal.App.2d 253.) Under the theory of DaleS.,there would be no conceptu
al basis for continuing the effectiveness of the referee's order pending 
judicial review of the order. 

Subdivision (b) relates to those referee orders which must be expressly 
approved by the judge. before becoming effective. Subdivision (b) (1) is 
based on section 249, but clarifies that a removal order must be expressly 

, approved whenever a minor is removed from the "physical custody of the 
person legally entitled thereto." Subdivision (b) (2) is based on section 
251. The rule would require that these orders be approved within two 
judicial days. If there exists a prior order, it would remain in effect pending 
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approval of the referee's most recent order. 
The last sentence in s~J>division (b). stating that the approval of a 

referee's order is not a rehearing on the merits, is based on discussion in 
In re Dale s., supra at 956. (See also In re Edgar M. (1975) 14 Cal.3d 7~7, 
738.) This is also consistent with Recommendation 19-C of the Governor's 
Commission proposing section 555 (now section 249), wherein it referred 
to the requirement that the referee's order Be "countersigned by the 
juvenile court judge." (Governor's Commission, p. 36.) To '~countersign" 
is to add one's signature to a document after another's to attest authentic
ity of the document. Thus, the approval procedures are, in effect, a re
quirement for a second signature, bya judge, before the referee's order 
becomes "eff~ctive," i.e., operative. Nevei'theless, it is the practice in 
some counties for the judge, when approving the referee's order, to have 
available the referee's order, a copy of the probation officer's report previ
ously submitted to the referee, and in some"instances. a statement by the' 
referee of reasons for ordering the mjnor removed from the home suffi
cient to permit more knowledgeable approval of the removal order. 

Subdivision (c), relating to the finality date of a referee's order, is based 
on the second sentence in section 250 and the first sentence in section 252. 
Note that the finality of the referee's order is dependent upon the date 
of "service" of the written copy of the findings and order. (See the com
ment to rule 1317 (b), suggesting a delay in the formal service of the 
findings and order of the jurisdiction hearing until completiohc,:or the 
disposition hearing so as to encourage a unitary judicial review of both 
phases.) 

Although an order of a referee has become "final," it should be noted 
that section 253 and rule 1319 (d) authorize a judge of the juvenile court 
to nevertheless order a rehearing on the judge's own motion of any matter 
heard before a referee within 29 judicial days ·of the referee hearing. This 
is a statutory recognition that the juvenile court judge has a continuing 
jurisdiction over the subject matter for a limited time, even though the 
order may become final for all other purpolle~. (For Ii general discussion 
of this concept, see 4 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2ded. 1971) judgment,§§ " 
2(d), 77, pp. 3183, 3238.} /) . 

Rule 1319. Rehearing of reFere,! proceedings 

(a) [Application for rel}earing (§ 252) 1 An application for a rehear
ing of an order or findings by a referee may be made by the minor, parenti 
6>1' guardian at any time prior to the expiration of 10 calendar ,days after 

, service of a written copy of the order and findings. The application may 
be directed to" all or any specified part of the order or findings and shall 
contain a brief statement of the factual or legal reasons for requesting the 
rehearing. 

(b) [If no court reporter present (§ 252)] If proceedjpgs before the 
'referee have not beell taken down by an official court reporter, the re
hearing shall be granted' as of right. 

(c), [Hearing with court reporter (§252; Inre Edgar M. (1975) 14 
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Cal.3d 727; In re Damon C (1976) 16 Ca1.3d 493)] If all of the proceed
ings before the referee have been taken down by an official cdi.ut. re
porter~ the judge ~f the juvenile court may, afteri,',?ading the transcript 
of all of the proceedings by th~ offic~fll COUk't repoi\er, grant or deny the 
application. If an application for reh~f,aring is not denied within 20 calen
dar days following the date of recel'pt of the application, or within 45 
calendar days if the .court for good cat~e extends the time, the rehearing 
shall be granted as 'of right. . 

(d) [Rehearing on motion of judge (§ 253)] Notwithstanding rule 
1318 (c) , at any time within 20 judicial days of a hearing before the referee, 
the judge may on the judge's own motion order a rehearing. 

(e) [Hearing de novo (§ 254)] All rehearings of matters hel:lrd before 
a referee shall be conducted de novo before a judge of the juvenile court. 
Ajudicial rehearing of,a detention hearing initially heard by a referee shall 
be commenced within two judicial days of the granting of the rehearing. 
A rehearing of other matters heard before a referee shall be commenced 
within 10 judicial days of the granting of the rehearing . 

.(f) [Application for rehearing;1 prerequisite to appeal] Any person 
seeking review of the order and findings of a referee should apply for a 
rehearing by the juvenile court judge under this rule prior to appealing 
or seeking other appropriate relief from the Court of Appeal. 

(g) [Advice of appeal rights] Whenever the judge of the juvenile 
court denies an application for rehearing directed in whole or in part to 
issues arising during a contested jurisdiction hearing, the judge shall ad
vise, either orally or in writing, the minor an,d the parent or guardian of 
all of the following: . 

(1) The right of the minor, parent or guardian to appeal from the 
court's judgment; 

(~) The necessary steps and time for taking an appeal; 
(3) The right of an indigent appellant to have counsel appointed by 

the reviewing court; 
(4) The right of an indigent appellant to be provided a free copy.of 

the transpript. . 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 252-254 
In re Edgar Jf. (1975) 14 Cal.3d 727 
In re Larry W. (1911) 16 Cal.App.3d 290 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 251 

References: CEB §§ 154-156 
Deskbook §§ 3.4, 3.6, 8.7, 8.17e 
Witkin §§ 329, 330 . 

fl. ~''\ (t 

Advisory Committee Commehi:; 

Subdivision (a), relating to applications f'or rehearing, is based upon the 
first two sent.ences in section 252. A procedural requirement; frequently 

. " 



fJ 

,u 

1977 REPORT-TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGiSLATURE 43 

overlooked by defense counsel (see e.g., In re Damon C. (1976) 16 Cal.3d 
493, 496; In re Edgar M. (1975) 14 Cal.3d 727, 73q, n. 7), is that which 
requires a "statement of the reasons suchlehearing is requested." (Welf. 
& lnst. Code § 558 [now Welf. & lnst. Code § ~2).) The rule provides that 
this may be U a brief statement of the factual or legal reasons for requesting' 
the rehearing" sufficient to provide some assistance to the .reviewing 
judge. . 

Subdivision (b), relating to the automatic right to a rehearing if the 
proeeedings before the referee have not been taken down by an official 
court reporter, is based on the fourth sentence in section 252. 

The first sentence in subdivision (c), relating to the power to grant or 
deny a rehearing of a proceeding taken down by a court reporter, is baSed 
on the third sentence in section 252. The second sentence in subdivision 
(c) is based on the last t\\:'o sentences in former section 558 (now section 
252), as construed jn In re Edgar M (1975) 14Cal.3d 727,736-737. 

Subdivlsion (d) sets the time limits within which the judge may grant 
a rehearing on the jud.ge's own motion. Section 253 authorizes this at any 
time within 20 judicial days of the hearing before a referee. Note thal the 
rehearing may be granted during this limited time period even though the 
referee's order is otherwise "final." (See comment to rule 1;l18{c).) 

Further, the juvenile court-law does not exprElssly authorize the"peti
tioner to seek review of a referee's order; nevertheless, the practice has 
developed in many counties whereby the court on request of the peti
tioner . will grant a rehearing on its own rnotion under sectipn 253. In 
fairness to the minoy and the parent or guardian, however, a petitioner . 
seeking review of a referee's order should file a formal application contain- , 
ing a statement of the. reasons for requesting the rehearing, so as to-~~ord 
the other side notice and an opportunity to be heard on the issue. (Cf. 
Welf. &: lnst. Code § 252; see DOila/d L. v. Superior Court (1972) 7 Cal.3d 
592, 598-599 (procedure fat obtaining rehearing on apparent informal.ex 
parte request of district attorney criticized). IIi this rega.rd, it has been 
held that a reh~aring' under these circumstances following a :rJ~feree:s 
dismissal of the charges against the minor is not double jeopardy. (In i'e. 
Bradley (1968) 21>8 Cal.App.2d 253; see also In re) Henley (1970) .9 Cal. 
App.3d 924.) In the aftermath of Breed v. Jone~ (1975) 421 U.S. 519. 
however, some courts have discontinued granting rehearings. iJl behalf of 
the petitioner folloV&'ing afindiQg that the allegations are untrue. (See 
Memorandum 2a; Los Angeles Juvenile Court Policies and Pr,ocedures 
Manual) . 

Subdivision (e), relating to the requirement that rehearings \)e _can, 
ducted de novo, is based upon section 254. A "de novo" hearing is a.new 
hearing, held as though there had been no previous hearing",,(See Collier 
& Wallis, Ltd. v. Astor (1937) 9 Cal.2d 202, 205~) The rule prescribes that 
ajudicial reheating of a detention hearing shall be commenced within two 
judicial days of the granting of t,he rehearing and other matters within 10 
judicial9ays.. . '. . " . " .. .' \} 

Subdivision (f). encouraging persons to exhaust their right to apply for 
a rehearing'before seeking relief from the appellate courts, is based upon 
In reLarrYi!W. (1971) 1-6 Cal.App.3d 290, which disapproved ofathemiiior (, . 

" . 

o 

o 
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having appealed a refer~e's order directly to the Court of Appeal, deliber
ately bypassing the juvenile court judge. 

SubdivisIon (g), relating to advice of appeal rights, is based on California 
Rules of Court, rule 251. It is recommended that rule 251 itself be repealed 
by the Judicial Council at the time these rules become effective. 
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CHAPTER 4. DETENTION HEARING 

PART I. CASES PETITIONED UNDER SECTIONS 
601 AND 602 

Rule 1321. Time limit on custody; detention hearing 

45 

(a) [Time limit on cust{)dy (§ 631 (a»] A minor taken into custody 
shall be released from custody within 48 hours, excluding nonjudicial days, 
after first being taken into custody by a peace officer or probation officer, 
unless within that time either: 

(1) A petition is filed with the clerk of the juvenile court; or , 
(2) A criminal complaint is filed against the minor in a court of cOl~pe-

tent jurisdiction. ) 

(b) [Filing of petition (§ 630 (a» ) If the probation officer determines 
that the minor be detained, the probation officer or prosecuting attorney 
shall immediately file a petition with the clerk of the juvenile court. The 
clerk shall immediately set the matter for hearing on the detention hear
ing calen~~r. 

(c) [Service and notice (§§ 630(a), 630.1, 658)] Immediately upon 
the filing of the petition, the minor shall be served with a copy of the 
petitiori" and be notifieg of the time and place of the detention hearing. 
Each parent or guardim.L~f the minor shall be notified, either orally or in 
writing, of the time and place of the detention h~aring, if the whereabouts 
of each parent or guardian carl'" be ascertaine(:) by due diligence. Upon 

. request by the prosecuting attorney or by counsel representing the minor 
or the parent or guardian, the clerk shaH notify counsel, either orally or 
in writing, of the time and place of the detention hearing . 

. (d) rnmeJimit-wilful misrepresentation ofage (§631.1)] Notwith
standing subdivision (a), ifthe minor taken into custody wilfully mjsrepre
sents his age to be 18 years or more, and this misrepresentation' effects a 
material delay·in investigation which prevents the filing ,of apetitiQnor 
of a criminal complaint withinAB hours after having been taken into 
custody, a petition or complaint shall be filed 'within 48 hours, excluding 
nonjudiCial days, from the time the'true age is determined. Whenever a 
petition or complaint is not filed within that time, the minor shall be 
immediately released from custody. 

(e) [Time limit~ertiftcation ofmino!".::det.ainedin custody (~604)] 
When a criminal ~omplaint has beell filed against a minor under the age 
oqa years and the minor is thereafter certified to juvenile court while the 
mInor is detained in"custody, a petition shall be filed within 48 hours, 
excluding nonjudicial days, ,after the conclusion of the hearing at which 
the minor is certified. Whenever a petition is not filed within that time, 
the minor shall be immediately released from custody. 

(f) [Detention hearing:-tim,e of, (§ 632)] Unless sooner released, a 
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minor taken into custody, or who is in custody and is certified to the 
juvenile court after the filing of a criminal complaint, shall be brought 
before the juvenil~ court for a detention hearing as soon as possible, but 
in any event before the expiration of the next judicial day after a petition 
has been filed. At the detention hearing, the court shall determine 
whether the minor is to be further detained. If the detention hearing is 
not commenced within that time, the minor shall be immediately released 
from custody. 

(g) [Detention hearing-warrant, cases, transfers in, change in place
ment] Notwithstanding subdivision (f), the minor, unless sooner 
released, shall be brought before the juvenile court for a detention hearing 
as soon as possible, but in any event within 48 hours, excluding nonjudicial 

. days, after arriving at a facility within the county, if any of the following 
conditions exist: 

(1) The minor was taken into custody in another county and trans
ported in custody to the requesting county pursuant to a warrant issued 
by 'the juvenile court; 

(2) The minor was taken into custody in the county wherein a warrant 
was issued by the juvenile court; 

(3) The minor was ordered. transferred in custody by the juvenile 
court of another county under rule 1381 (f); or 

(4) The minor is a ward temporarily placed in a secure facility pend
jng a change in placement. 

·At the hearing, the court shall determine whether the minor is to be 
further detained. If the hearing is not commenced within that time, the 
minor shall be immediately released from custody or, if a ward under 
section 602 awaiting a change of placement, shall be placed in a suitable 
nonsecure facility.' 

(h) [Detention hearing-violation of home supervision (§§ 628.1, 
636) ] If the minor has been released on home supervision by the proba
tion officer under section 628.1 or by the court under section 636 and 
thereafter the minor violates a specific condition of home supervision 
release which he has promised in writing to obey and is placed in secure 
detention, the minor shall be entitled to a detention hearing. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 604, 628.1 630(a), 630.1, 631(a), 
631.1, 632, 636, 641, 663 
In re Colar (1970) 9 Cal.App.3d 613 

References: CEB § 39 
Deskbook §§ 3.4, 7.1 
Witkih §§ 281, 358 

I 

Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42, 45-46 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to time limits on custody, restates the substance 

of s.ection 631 (a). When the juvenile court law was revised in 1961, the 
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Governor's Special Study Commission on Juvenile Justice made clear its 
intent that the time at which a juvenile is taken into custody, rather than 
the time the juvenile is placed in a detention facility,should he the begin
ning of the 48-hour period in which a petition must be filed. "It is the 
Commission's opinion the term 'taken into custody' has reference·to the 
time at which the juvenI1e is apprehended, and therefore, the statutes 
should set forth that the 48-hour period begins at the time of arrest rather 
than at the time of placement in juvenile hall or some other deteption 
facility. There should be no difficulty in establishing the time of apprehen
sion since it is normally included in the arrest report." (Governor's Com
mission, p. 45. (Emphasis in original.» 

Subdivision (b), relating to the filing of a petition, generally restates the 
first sentence of section 630 (a) , as qualified by section 650, as amend,ed. 
(Stats; 1976, Ch. 1071, § 20.) 

Subdivision (c), relating to sen-ice of the petition and. notification ofthe 
detention hearing, is based upon the second, third, and fourth sentenc(:,s 
of section 630(a} as well as sections 630.1 and 658. -. 

Subdivision (d), relating to time limits when there has been a wilful 
misrepresentation as to age, generally restates section 631.1.=, 

Subdivision (e), relating to time limits for filing a petition after a minor 
has been certified to the juvenile court, is based on section 604, but sets 
as an outer time limit for filing a petition 48 hours, excluding nonjudicial 
days, after the conclusion of the hearing at which the minor is certified. 
If the petition is not filed within that time, the minor shall be released 
from custody. 

Subdivision (f), which requires that a detention hearing be held before 
the expiration of the next judicial day after a petition is filed, generally 
restates section 632. Reference is also made to the right to a detention 
hearing of a minor who is in custody and who is certified t9 the juv{!nile 
court after the filing of a criminal complaint. (See In re Colar (1970) 9 
Cal.App.3d 613, 616.) 

Subdivision (g) is new. Under ordinary circumstances covered 1:;.1 sub
division (f), a minor is first taken into custody, a decision to file a petition 
is made within 48 hours, and a detention hearing is then held befote the 
expiration of the next judicial day. In each instance covered by subdivision 
(g), the filing of a petition has in some way preceded the minor being 
placed in custody within the. county; the statutes in these instances pro
vide little guidance. The subdivision affects (1) minors taken into custody 
in another county pursuant to a war.rant and transported in a· custody 
status to the requesting county (see Welf. & Inst. Cod~ §§ 641, 663); (2) 
minors t~ken into custody in the county wherein a warrant was issued 
(Welf. & Inst. Code § 663); (3) minors ordered transferred into the county 
while in custody under rule 138h3l1d sections 750 et seq.; and (4) wards 
already under the jurisdiction of the court who are temporarily placed in 
the juvenile hall of, other secure facility pending a change in placement. 
Subdivision (g) requires that a hearing be held within 48 houJ:"s after 
arriving at a secure facility within the county,. excluding nonjudicial days 
at which the issue of further detention of the minor ish) bedetennined; 

Subdivision (h), relatingto .. a detention hearing fo1l9wlng a violation, of 

11 ' 



48 JUDICIAL COUNCIL 'OF CALIFORNIA 

a condition of home supervision release is based on the last sentence of the 
second paragraph in section 628. It should be noted that a minor would. 
also have had a prior detention hearing when initially placed on home 
supervision. 

Although section 628.1 as enacted by the 1976 Legislature (Stats. 1976, 
Ch. 1071) is not entirely clear, the advisory committee's understanding is 
that home supervision release is intially authorized whenever the require
ments for detention have been met, but the probation officer believes that 
24-hour, secure detention is not necessary for any of the purposes stated 
in that section. A mirior placed on home supervision release by the proba
tion officer would have the same legal protections and would benefit from' 
the same time limitations as would apply to a minor in secure detention. 
For example, a detention hearing is required and it must be held before 
the expiration of the next judicial day after a petition is filed. If placed on 
home supervision release by the court under section 636, the jurisdiction 
hearing must be held within 15 judicial days of the detention hearing. (See 
Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 628.1,636.) Within these rules, these procedures are 
made applicable to home supervision release by defining the term "de
tained" so as to include "any releac;e of the minor on home supervision 
under either section 628.1 or 636." (See rule 1302 (a) (3).) 

Rule 1322. GroUnds for continuance 

(a) [Right to one-day continuance (§ 638)] On motion of the minor, ' 
parent or guardian, the court shall continue the detention hearing for one' 
judicial day. 

(b) [Continuance to obtain witnesses (cf. § 635)] On motion of the 
minor, the parent or gt..';:i'dian, the court may grant a reasonable continu
ance to prepare any relevant evidence the moving party desires to present 
on the issue of detention. 

, , 

(c) [Custody pending continued hearing] Unless otherwise ordered 
by the court, the minor shall remain in custody pending completion of the 
detention hearing or any rehearing. 

Sources: WeIr. & lnst. Code §§ 635, 638 

'.References: CEB § 47 
Deskbook § 7.1 
Witkin § 288 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision:r(a) , guar;mteeing the right to a one judicial day continu

ance on motion of the minor, parent, or gJ.lardian, generally restates sec
tion 638. 

Subdivision (b) permits the court to grant a reasonable continuance on 
motion of the minor, the parent or guardian to allow time to prepare any 
relevant evidence the moving party desires to pre.sent on the issue of 
detention. This provision is based on section 635. 
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Subdivision (C) provides that the minor shall, unless otherwise ordered 
by the court, remain in custody pending completion of ~he detention 
hearing or any rehearing.f>~ 

Rule 1323. Conduct of detenhon heating 

(a) [Examination by court(§ 635») Subject to the minor's privilege 
against self-incrimination under subdivision (b), the court shall examine 
the minor, the parents, guardian or other person having knowledge rele
vant to the grounds for detention and shall hear any relevant evidence the 
minor ,}he parents or guardian or their counsel desires to present. 

(b) [Rights of minor (§§ 630 (b), 827) ] At any detention proceeding, 
the minor has a privilege against self-incrimination. At a detention tehear~ 
ing held under rule 1326(c), the minor has the right to confront and to 
cross-examine: 

(1) The preparer of aily police report, probation report or other:docu
ment submitted to the court under rule 1326(b); and 

(2) Any person examined by the court under subdivision (a). 
Further, the minor, the parent or guardian, and the attorney for thosfil 
persons shall be permitted to inspect any police reports. probatiQu reports, 
and all other documents which are filed. with the'court or which were 
made available to the probation officer in preparing the probation report. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 630(b), 635, 827 

References: Deskbook § 1.2 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
. Subdivision (a) basically restates the first portion of section 635. Note 

that referenceis made to information relevantto the "grounds for ,deten
tion." (For'grounds for detention, see rule 1327(a); see also Welf. & Inst. 
Code § 636.) While the court should fully explore that issue, these rules 
do not contemplate that that portion of tbe detention bearing relating to 
establishing a, prima facie showing that the minoris a person described by 
section 601 or 602 be expanded into a full probable cause hearing,analo
gous to'a preliminary hearing in the criminal courts. (See rule 1326.) 

Subdivision (b), relating to rights of the minor at the detention bearing, 
generally restates section 630 (b), but in addition recognizes the bolding 
in In re Dennis H (1971) 19 Cal.App.3d 350 that the minor has the right 
to demand the opportunity to confront and cross-examine'the preparers 
of police or probation reports. (See rule 1326(c).)It furth(rrrestates the 
right of the minor, the parents or guardians, and their attc:>rIieys to inspect 
certain dQcuments,as provided in section 827. (for general rules rela.ting 
to discovery prior to the jUrisdictiol1ru::aring, see rule 1341.) . 

Rule 1324. Comrnenc;ementpf hearing -explanation oFpro'Ceedings 

(a) [Exp1an!lpon of petition andprocee,dings (§ 633)] At the hegin# 
fling of the detention hearing, the court shall inform the. minor and the 

., 
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parent or guardian, if present, of each of the following: 
(1) The contents and meaning of the petition . 

. (2) The reas'flns why the minor was taken into custody. 
(3) The nature of, and possible consequences of juvenile court pro

ceedings. 
(4) The purpose and scope of the detention hearing. 

(b) [Righi: to counsel explained (§ 634)] If either is unrepresented by 
counsel, the court shall advise the minor and the parent or guardian of the 
right of the minor and those persons to be represented by counsel at the 
detention hearing and at every other stage of the proceedings and, where 
applicable, of the right to appointed counsel, subject to a claim by the 
county for reimbursement as provided by law. , 

(c) [Appointment of counsel (§§ 634, g@.l;·see also Pen. Code §§ 987.4, 
987.8)] If the minor appears at the detention hearing without counsel, 
the court shall appoint counsel to represent the minor whether or not the 
minor is able to afford counsel, unless there is an intelligent waiver of the 
minor's right to counsel by the minor, concurred in by the parent or 
guardian, if present, and entered in the minutes of the court. If the parent 
or guardian does not furnish counsel, the court shall appoint counsel, 
subject to a claim by the county for reimbursement by the parent or 

. guardian as;:>rovided by law. 

(d) [Conflict of interest (cf. § 634)] In any case in which it appears 
to the court that there is such a conflict of interest between a parent or 
guardian and the minor that one attorney could not properly represent 

(1\ both, the court shall take appropriate action to eliminate the conflict of 
\. interest. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 633, 634; see also § 903.1 
Pen. Code §§ 987.4, 987.8 

References: CEB§§ 48, 74 
Deskbook §§7.2, 7.3, 7.4, 7.8 

I, Witkin §§ 288, 313 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the explanation of the proceedings, is based 

upon section 633. But in addition to; requiring that those present at the 
detention hearing be informed of the reasons why the minor was taken 
into custody and the nature of the juvenile court proceedings, the rule 
would also require that the contents and meaning of the petition, the 

°possible consequences of the juvenile court proceedings and the purpose 
and scope of the. detention hearing be specifically explained. 

Subdivision (b), requiring an explanation of the right to counsel, is 
based' upon the last clause in section 634 and further requires that the 
minor and parent or guardian be advised of the right to appointed counsel, 
"where applicable." Normally in a section 601 or 602 proceeding, only the 
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minor will be entitled to appointed counsel, unless there exists a conflict 
of interfOlst between the minor and the parent or guardian. (See subdivi
sion (d).) 
, Subdivision (c), relating to the appointment of counsel, basically res

tates the second sentence of section 634. Under Penal Code sections 987.4 ' 
and 987.8, as well as Welfare and Institutions Code section 903.1, provisions 
are made for reimbursement of legal expenses by the parent or guardian 
to the county. (cf. People v. Amor (1974) 12 Cal.3d 20.) "\:, ';, 

Subdivision (d), relating to conflicts of interest, sets forth a~flexible rule ,£ 
directing the court to take appropriate action to eliminate t}j,~ conflict of 
interest. (See Welf. & Inst. Code § 634.) 

Rule }.,)25. Commencement of hearing-advice of hean'ng rights; ad
mission of allegabons . 

(a) [Advice of hearing rights (§§ 630(b), 635)] Mer giving the ad
vice required by rule 1324, the court shall next inform those present of 
each of the following rights of the minor: 

(1) The right to remain silent, and that anything the. minor says may 
be used against the minor in the pending or any other proceeding. 

(2) The right to confront and to cross-examine the persons who pre
pared any police reports, probation reports or other documents submitted 
by the petitioner, as well as any witness examined by the court during the 
detention proceedings. .~ . 

(3) The right to confront, and to cross-examjne at any subsequent 
hearings any witness that may be called to testify against the minor at 
those hearings. 

(4) The right to use the process of the court to compel the attendance 
of witnesses on the minor's behalf. . 

'(5) The right to present to the court whatever relevant evidence the 
minor or the parent or guardian, or their counsel, desires to present. 

(b) [Admission of allegation (H 657, 707)] If the minor, with the 
consent of counsel, indicates it desire to admit the allegations of the peti
tion at the, detention hearing, the court may accept the admission!mrsu
ant to rule 1351 (f). In any section 602 proceeding, however, the court shall 
inquire whether a motion for a fitness hearing is to be made by the 

, petitioner; if so, no admission shall be accepted until the fitness hearing 
is concluded. When accepting an admission to the allegations of the peti:. 
tion by the minor, the court shall follow the procedures under tule 1354 
and proceed thereafter according to the rules applicable in jurisdiction 
hearings. ' 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 630(b), 635, 657, 664,7(J'f 

References: CEB§§ 48, 49, 51 
" Deskbook §§ 5.15,5.16,7.8,8.1 

Witkin §§ 288, 307 ' 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the rights of the minor at the detention 

hearing, is based on sections 630 (b) and 635. 
At the detention hearing, or at any time thereafter, a minor may, with 

the censent of counsel, admit in court the allegations of the petition and 
thereby waive the jurisdiction hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code,§ 657; see rule 
1351 (f).) Subdivision (b) directs the court to follow the procedures pre
scribed in rule 1354, relating to advice of trial rights and admission of 
allegations if the minor indicates a desire to admit the allegations of the 
petition at the detention hearing. Before accepting any admission in a 
section 602 proceeding, however, the rule provides that if the petitioner 
intends to move for a fitness hearing, no admission should be accepted 
until the fitness hearing is concluded. (See Welf. & Inst. Code § 707.) 

Rule 1326. Prerequisites for detention; evidence of prima facie case 

(a) [Prerequisites for detention (§§ 507, 635-636, 881; In re William M 
(1970) 3 Cal.3d 16; cf. In re Walters (1975) 15 Cal.3d 738)] No minor shall 
be ordered detained by the court unless: 

(1) A prima facie showing has beEm made that the minor is a person 
described by section 601 or 602; and 

(2) One or more of the grounds for detention set forth in rule 1321 (a) 
is found to exist. 
Except as provided in section 636.2, however, no minor taken into cush,>dy 
solely on the basis of being a person described in section 601 may be 
ordered detained in, the juvenile hall or any other secure facility. 

(b) [Evidence required at detention hearing (In re Larry W. (1971) 
16 Cal.App.3d 290)] In making the findings prerequisite to an order of 
detention at the detention hearing, the court may rely solely upon written 
police reports, probation reports or other documents. 

(c) [Rehearing for further evidence (§ 637; In re Dennis H (1971) 19 
Cal.App.3d 350)] After a decision of detention has been made, the minor .. 
or the minor's counsel may .request further evidence regarding the prima 
facie case or the grounds of detention by invoking the right to confront 
and to cross-examine the preparers of reports or documents relied upon 
by the court in support of its initial decision. If that request is made, a 
detention rehearing shall be held within three Judicial days to consider 
testiinony by those persons. If the detention rehearing cannot be .held 
within' three judicial days due to the unavailability of a witness, the court 
may continue the rehearing for a period not to exceed five judicial days 
from commencement of the detention h:earing. If the preparer of any 
report or document is not made available for purposes of confrontation 
and cross-examination by the minor, the report or document shall not be 
considered by the court in making its detention decisjon. 

,d) [No detention rehearing ifpreparers available] Notwithstanding 
subdivision (c.) and except as provided in rule 1319, if the preparers of all 
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reports or documents relied upon by the court in making its detention 
decision are present in court or are otherwise made available. to the minor 
for purposes of confrontation and cross-examination at the. detention 
hearing, there shall be no right to a detention rehearing. 

Sources: Weif. & Inst. Code §§ 5ffl, 630(b), 635, 827 
In re William M (1970) 3 Cal.3d 16,28 
In re Larry W. (1971) 16 Cal.App.3d 290 
In re Denms H. (1971) 19 Cal.App.3d. 350 
58 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 306 (1975) 

References: CEB §§ 48,49,50,51 
Deskbook §§ 7.2, 7.4, 7.6,7.8 
Witkin § 288 
Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

Subdivision (a) sets forth the two issues to be decided before a minor 
may be ordered detained by the court: (I) that a prima facie showing has 
been made that the minor is a person described by section 601 or 602; and 
(2) that one or more of the grounds for detention set forth in rule 1327 (a) 
is found to exist. The latter requirement is imposed by s!atut~ (see Welt 
& lnst. Code §§ 635-636); the former is the result of couit decisions. (See 
In re William M (1970) 3 Cal.3d 16,28; cf. Gerstein Yo Pugh (1975) 420 U.S. 
103; In re Walters (1975) 15 Cal.3d 738.) Because of the factual context in 
which William M. and related juvenile court cases have arisen, many 
construe its holding as applying only when (1) criminal conduct is alleged 
against the minor under section 602 and (2) the:ground for holding the 
minor in detention is the "immediate and urgent necessity" clause in 
section 636. The proposed rule is broader, however, particularly since the 
Gerstein and Walters decisions now constitutionally require some minimal 
factual showing to be made that an offense has been committed in an adult 
proceeding before a defendant can be detained prior to trial. The last 
sentegce recognizing the prohibition against secure detention of minors 
taken into custody under section 601, is based on sections 5ffl and 881, as 
qualified by section 636.2. 

Subdivisions (b) and (c) restate c~\.~e law relating tathe actual conduct 
of detention ·hearings. (See also 58 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 306 (1975).) In In re 
WJ1liam M (l97Q) 3·Cal.3d16, the Supreme court held in the context of 
a section 602 proceeding that a prima facie case must be established that 
the minor committed the alleged offense before a finding could be made 
that an "immediate and urgent necessity" for detention of the minor 
existed. Subsequently, a Court of Appeal held that a probation officer's 
report and written police reports were admissible over the objections of \\ 
the minor's attorney to suppo~t a detention decision. (In re Larry W. 
(1971) 16 Cal.App;3d 290.) If the minor demands the physical presence of 
the declarants, howeverj it becomes the duty of the petitioner to see that 
those persons are present at the continued hearing or the court loses the 
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right to rely on the written statements. (In re Dennis H (l91.P 19 Cal. 
App.3d 350.) Constitutionally, informal modes of proof in determining the 
issue of detention have been held permissible, even in the absence of the 
rights to confrontation and cross-examination (Gerstein v. Pugh, supra, at 
120-121; In re Walters, supra.) 

Case law relating to juvenile detention hearings is ambiguous as to the 
necessity that written reports be verified, either as affidavits or as declara
tions under Code of Civil Procedure section 2015.5. In Larry w., "unsworn 
written reports" of police officers were held admissible over the minor's 
objection, while in Dennis H reference was made to the need for "written 
declarations and affidavits." (See also, Deskbook § 7.5 at p. 48.) In Gerstein 
v. Pugh, supra, the U.S. Supreme Court drew analogies to search warrant 
procedures, in which police affidavits are used. Although this requirement 
may not be absolutely necessary if the detained person has the· statutorily 
added rights to confront and to cross-examine the police officer, as the 
minor does under California's juvenile court law. (Welf. & Inst. Code § 
630(b); see also In re Walters, supra, at 752-754.) 

Subdivision (d) provides that if the preparers of all reports or docu
ments relied upon by the court in making its detention decision are 
present in court or otherwise made available for confrontation and 
cross-examination at the detention hearing, there shall be no right to a 
detention rehearing under section 637. The second paragraph in section 
637 is thus construed so as not to require a detention rehearing where such 
a rehearing would be an idle act. Subdivision (d) is not intended, however, 
to eliminate the opporwnity to request a judicial rehearing of a detention 
hearing initially heard by a referee. (See rule 1319.) 

Rule 1327. Grounds for detention; factors to consider 

(a) [Grounds for detention (§§ 635-636)] No minor shall be ordered 
detained by the court uilless one of the following grounds is found to exist, 
in which event the court may order that the minor be detained in custody 
in a suitable place designated by the court, not limited to t~e juvenile hall 
or be placed on home supervision release under section 636: 

(1) That the minor has violated an order of the court. 
(2) That the minor has escaped from a commitment of the court. 
(3) That the minor is likely to flee to avoid the jurisdiction of the court. 
(4) That it is a matter of immediate and urgent necessity for the 

protection of the minor. 
(5) That it is reasonably necessary for the protection of the person or 

property of another. 

(b) [Factors-violation of court order] In determining whether to 
release or detain the minor under subdivision (a) (1), the court shall con
sider the following factors: 

(1) The specificity of the court order allegedly violated; 
(2) The nature and circumstances of the alleged violation of the court 

order; 
(3) The severity and gravity of the alleged violation of the 90urt order; 
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(4) Whether the violatiori:"'endangers the minor or others; 
(5) The prior history of the minor insofar as it relates to the failure to 

obey orders or directives of the court or probation officer; 
(6) Whether the minor's parents or guardians are willing ~d able to 

assure the minor's presence at any scheduled court appearance; 
(7) The nature of the underlying conduct or offense being alleged 

which brings the minor' before the juvenile court; and 
(8) The likelihood, based upon the prior record of the minor and the 

seriousness of the offenseallegea.,·'that if the petition is sustained the minor 
will be ordl,~red removed from the physical custody of the parent or guard
ian upon completion of the proceedings. 

(c) [-Escape from commitment] No minor shall be detained under 
subdivision (a) (2) unless the court first finds that: 

(1) The minor has been ordered committed by the juvenile court to 
the Youth Authority or to a county juvenile home, ranch, camp, forestry 
camp or juvenile hall; and D 

(2) The minor escaped from commitment, including any escape from 
the custody of any officer or person in whose )awful custody the minor was " 
placed during the commitment. (. .'/ 

(d) [-Likely to flee] In determining whether to release or detain 
the minor under subdivision (a) (3), the court shall consider the following 
factors: < 

(1) Whether the minor has previously fled thejurisd!r.:t~{\Ii or failed to 
appear in court; . ' 

(2) Whether the minor's parent or guardian is willing tttld able to 
assure the minor's presence at any scheduled court appearance; 

(3) Whether the minor promises to appear at any scheduled court 
appearance; 

(4) Whether the minor has a prior history relating to the failure to 
obey orders or directives of the court or probation officer; 

(5) Whether the minor is a resident within the county; 
(6) Whether the nature aJld circumstances of the conduct or offense 

, alleged make it appear likely that the minor would flee to avoid the 
jurisdiction of the court; , 

(7) Whether there exists an unstable home or school situation which 
makes it appear likely that the minor would-flee to avoid the jurisdiction 
of the court; and 

(8)", Whether the minor. absent a danger to the minor, would probably 
be released in an adult court on modest bail. 

" (e) (-Protection of minor] In determining whether to release or 
detain the minor under subdivision (a) (4), the court shall consioer the 
following factors: 

(1) Whether the minor is in need of proper and effective parental care 
or control and has no parent, guardian, or responsible relative; or has no 
parent, guardian, or responsible relative Willing to exercise or capable of 
exercising'su~h care or control; or has no parent, guardian, or re~ponsible 

3-75070 

, 
','. 



56 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

relative actually exercising such care or control; 
(2) Whether the minor is destitute or is not provided with thenecessi

ties of life or.is not provided with a home or suitable place of abode; 
,. (3) Whether the minor is provided with a home which is an unfit place 
for him by reason of neglect, cruelty, depravity or phY!lical abuse of either 
of his parents, or of his guardian or other person; 

(4) Whether the minot's parent or guardian is willing and able to 
assure the minor's care pending, and presence at, any scheduled court 
appearance; 

(5) The geographical location of the residence of the minor; 
(6) Whether thi'minor is addicted to or is in imminent danger from 

the use of a controlled substance or intoxicant; 
(7) Whether the minor has a mental or physical'condition, deficiency, 

disorder or aonormali1y which makes it a matter of immediate and urgent 
necessity for the protection of the minor that th~ minor be detained; 

(8) The circumstances and gravity of any alleged offense; and 
(9) Whether there exists any other compelling circumstances which 

make it appear an immediate and urgent necessity for the protection of 
the minor that the minor be detained. 

(f) [-Protection of person or property of another] In determining 
whether to releas~ or detain the minor under subdivision (a) (5), the court 
shall consider ~h(:) following factors: 

(1) Whether the circumstances and gravity of the offense alleged in
volved physical harm to the person or property of another; 

(2) Whether the ~inor's prior history involves physical harm or the 
subst.antial threat of physical harm to the person or property of another; 

(3) Whether the minor has a physical or mental deficiency, disorder, 
or abnQrmality which makes it appear that tl'le minor creates a substantial 
threat of physical harm to the person or property ot another; and 

(4) . Whether there exist any other compelling circumstances which 
make it reasonably necessary that the minor be detained to protect the 
person or property of another. . 

(g) [Order of detention (§. 636) ] If the court orders the minor de
tained, it shall enter .the order together ,with the ground or grounds for 
detention in support thereof in the records of the court. 

Sources: ..WeIf. & Inst. Code §§ 635, 636; see also Welf. & inst. Code 
('i~628 

...... / 

References: CEB §§ 41, 42, 43 
Deskbook §§ 7,2, 7.4, 7.5, 7.7 
Witkin. § 28S 
Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
" . Elsewhere in these rules it is provided that no minor may be detained 

unless: (1) a prima facie shOwing has been made that the minor is a person 
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described by section 601 or 602 and (2) .one .or ,mare .of the graunds far;:' 
detentian is faund ta exist. (See rule 1326(a).) Subdivisian (a) sets farth 
the graunds far detentian and is based an sectians 635 and 636. Sectian 635 
seems to sllggest that the courtmLJst detain if .one .of the graunds is faund , 
ta exist; hawever. sectian 636 makes it clear that the caurt "may" .order 
detentian and that the pawer .of the caurt ta detain far .one or mare .of the 
graunds is; discretianary. Only .one of the listed grounds need exist to 
authorize detention. however . 

.. It is imp6'ftant ta note that elsewhere in these rules (rule 1302), the 
phrase "detained in custody" has been defined to include the removal of 
the minor from the person or persons legally entitled to the physical 
custody of the minor as well as a.ny release on home supervisi~tn under 
either section 628.1 or 636. Thus, for example, a detention hearingwauld 
be required any time the minor is removed from the home, whether or 
not the alternative placement is in the juvenile hall or some ,other facility. 
A detention hearing is also required any time the minor is placed on home 
sup~rvision release. (For a summary .of other legal pratections of a minor 
on horne supervisian, see the comment to rule 1321 (h).) Finally, any 
detention must be "in a suitable place designated by the court, not limited 
ta the juvenile hall." In section 601 proceedings, of course, detention of the 
minor in juvenile pall generally would be prohibited. (See rule 1326 (a); 
Weif. & Inst. Code §§ 507, 881; (but see Weif. & lnst. Cod~§ 636.2).) 
, Subdivisions (b)-(f) set forth factors for the court to consider when 
determining whether to release 01' detain a minor on anyone of the 
several statutory grounds for detention listed in subdivision (a). These 
factors are taken from several sourc·.:lS and are intended to assj~t the judge 
or referee in the exercise of sound judicial discretion. These faCtors shotild 
also I;lSsist police and probation officers when they make their initial deten-
tion decisians. . ' 

Under subdivisions (b), (d), (e) and.,(f), the court may either' release 
or detain a minar based upon an agl.!iysis of the several factars listed under 
the pertinenl ground far detention. lj 

Under,subdivision (c) (escape from commitment), the court may not 
order .a minor detained unless it first finds that each of the factors listed 
thereunder is present. On the other hand, the presence of each factor does 
not require a decision ta detain as the court in each instance retains th'E~ 
discretion to . release or detain .the minor. . 

SU.hdivision (g), relating ta the .order of detention, is baieduponthe last 
clause of the first sentence.in section 636. 

Rule 1328. Order to reappear; detention rehearings: 

(a) [Order to reappear (§ 639)] At the end of the'uetention hearing, 
in addition to ordering their ~ppea,fance at the jurisdiction· hearing; the 
court may order the minor arllIlyparent .or guardian present in court to 
appear before the court .or the probation officer a.t any other ti~c~ aQd 
place specified in the order. The caurt shall also direct the probation 
officer that. in the event .of any change in circumstancespenclin.g the 
jurisdictian hearing which might materially affect the court's detention 

~. ''':< • • ' , 

o 
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decision, the mattor shall be immediately returned to court for further 
consideration. 

(b) [Rehearings (§ 637)] When a detention hearing has been held 
and no parent or guardian was present due to a failure to receive actual 
notice of the hearing, the parent or guardian may file with the clerk an 
affidavit setting forth that fact. The clerk shall immediately set the matter 
for rehearing within 24 hours of the filing of the affidavit, excluding non
judicial days. At the rehearing, the court shall proceed in the same manner 
as upon the original hearing. . 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 637, 639 

References: CEB §§ 39, 53 
Deskbook §§ 3.4, 7.1, 7.9 
Witkin § 288 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The first sentence in subdivision (a) is based upon section 639. The 

minor and parent or guardian, if present in court, should be ordered to 
reappear in court at the time and place specified for the jurisdiction 
hearing. In addition, they.should at this time be ordered to appear at any 
other pretrial proceedings which may be set by the court and to appear 
before the probation officer as directed. The second sei1tence in subdivi
sion (a) recognizes that in many instances a change,': in circumstances 
between the time of the detention and jURsdiction hearing may warrant 
the subsequent release of the minor. If so, the probation officer shall have 

, the matter immediately brought to the attention of the court for its fur
ther consideration. Although circumstances at the time of the detention 
hearing may warrant a decision to initially detain the minor, a'few courts 
schedule a detention rehearing in certain type cases at which time, if 
circumstances have improved, the minor may be released. (See Deskbook 
§§ 7.9, 7.10.) In other courts, it is the practice to set conditions which, if 
met by the minor, parent or guardian, would authorize ilie probation 
officer to release the minor from custody. When it appears that at a 
detention rehearing the court will release the minor,. some courts will 
have the mattercplaced 'on the ex parte calendar, so the parties need not 
return to court. .' 

Subdivision (b), relating to rehearings when the parent or guardian has 
failed to receive actual notice of a detention hearing, is based on section 
637. . 

PART II. CASES PETITIONED UNDER SECTION 300 
';'\ 

Rl,lltJ 1331. Time limit on custody; detentio'» hearing' 

(a) rrime limit on custody (§ 313 (a) )] A minor taken i~to custody 
shall be released from custody within 48 hours, excluding nonjudicial days, 
.~er first being taken into custody by a peace officer, probation officer·or 

~--, ~ 

Ii 
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social worker, unless within that time a petition is filed with the clerk of 
the juvenile court. 

(b) [Detention-physically abused child (§ 309 (b) )] Flpr purposes of 
these rules, a minor shall be deemed to have. been taken into custody and 
delivered to the probation officer or social worker if the n1linor is under 
medical care, cannot be immediately moved and there is reasonable cause 
to believe that the minor is a person described in section ~IOO (d) . 

; (c) [Filing of petition (§§ 311 (a), 3~5)] If the probation officer or 
social worker determines that the minor be detained, the probation of§~er 
· or social worker shall immediately file a petition with the clerk of the 
juvenile court. The clerk shall immediately set the matter fOlr hearing on 
the detention hearing calendar. If the sole allegation is that the minor is 
a person described in section 300, the case shall be granted precedence on 
the detention calendar for the day on which the case is set Jor hearing. 

. (d) [Service and notice (§§ 311 (a), 312, 335)] Immediately upon fil
\ -< ing the· petition, the probation officer or social worker shalll serve each 

':?arent or each guardian and the minor if the minor is 14 or more years 
of age, with a copy of the petition and notify those persons, either orally 
or in writing, of the time and place of the detention hearing, if the where
abouts of each parent or guardian can be ascertained by due diligence. If 
there is no parent or guardian residing within the state, or if their place 
of residence is unknown, an adult r<;:lative described in rule 1311 (b) (2) (b) 
shall be served with a copy of the petition ap.d be notified of the time and 
place of the detention hearing. Upon request by the prosecuting attorney 
or by counsel representing the minor or the parent or guardian, the clerk 
shall notify counsel, either orally or in writing, of the time and place of the 

· detention hearing. . 
( ---~ 

(e) [Detention hearing-time of, (§ 315)] Un~ss sooner released, a 
minor taken into custody shall be brought before the juvenile court for a 
detention hearing as soon as possible, but in any event before the expira-

· .tion of the next judicial day ~ter a petition has been filed. At the detention 
hearing, the court. shall d~termine whether the minoris to. be further 
debrined. If the detention hearing is not commenced within tnat time, the' 
minor shall be immediately released from custody. 

(f) [Detention hearing"""'-warrant cases, transfers in, ch~ge in place
ment] . Notwithstanding subdivision (e), the minor, unless sooner 
released, shall be brought before the juvenile court for a detention hearing 
as soon as possible, but in any event within 48 hours, excluding nonjudicial 
days, afterllriiving at a facility within the county, if any of the following 
conditions exist: 

(I) The minor was taken into custody in another county ar.~d trans
ported in c'Ustody tc"the requesting county pursuant to a warrat~t issued 
by the juvenile court; \1 

(2) The minor was taken into custody in the county wherein a warrant 
w~s issued by the juvenile court; . . 

\'(3) The minor was ordered transferred in custody by the juvenile 

.,\ . 
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court of another county under rule 1381 (f); or 
. (4) The minor is a dependent child temporarily placed in a secure 

facility pending a change in placement. 
At the hearing, the court shall deterinine whether the minor is to be 
further detained. If the hearing is not commenced within that time, the 
minor shall be immediately released from custody or, if a dependent child 
awaiting a change of placement, shall be placed in a suitable nonsecure 
facility. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 309(b), 311 (a),312,313(a),315,345 

References: CEB § 39; Supp. § 35 
Deskbook §§ 3.4, 7.1, 7.11 
Witkin §§ 285, 2137, 358 
Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42, 45-46 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the time limits on custody, restates the 

substance of section 313 (a). When tqe juvenile court law was revised in 
1961, the Governor's Special Study Commission on Juvenile Justice made 
clear its intent that the actual time at which a juvenile is taken into 
custody, rather than the time when the juvenile is placed in a detention 
facility, is the beginning of the 48-hour period in which a petition must 
be filed. (Governor's Commission, p. 45.) 

Subdivision (b), relating to the constructive detention status of physical
ly abused minors, restates the substance of section 309 (b) . 

Subdivision (c), relating to the filing of petitions, generally restates the 
first sentence of section 311 (a) and the second paragraph of section 345. 

The first two sentences of subdivision (d) generally restates section 
311 (a) except that there is no express statutory requirement that the 
minor be given notice of the detentionhea·nng in section 300 proceedings. 
(See Deskbook § 7.11.) Notice to the minor of the jurisdiction hearing is 
required, however, if the minor is 14 or more years of age. (Welf. & Inst. 
Code § 335.) The proposed rule would extend this right to the minor to 
in~lude notice of the detention· hearing. The last sentence of subdivision 
(d) is based upon section 312 and 335. 

Subdivision (e), which requires that a detention hearing be held before 
the expiration of the next judicial day after a petition is filed, generally 
restates section 315. 

Subdivision (f) is new and is similar to rule 1321 (g). It is designed to 
govern situations not specifically covered in the statutes where the filing 

.. of a petition has in some way preceded the minor being placed in custody 
within the county. (For a complete discussion, see the comment to rule 
1321 (g).) 

Rule 1332. Grounds for continuance 

(a) [Right to one-day continuance (§ 322)] On motion of the minor, 
parent or guardian, the court shall continue the detention hearing for one 
judicial day. 
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(b) [Continuance to obtain witnesses (cf. § 319)] On motion of the 
minor, the parent or guardian or their attorney. the court may grant a 
reasonable continuance to prepare any relevant evidence the moving 
party desires to present on the issue of detention. 

(c) [Custody pen:Cling continued hearing] UIlless otherwise ordered 
by the court, the minor shall remain in custodyptanding completion of the 
detention hearing or any rehearing. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 319,322 

References: CEB § 47 
Deskbook§ 7.1 
Witkin § 288 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) guaranteeing the right to a one judicial day continuance 

on motion of the minor, parent, or guardian, generally restates section 322. 
Subdivision (b) permits the court to grant a reasonable continuance on 

motion of the minor, the parent or guardian or their attorney to allow time 
to prepare any relevant evidence the moving party desires to present on 
the issue of detention. This provision is based on section 319. 

Subdivision (c) provides that the minor shall, unless .otherwise ordered 
by the court, remain in custody pending completion of the detention 
hearing or any rehearing. 

Rule 1333. Conduct of detention hearing 

(a) [Examination by court,(§ 319)] ,Subject to subdivision (b), the 
court shall examine the minor, the parents, guardian or other person 
having knowledge relevant to the ground for detention and shall hear any 
relevant evidence the minor, the parents or guardian or their counsel 
desires to present. 

. (b) [Rights of minoI:, parent or guardian (§§ 311(b), 319)] At any 
detention proceeding, the minor, the parent or guardian may assert their 
privilege against self-incrimination and their right at a detention rehear
ing held under rule 1336(c) to confront and to cross-:examine: 

(1) The preparer of any poi ice report, probation or social work report 
or other document submitted to the court under rule 1336 (b) ; and 

(2) Any person examined by the court under subdivision (a). 
Further, the minor, the parents or guardians, and the attorneys for such 
persons shall be permitted to inspect the police reports, probation officer 
or sccial. worker repcrts, and all otper doctltnents which are filed with the 
court or which were. made available to the probation .officer or social 

0\' worker in preparing that person's report. . 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §.§ 3U(b), 319, 827 
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References: Deskbdok § 7.2 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the examination conducted by the court, 

restates the first portion of section 319. In most section 300 dependency 
proceedings, the sole ground for detaining the minor relates to the protec
tion of the minor. In section 300 (c) proceedings, however, the protection 
of the person or property of another may also provide a basis for detention. 
(See rule 1337 (a); see also Welf. & Inst. Code § 320.) 

Subdivision (b) is based upon section 311 (b) , but in addition recognizes 
the right of the parents and guardians to a')sert their privilege against 
self-incrimination and the right to confront and to cross-examine adverse 
witnesses. Note that in a section 601 or 602 proceeding, the minor has a 
privilege against self ... incrimination which includes within it a privilege 
not to testify at all unless the minor so chooses. Under this rule applicable 
in section 300 proceedings, the minor, parent, or guardian may be re
quired to take the witness stand and to assert their privilege against 
self-incrimination in relation to particular areas of testimony which may 
tend to incriminate them. 

Rule 1334. Commencement of hearing~xpJanation of proceedings 

(a) [Explanation of petition and proceedings (§ 316)1 At the begin
ning of the detention hearing, the court. shall inform the minor and the 
pa~ent or guardian, if present, of each of the following: 

(1) The contents and meaning of the petition. 
(2) The reasons why the minor was taken into custody. 
(3) The nature of, and possible consequences of juvenile court pro

ceedings. 
(4) The purpose and scope of ~he detention hearing. 

(b) [Right to counsel explained (§ 317)] If either is unrepresented by 
counsel, the court shall advise the minor and the parent or guardian of the 
right of the minor and those persons to be represented by counsel at the 
detention hearing and at every other stage of the proceedings and, where' 
applicable, of the right to appointed counsel, subject to a claim by the 
county for reimbursement as provided by law. 

(c) [AppOintment of counsel-general rule (§ 317)] If the minor, 
parent or guardian appears at the detention hearing without counsel, the 
court may appoint counsel if it appears that the minor, parent or guardian 
desires counsel but is unable to afford counsel. Counsel shall be appointed 
for any parent or guardian unable to afford counsel whenever it appears 
that person is unable to adequately present the case and faces a substantial 
possibility of loss of custody or of prolonged separation from the minor. 

(d) [-In§ 3OO(d) cases (§§ 318, 351, 681)] If the case has been 
petitioned under section 3OO(d} and the minor appears at the detention 
hearing without counsel, the court shall appoint counsel for the minor. 
Whenever the parent or guardian, or any other person having care or 
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custody of the minor or who resides in the home of the minor, is charged 
in a pending criminal prosecution based upon unlawful acts committed 
against the minor, the court may appoint the prosecuting attorney to 
represent the minor in the interest of the state. The terms and conditions 
of th~ representation shall be with the consent or approval of the court. 

(e) [-Conflict of interest] In any case in which it appears to the 
court that there is such a conflict of interest between a parent 01' guardian 
and the minor that one attorney could not properly represent both, the 
court shall take appropriate action to eliminate the conflict of interest. 

Sources: WeIf & Inst. Code §§ 316-31B, 351, 681 

References: CEB §§ 48,74,179 /> 
Deskbook §§ 7.12, 7.13, 7.1B, 7.23; see also §§7.2, 7.3, 7.4, 
7.B 
Witkin §§ 288, 301. 312, 313 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the explanation of the proceedings, is based 

upon section 316. But in addition to requiring that those present at the 
detention hearing be informed of the reasons why the minor was taken 
into custody and the nature of juvenile court proceedings, the rule would 
also require that the contents and meaning of the petition, the possible 
consequences of the juvenile court proceedings and the purpose and 
scope of the detention hearing be specifically explained. 

Subdivision (b), requiring an explanation of the right to counsel, is 
based upon the last clause in section 316 and further requires ~that the 
minor and parent or guardian be advised of the right to appointed counsel, 
"where applicable." In a section 300 proceeding" the parent or guardian, 
as well as the minor, has a right to counsel at every stage of the proceed· 
ings. (Welf. & Inst Code § 317.) Absent a conflict of interest, the petitioner 
~d the minor are usually represented by a single attorney. (See comnient 

. to rule 1311 (d).) 
Subdivision (c), relating to appointment of counsel, is based upon the 

first sentence ill section 31B and Cleaver v. Wilcox (9th Cir., :t974) 499F.2d 
.940, 945. In Cleaver; it was held that an indigent parent in, a dependency 
case has a due process right to court-appointed counsel whenever the 
parent.is unable to adequately present the case and faces a substantial 
possibility of the. loss of custody or of prolonged separation from a. child. 
Factors suggested for ajuvenile court to consider when deciding whether 
to appoint counsel for the parent in these cases include. the comple;dty of 
the case, th~.li~elihood of removal of the"child, the probability of pro
longed re~oval and whether the parent intends to cont~st the matter. 
(Cleaverv, Wilcox, supra, at 945; see CEB S\lpp,~t § 17SA.) 
. Subdivision (d), relapng to the appointmentof'counsel fOf.the minor 

in section 300 (d) proceedings, generally .restates sections 31B,351 and.68L 
Subdivision (e), relating to,the appointment of counsel when there 

e;<ists a conflict of interest, sets forth a fleXible rule directing the court to 
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take appropriate action to eliminate the conflict of interest. (See Welf. & 
lnst. Code § 317.) 

Rule 1335. Commencement of hearing-advice of hearing rights,' ad
mission of allegations 

(a) .~~[Advice of hea~ing rights (§§ 311 (b), 319)] Mter giving the ad
vice required by rule 1334, the court shall next inform the parent or 
guardian of each of their following rights: 

(1) The right to assert the privilege against self-incrimination. 
(2) The right to confront and to cross-examine the persons who pre

pared any police reports, probation or social worker reports or other 
documents submitted by the petitioner, as well as any witness examined 
by the court during the detention proceedings. 

(3) The right to confront, and to cross-examine at any subsequent 
hearings any witness that may be called to testify against the parent or 
guardian at those hearings. 

(4) The right to use the process ofthe court to compel the attendance 
of witnesses on behalf of the parent or guardian. 

(5) The right to present to the court whatever evidence the parent or 
guardian, or their counsel, desires to present. 

(b) [Admission of allegations (§ 334)] If the parent or guardian indi
cates a desire to admit the allegations of the petition at the detention 
hearing, the court may accept the admission. pursuant to rule 1361 (g) . 
When accepting an admission to the allegations of the petition by the 
parent or guardian, the court shall follow the procedures under rule 1364 
and proceed thereafter according to the rules applicable in jurisdiction 
hearings. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 311 (b), 319, 334, 341 

References: CEB §§ 48, 49, 51,184 
Deskbook §§ 7.13, 7.18, 7.23; see also §§ 5.15, 5.16, 

7.3,7.8,8.1 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the rights of the parent or guardian at the 

detention hearing, is based on se~l;il)ns 311 (b) and 319. 
", At the detention hearing, qr,atariy time thereafter, a parent or guardian 
may admit in court the allegations .of the petition and thereby waive the 
jursidction hearing (rule 1361 (g); cf. Welf. & lnst Code § 334). Subdivi
sion (b) directs the court to follow the procedures prescribed in rule 1364, 
relating to advice of trial rights and admission of allegations of the petition 
at the detention hearing. 

Rule 1336. Prerequisites for detention; evidence of prima facie case 

(a) [Prerequisites for detention (§§ 319,320)] No minor shall be or
dered detained by the court unless: 
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(1) A prima facie showing has been made that the minor is a person 
~escribed by section 300 and . 

(2) One or more of the grounds for detention set forth in rule 1337 (a) 
is found to exist. 

(b) {Evidence required at dei:ention hearing] In making the findings 
prerequisite to an order of detention at the detention hearing, the court 
may rely solely upon written police reports, probation or social worker 
reports or other documents. 

(c) [Rehearing for further evidence (§ 321) 1 After a decision of de
tention has been made, the parent or guardian may request further eVi
dence of the prima facie case or the ground for detention by invoking the 
right to confront and to cross-examine the preparers of reports or docu
ments relied upon by the court in its initial decision. If that request is 
made, a detention Tehe~ring shall be held within three judicial days to 
consider testimony by those persons. If the detention rehearing cannot be 
held within three judicial days due to the unavailability of a witness, the 
court may continue the rehearing for a, period not to exceed five judicial 
days from commencement of the detelition hearing. If the preparer of any 
report or document is not made available for purposes of confrontation 
and cross-examination by the parent or guardian, the report or document 
shall not be considered by the court in making its detention decision. 

(d) [No detention rehearing if preparers available) Notwithstanding 
subdivision (c) and except as provided in rule 1319, if the preparers of all 
reports or documents relied upon by the court in making its detention 
decision are present in courtqr are otherwise made available to the parent 
or guardian for purposes of confrontati9n and cross-examination at the 
detention hearing, there shall be no right to a detention rehearing. 

Sources: WeIr. & Inst. Code §§ 3U(b), 319, 321 

References: CEB §§ 48, 49, 50, 51, 184-185 
Deskbook §§ 7.12, 7.15,7.23; see also §§ 7.2, 7.4, 

7.6,7.8 
Witkin § 288 
Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) sets forth the two issiJes to be,'decided before a minor 

may be ordered detained by the court: (1) that a prima facie showing has 
been made that the minoris a person descriQed by section 300; and (2) 
that one or more of the grounds for detention set forth in rule 1337 (a) is 
found to exist. 
. Subdivisions (b) and (c) are patterned after the similar provisions in 
rule 1326, relating to detention hearings in section 601 and 602 proceed
ings. Current case law does not require a prima facie hearing in depend-
ency proceedings .. (But see WelL & lnst. Code § 321.) As the single ground.:; 
for detention in most section 300 proceedings relates to the protection of 

ff· 
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" I 

the minor (see rule 1337 (a)), the evidence necessary to establish a pr'ima 
facie showing and to establish the existence of the ground for detention 
in section 300 proceedings will normally coincide. 

Subdivision (d) provides that if the preparers of all reports or docu
ments relied upon by the court in making its detention decision are 
present in. court or otherwise made available for confrontation and 
cross-examination at the detention hearing, there shall be no right to a 
detention rehearing under section 321. The second paragraph in section 
321 is thus construed so as not to require a detention rehearing where such 
~ rehearing w(>ald be an idle act. Subdivision (d) is not intended, however, 
to eliminate the opportunity to request a judicial rehearing of a detention 
hearing initially heard by a referee. (See rule 1319.) 

1 

Rule 1337. . Grounds for detentionj factors to consider 

(a) [Grounds for detention (§§ 319, 320)] No minor shall be ordered 
detained by the court unless one of the follOwing grounds is found to exist, 
in which event the court may order that the minor be detained in custody 
in a suitable place or home as designated by the court: 

(1) That it is a matter of immediate and urgent necessity for the 
protection of the minor; or 

(2) In proceedings under section 300 (c), that it is reasonably neces
sary for the protection of the person or property of another. 

(b) [Factors to consider-protection of minor] In determining 
whether to release or detain the minor under subdivision (a) (1), the court 
shall consider the following factors: 

(1) Whether the minor is in need of proper and effective parental care 
or'control and has no parent, guardian, or responsible relative; or has no 
parent, guardian, or responsible relative willing to exercise or capable of 
exercising such care or control; or has no parent, guardian, or responsible 
relative actually exercising such care or control; . 

(2) Whether the minor is destitute or is not prOvided with the necessi
ties of life or is not provided with a home or suitable place of abode; 

(3) Whether the minor is provided with a home which is an unfit place 
for him by reason of neglect, cruelty, depravity or physical abuse of either 
of his parents, or of his guardian or other person; 

(4) Whether the minor's parent or guardian is willing and able to 
assure the minor's care pending, and presence at, any scheduled court 
appearance; 

(5) The/~eographicallocation of the residence of the minor; 
(6) Whether the minor is addicted to or is in imminent danger from 

the use of a controlled substance or intoxicant; 
(7) Whether the minor has a mental or physical condition, deficiency, 

disorder or abnormality which makes it a: matter of immediate and urgent 
necessity f()r the protection of the minor'that the minor be detained; 

(8) The circumstances and gravity of any alleged offense; and 
(9) Whether there exists any other compelling circumstances which 

make it appear an immediate and urgent necessity for the protection of 
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the minor that the minor be detained. 

(c) [Protection of person or property of another) In determining 
whether to release,or detain the minor under subdivision (a) (2), the court 
shall consider the fonowing factors: 

(1) Whether the circumstances and gravity of the offense alleged in
volved physical harm to the person or property of another; 

(2) Whether the minor's prior history involves physical harm or the 
substantial threat of physical harD;l to the person or property of another; 

(3) Whether the minor has a physical or mental deficiency, disorder, 
or abnormality which makes it appear that the minor creates a substantial 
threat of physical harm to the person or property of another; and 

(4) Whether there exist any other compelling circumstances which 
make it appear a matter of reasonable necessity that the minor be de
tained to protect the person or property of another. 

(d) [Order of detention (§ 320)] If the court orders the minor de
tained, it shall enter the order together with the ground or grounds for 
detention in support thereof in the re.cords of the court. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 319, 320; see also § 309 

References: CEB §§ 41, 42, 43, 184, 185 
Deskbook §§ 7.12, 7.14, 7.15, 7.17; see also §§ 7.2, 

7.4, 7.5,7.7 
Witkin § 288 
Governor's Commission, pp. 41-42 

Advisory Committee Comment· 
Subdivision (a) (1) provides that no minor alleged to be a person de

scribed in section 300 shall'be detained unless it is. a matter of immediate 
and urgent necessity to do so for the protection of the minor; In most 
section 300 proceedings, this would be the only ground for detention. (See 
Deskbook § 7.12; CEB § 184.) Subdivision (a) (2) provides that in section 
300(c) proceedings, a minor may also be detained becal,lse it is reasonably 
necessary to protect the person or property of another. 

It is important to note that elsewhere in these rules (rule 1302) the term , 
"detained" has been defined, in part, to include tpe removal of the minor 
from the person or persons legally entitled to the physical custody of the 
minor. Compare In re TimQthyP.N. (1975) 48 Cal.App.3q862. 

Subdivision (b) sets forth factors, for the court to consider when deter~ 
mining whether to release or detain the minor because it is. a matter of 
immediate and urgent necessity to p,rotect the minor. It is based on the 
standards applicable to detention decisions by the probation officer under 
section 309(1) (2) (3) and (7) and other factors listed under rule 1327 (e). 

Subdivision (c) sets forth factors (orathe court to consider in section 
,300 (c) proceedings when determining whether to release or detain the 
minor because it is a matter of reasonable necessity for the protection of 
the person or property of another: It is similar to rule 1327 (f). " 
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Subdivision (d), relating to the order of detention, is based upon the last 
clause of section 320. 

Rule 1338. Ordf~~to reappear,' detention rehearings 

(a) [Order to reappear (§ 323)] At the endof the detention hearing, 
in addition to ordering their appearance at the jurisdiction hearing, the 
court may order the mirior or any parent or guardian present in court· to 
appear before the court, probation officer or social worker, at any other 
time and place specified in the order. The court shall also direct the 
probation officer or social worker that, in the event of any change in 
circumstances pending the jurisdiction hearing which might materially 
affer.t the court's detention decision, the matter shall be immediately 
returned to court for further consideration. 

(b) [Rehearings (§ 321)] When a detention hearing has been held 
and no parent or guardian was present due to a failure to receive actual 
notice of the hearing, the parent or guardian may file an affidavit setting 
forth that fact with the clerk. The clerk shall immediately set the matter 
for rehearing within 24 hours of the filing of the affidavit, excluding non
judicial days. At the rehearing, the court shall proceed in the same manner 
as upon the original hearin.g. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 321,323 

References: CEB §§ 39, 53 
Deskbook § 7.19; see also §§ 3.4, 7.1, 7.9 
Witkin § 288 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The first sentence in subdivision (a) is based upon section 323. The 

minor and parent or guardian, if present in court, should be ordered to 
reappear in court at the time and place specified for the jurisdiction 
hearing. In addition, they should at this time be ordered.to appear at any 
other pretrial proceedings which may be. set by the court and to appear 
before the probation officer or social worker as directed. The second 
sentence in subdivision (a) recognizes that in many instances, a change 
in circumstances between the time of the detention andjurisaiction hear- . 
ing may warrant the subsequent release of the minor. If so, the probation 
officer or social worker shall have the matter immediately brought tci the 
attention of the court for its further consideration. 

As a practical matter, in many dependency proceedings, circumstances 
at the time of the detention hearing may warrant detention, but the 
parent or guardian may be in a position to remedy home conditiolls so as 
to warrant release prior to the jurisdiction hearing. (See Deskbook §§ 7.9, 
7.19.) Some courts schedule a rehearing in these cases at which time, if 
conditions have improved, the minor is released. In other counties, author
it)' to later release the minor if certairi conditions are met may be delegat
ed to the probation officer or social worker. When it appears that at a 
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detention rehearing the court will ·release the minor, some courts will 
have the mattel"'placed on the ex parte calendar so the parties need not 
return to court. 

Subdivision (b), relating to rehearings when the parent or guardian has 
failed to receiv~actUal notice of a detention hearing, is based on section 
321. 

. 0 
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CHAPT~R 5. NONSTATUTORY PROCEDURES 
;-~ ) 

Rule 1341. Prehearing dIscovery 
{"" 

\"( Ii) [Gener~ purpose] ,;ple purpose. of this rule is to encourage in'any 
jllvenile court proceeding the timely and informal disclosure of materials 

" and information within the possession or control of the petitioner 1:0 the 
minor, parent. guardian or their cou_nsel so as to avoid the continuance or 
delay of any scheduled hearing and to minimize the necessity for court 
involvement. In proceedings under section 300 (a) , (b) or (c), the timely 
and informal disclosure of materials and information within the possession 
and control of the parent or guardian to the petitioner is similarly en
couraged. To that end, this rule s.hall be liberally construed in favor of 
maximizing informal disclosures,. subject to the right of a party t£i show 
privilege or other good cause why specific material or information should 
,not be disclosed. . 

(b) [Affirmative duty to disclose (In re Ferguson (197)) 5 Cal.3d 525, 
532)1 In every case, the petitioner shall disclose any substantial material 
evidence or information Within the possession or control ofi:he petitioner 
favorable to the minor, parent, or guardian. 

(c) [Material and information to be disclosed on request] Exceptas 
provided in subdivisions (f) and (g), the petitioner shall~ upon timely 
request in any juvenile court proceeding, disclose to the minor, parent, 
guardian, or their counsel, the following material and information within 
the petitioner's possession or control: 

(!) Any police, arrest, or crime reports relating to the pending matter; 
(2) " Any probanon report prepared in con~ection with the pending 

matter relatiI:lg to the.minor, parent or guardian; 
(3) Any records of stalem{'nts, admissions, or conversations by the 

minor"parent or guardi~'1; , ',- .i 
(4) Any records of statements,admissions, or conversations by any 

alleged coparticipant; 
(5) The name and address of any witness interviewed by any investi

gati!lg authority in connection with the pending matter; 
(6) Any records of statements or conversations of any witness or other 

person interviewed by any investigating authority in connection with the 
pending matter; 

(7) Any reports or statements of experts made regarding the pending 
matter, inclpding-ieS\llts ()f physical or mental examinations and of scien
tific tests, experiments, or COInparisons; . 
I! (8) Any photographs or physical evidence relating to the pending 
matter;.. ':, '. . .-

. (9) Any r~,cord of a prior felony conviction of any witness that any 
party intendsj\):'caU. c ' (I 
',-:1' . ,_, r",r;r '. ' 

. (d) [Disclcs1.i:te in section 300 (a) , (b) or (.c) proceedings] Exceptas 
provid?d!!lsubdivi~ons (f) at,td (g), in proceedings under section 300 (a) , 
(bVor (Crtp,f~>p~rent or gU~dian ~hall, upon timely request, disclose to 

'.j)-

f} , r; 
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the petitioner material and information within the possession or control' 
of the parent or,.guardian which is relevant and materihl to the pending 
proceedings. If'~he parent or guardian is represented by counsel, any 
disclosure request shall be made through counsel. " 

',e) [Motion for prehearing discoverY1' On refusal of a partY tb pe~it 
disclosiJre of infornlation or inspection of materials, .tpe requesting partY i~~ 
or their counsel may move the court for an order requiring timely di$clo
sure prior to the jurisdiction hearing>of the information or material~. ,The 
motion shall. specifically and clearly designate the, items sought, the rele-' 
vancy and materiality of the items to the pending proceeding,)l.nd state 
that a timely request has been made for the items and the other-party has 
refused to provide them to the moving party. Each cpurt may by local rule 
establish the manner and time limitaticm within which a motion under this 
subdivision shall be made. 

(f) [Limits on duty to d:\~close-protective orders] Upon a showing 
of privilege or other good cailse by a party or other persons with possession 
or control of the material or information, the court may at'any time order 
that specifi~(J4is,closures be restricted, deferred or denied, or make any 
other ordetl~'~>is appropriate, provided that all material and information' 
to which a party .is entitled must be disclosed in time to permit coUnsel 
to make beneficial use thereof. 

(g) [-Excision) When some parts of certain materials ar~discoveta~ 
hleundersubdivision (c) and (d) and other parts are not discoverable, the 
nondiscoverable material may be excised andrteed not be disclosed if the 
requesting party or counsel has been notified that privileg~d mat~riathas 
J.10t been disclosed. Material excisedpursu~t!o judicial ordershail 'be 
sealed and preserved in. the records of the cb(,rt for review in the even't 
of an appeal. 

(h) [Conditions of discovery] An order of the court granting discov
ery under this rule may specify th~ time, place, and man..V1er of\making the. 
discovery and inspection permi~ted and may prescribe tel'm&"and condi
ti~ns.~lDiscovery SJlall be completed in a timeiy manner so as to livoid the 
delay or continuance of any scheduled hearing. 

(i) [Failure to comply; sanctions] If at any time during the course of 
the proceedings it· is brought to the attention of the court that a person 
has failed to.comply with this Tt11e or With an order issued pursuant to this 
rule, the court may order th~persQn to permit the discovery or inspection I.' 

of materials nQtpreviously disclosed. grant a continuance, prohibit a party 
from introducing in evidence the Jll~terial,not disclosed~ dismiss the pro. 
ceedings, or enter any other orde1~;tne cQurtdeemsj\1$t under.the circum
stances." 

(j) [Continuing duty to disclose] If, subsequenJ:tq compliance with 
thes~ rules or orders pursuant thereto, a party discot't;1' ;.,itdditional materi
alor information which. is subject to disclosure, tha:t-p'arty shall promptly. 

<I 
D 
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notify the requesting party or their counsel of the existence of the addi
tional material. 

Sources: Joe Z. v. Superior Court (1970) 3 Ca1.3d 797 

References: CEB Supp. § 95A 
Deskbook § 8.14 
Witkfn § 299(e); see Witkin, California Evidence (2d 

ed.) Supp. § 1060 
See generally 4 De Meo, California Deposition and 

Discovery Practice, Ch. 16 "Criminal Discovery" 
(2d ed. 1972). ' 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The juvenile court law is silent regarding the question of preheating 

discovery in juvenile court cases. Although proc6~~';gs in juvenile court 
are not criminal proceedings (Weif. & lnst. Code ~.~ ,J) but "essentially 
civil" (In re Dennis M. (1969) 70 Cal.2d 444, 462), theCalifornia Supreme 
Co"Jrt has rejected a claim that the extellSive discovery procedures gener
ally applicable to civil proceedings are or should be available in juvenile 
court. (Joe Z. v. Superior Court (1970) 3 Cal.3d 797, 801.) The court 
indicated that the "'civil'label-of-convenience" (In re Gault (1966) 387 
U.S. 1) cannot obscure the quasi~criminal nature' of juvenile proceedings, 
including as they often do the possibility of a substantial loss of personal 
freedom. (Joe Z. v. Superior Court, supra at B01.) "Moreover, the need for 
expeditious and informal adjudication in juvenile court (see Welf. & lnst. 
Code, § 680) belies the wisdom or necessity of any indiscriminate applica
tion of civil discovery procedures." Ibid The court included that "the 
juvenile courts should have the same degree of discretion as a court in an 
ordinary criminal case to permit, upon a proper showing, discovery 
between the parties." Ibid 

"Authority for ... d\scovery [in the context of criminal proceedings] 
derives not from statufe but from the inherent power of every court to 
develop rules of procedure aimed at facilitating the' administration of 
criminal justice and promoting the orderly ascertainment of the truth." 
(Joe Z. v. Superior Court, supra, at 801-802.) This rule is intended to 
reflect in large part the criminal discovery rules which have been judicial
ly developed and to apply them to all juvenile court proceedings, includ
ing dependency proceedings under section 300. Although the latter 
proceedings are strictly civil in nature, the less formal discovery proce
dures in these rules promote the expeditious handling of these cases con
sistent with the policy of the juvenile court law. In ml"::l dependency 
proceedings, however, the right to discovery is two-wa:(;:ilth the parent 
or guardian having a duty to mak~ disclosures to the petitioner, subject to 
a claim of privilege by the parent or guardian. This two-way discovery in 

" dependency proc~edings is not extended to pI:oceedings under section 
300 (d) , relating to the neglect or abuse of the minor, due to the increased 
likelihood of criminal prosecution against the parent or guardian in those 
cases. 
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Subdivision (a) sets forth the general purpose of this rule relating to 
preheating discovery, which is to encourage the timely and informal dis~ 
closure of materials and information by the petitioner ill any proceeding, 
or by the parent or guardian in section 300 (a) , (b) or (c) proceedings, so 
as to avoid the continuance or delay of any scheduled hearing and to 
minimize the necessity for court involvement. Due to the limited time 
period preceding .I',l juri~diction hearing, the rule is. to be liberally con
strued so as to maximize informal disclosures, subject to a privilege of a 
party or other good cause why speCific material or information should not 
be disclosed. 

Subdivision (b) states the affirmative duty of the petitioner to disclose 
any substantial material evidence or information within his possession or 
control,which is favorable to the minor, parent or guardian. (In re Fergu
son (1971) 5 Cal.3d525, 532.) , 

Subdivision (c) lists the material and iQformation within the petitioner's 
possession or control which, upon timely request, the petitioner shall 
disclose to the minor, parent or guardian, or their counsel. These include 
(1) police, arrest, and crime reports (Pen. Code §§ 859, 1430); (2) proba
tion. reports (cf. Weif. & Inst. Code § 827); (3) any statements by the 
minor, parent or guardian Uoe Z. v. Superior Court, supra, at 802--805; 
Powell v. Superior Court (1957) 48 Ca1.2d 704); (4) statements of an 
alleged coparticipant even though their cases are notjointly'heard (com
pare Joe Z. v. Supenor Court, supra, at 805; People v. Aranda· (1965) 63 
Cal.3d 518, 527-528, fn. 6); (5) the name and address of any witness who 
has made a statement regarding the pending matter; {6} any statements 
or recorded conversations of any witness or other persoh interviewed by 
any investigating authority in connection with the pending matter Uoe Z 
v. Superior Court, supra, at 805-806); (7) reports, statements, and results 
of medical examinations or scientific tests (see e.g., Brenardv. Superior' 
Court (1959) 172 Cal.App.2d 314,318 (defendant's blood t~sts); Walken~. 
Superior Court (1959) 155 Cal.App.2d 134 (autopsy report, laboratory 
analysis of defendant's shoes) ;(8) photographs or phy~ical evidence relat
ing to the pending matter (PeopJe v. Cooper .(1960) 53 Cal. 3d 755, 770); 
and (9) any record of a prior felony conviction on the part of any witness 
(Hill v. Superior G"'oUrt (1974) 10 Cal.3d 812, 820 ("rapsheet" of prior 
felony conviction) ). 

Subdivision (d) sets forth the duty of the parent orguardian to disclose 
matters to the petitioner in section 300 (a) , (b) and (c) proceedings sub
ject to the rfght to show privilege or other good cause why certain matters 
should. not be disclosed. The rule further provides that if the parent or 
guardian is represented by counsel, requests for disclosure should be made 
throqgh counsel. . 

Subdivision (e) sets forth the requirements for ,a forml,ll mQtion for 
discovery. Generally, informal dj~covery,'procedures without the necessity 
for direct court involvement are, to be encouraged, Whenever a privilege 
or other good cause is relied upon hy a party to restrict or deny disclosure 
under subdivision (e), howeyer, a judicial determination is usually neces
sary. If a party refuses todisclolle any,information or materials, a motion 
may be made by the requesting Party or counsel for an order requiring '. 

(,,/ ' .. 
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prehearing discovery. The motion should specifically designate the items 
sought (see Ballard v. Superior Court (1966) 64 Cal.2d 159, 167), the 
relevancy and ma~eriality of the items to the pending proceeding, and 
state that the party or other person in control of the items has refused to 
disclose them (see Schindler v. Superior 90urt (1958) 161 Cal.App.2d 513, 
520). Each court may by local rule establish the manner and time for 
making these motions. 

Subdivisions (f) and (g) state limitations on the duty to disclose. (See 
ABA Project on Minimum Standards for Criminal Justice, Stds. Relating 
to Discovery and Procedure Before Trial (Approved Draft 1970) stds. 4.4, 
4;5; see also Advisory Committee Rep. for Judicial Council, Comparative 
Anal,ysis of ABA Min. Stds. for Criin. Justice with Cal. Law (1974) at pp. 
98-99.) In rel}!lrd to privileges asserted by the petitioner, under Evidence 
Code sectiot.i::!\1040-1042,for example, the government has a privilege to 
refuse to divulge official information or the identity of an informer when 
disclosure is forbidden by statute or when disclosure would be against the 
public interest because the need for confidentiality outweighs the need 

,. for disclosure in the interest of justice. The privilege is conditional; the 
judge must determine in each instance the consequences to, the public of 
disclosure and the consequences to the litigant of nondisclosu!,2 and then 
decide which outweig,hs the other. (Pitchess v. Superior Court (1974) 11 
Cal.3d 531, 538.) In Hilking this determination, the court must conduct a 
hearing in conformitY with Evidence Code section 915 (b) if the claim of 
privilege relates to official information (People v. Superior Court (Biggs) 
(1971) 19 Cal.App.3d 5~) or EvjdeI'l,ce Code section 1042(d) if it relates 
to an informer's identity. (People v. Pacheco (1972) 27 Cal.App.3d 70; see 
generally, Jefferson (1972) Ca1J1ornia Evidence Benchbook §§ 35.5, 43.4.) 
Under subdivision (f), a court may in proper circumstances authorize 
delay in the actual disclosure of evidence until shortly before trial. In 
People v. Lopez (1963) 60 Cal.2d 223, 244, for example, the defendant's 
request for the identity of two witnesses was properly delayed until .24 
hours before they were to testify after a prosecution showing was made 
that the witnesses feared intimidation. In section 300 proceedings, on the 
other hand, a parent or guardian may, for example, assert a privilege to 
refuse to disclose any matter that may tend to be incriminating (Evid. 
Code § 940). In making this determination, the court again would follow 
procedures set forth elsewhere in the general law. (See Evi.d. Code § 404.) 

Under subdivision (g) , the excision of nondiscovel'ab\l~ portions of a 
statement or other. material is auth~rized. (See People v. LDpez, supra, at 
241.) Excision of certain material and disclosure of the balance is prefera
ble .to withholding the whole. When a portion of a statement or report is 
excised, however, this fact should be disclosed to opposing counsel.. (cf. 
Pen. Code §§ 859, 1430.) Further, if the materials are excised pursuant to 
court order., the excised portion is to be sealed and made a part of the 
records of the court, so the entire text mllY be reviewed for a possible 
abuse of discrep,pn in the event of appeal. 

Subdivision (h) !l.uthorizes the court to sp~qify in its discovery order any 
terrQs and conditions regarding the time, place, and manner of making the 
diSCOVery and inspection. It also provides' that discovery shall be com-
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pie ted in a timely manner so as to avoid the delay or continuancecof any .. 
scheduled hearing. 

Subdivision (i), relating to the sanctions for failure to comply with a 
discovery order, is based on language in section 4.4 of the ABA Standards, 
supra. The court may order the discovery or ~nspection of materials nQt ' 
previously disclosed (People v. AlcRBe (1967) 256 Cal.App.2d 95, 102 
(omission of witness from list furnished defendant) ), grant a continuance 
(see Brenard v. Sup{!rior Court (1959) 172 Cal.App.2d 314 (refusal to grant \: 
continuance may deny due process}). prohibit the party from introducing 
in evidence the material not disclosed, dismiss the proceedings, or enter 
any other order it deems just under the circumstances. (See e.g., People 
v. Teale (1956) 63 Cal.2d 178, 190 (factfindermay draw adverseintetest); 
People v. GOhe/BY (1973) 8 Cal.3d 771 (failure to disclose informant who 
is material witness on issu~ of guilt may require dismissal.) 

In subdivision U), it is provided that a party shall have a continuing duty 
to disclose any discoverable material· or information obtained after an 
initial request or order for disclosure is made. 

Rule 1342. Cranting of immunity to witness 

(a) {Privilege against self-incrimination] If a. persoll is called as a 
witness in the juvenile court and it appears to the court that the testimony 
or other evidence being sought may tend to incriminate the witness; the 
court shall advise the witness of his privilege against self-incrimination 
and of the possible consequences of testifying. The court shall also inform 
the witness of the right to representation by counsel and, if indigent, of 
the right to have counsel appointed. 

(b) [Authority of judge to grant immunity] If in anyJuvenile court 
proceeding a witness refuses to answer a question or to produce evidence 
based upon a claim of the privilege against self-incriminati~n, a judge of 
the juvenile court may grant immunity to the witness under either sub
division (c)' or (d), as appropriate, and order the question answered or the 
evidence produced. 

(c) [Request for immunity-§ 602 proceedings] In proceedings un:-
der section 602, a request that a judg2 ofthe juvenile court order a witness " ,' .. 
to answer a question or produce evidence maY be made orally on the 
record orin writing by the prosecuting attorney. The judge shall thereaf-
ter proceed under either Penal Ccde section 13240r 1324.1, asappropri-
ate. After ~omplying with any order to answer a question or produce 
evidence and if, butfor those Penal Code sections or this rule, the witness « 
would have been privileged to withhold the answer given or theevidEm~e 
produced, that person shall not be subject to pr'oceedings\lnder the juve-
nile cQurt law, to criminal prosecution. or to any penalty or forfeiture for 
or on account of any fact or act concerning which, in accordance with the 
order, the witness was required to answer or produce eVidence.' 

'(d) [Request for immunih'-§ 300, 601 proceedings) Inproceedipgs 
under section ~OO or 601, a'request that the judge order a witnessto answer 
a question or produce .evidence may'be made orally on the record or in 
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writing by either the petitioner or prosecuting attorney, or by both acting 
jointly. If the request is made by either the petitioner or prosecuting 
attorney alone, i:he other shall be given the opportunity to show why 
immunity is not to be granted and the judge may then grant or deny the 

. request as he deems appropriate. If jointly made, the request shall be 
granted unless the judge finds that to do so would be clearly contrary to 
the public interest. The terms of any grant of immunity shall be set forth 
in the record. After complying with the order and if, but for this rule, the 
witness would have been privileged to withhold the answer given or the 
evidence produced, any answer given, evidence produced, or any infor
mation derived therefrom shall not be used against the witness in any 
juvenile court or criminal proceeding: 

(e) [No immunity from perjury or contempt] Notwithstanding sub
division (c) or (d), a witness may nevertheless be subject to proceedings 
under the juvenile court law or to criminal prosecution for any perjury, 
false swearing or contempt committed in answering, or failing to answer, 
or in producing, or failing to produce, evidence in accordance with the 
order. 

Sources: People v. Superior Court (Kaufmann) (1974) 12 Cal.3d 
421; cf. Pen. Code §§ 1324, 1324.1; Welf. & Inst. Code § 
§ 656.1,702 

References: Witkin, Evidence (2d ed.) §§927--931 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The juvenile court law is silent on the subject of granting immunity to 

witnesses in the context of juvenile court proceedings. Nevertheless, the 
issue is one which lis raised with increasing frequency. In section 602 
proceedings, for ex~mple, a coparticipant may refuse to testify through 
fear of prosecution. Similarly, in some section 600 proceedings, a parent 
called to testify may be 'subject to prosecution for criminal child abuse or 
child neglect. This mle recognizes the authority of juvenile court judges 
to grant immunity and to. compel a witness to testify and sets forth the 
procedures to be followed. . 

Subdivision (a) provides that if a person is called as a witness in a 
juvenile court proceeding and it appears to the court that the testimony 
or other evigence being sought may tend to incriminate the witness, the 
court is to advise the witnes~ of the privilege against self-incrimination, 
the possible cons~quences of testifying, and of the right to representation 
by counsel Whil~ testifying. (See PeopJe.v. Seastone (1969) 3 Cal.App.3d 
60,68; People ~~'Barker (1965)232 Cal.App.2d 178, 182.) 

Subdivision (b) recognizes the inherent Power of a trial court judge to 
grant immunity and to order a witness to an~wer a question or to produce 

. evidence. A judge has the authority to do this under appropriate circum-

() 

)) 
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stances ~,i!>,en in the absence of a specific legislative' grant of immunity to . 
a witnes~1 (People v. Superior Court (Kaufmann) (1974) 12 Cal.3d 421, 
4m) , 

Sub.division (c) sets forth the method by which a request for immunity 
is made and immunity is granted in a proceeding brought under section 
602. Basically, the procedures and the scope of immunity granted (i.e., 
"transactional" immunity) would be the same as in· an analogous adult 
cri~ninal proceeding (see Pen. Code §§ 1324 and 1324.1.) In its comments 
to the proposed rules tentatively adopted by the Judicial Couricil in May 
1976, the advisory committee questioned whether the immunity provi
sions in Penal Code sections 1324 and 1324.1 could be carried over by court 
rule intoJhe juvenile court inasmuch as those provisions, by their express 
terms, apply "in any felony proceeding" and "in any misdemeanor pro
ceeding" respectively. Although ajuvenile courtproceeding is not a crimi
nal proceeding (Welf. & lnst. Code § 203) , it has nevertheless been labele-d- .-
"quasi-criminal" in natyre (joe Z v. Superior Court (1970) 3 Cal.3d 797, 
801) and various procedures used in adult criminal proceedings have 
gradually been incorporated into the juvenile court. As the result of 1976 
legislation, a juvenile court petition in section 602 proceedings must now 
specify "as to each COUlt' whether the. crime charged is a felony or a 
misdemeanor." (Weif. & lnst. Code § 656.1; see also Welf. & Inst. Code § 
702.) Moreover, the prosecuting attorney, rather than the probation offi
cer, is now the petitioner in section 602 proceedings and is entitled to be 
present at all times. Inasmuch as the prosecuting attorney is now present 
throughout these proceedings to protect prosecutorial interests and the 
juvenile court law has now explicitly incorporated felony-misdemeanor 
distinctions into the proceedings, a statutory basis would seem to exist to 
permit the incorporation of the adult immunity procedures into the juve
nile court. The advisory committee h8r:-'~herefore revised its earlier pro
posal . and now recommends that the' procedures and the scope of 
immunity granted in section 602 proceedings be the same as in analogous 
adult criminal proceedings .. It is noted, however, that neither the adult 
criminal law nor these rules provide for a defendant to request iIhm~l11ity 
in behalf of a defense witness (People v. Traylor (1972) ~1 Cal.App.3d 323, 
331.), . \\ " 

Subdivision (d) sets forth the procedures for granting immunity in 
section 300 o.r 601 proceedings. In these proceedings, the probation officer 
(or social worker) would bethe' petitioner and a prosecuting att0t:',ney may 
or may not be participating in theproceeclings. (See Weif. & .lnst. Code 
§§ 351, 681.) The procedure set forth in subdivision (d) is theteforede
signed to insure that the prosecuting attorney be given an opportunity to 
show why immunity should not be granted in an individual case. Further::, 
more, it should be noted that the Sl;!ope of immunity ~hich may hegr.anted
in these proceedings is more limited than in section 602 proceedings. In 
the absence of a statutory basis for doing so, a-court may only grant 
immunity f::;?ffi the "use" qf the irlformation or its fruits in connection with;). 

" <\. ., 
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ajuvenile proceeding or criminal prosecution against the witness. People 
v. Superior Court (Kaufmann) (1974) 12 Cal.3d 421, 428; Byers v. Justice 
Court (1969) 71 Cal.2d 1039, 1049 (vacated on other grounds in California 
v. Byers (1971) 402 U.S. 424. ' 

Subdivision (e), relating to continued liability for perjury, false swear
ing, or contempt, is patterned after the last sentence in Penal Code sectior;a 
1~. . 
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CHAPTER 6. FITNESS HEARINGS 

Rule 1346. General provisions 

.. (a) [Fitness hearing-when applicable (i 707)] If a minor (1) is al· 
leged to be a person described in section 602 by reason of the violation of 
any criminal law; and (2) was, at the time of the alleged violation, 16 years 
of age or older, the prosecuting attorney tI)ay, priOl' to the attachment of 
jeopardy, request a hearing to determine whether the minor is a fit and 
proper subject to be dealt with under the juvenile court law. If the minor 
is detained in custody, the fitness hearing shall commence within 13 judi
cial days from the date of the order directing de~ention. If the minor is 
not detained in custody, the fitness hearing shall COIl)Dlence within 25 
calendar days from the date of filing of the petition. 

(b) (Notice; time of hearing (§ 707}) . The minor, the minor's counsel, 
and the pare~t or guardian shall be given written notice of the fitness 
hearing not l~ss than five judicial days prior to the hearing. Except as 
provided in subdivision (a), each court may by local rule establish, the 
exact manner and time for requesting and cOmniencing these hearings~ 
Unless'the court finds the minor has intelligently waived counsel, the 
minor shall be represented by.counsel at the fitness hearing. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code § 707; Breed v. Jones (1975) 421 U.S. 
519 

References: CEB §§ 132440 
Deskbook §§ 10.1, 10.4, 10.6, 10.8 
Witkin §§ 332, 333, 348 

Advisory Comm~'ttee Comment: 
The first sentence in subdivision (a). providing for a fitness hearing on 

motion of the prosecuting attorney~ is based upon the first clause in ·section 
707(a}. (See also Welf. & lnst. Code § 707(b}.) Although not mandatory 

. under the terms of the statute, section 707(b) seems to encourage the 
prosecuting attorney to request a fitness hearing in any case in which one 
of the violent offenses specified therein is alleged. (See Stats. 1976, Ch. 
1011.) The requirement for a fitness hearing prior to transferring a minor's 
case from the juvenile court to a court of criminal jurisdiction arises from 
Kent v. United States (1966) 383 U.S. 541,557. The requirement that the. 
fitness hearing be held prior to the. attachment of jeopardy is base9 upon 
Breed v.jolles (1975) 421 U.S. 519, which held the prosecution of a'. minor 
in the adtdt court follOwing a jurisdiction hearing in the juvenile court 
violated the double jeopardy clause of the Fifth Amendqlent, as applied. 
to the st~tes through thes Fourteenth Amendment. (ComplJ,I"e Bryan v. 
Superior Court (1972) 7 Cal;3d 575, ~; Inre Gary ].(1971) 17 Cal. 
App~3d 704.) . Jeopardy attaches, the Supreme Court said, ··when the Juve
nile Court, as the trier of the facts, began .to hear evidence"at the 
jurisdiction heating. (Breed v.lones,supra.) Jeopardy would also seem.to 0 ,. '. 

<) 
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attach when an admission by the minor is accepted by the court and 
entered in the minutes of the court. (Cf. People v. Mims (1955) 136 
CaLApp.2d 828.) To avoid delay in, commencing the jurisdiction hearing' 
after a finding of fitness (see rule 1348 (d) ), the rule also sets time limita
tions within which the fitness hearing must commence-either 13 judicial 
days if the minor is in custody or 25 calendar days if the minor is not 
detained in custody. 

Under subdivision (b) written notice of the fitness hearing must be 
given to the minor, the minor's counsel, and the parent or guardian not 
less than five judicial days prior to the fitness hearing. 
Bey~nd providing for adequate notice of the fitness hearing, the rule 

leaves it to each court to establish by local rule the exact manner and time 
,for requesting and commencing these hearings. The constitutional re
quirement that the fitness hearing be held prior to the attachment of 
jeopardy combined with the tight statutory time limits within which a 
jurisdiction hearing must be held presents difficult calendaring problems 
for the juvenile court. In many counties, the petitioner is required to give 
notice that a fitness hearing Will be requested at either the detention 
hearing or other pretrial hearing established by the court. The fitness 
hearing may then be held prior to the date scheduled for the jurisdiction 
hearing. In other counties fitness hearings, if requested, are schedulectfor 
the day of the jurisdiction hearing. If the minor is found fit, the jurisdiction 
hearing may commence immediately thereafter or be continued to a 
future date. It should be noted, however, that if a minor is found fit and 
the jurisdiction hearing commenced immediately, jeopardy will attach' 
under Breed v. Jones, supra, and the petitioner will be effectively prevent
ed from seeking review of the fitness determination. Reference should 
therefore be made to rules 1348(d) and 1352, relating to grounds for 
continuance of the jurisdiction heariIl.g. 

Rule 1347. Report of probation oRicer. 

(a) [Contents of report (§ 707)] , The court shall cause the probation 
officer to investigate and submit to it a report on the behavioral patterns 
and social history of the minor beirig considered for unfitness. This report 
shall include information relevant to the determination whether or not 
the mjn,or would be amenable to the care, treatment and training program 
available through the facilities of the juvenile court, including information 
regarding all of the critEiria listed under rule 1348 (b). The report may also 
include information, concerning: 

\\, (1)' The social, family, and legal history of the minor; 
(2) Any statement the minor chooses to make regarding the alleged 

offense; 
(3) Any statement by the parent or guardian; 
(4) .. If the minor is or has been under the jurisdiction of the juvenile 

court, a statement by the probation officer, social worker or Youth Author~ 
ity parole agent who has supervised the minor respecting the relative 
success or failure of any program of rehabilitation; and 

(5) Any other information relevant to the determination of fitness. 
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(b) [Recommendation by probation officer (§§281, 7fJ1)] The proba
tion officer shall make a recommendation to the court as to whether the 
minor is a fit arid proper subject to be dealt with under the juvenile court 
law. 

(c) [Copies furnished} The probation officer's report on the behav
ioral patterns and social history of the minor shall be furnished on request 
to the minor, the parent or guardian and all counsel prior to commence
ment of the fitness hearing. 

Sources: . Welf. & Inst. Code § 7fJ1 

References: CEB § 139 
Deskbook §§ 10.3, 10.4, 10.5 
Witkin § 332 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

Subdivision (a), relating to the contents of the probation officer's report 
prepared for the fitness hearing, is based on section 7fJ1. The rule requires 
that information relating to the statutory criteria considered in the fitness 
det~rmination listed under rule 1348 (b) must be included in ,the report. 
The rule also suggests other information relevant to the -obehavioral pat
terns and social history of the type which may be included in the fitness 
report. In some counties, the report also may include a statement by the 
district attorney regarding his views on prosecuting the matter in the 
adult court. _ 

Subdivision (b). requiring the probation officer to make a recommendm-
tion as to the issue of fitness, is based on sectio~ 281. '" 

Subdivision (c) provides that a copy of the probatiofi officer's report 
~hall be' furnished to all counsel prior to commencement of the fitness 
hearing. (Kent y. United States (1966) 383 U.S. 541, 557.) Due to the 
restricted time period within which the report must be prepareq~:the rule 
sets no firm deadlines as to when copies of the report should be so fur
nished, but efforts should be made to furnish copies as soon as is practica
ble prior to the fitness hearing. 

Rule J348. Conduct of fitness hearing 

(a) [Report an~ relevant evidence admissible (§ 7fJ1») At the fitness 
hearing, the courl' shall admit into evidence and consider the probation 
officer's report on the behavioral patterns and socia! history of the minor, 
and any. other relevant evidence whicp the prosecuting attorney or minor 
may submit as to whether or not the minor is a fit and proper subject to 
be dealt with under the juvenile court law. 

(b) [{::riteria to consider-general (§7fJ1 (a) )] In a fimess hearing 
held under section 7rfl (a), the court may find that the minor is not a.fit 
and proper subject to be dealt'with under th~ juvenile court law if: 

(1) The minor was 16 years of age or older at the time of the alleged 
offense; and 

f,) 
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::.;. (2) The .minor would not be amenable to the care, treatment, and 
training program available through the facilities of the juvenile court, 
baSed upon an evaluation of the following criteria: 

(a) the degree of criminal sophistication exhibited by the minor. (b) 
whether the minor can be rehabilitated prior to the expiration of the 
juvenile court's jurisdiction. (c) the minor's previous delinquent his
tory. (d) success of previous attempts by the juvenile court to rehabili
tate the minor. (e) the circumstances and gravity of the offense alleged 
to have been committed by the minor. (f) any other relevant factors 
found by the court and spedfically recited in its order. 
A determination that the minor is not a fit and proper subject to be dealt 
with under the juvenile court law may be based on anyone or a combi
nation of the factors set forth above. 

(c) [Findings and orders of court-unfitness (§ 707 (a»] If at the 
conClusion of a fitness hearing held under section 707 (a) the court deter
mines that the minor is unfit, it shall make findings, recited in the order 
that: 

(1) The minor was 16 years of age or older at the time of the alleged 
offense; 

(2) The minor would not be amenable to the car~, treatment, and 
training program available through the facilities of the juvenile court, 
based upon anyone or a combination of the criteria set forth in subdivision 
(b) (2), which criteria shall be specifically recited in the order; and 

(3) The minor is not a fit and proper subject to be dealt with under 
the juvenile court law. 

(d) [Finding of fitness (§ 707 (a»] If at the conclusion of a fitness 
hearing held under section 707 (a) the court determines that the minor is 
a fit and proper subject to be dealt with under the juvenile court law, the 
court shall make a finding to that effect, noted in the minutes of the court, 
and proceed to the jurisdiction hearing in the usual manner. 

(e) [Criteria to consider.-designated offenses (§ 707 (b) )] In a 'fit
ness hearing held under section 707 (b), the court shall find that the minor 
is not a fit and proper subject to be dealt with under the juvenile cOt~rt 
law unless it concludes that the minor would be amenable to the care, 
treatment and training program available through the facilities of the 
juvenile court based upon consideration and an evaluation of each of the 
follO\ying criteria: 

(1) The degree of criminal sophistication exhibited by the minor; and 
(2) Whether the minor can be rehabilitated prior to the expiration of 

the juvenile court's jurisdiction; aha 
(, (3) The minor's previous delinquent history; and 

(4) Success of previous attempts by the juvenile court to rehabilitate 
the minor; and 

(5) The ciTcumstanc~s and gravity of the offenses alleged to have been 
committed by the .minor. 

~I 
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(f)' [Findings and orders of court-unfitness (§ 1107 (b) ) 1 If at the con
clusion of a fitness hearing held under section 707 (b) the court determines 
that the minorIs unfit, it shall make findings, recited in the order, that: 

(1) The. minor was 16 years of age or older at the time ofthe alleged 
offense; and 

(2) The minor is alleged to be a per~ori described in section 602 by 
reason of the violation of any of the offenses designated in 707 (b). which 
offense shall be specifically recited in the order; and 

(3) The minor is not a fit end proper subject to be dealt with under 
the juvenile court law. 

(g} [Findings and orders of court-fitness (§ 7fJl (b) ) ] If at the conclu
sion of a fitness hearing held under section 7fJ7 (b) the cotlrt,determines 
that the minor is fit, it shall make findings that: , 

(1) Based upon the consideration and evaluation of all of the criteria 
set forth in subdivision (e), the minor would be amenable to the care, 
treatment, and training program availale through the facilities of the 
juvenile court; and 

(2) The minor is a fit and proper subject to be dealt v..ith under the 
juvenile court law. . 
The court shall therea,fter proceed to the jurisdiction hearing in the usual 
manner. 

(h) [Procedure following unfitness determination] If the minor -is· 
found unfit, the prosecuting attorney 'may thereafter file an accusatory 
pleading in a court of criminal jurisdiction. The court shall make an appro.
priate order under section 707.1 relating to the custody of the minor 
pending prosecution. The juvenile court petition shall then be dismissed 
without prejudice . 

. (i) [Continuance to seek review] If the prosecuting attorney indi
cates an intention to seek review of a finding of fitness, the court on 
request of the petitioner shall grant a continuance of the jurisdiction 
hearing for no.t less than two judicial days to allow time within which to 
o.btain a stay of further pro.ceedings fro.m the reviewing judge o.rappellate, 
court. 

en lSubsequentroleofjudgeorreferee (Breedv.Jones{1975) 421 u.s. 
519)] Unless the minor objects, a judge or referee who. has conducted a 

. fitness hearing may participate in any subsequent contested jurisdictio.n . 
hearing relating to the same offense. 

,> 

(k) [Review of fitness determination (In re Brekke (1965) 233 
Cal.App.2d 1966)] An order that a minor is or is no.t a fit and proper 
subject to be dealt with under the juvenile court law is not an appealable 
order. Appellate review of the order is by extraordinary writ. 

Source: Weif & I~st. Code § 707 

References; CEB §§ 132, 137-139 
Deskbook §§ 10.3...10.10 
Witkin §§ 332, 333, 348, 355, 359 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) is based upon section 7rrt. When making a determina

tion ·of unfitness, the court must consider the probation officer's report 
(Bruce M. Y. 'Supenor Court (1969) 270 Cal.App.2d 566; 'Richerson Y. 

Superior Court (1968) 264 Cal.App.2d 729), as well as any other relevant 
evidence offered by the petitioner or the minor relevant to the issue of 
fitness. (Cf. In re fL.P. (1972) 9..5 Cal.App.3d 86.) 

Subdivision (b) is based upon section '!O7 (a). The criteria set forth in 
that section are substantially similar to factors suggested by the California 
Supreme Court in Jimmy H Y. Superior Court (1970) 3 Cal.3d 709, 713, 
714-716. (See also Kent Y. u.s. (1966) 383 U.S. 541, 566-568 Appen.) As the 
statutory criteria listed do not appear to be exclusive, the rule further 
provides that an unfitness determination may be based on any other 
relevant factors found by the court and specifically recited in its order. 

Subdivision (c) requires that when making an order of unfitness, the 
court must state the ultimate grounds and the factors relied upon in 
making that determination. This is required by section 707, as revised by 
Statutes of 19'15, Chapter 1266, as well as by Kent Y. United States, supra: 
"It is incumbent upon the Juvenile Court to accompany its waiver order 
with a statement of the reasons or considerations therefor. We do not read 
the statute as requiring that this statement must be formal or that it should 
necessarily include conventional findings of fact. But the statement should 
be sufficient to demonstrate that the statutory requirement of ~full investi
gation' has been met; and that the question has .received the careful 
consideration of the Juvenile Court; and it must set forth the basis for .the 
order with sufficient specificity to permit meaningful review." Id, at 561. 

Subdivision (d) provides that if the minor is found fit, the court shall 
make a finding to that effect, and the matter shall then proceed to the 
jurisdiction hearing in the usual manner. (See Deskbook§§ 10.8, 10.10.) 
The difficulty in calendaring pretrial proceedings in the limited time 
frame prior to commencement of the jurisdiction hearing has already 
been noted. (See comment to rule 1346.) In some counties, the practice 
is to schedule. the fitness hearing for the day of the jurisdiction hearing 
and, in most instances, if the minor is found fit,the court immediately 
commences the jurisdiction hearing. (See subdivison (i) ,relating to the 
right of the prosecutor to a continuance of two judicial days within which 
to seek review of a fitness determination.) 

Subdivision (e) is based upon the new provisions in section 707(b), 
relating to fitness hearing involving minors accused of committing certain 
designated offenses. (Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071.) Basically, if alleged to have 
violated one of the designated offenses in section 707 (b), the minor' shall 
be found unfit, unless the court concludes that the minor should be re
tained in the juvenile court based upon consideration and an evaluation 
of each of the criteria set forth in the statute. Thus, the burden of produc
ing evidence is shifted to the minor in these cases. 

Subdivision (f) sets forth the findings required by the court when mak-
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ing a finding of unfitness under section 707 (b). 
Subdiv;sion (6) sets forth the findings required by the court when 

making' a finding of fitness under section 707 (b) . 
Subdivision (h) sets forth the procedure to be followed in any case after 

a minor is found to be unfit. The prosecuting attorney may thereafter file 
an accusatory pleading in a court of criminal juriscy.ction and the juvenile 
court is directed to make an appropriate order under section 707.1 relatiI)g 
to. the custody of the minor pending prosecution. The final sentence in 
subdivision (h) provides that the juvenile court petition shall be dismissed 
"without prejudice." This has been the practice in Los Angeles County. 

In some instances after a minor is found fit, the petitioner may want to 
seek review of the finding of fitness, either by applying to the judge to 
order a rehearing on his own motion under rule 1319(d) or by seeking an 
extraordinary writ from the appellate courts under subdivision (k), 
infra. Should the jurisdiction hearing commence and the first witness be 
sworn, however,jeopardy will attach under Breed v,fones (1975) 421 U.S~, 
519 and the petitioner may be effectively prevented from seeking review 
of the fitness determination. For this reason, subdivision (i) provides for 
?- mandatory continuance on request of the petitioner for not less than two 
judicial days to allow time to obtain a stay of further proceedings from the 
reviewing judge or appellate court. (For time limitations for commence~ 
ment of fitness hearing, see rule 1346 (a) .) As most minoi's in these circum
stances are detained in custody, it is not the intent of this rule that the 
referee or judge making the initial decision continue the matter indefi~ 
nitely awaiting the final outcome of the review proceedings. That func~ 
tion, if deemed appropriate, is served by the granting of a stay of further 
proceedings by the reviewing judge or appellate court. Absent a stay 
order, the referee or judge may commence the jurisdiction hearing after 
expiration of the continuance period. . . . 

. Subdi vision (j) provides that, unless the minor objects, a judge or ref
eree who has conducted a fitness hearing maYP;;u'ti,Pipate in a subsequ~nt 
contested jurisdiction hearing relating to thesariie offense. (Breed v.Joiles 
(1975) 421 U.S. 519, 539, n. 21; Donald L. v. Superior Court (1972) .'1 Cal.3d 
592,598. Cf. In re Gladys R. (1970) 1 C~.3d 855.) . .. .-

Subdivision (k) recognizes. that fitness orders are not appealable. lure 
Brekke (1965) 233 Cal.App.2d 196.) Appellate court review of thc;lse orders 
is obtained by a writ of prohibition or mandamus. (Richerson v. Superior 
Court (1968) 264 Cal.App.2d 729,735; see Witkin, § 355(2) (3).)' 
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CHAPTER 7. JURISDICTION HEARING 

PART I. CASES PETITIONED UNDER SECTIONS 
601 AND 602 

Rule 1351. Time of iurisc/icfion hearing; waiver of hearing 

(a) [Nondetention cases (§ 657)] If the nlinor is not detained, the 
clerk shall, upon the filing of the petition, set the petition to be heard, and 
the hearing shall be commenced, within 30 calendar days from the date 
of the filing of the petition. 

-(b}-- [Detention cases (§ 657)] If the minor is detained at the time the 
petition is filed, the clerk shall set the petition to be heard, and the hearing 
shall be commenced within 15 judicial days from the date of the order of 
the court directing detention. If the minor is released from detention prior 
to the jurisdiction hearing, the court may reset the petition for hearing 
within the time limit prescribed by subdivision (a) of this rule. 

(c) [Tolling of time period] Any period of delay resulting from the 
minor's neglect or failure to appear, to and including the date of the 
minor's next appearance in the court wherein the petition was filed, shall 
be eJ!cluded in, computing the time limits prescribed by subdivisions (a) 
and (b) of this rule. Mter excluding that period, the petition shall be set 
for hearing, and the hearing shall be commenced \vithin the appropriate 
time limit prescribed in either subdivision (a) or (b). or within 10 calendar 
days after the minor's reappearance in the court in which.',he petition was 
filed, whicheveris later. ' 

(d) [Di~missal] Except. as provided in subdivision (c) or in rule 1352, 
when a jurisdiction hearing is not commenced within the time limits 
prescribed in either subdivision (a) or (b), the court shall order the peti
tion dismissed. 

(e) [Refiling of petition, effect op detention] An order under sub
division (d) dismissing the petition prior to the jurisdiction hearing shall 
not in itself bar the filing of a subsequent petition commencing new 
'proceedings based upon the same allegations as in the. original petition. If 
the minor is detained at. the time a subsequent petition is filed, a new 
detention hearing shall be held. 

(f) [Waiver of hearing (§ 657)] At the detention hearin~1, or at any 
time thereafter, a minor may, with the consent of counsel, admit in court 
the allegations of the petition and thereby waive any further jurisdiction 
hearing. . 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code§ 657 



1977 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 87 

References: CEB § 102 
Deskbook §§ 3.7, 8.1; see also §§ 5.15-5.16 
Witkin §§ 292,307,335 . 
Governor's Commission, pp. 27-29 /~I 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

Subdivision (a) and the first sentence of subdivision (b) of this rule, 
relating to the time limits for jurisdiction hearings, generally restate the 
first paragraph of section 657. The statute, however, provides only that the 

. petition must be "set for hearing" within the designated time perio~s. It 
is not clear whether the .hearing actu,ally must be commenced or need 
only be set for hearing within that time. (See Neil G. v. Superior Court 
(1973) 30 Cal.App.3d 572, 574-575; CEB § 102; Deskbook § 3.7.) There are 
no reported cases on this precise issue. 

One of the major purposes of the 1961 revisions of the juvenile court law 
was to provide a rapid determination of the matters brought before the 
court. For this reason, it is desirable for the clerk to set and the court to 
actually commence the hearing within the time limits prescriQed (Desk
book § 3.7). This would be consistent with recommendations of the Gover.-_ 
nor's Special Study Commission on Juvenile ]ustice\\ requiring'cile -
jurisdiction hearing "to be held" within a prescribed time\~eriod (Gover-
nor's Commission, pp. 27-29). " \' 

If the minor is "released from detention" prior to the jurisdiction hear
ing, the second sentence in subdivision (b) makes clear that the.": 30-, > 

calendar-day limitation in subdivision (a) becQmes operative .. It should be 
recalled, however, that for purposes of these rules the word "detained:' 
includes any "release on home superi1/isionH under either section 628.1 or 
636. (Rule 1302(a) (3);seeStats. 1976,Ch. 1071.} A minor released on home 
supervision is entitled to the same legal protel;!tions as a minor in secure 
detention (Weif. & Inst. Code § 628.1), and this~would seem to include the 
accelerated time limitations in section 657 and subdivision' (b) of this rule. 
Therefore, the reference in subdivision (b) to a minor "released from 
detention" would apply to a minor free not only from secure detention but 
also one who is released from the conditions, promises, or other restraints 
involved in a release on home superivision. . 

Subdivision (c), relating to the tolling of time periods, is not directly 
covered by the juvenile court law. It incorporates the general principle 
that delays attributable to a defendant may be deducted when computing 
prescribed time limits. It would apply, for example. when a petition is 
filed, a notice of hearing is served, and the minor then fails to appear . 

. Similarly, if a minor escapes from custody, a petition may be filed .and.a 
warrant issued. The time limit would not commence in that case until the 
nunor is brought into,the court in whi'bh the P?titioil was filed. The phrase 
"neglect or failure to appear" is taken from subdivisions (2).and (3) of 
Penal Code section 1382,:and has been int~rpreted by the courts to ll.lclude 
both failure to appear and escape situations. (Reo pIe v.johnsQn (1962) 205 " 
Cal.App.24 831, 836; People v. An(ierson (1956) 126 Cal.App. 2d 702,704.) 
From a' calendar management viewpoint, depending upon all of the cir
cumstances, a court encountering one of these situations may either ( 1) 

4~75070 
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continue the matter until a date certain, or (2) order the matter off 
calendar, to be reset upon discovery of the minor's whereabouts, or (3) 
dismiss the petitjon without prejudice to its tieing refiled, or (4) take such 
other action as may seem appropriate in the circumstances. 

Subdivision (d), relating to the dismissal of petitions is not directly 
covered by the juvenile court law. Unless there exists one of the situations 
described either in subdivision (c) or in rule 1352, the petition must b~ 
dismissed upon order of the court if the time limitations cannot be met 
(CEB § 102; cf. Deskbook § 3.7). 

Subdivision (e), permitting reSting of a new petition if the statutory 
time limits are not met, is based upon Neil G. v. Superior Court (1973) 30 
Cal.App.3d 572. It should be noted that in an adult criminal court, Penal 
Code section 1387 would bar refiling of a misdemeanor complaint but 
would not bar the refiling of a felony. Although Neil G. involved offenses 
which if committed by an adult would be felonies, the court quoted ap
provingly from section 3.7 of the Deskbook, which notes that the juvenile 
courts generally have not accepted this felony-misdemeanor distinction 
in this context. (Neil G. v. Superior Court, supra, at 575.) Thus under 
subdivision (e), any petition may be refiled. 

Proceedings in which there has been a refiling present a special prob
lem when the minor has been detained in custody. (See Deskbook § 3.7.) 
The Governor's Study Commission on Juvenile Justice expressed its strong 
belief "that maximum time limits fO,r hearings should be set forth in the 
law. Priority should be given to hearing detained cases and to reducing the 
time spent in detention prior to a finding of jurisdiction." (Governor's 
Commission, p. 28.) To effectuate this intent section 636 provides that a 
minor may be ordered detained "for Ii period not to exceed 15 judicial 
days," within which time the petition must be set for hearing under 
section 657. Although as a practical matter waivers of time often extend 
the period of detention beyond the statutory limits, subdivision (e) pro
vides that in the event a petition involving a detained minor must be 
dismissed due to expiration of the prescribed time limits, the question of 
continued detention should again be determined. 

Subdivision (f), permitting a minor represented by counsel to admit the 
allegations at the detention hearing or any time thereafter and to waive 
any further jurisdiction hearing, generally restates the second paragraph 
of section 657. When a minor admits the allegations of the petition at the 
detention hearing, the detention,hearing, in effect, is transformed into a 
jurisdiction hearing. Thus, the rule refers to waiver of any "further" juris
diction hearing. 

Rule 1352. Grounds for continuance of jurisdiction hearing 

(a) [Prior to hearing request by minor's counsel (§ 682,(a»] Upon 
reqqest of counsel for the minor, or upon request of the minor if not 
represented by counsel after an intelligent waiver, the court may, for good 
cause shown, continue the jurisdiction hearing beyond the time limit 
Within which the hearing i~ otherwise required to be commenced. 

(b) [Implied consent to continuance (§ 682 (b) ) ] If the minor is 
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, represented by counsel and no objection is made to an order continuing 
the jurisdiction hearing beyond the time limit within which the hearing 
,is otherwise required to be commenced, the absence of an objection. shall 
be deemed .a consent to the continuance. 

l • Ii 

(c) [Commencement of hearing-appointment of counsel (§ 7(0)] 
At the beginning of the jurisdiction hearing, the court shall continue the 
hearing for not to exc,eed seven, calendar, days: 

(1) As necessary to make an appointment of counsel; 
(2) To enable counsel to become acquainted with the case; or 
(3) To determine whether the parent or guardian or adult. relative is 

unable to afford counsel. ' 

( d) [-To prepare case (§ 700)] The court shall continue the jurisdic
tion hearing as necessary to provide reasonable opportunity for the minor,' 
and the parent, guardian or adult rel~tive to prepare for the hearin.g. 

(e)· [During hearing-unexpected contest (§ 701)] If the minor de
nies the allegations of the petition ,after having made a statement admit
ting the allegations ofthe petition, or after indicating an intention to admit 
the same at the time of thejtlri~diction hearing, the court may· contin~e 
the hearing for not to exceed.\.~even calendar days to enable the petitioner 
to subpoena witnesses to attend the hearing to prove the allegations of the 
petition. 

(f) [Unavailable necessary witness (§700.5)] If the minor is not de
tained in custody and the court is satisfied that an unavailable and neCes
sary witness will be ~vailable within that time, the court may continue the " 
hearing for not more than 10 calendar days in addition to any other 
authorized continuance. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§682, 700, 700.5, 701 

References: CEB §§ 109, 110, 111 
Deskbook §§ 5.9, 5.11, 8.20, 8.21, 8.22 
Witkin §§ 299(d), 312(4), 318(3) 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Rule 1352 brings together existing provisions of the juvenile court law 

relating to continuances of jurisdiction 4earings. 
Subdivision (a), relating to continuances requested prior to the hearing, 

restates section 682 (a) , except that language has been addedrecogIDzing 
that an unrepresented minor who has intelligently waived counsel may 
'also request a continuance based ongood cause. 

Subdivision (b); relating to implied consent, to continue a jurisdiction 
hearing, generally restates section 682 (b). 

Subdivisions (c) and (d), relating to continuances granted at the begin" 
ning of the jurisdiction hearing, generally restate the last sentence of 
section 700. . , 

Subdivision (e), relating toa continuance granted during the hearing 
, ' 
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due to an unexpected denial or contest, is based on the fourth sentence 
of section 701, authorizing the petitioner to obtain a seven-day continu
ance when the minor has previously made an extra-judicial admission or 
confession and "denies the same." Conceivably, a minor may deny an 
extra-judicial admission or confession, but nevertheless admit the allega
tions of the petition, in which .event the continuance would be unneces
sary. The rule provides that the minor must deny the allegations of the 
petition after first having made a statement admitting the allegations, or 
indicating an intention to admit the. allegations at the time of the jurisdic
tion hearing, before a continuance will be granted. 

Subdivision (f), relating to continuances when a necessary witness is 
temporarily unavailable, restates section 700.5. 

Rule 1353. Commencement of hearing-explanah"on of petition; right 
to counsel 

(a) [Petition read and explained § 700)] At the beginning of the 
jurisdiction hearing, the petition shall be read to those present. The court 
shall then explain the meaning and contents f,i the petition and the nature 
of the hearing, its procedures and possible consequences. 

(b) [Right to counsel explained (§§ 700, 903:1)] The court shall next 
ascert~ll whether the minor and the parent, guardian, or adult relative, 
as the case may be, are represented by counsel; if not, the court shall 
advise the minor and those persons, if present, of their right to have 
counsel present and, where applicable, of the right to appointed counsel, 
subject to a claim by the county for reimbursement as provided by law. 

(c) [Appointment of counsel (§ 700)1 If the minor appears at the 
jurisdiction hearing without' counsel, the court shall appoint counsel to 
represent the minor whether or not the minor is able to afford counsel, 
unless there is an intelligent waiver of the minor's right to counsel by the 
minor, concurred in by the parent or guardian, if present, and entered in 
the minutes of the court. If the parent or guardian does not furnishcoun
sel, the court shall appoint counsel, subject to a claim by the county for 
reimbursement by the parent or guardian as provided by law. Ifnecessary, 
the court shall' continue the hearing prusuant to rule 1352 (c) or (d), 
whichever is lWpljcable. . 

(d) [Conflict of interest (§ 634)] In any case in which it appears to 
the court that there is such a conflict of interest between a parent or 
guardian and the minor that one attorney could notproperiy represent 
both, the court shall take appropriate action. to eliminate the conflict of 
interest. 

Sources: WeIf & Inst. Code §§ ~6, 700, 903.1 

References: CEB §§ 74-76 
Deskbook §§ 8.10, B.U, 8.20, 8.44; see also § 7.3 
Witkin §§ 306, 308, 312, 313 
Governor's Commission, pp. 26-27 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the reading and. explanation of the petition, 

is based upon the first sentenCe of section 700. At the beginning of the 
jurisdiction hearing, the petition spall first be read to those present. The 
statute then provides that "the meaning and contents of the petition and 
the nature of the liearing, its procedures, and possible consequences" shall 
be explained "upon request of the minor, or of any parent, guardian, or 
adult relative." Generally, these matters have been previously explained 
by the probation officer or by the court at the detention hearing, but in 
many counties these earlier explanations are not fully recorded. Further, 
in an adult criminal proceeding, judicial decisions now require that the 
court explain to the defendant the nature of the proceedings and the 
direct consequences before accepting a waiver of counsel (see In re Birch 
(1973) 10 Cal.3d 314; InreJohnson (1965) 62Ca1.2d235) or a plea of guilty. 
(In re Bunnell (1973) 13 Cal.3d 592, 605.) It would seem that a minor 
should be at. least equally informed. (Cf. In re Michael M. (1970) 11 
Cal.App.3d 741.) For these reasons, the rule requires the court to give 
these expalanations at the beginning of any jurisdictional hearing, 
whether or not there is a request for an explanation of these rights. 

Subdivision (b), relating to the explanation of the. right to counsel, is 
based upon the second sentence in section 700. Advice regarding the right 
of the minor and the parent, etc. to be represented by counsel must be 
given in any case when they are not in fact represented by counsel. 
Further, the rule provides that advice be given of the right to appointed 
counsel, "where applicable." Ordinarily in a section 601 or 602 case, only 
the minor will be entitled to appointed counsel. The court may appoint 
additional counsel under section 634, however, in any case "in which it 
appears to the court that there is such ai/conflict of interest between a 
parent or guardian and child that one attorney could not properly repre
sent both, ... " Finally, the rule provides that the minor and parent, etc. 
be informed that the appointment of counsel is subject to a claim by the 
county for reimbursement as provided by law. (See section 903.1; cf. 
People v. Amor (1974)12 Cal.3d 20.) The cqurt must be careful, however, . 
that a minor does not waive the right to appointed counsel in order to save 
the parents the costs of reimbursement; otherwise the waiver would be 
neither voluntary nor intelligent. (In re Ricky H. (1970) 2 Cal.3d 513.) 

Subdivi~ion (c), tog~ther with the cros~reference to subdivisons (c) 
and (d) qf rule 1352, basically' restates the third and fourth sentences of 
section 700, relating to ,the procedures used when counsel must be ap
pointed. A proviso i~"aaded, however, that a waiver of counsel by the 
minor must be concUrred in by a parent or guardian, if present, and the 
waiver and concurrence must be entered in the minutes ofthe court. 

Subdivision (d) is based upon the third sentence of section' 634. The 
language in the rule is more general tHan that in the statute, however, 
.recognizing the inherentauthprity of the court to t~e appropriate adion 
to eliminate the conflict of interest. .. 

Rule 1354. Commencement of hearing-:advice of trial rights," admis
sion of allegations 
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(a) . [Trial rights, explained (§§ 664, 679, 702.5)] Mter giving the ad
vice required by rule 1353, the court shall next inform those present of 
each of the following rights of the minor: 

(1) The right to a trial by the court on the issues raised by the petition; 
(2) The right to remain silent, and that anything the minor says may 

be used against the minor in the juvenile court proceedings; 
(3) The right to confront, and to cross-examme, any witness that may 

be called to testify against the minor; 
(4) The right to use the process of the court to compel the attendance 

of witnesses on the minor's behalf. 

(b) [Preheating motions] Unless a different procedure is provided 
for by written local rule, the court shall hear and deciqe any motions to 
suppress evidence at this time, and prior to the attachment of jeopardy. 

(c) [Admission of allegations; prerequisites to aCG~ptance] The court 
shall then inquire whether the minor intends to aru.iit or deny the truth 
of the allegations of the petition. If the minor neither admits nor denies 
the truth of the allegations, the court shall indicate for· the record that the 
minor does not admit the truth of the allegations. Before accepting an 
admission by the minor that the allegations of the petition a.e true: 

(1) The court shall first satisfy itself, and the minutes shall reflect, that 
the minor understands each of the trial rights enumerated in subdivision 
(a), the nature of the allegations and the direct consequences of a finding 
that the allegations are true, and that by admitting the truth of the allega
tions in the petition, the minor will be waiving those rights. 

(2) If the minor is not represented by counsel, the court shall then 
inquire of the parents, guardian, or adult relative whether they under
stand each of the minor's rights and, whether they consent to the minor 
waiving those rights and admitting the truth of the allegations of the 
petition. . 

(3) If the minor is represented by counsel, no admission shall be ac
cepted unless counsel consents to the minor's admission of the truth of the 

. allegations of the petition. 
(4) The court shall then satisfy itself that the minor is admitting the 

truth of the allegations of the petition because the minor did in fact 
commit the acts alleged, and that the admission by the minor is voluntarily 
made. 

(d) [Minor must admit] An admission by the minor shall be made 
personally by the minor. 

(e) [Findings by court (§ 702) ] If the court is satisfied that the admis
sion should be received, the courtshall then ask whether the minor admits 
or denies the truth of the allegations in the petition. Upon admission, the 
court shall make findings as to each of the following, noted in the minutes 
of the court: 

(I) That notice has been given as required by law; 
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(2) The birthdate and county of residence. of the minor; 
(3) That the minor has knowingly and intelligently waived the right 

to a trial on the issues by the court, the right to remain silent, and the right 
to confront and to cross-examine adverse witnesses and to use the process 
of the court to compel the attendance of witnesses on the minor's behalf; 

(4) That the minor understands the nature of the conduct alleged in 
the petition and the possible consequences of an admission; 

(5) That tqe admission by the minor is freely and voluntarily made; 
(6) That there is a factual basis for the minor's admission; 
(7) That the allegations of the petition as admitted are true as alleged; 

and 
(8) That the minor is a person described by section 601 or 602 of the 

Welfare and Institutions Code .. 

(f) [No contest (cf. Pen. Ce,de § 1016 (3) )] In lieu of admitting the 
allegations of the petition, the minor may enter no contest concerning the 
truth of the allegations, subject to the approval of the court. For purposes 
of these rules, the procedure for; and legal effect of an entry of no contest 
shall be the same as that of an admission, but the entry of no contest may 
not be used against the minor .ias an admission in any other action or 
proceeding. 

Sources: Weif. & lnst. Code §§ 664,679,702,702.5 

References: Deskbook §§ 8.10, 8.11, 8.20, 8.44; see also § 7.3 
Witkin §§ 305, 306, 308, 315 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the trial rights to be explained to the minor, 

is based on sections 664, 679 and 702.5. 
Subdivision (b) provides that, in the absence of a different procedure 

being. provided for by Ioca,! rule, the court shall, after completing matters 
relating to advice and appointment of counsel but before taking of the " 
plea, ascertain whether any prehearing motions to suppress evidence are 
to be\lIl,ade in behalf of the minor and, if so, to hear and decide the motion 
at this time. There is no statutory or case law directly applicable to the 
procedural handling of these motions in the juvenile court (see Deskbook 
. § 8.10), and as a result the procedures in each county vary. In some, these 
motions are heard and decided at a special hearing held in advance of the 
date scheduled for commencement of the j!lrlsdiction hell-ring. This may 

,require more than one appearance by sorr):6>Witnesses.In other counties, 
the motion,sare heard during the jurisdiction hearing as the challenged 
evidence is being introduced. UJllike in a criminal trial, of course, there 
are ordinarily no jury members being inconvenienced by the necessity for 
procedural interrpptions in the taking of testimony on the merits of the 
case. (But see People Yo Superior Court (Carl w.) (1975) 15 Cal.3d 271 
(juvenile court has discwetion to appoint advisory jury),) Since Breed v. 

Jones (1975) '421 U.S. 519, however, there is some uncertainty as to 
whether the petitioner would have any remedy in the event of an adverse 
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ruling made once jeopardy has attached. (Compare In re Bradley (1968) 
258 Cal.App.2d 253 (no double jeopardy if rehearing granted by judge 
under section 559 following referee's dismissal of allegations); see also In 
re Henley (1970) 9 Cal.App.3d 924.) To avoid a possible double jeopardy 
problem, the procedure suggested in this rule would require the court to 
hear and decide any motion to suppress evidence during the preliminary 
phase of the jurisdiction hearing before jeopardy attaches, i.e., before the 
first witness is sworn (see Breed v. Jone~ supra, at 531 (when the court 
"began to hear evidence"» or before an admission is accepted by the 
court (cf. People v. Mims (i955) 136 Cal.App.2d 828.) The motions to 
suppress evidence which might be heard at this stage include those relat
ing to evidence obtained as the result of an allegedly illegal search or 
seizure, involuntary confession, improper identification procedure, or any 
other prehearing motion for an order to exclude prejudicial evidence 
which the minor anticipates being offered. (See Saidi-Tabatabai v. Superi
or Court (1967) 253 Cal.App.2d 257.) 

Subdivision. (c), relating to the prerequisites to acceptance of an admis
sion of the allegations, reflects the Boykin-Tahl principle, as applied to 
juvenile courts by In re It-fichael M (1970) 11 Cal.App.3d 741, as well as 
procedures suggested in the Deskbook, sections 8.11, 8.20 and 8.44. Under' 
subdivision (4), a factual basis for an admission is required. 

Subdivision (d), requiring the minor to personally enter his admission, 
is based on In re Francis W. (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 812, 903 and In re MG.S. 
(1968) 267 Cal.App.2d 329, 339. 

Subdivision (e), relating to the findings to be made when an admission 
to the allegations is accepted, is based on section 702 and procedures 
suggested in the Deskbook, sections 8.20 and 8.44. 

In some courts, minors have been permitted to enter no contest regard
ing the truth of the allegations of the petition, analogous to the practice 
in adult court under Penal Code section 1016. Subdivision (f) recognizes 
the existence of that practice. . 

Rule 1355. Contested hearing on petition 

(a) [Contested jurisdiction hearing (§ 701)] If the minor denies the 
allegations of the petition, a contested hearing shall be held at which the 
court must determine whether the allegations set forth in the petition are 
true. • 

(b) [Burden of proof (§ 701) ] Proof beyond a reasonable doubt, sup
ported by evidence legally admissible in the trial of criminal' cases, must 
be adduced to support a finding that allegations under section 602 set forth 
in the petition are true. Proof by a preponderance of evidence, legally 
admissible in the trial of civil cases, must be adduced to support a finding 
that allegations under section 601 set forth in the petition are true. 

(c) [Admissibility of evidence§-general (§ 701)] The admission and 
exclusion of evidence shall be in accordance with the rules of evidence 
established by the Evidence Code and by judicial decision. 

(d) [-Probation reports (In re Michael V. (1974) 10 Cal.3d 676; In re ' 
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Cladys R. (1970) 1 Ca1.3d 855)] Except as oths~se provided by law, the 
court shall not read or consider any portion of the probation report prior 
to or during a contested jurisdiction hearing. If, however, a judge or 
referee has read a probation l'eport in connection with other prior peti- . 
tions, he shall not thereby be disqualified. 

(e) [Unrepresented minors (§ 701)] Ifthe minor is not represented 
by counsel, it shall be deemed that objections that could have. been made 
to the evidence were made. 

(f) [Findings of court-allegations true (§ 702) ] If, after he,aring the 
evidence) the court determines that the allegations of the petition are 
true, it shall make findings as to each of the following, noted in the minute.s 
of the court: . 

(1) That notice has been given as required by law; 
(2) The. birthdate and county of the residence of the minor; 
(3) That the allegations of the petition are tTue as alleged; 
(4) That the minor is a person described by section 601 or 602; and 
(5) If the minor is found to be a person described by section 602, the 

degree of the offense and whether the offense would be a misdemeanor 
or felony had the offense been committed by an adult. . 

..... ' 

(~.) [-Allegations not true (§ 702)] If, after hearing the evidence) 
the court determines that the allegations of the petition are not tru,e, it. 
shall make findings as to .each of the following, noted in the minutes of the 
court: 

(1) That notice has been given as required by law; 
(2) The birthdateand county of the residence of the minor; 
(3) That the allegations of the petition are not true. 

The court sball then order that the petition be dismissed and that the 
minor be discharged from any detention or restriction, if applicable. " 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 7Dl, 702; Evid. Code § 352 
In re Michael V. (1974) 10 Ca1.3d 676, 683; In re Cladys 
R. (1970) 1 9al.3d 855 

References: CEB §§ 120, 131 
Deskbook §§ 7.5, 3.18; see also id, App. C. § 4 
Witkin §§ 318, 320, 322, 323, 325 
Governor's Commission, p. 29-30 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to the requirement for a jurisdiction hearing, 

is based upon the first sentence of section j 701. '., 
Subdivision (b) restates the,.third sen~~~9~ of section 701 which. in parti 

applies the "proof beyond a' r:easonflpl€t'iThubt" standard to ~ection 602'. 
proceedings. This principle is constitutionally required. (rn Fe WillShip 
(1970) 397 U.S. 358.) When codifying Winsh.(pin 1971, theJ,.egislature did 
so only as to section 602 cases (Stats. 1911. Ch. 934) and left th.~ pieexistihg 

o 
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"preponderance of evidence" standard applicable to section 60'1 cases. 
(See also Stats.1976, Ch.1071.) The rule follows the statute in this regard. 
Some juvenile ~ourt judges in the past have assumed that Winship should 
apply in section 601 proceedings. (See Deskbook § 8.12.) As placeIJ'lP~"'\of 
a section 601 ward in secure custody is no longer permissible (WeI£..& i.;fst, 

" Code. § 507 (b), as aniended by Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071! § 7), this extra precau~ 
tion ma.y no longer be necessary. 

Subdivision (c) states the statutory standard relating to the admissibility 
of evidence (Welf. & lnst. Code § 701), as amended effective January 1, 
1977. (Stats. 1976, Ch. 1071.) 

Subdivision (d) generally prohibits the coUrt from reading or consider
ing any portion of the probation report prior to or during a jurisdiction 
hearing. In many counties the probation report consists of two parts: (1) 
a sectio~on the jurisdictional facts, and (2) a social study. The jurisdiction
al fact section sets forth the results of the investigation into the offense or 
conduct upon which jurisdiction is being sought by the probation depart
ment. It usually {~ontains a detailed summary of the police report. The 
social study contains all background data upon which the dispositional 
decision will be based. (Deskbook § 8.9.) To the extent subdivision (d) 
generally prohibits consideration of the jurisdictional facts section of the 
probation report in contested proceedings. under section 601 or 602, it 
departs from language in In re Michael V. (1974) 10 Cal.3d 676. 683. TQ 
the extent it prohibits consideration of the social study, the rule follows In 
re.Gladys R'I (1970) 1 Cal.3d 855. Limited exceptions to the general rule 
stated in subdivision (d) are found elsewhere in the law. For eXllffiple, the 
court could normally take notice of the vital statistics data concerning the 
minor's age, relatives, etc. which are usually contained in the probation 
officer's report (See Evid. Code §§ 452, 1280, 1281.) Also, portions of the 
report may be admissible in some circumstances to establish that the 
minor has made prior inconsistent statements. (See In re ,Michael v., 
.~upra, at 683.) 

Subdivision (e), relating to implied objections in behalf of unrepresent
tld minors, restates the last seni:ence in section 701. 

Subdivisions (f) and (g), relating to the findings made after a contested 
jurisdiction hearing, restate portions of section 702, wfth an added require

.' ment that findings be m~de indicating compliance with notice require
ments and the minor's birthdate and county of residence. . 

Rule 1356. Continuance pending disposition hearing 

(a) [Continuance pending disposition hearing (§ 702)]' If the court 
finds that the minor is a person described by section 601 or 602, it shall then 
proceed to hear evidence on the question of the proper disposition to be 
made of the minor. Prior. to doing so, the court may continue the disposi
tion hearing to a date not to exceed 10 judicial days if the minor is detained 
or, if the minor is not detained, to a date not to exceed 30 caJendar days 
from the date of filing of the petition. The court may, fori/good cause 
shown~ continue the disposition hearing for ail additional 15 druendar days 
if ~he minor is not detained. 

.~.) . 
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(b) [Detention pending continued hearing (§ 702)] The court in its 
discretion may make an order to release or detain the minor during the 
period of the continuance. 

(c) [90-0.ay observation and diagnosis (§ 704)] If the minoris eligible 
for commitment to the Youth. Authority and the court concludes that a 
disposition of the case in the best interest of the minor requires it to do 
so, the court may continue the disposition hearing for a\,period not to 
exceed 90 calendar days and order the minor to be placed temporarily at f'::' 
a Youth Authority diagnostic and treatment center for observation and 
diagnosis. In its order, the court shall orderthe Youth Authority to report 
to the court within the 9O-day period its diagno~is and recommendation5 
concerning the minor. The probation officer or any other peace officer 
designated by the court shall execute the order placing the minor in the 
diagnostic and treatment center or returning the minor to the court. Upon 
return of the minor from the center) th~ minor shall be brought before the 
court within two judicial days. The matter shall then be set for a disposition 
hearing to be commenced within 10 judicia! days. 

Source: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 702, 704 

References: CEB §§ 22, 109, 111, 144 
Deskbook §§ 8.20, 8.21, 9.2, 9.17; see also App. B, § 14. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to continuances pending the disposition hear

ing, is based upon the fourth and fifth sentences of section 702. 
. Subdivision (b), relating to detentiQn pending the disposition hearing, 

is based upon the last sentence of the "tlrst paragraph of section 702. 
Subdivision (c) is based on secti.on704. which permits the court in 

certain instances to continue the further hearing on disposition and to 
order the minor to be placed temporarily at a Youth Authority diagnostic" 
and treatment cente! for· a period not to ex~eed 90 days. The Youth 

, Authority Director must forward a diagnosis and recommendation to the 
court within that period. The power of the court to make these referrals 
under section 704 is .limited to situations in which (1) the minor has been 

,found tc be a person described by section 602, or (2), according to the 
statute, whenever the minor has been found to be a person described in 
section 601, a supplemental petition for commitment has been filed under 
section 777, and the "minor is otherwise eligible for commitment to the 
Youth Authority." It should be noted, however, that the 1976 Legislature 
eliminated the authority to commit a 601 ward to the Youth Authority 
pursuant to a supplemental petition. (See amendments to Welf. &. lnst. 
Code ~ 730; .as amended by Stats. 1976, Ch. 440; Stats. 1976, Ch. 10&8; Stats. 
1976, eh. 10'71.) Thus, it would seem that no person described by section 
601 is now "eligible for commitment to the Youth Authority." To insure 
that upon return of the minor from the'diagnostic center the xnin6r is not. 
unnecessarily detained in the juvenile hall, the rule requires that ,the 
minor be brought before the court· within two judicial days 9f·being re-
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tinned from the diagnostic center. The matter is then to be placed back 
on the coures calendar for a displ)sition hearing to be commenced within 
10 judicial days. (See section 704 tor further procedures to be followed and 
conditions under which these referrals may be made.) . 

PART II. CASES PETITIONED UNDER SECTION 300 

Rule 1361. Time of ;urisdicfion hearing; waiver of hearing 

(a) [Noqdetention cases (§ 334)] If the minor is npt detained, the 
clerk shall, upon the filing of the petition, set the peti(ion to be heard, and 
the hearing shall be commenced withi;t 30 calendar days from the date of 
the filing of the petition. . . 

(b) [Detention cases (§ 334)] If the minor is detained at the time the 
petition is filed, the clerk shall set the p~tition to be heard, and the hearing 
shall be commenced, within 15 judicial days. from the date of the order of 
the court directing detention. If the minor is released from detention prior 
to the jurisdiction hearing, the court may reset the petition for hearing 
within the time limit pr·ascribed by subdivision (a) of this rule. 

(c) [Calendar preference (§ 345)] If the minor is detained in custody 
and the sole allegation is that the minor is a person described in section 
300, the case shall be granted precedence on the calendar of the court for 
the day on which the case is set for'hearing. 

(d) [Tolling of time period] Any period of delay resulting from the 
minor's neglect or failure to appear, to and including the date of the 
minor's next appearance in the court wherein the petition was filed, shall 
be excluded in computing the time limits prescribed by subdivisions (a) 
and (b) of this rule. After excluding that period, the petition shall be set 

. fot hearing, and the hearing shall be commenced, within the appropriate 
time limit prescribed in either subdivision (a) or (b), or Within 10 calendar 
days after the minor's reappearance in the court in which thepetition was 
filed, whichever is later. . 

(e) [Dismissal] Except as provided in subdivision (d) or in rule 1362, 
when a jurisdiction hearing is not commenced within the time limits 
prescribed in either subdivision (a) or (b), the court shall order the peti
tion dismissed. 

(f) [Refiling of petition, effect. on detention] An order under subdivi
sion (e) dismissing the petition prior to the jurisdiction hearing shall not 
bar the filing of a subsequent petition commencing new proceedings 
based upon the same allegations as in the original petition. If the minor 
is detained at the time a subsequent petition is filed, a new detention 
hearing shall be held. 

(g) [Waiver of hearing] At the detention hearing, or at any time 
thereafter, a parent or guardian may admit in court the allegations of the 
petition and thereby waive any further jurisdiction hearing. .~ .. 
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Sources: W (;lIf. & Inst. Code' § 334, 345 

References: CEB §§ 102, 176; CEB Supp. § 187 
Deskbook §§ 3.7, 8.24, 8.31; see also § 8.1 
Witkin §§ 292, 299, 335 
Governor's Commission, pp. 27-29 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

99 

. Subdivision (a) and the first sentence of subdivision (b) of this rule, 
relating to time limits for jurisdictian hearings, generally restate sectian 
334. The statute, however, provides only that the petition must be "set for 
hearing" within the designated time periods. It is not clear whether the 
hearing actually must be commenced, or need only ·be~set for hearing 
wiffifIitna:f ffme. (See Neil C. v. Superior Court (1973) 30 Cal.App.3d 572, 
574-575; CEB § 192; Deskbook § 3.7. There are no reported cases on this 
precise issue. Similar to rule 1351 (a) and (b), this rule would requir~ the 
clerk to set and the caurt to commence the matter within the time limits 
prescribed. (See Deskbook §\ 3.7; Go'Vernor's Commission, pp. 27-29.) If 
. the minor is released from detention prior to the jurisdiction hearing, the 
second sentence in subdivision (b) makes clear that the 3O-calendar day 
limitatians in subdivision (a) become operative. 

. .subdivision. (c) relating to the calendar preference to be given section 
300 hearings, restates the substance of section 345. For a discussion of the 
practical problems involved in attempting to strictly comply with this 
statutory 'requirement, see Deskbook section8.3l. 

Subdivision (d), relating to the tolling of time periods, is not directly 
covered by the juvenile court law. It incorporates the general principle 
that delays attributable to a party may be'deducted when computing 
preSCribed time limits. The phrase "neglect or flrllure to appear" is taken 
from subdivisions (2) and (3) of Penal Cade section 1382. Fram a calendar 
management viewpoint, depending upon all of the circumstances, when 
the minor becomes unavailable or fails to appear, a court encountering a 
situation of this type may either (1) continue the mlltter until a date 
certain, or (2) .order the matter off c~endar, to be reset upon. discovery 
of the minor~s whereabouts, or (~) di#~niss the petition.withQut prejudice 

., to its being refiled, or (4) take such other action as may seem appropriate 
in the circumstances. For a ful!er discllssion, see Comment to rule 1361 (c) . 

Subdivision (e), relating to the dismissal of petitions, is not directly 
covered by theju'Venile court law. Unless there exists one .of the situations ;J 

described either in subdivisiori (d) of this rule or in rJ..lle 1362, the petition., 
must be dism\ssed upon order of the court if the time limitations cannot 
be met. (CEB § 102; cf. Deskbook§3.7.) . 

Subdivision (f), permitting refiling of anew petition if the statutory 
time limits are not met, is similar to rule 1352(e) .. That rule was based upon 
Neil C. v. Superior Court (1973) .30 Cal.App.3d 572, a case. petitioned 

, under section 602. It-would seem that a siq~ilat rule should apply in section 
300 cases. . ,I . ;; 

Proceedings in which there haS been ,.~ refiling present a special prob· 
Q 

./t_' 
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lem when the minor has been detained in custody. Section 320 provides 
that a minor may be ordered detained "for a period not to exceed· 15 
ju:dicial days," within which time the matter must be set for hearing. under 
section 334. Although as a practical matter, waivers of time often extend 
the period of detention beyond the statutory limits, subdivision (f) pro
vides that in the event a petition involving a detained minor must be 
dismissed due to expiration of the prescribed time limits, the question of 
continued detention should again be determined. 

Subdivision (g) is analogous to the second paragraph of section 657, 
which provides that at the detention hearing, or any time thereafter, a 
minor who is alleged to come within the provisions of section 601 or 602 
maY,with the consent of counsel, admit in court the allegations of the 
petition and waive the jurisdiction hearing. This subdivision permits the 
parent or guardian in section 300 cases to do likewise, but the consent of 
coumreHs not required. 

Rule 1362. Grounds for continuanc{J of jurisdiction hearing 

(a) [Prior to hearing-request by counsel (cf. § 352(a)}] Upon re-
. quest of counsel for the minor, parent (,~ .guardian, or upon request of the 

parent or guardian if not represented by counsel after an intelligent waiv- . 
er, the court may, for good cause shown, continue thejul'isdiction hearing 
beyond the time limit within which the hearing is otherwise required to 
be commenced, 

(b) [Implied consent to continuance (cf. § 352 (b) ) ] After advising 
the minor and parent or guardian of the right to have the hearing com
mence within the time limit in either rule 1361 (a) or (b), if no objection 
is made to an order continuing the jurisdiction hearing beyond the appli
cable time limit, the parties shall be deemed to have consented to the 
continuance. 

(c) [Commencement of hearing-appointment of counsel (cf. 
§353)] 
At the beginning of the jurisdiction hearing, the court shall continue the 
hearing for not to 6kceed seven calendar days: 

(I) As necessary to make an appointment of counsel; 
(2) To enable counsel to become acquainted with t4e case: or 
(3) To determine whether the parent or guardian or adult relative is 

unable to afford cClUnsel. 
!! 

(d) [-To prepare case (§ 353)] The court shall continue thejurisdic
tion hearing as necessary to provide reasonable opportunity for the minor, 
parent, guardian or adult relative to prepare for the heariJ?g. 

(e) [During hearing-unexpected contest (cf. § 701)] If the parent 
. or guardian denies the allegations of the petition, after having made a 
statement admitting the allegations of the petition or indicating an inten
tion to admit the sam~_.at the time of the jurisdiction hearing, the court 
may continue the hearing for no~ to exceed seven calendar days to enable 
the probation officer or social worker to subpoena witnesses. to attend the 
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hearing to prove the allegations of the petition. 

(f) [-Unavailable necessary witness (§ 354)] If the minor is not de
tained in custody and the court is satisfied that an unavailable and neces
sary witness will be available within that time, the court may continue the 
hearing for ,11ot more than 10 calendar days in addition to any other 
authorized continuance. 

Sources; Welf. & lnst Code §§ 352, 353, 354, 355, 701 

References: CEB §§ 109, 110, III 
Deskbook §§ 5.9, 5.11, B.35; see also §§ 8.21, B.22 
Witkin §§ 299, 312, 31B .' 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Rule 1362 brings together existing provisions of the juvenile court law 

relating to continuances of jurisdiction hearings. 
Subdivision (a), relating to continuances requested prior to the hearing, 

generally restates section 352 (a), except that language has been added 
recognizing that a parent or guardian, as well as the minor, is a critic~ 
party in a section 300 dependency proceeding entitled to a continuance' 
when good cause is shown. '< 

Subdivision (b) provides that if the rilinor and parent or guardian have \, 
been advised of the time limits within which they are entitled to have the 
jurisdiction hearing commence, and if no objection is made to an order 
continuing the hearing beyond thaftime limit, the parties shall be deemed 
to have consented to the continuance. This is based upon the implied 
continuance provision in section 352 (b) . 

Subdivisions (c) and (d), relating to continuances granted at the begin
ning of the jurisdiction· hearing, generally restate the last sentence of 
section 353. (S@e comment to rule 1352(c) explaining that any counsel 
shall be entitled to a continuance of not more than seven dllYs to become 
acquainted with the case.) , 

Subdivision' (e), relating to a continuance granted during the hearing 
due to an unexpected denial or contest, is analogous to the fourth sentence 
of section 701,· (For further discussion, see the comment to rule 1352(e).) 

Subdivision (f), relating to continuances when a, necessary witness is 
temporarily unavailable, restates section 354. " 

Rule 1363. Commencement of hearing-expianation of petition; right 
tocpunsei 

(a) [p'etition read and explained (cf. § 353)} At the beginning of the 
jurisdiction hearing, the petition shall be read to those present. Upon 
request of the minot~ or the parent, guardian, or,;adult relative, the court, 
shall then explain the meanirig and contehts.pf the petition and the nature 

. of the hearing, its procedures, and possible consequences. , . 

(b)' {Right to counsel explained '(cr .. § 353)] The court shall ne.xt as
certain whether the minor and the parent, guardillP" or adult relative, as 

, .. 



102 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

the case may be, are represented by counsel; if not, the court shall advise 
the minor, parent, or guardian of their right to have counsel present and, 
where applicable, of their right to appointed counsel, subject to a claim 
of reimbursement a,s provided by law. 

(c) [Appointment of counsel-general rule (§ 317; Cleaver v. Wilcox 
(9th Cir. 1974) 499 F.2d 940, 945)] If the minor, parent or guardian 
appears at the jurisdiction hearing without counsel, the court may appoint 
counsel if it appears that the minor, parent or guardian desires counsel but 
is unable to afford counsel. COllnsel shall be appointed for any parent or 
guardian unable to afford counsel whenever it appears that person is 
unable to adequately present the case and faces a substantial possibility of 
loss of custody or of prolonged separation from the minor. 

(d) [-In § 300(d) cases (§§ 318, 35l; see also 681)] If the case has 
been petitioned under section 300 (d) and the minor appears at the juris
diction hearing without counsel, the court shall appoint counsel for the 
minor. Whenever the parent or guardian,. or any other person having care 
or custody of the minor or who resides in the home of the minor, is charged 
in a pending criminal proseclltion based upon unlawful acts committed 
against the minor, the court may appoint the district attorney to represent 
the minor in the interest of the state. The terms and conditions of the 
representation shall be with the consent or approval of the court. 

(e) [-Conflict ofinterest (§ 317)] In any case in which it appears to 
the court that there is such a conflict of interest between a parent or 
guardian and the minor that one attorney could not properly represent 
both, the court shall take appropriate action to eliminate the conflict of 
interest. 

(f) [-,-Continuance (§ 317)] If necessary, the court shall continue the 
hearing pursuant to rule 1362(c) or (d), whichever is applicable. 

Sources: Weif. & Inst. Code §§ 316, 317, 318, 351, 353; see also § 681 
Cleaver v. fWlcox (9th Cir. 1974) 499 F.2d 940 

References: CEB §§ 74-76; CEB Supp. §§ 175A, 175B, 187 
Deskbook §§ 8.32, 8.33, 8.35, 8.45; see also 

§§ 7.3, 7.13, 8.10, 8.11 
Witkin §§ 288, 301, 312, 313 
Governor's Commission, pp. 26-27 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision. (a), relating to the reading of the petition and explanation 

of the proceedings, is based upon the first sentence in section 353. In 
contrast to rule 1353(a) but in accord with the statute, the explanations 
ure requited only upon request of the minor, parent, guardian, or adult 
relative. 1n appropnate cases, some courts advise the parents that the 
possible consequences of the proceedings may include eventual termina
tionof parental rights un.cler Civil Code section 232. 
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Subdivision (b), relating to the explanation of the right to counsel, is 
based upon the second sentence in section 353. Advice regarding the right 
to be represented by counsel must be given in any case where the minor, 
parent or guardian is not in fact represented by counsel. Further, subdivi
sion (b) provides that advice be given of the ·right to appointed cOJ,lIlsel 
"where applicable." (See subdivisions (c) and (d), infra.) Finally, it is 
provi~ed that the appointment of counsel may be subject to a claim of 
reimbursement as provided by law. (See Welf. & lnst. Code § 903.1.) . 

Subdivision· (c), relating to the appointment of counsel, is based upon 
section 317, as qualified by section 318 and Cleaver v. Wilcox (9th Cir. 
1974) 499 F.2d 940, 945. The right of a minor or indigentparent to appoint
ed counsel in section 300 dependency cases has been an uncertain area of 
procedural law. (Compare In re Robinson (1970) 8 Cal.App. 783 (no right 
to counsel at trial for parent or child) and In re Joseph T.(1972)25 
Cal.App.3d 120· (no right to counsel for parent on appeal) with Cleaver v .. 
Wilcox, supra (flexible due process right to counsel for parent at trial) and 
In re Simeth (1974) 40 Cal.App.3d .982 (right to counsel for parent on 
appeal); see also In reJ.C.L. (1974) 43 Cal.App.3d 447 (whether a parent 
or child is entitled to appointed counsel in a dependency: case presents "an. 
interesting question .. . Simeth obviously casts doubt on the continued 
validity of Robinson a.J1dJoseph T." Supra, at 449, n. L) Subdivision (c) 
incorporates the approach taken in the Cleaver case, wherein it was held 
that an indigent parent in a dependency case has a due process right to 
court-appointed counsel whenever the parent is unable to adequately 
present the case and faces a substantial possibility of the loss of custody or 
of prolonged separation from a chiI,d. Factors suggested· for the juvenile 
court to consider when deciding whether to appoint counsel for the par
e.nt in these cases include the complexity of th~ case, the likelihood of 
removal of the child, the probability of prolonged removal, and whether 
the parent intends to contest the matter. (Cleaver v. IDlcox, supra, at 945; 
see CEB Supp. at § 175A.) 

Subdivision (d), relating to the appointment of counsel for the minor 
in section 300(d) proceedings, generally restates sections 318 and 351. 

Subdivision (e), relating to the appointment of counsel when there 
exists a conflict of interest/sets forth a flexible rule directing the court to 
take appropriate action to eliminate the conflict of interest 

Subdivision (f), which makes' a cross-ref~rence to subdivisions (c) and 
(d) of rule 1362 relating to continuances necessary for the appoiQ-tment 
.of counsel and to permit cou~sel to prepare the case, is based on section 
317. 

Rule 1364. Commencement of hearing-advice of trial rights; admis
sion' ofal!egations 

(a) [Trial rights explained.<§ 341; cE. §§ 349, 702.5)] After giving the 
advice required by rule 1353) the court shall next advise the parent 9f 
guardian of each of their follOwing t:ights: 

(I) The right to a trial by the court on the issues raised by the petition; 
(2) The right to assert the privilege against self(.'incrimination; 
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(3) 'The right to confront, and to cross-examine, all witnesses that may 
be called to testify against the parent or guardian; 

(4) The right to use the process of the court to compel the or guardian; 
(5) The right to use the process of the court to compel the attendance 

of witnesses on behalf ofthe parent or guardian., 

{b ) [Admission of allegations; prerequisites to acceptance] The court 
shall then inquire whether the parent or guardian intends to admit or 
deny the truth of the allegations of the petition. If the parent or guardian 
neither admits nor denies the truth of the allegations, the court shall 
indicate for the record that the parent or guardian does not admit the 
truth of the allegations. Before accepting an admission that the allegations 
of the petition are true, the court should satisfy itself that the parent or 
guardian understands the trial rights enumerated in subdivision (a), and 
that the parehf ot guardian is admitting the petition because that person 
did in fact commit the acts alleged. 

(c) [Parent or guardian must admit] An admission by the paren~:or 
guardian shall be made personally by the parent or guardian. 

(d) [Findings by court (§ 356)] If the court is satisfied that the admis
sion should be received, the court sharI then ask whether the parent or 
guardian admits or denies the truth of the allegations in the petition. Upon 
admission, the court shall make findings as to each of the following, noted 
in the minutes of the court: 

(1) That notice has been given as required by law; 
(2) The birthdate and county of residence ofthe minor; 
(3) That the parent or guardian has knowingly and intelligently 

waived the right to a trial on the issues by the court, the right to assert the 
privilege against self-incrimination, and the right to confront and to cross 
-examine adverse witnesses and to use the prOCf~SS of the court to compel 
the attendance of witnesses on the parent or gUardian's behalf; 

(4) That the parent or guardian understands the nature of the conduct 
alleged in the petition and the possible consequences of an admission; 

(5) That the admission by the parent or guardian is freely and volun
tarily made; 

(6) That there is a factual basis for the panwt or guardian's admission; 
(7) That those allegations of the petition as admitted are true as al

leged; and 
(8) That the minor is a person described by either subdivision (a) , (b), 

(c), or (d) of section 300 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. 

(e) [No contest] In lieu of admitting the allegations of the petition, 
the parent or guardian may enter no contest concerning the truth of the 
allegations, subject to the approval of the court. For purposes of these 
rules, the procedure for and legal effect of an entry of no contest shall be 
the same as that of an admission, but the entry of no contest may not be 
used against the parent or guardian as an admission in any other action or 
proceeding~' . 

t! 

Source: 
" .. ', h 

Welf. & Inst. Code" §§ 341, 356 

• I 
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References: Deskbook §§ 8.32, 8.33, 8.35, 8.45; see also §§ 7.13,'8.10 
Witkin §§ 305, 306 

1dvlsory Committee Comment· 
Subdivision (a), relating to the trial rights to be explained to the parent 

ot guardian, is based on procequres suggested in the Deskboo~ section 8.45 
and ~s analogous to the rights explained to the minor in section 601 and 
602 proceedings. (See section 702.5.) The right to compel the tesqrnony 
of witnesses, referred to in subdivision (a) (3), is based upon section 341. 

Subdivision (b), relating to the prerequisites to accepting an admission 
by the parent or guardian, is based on procedures suggested in the Desk
book section 8.35. The Boykin-Tahl principles applicable in section 601 
and 602 proceedings (In re MiChael M (1970) 11 Cal.App.3d 741) are not 
applicable to section 300 cases. It would seem that the court should never
theless satisfy itself and make findings that the parent or guardian under
stands certain trial rights and that there exists a factual basis for an 
admission before the admission is accepted. 

Subdivision (c), requiring that an admission be made personally by the 
parent or guardian, is based on a procedure suggested in the Deskbook 
section 8.35. (Cf. In re FrancisW. (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 898, 903; In re 
Mq.S. (1968) 267 Cal.App.2d 329, 339.) 

Subdivision (d), relating to findings to be made when an admission to 
the allegations is accepted, is based on sectio~ 356 and procedures suggest
ed in the Deskbook sections 8.35 and 8.45. 1 

In some courts, parents or guardians have been permitted to enter no 
contest regarding the truth of the allegations of the petition. Subdivision 
(e) recognizes,the existence of that practice. 

, Rule 1365. Contested hesring on petition 

(a) [Contested jurisdiction hearing (§ 355)] If the parent or guardian 
denies the allegations of the petition, a contested hearing shall be held at 
which the court must determine' whether the allegations set forth in the 
petition are true. 

(b) [Burden of proof (§ 355)] Proofby a preponderance ofe,vidence, 
supported by eviqence legally aqmissible in the trial of civil cases, must 
be adduced to support a finding that the allegations set forth in the peti
tion are true. 

(c) [Admissibility of evidenc~general (§§ 355, 701, 701.1-701.7)] 
Except as provided in sections 701.1 through 701.1, the. admission and 
exclusion of evidence shall be in accordance with the rules of evidence 
established by the Eyidence Code ahd· by judicial. decision. .. ~" 

. '- ( 

(d) . [Probation reports (In re Biggs (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d 337)] A ~j 
probation or social worker's report, including any social study, containing 
information relevant and material to the jurisdiction hearing is admissible 
if, on !)request of the Parent or guardian, t\le probation officer or soc::ial . 
worker is made available to be cross-examined regarding the contents of 
the report. .. 
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(e) [Inapplicability of certain testimonial privileges (Evid. Code §§ 
!178, 986) ] The privilege not to testify nor to be called as a witness against 
a spouse and the confidential marital communication privilege are not 
available to the parent or guardian in a juvenile court proceeding. 

(f) [Unrepresented minors (§ 355)] If the parent or guardian is not 
represented by counsel, it shall be deemed that objections that could have 
been made to the evidence were made. 

(g) [Findings of court-allegations true (§ 356)] If, after hearing the 
evidence, the court determines that the allegations of the petition are 
true, it shall make findings as to each of the following, noted in the minutes 
of the court: 

(1) That notice has been given as required by law; 
(2) The birthdate and county of residence of the minor; 
(3) That the allegations of the petition are true as alleged; 
(4) That the minor is a person described by subdivision (a), (b), (c), 

or (d) of section 300. 

(h) [-Allegations not true (§ 356)] If, after hearing the evidence, 
the court determines that the allegations of the petition are not true, it 
shall make findings as to each of the following, noted in the minutes of the 
court: 

(1) That notice has been given as required by law; 
(2) The birthdate and cQunty of residence of the minor; 
(3) That the allegations of the petition are not true. 

The court shall then order that the petition be dismissed and that the 
minor be discharged from any detention or restriction, if applicable. 

Sources: Weif. & lnst. Code §§ 355,356,701; Evid. Code §§ 972 (d) , 
986 
In re Biggs (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d 337 

References: CEB §§ 120, 131, 186, 188 
Deskbook § 8.35; see also §§ 7.6, 8.18 and App. C, § 4 
Witkin §§ 318, 319, 321,325 
Governor's Commission, p. 29-30 

Advisory 90mmittee Comment: \~ 

Subdivision (a), relating to the requirement for a jurisdiction hearing, 
is based upon the first clause of the first sentence of section 355. 

Subdivision (b) restates section 355 which applies the "preponderance 
of evidence" standard to .section 300 cases. 

Subdivision (c) states the statutory standards relating to the admissibili
ty of evidence .in $ection 300 proceedings,as apparently intended by the 
1976 Legislature. 

in 1976, the Legislature first enacted some special rules relating to the 
burden of proving evidence in certain dependency proceedings as sec-
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tions 701.1-707.7. (Stats. 1976, Ch. 89.) It then transferred'the preexis~g 
provisions in section'701, as they relate to dependency m~tters, to a ne\,> 
section 355. (Stats. 1976, Ch. 1068.) Then, in a later chaptereq;:Pill;:::i{ 
purported to amend the preexisting section 701, including its ref~rences 
to section 600 proceedings and render applicable to juvenile couf~JQ-____ -o-~Y 
ceedings the rules of evidence set forth in the Evidence Code and judiciiir-
decisions. Thus, the juvenile court law nQ~ contains at least two state-
me~ts as to the applicable rules of evidence in dependency proceedings, 
each of them different (see §§ 355, 701) and each=qu"1ilified by the provi-
sions of sections 7(H.l through 701.7. The apparent intent of the Legisla-
ture, as set forth in subdivision (c) of this rule, is that. the Evidence Code 
provisions now apply, subject to the special provisions in sections 701.1 
through 701.7. Subdivision (d) is based on In reBiggs (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d 
377, in which it was held that a court may review the social study report 
before making a determination of dependency in a section 300 proceed-
ing. (Cf. In re Michael V. (1974) 10 Cal.3d 676 (facts in probation report 
relevant to allegations in delinquency petition ad..rnissible if declarant 
present and available for cross-examination}.)c 

Subdivision (e) is based upon Evidence Code sections 972(d) and 986, 
which render the privilege not to testify against a spouse and the privilege 
for confidential marital communications inapplicable to proceedings un
der the juvenile court law. 

Subdivision (f), relating to implicit objections in behalf of unrepresent
ed parents and guardians, is analogous to the last sentence in section 355. 

Subdivisions (g) and (h), relating to the findings made after a contested 
jurisdiction hearing, restate the firstportion of section 356, with an added 
requirement that findings be made. indicating compliance with notice 
requirement,~ and the minor's birthdate and county of residence. 

Rule 1366. Continuance pending disposition hearing 

(a) [Continuance pending disposition hearing (§ 356)1 If the court 
finds that the minor is a person described by section 300, itnshall then 
proceed to hear evidence on the question of the proper disposition to be 
made of the minor. Prior to'doing so, the court may continue the disposi
tion hearing to a date not to exceed 10 judicial days if the minor is detained 
or. jf the minor is not detained, to a date not to exceed 30 calendar days 
from the date of filing of the petition. The court may, for good cause 
shown, continue the hearing for an' additional 15 calenda.r days if the 
minor is not detained. 

(b) [Detention pending continued hearing (§ 356)] The court in its
11

r 
discretion may make an order to release or detain the minor during the II 

period of the continuance. . 

Source: WeIr. & Inst. Code § 356 

References: CEB §§ 22,109, 111 
Deskbook §§ 8.20, 8.21, 8.35 
Witkin § 328 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), relating to continuances pending the disposition hear

ing, ~s based upon the fourth and fifth sentences of section 356. 
Subdivision (b), relating to detention pending the disposition hearing, 

is based on the last sentence of section 356. 
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CHAPTER 8. DISPOSITION HEARING 

PART I. CASESPE:TITIONED, UNDER SECTIONS 
601 AND 602 

Rule 1371. Generql condLfcf of hearing 

(a) [Nature Df disposition hearing (§ 706)] lfthe minpr is found to 
be a person described in sectiolll 601 or 602, a di~position hearing shall be 
held to hear evidence on the question of the proper disposition to be made 
of the case. 

(b) [Social study (§ 280)] Prior to every disposition hearing~ t~e pro
bation officer shall prepare a social study concerning the minor, whicli 
shall contain those matters relevant to a proper disposition of the case and 
a recommendation for the disposition of the case. ~f'the minor is a parolee 
of the Youth Authority, the social study shall inqiiude the results of any 
contact between the probation officer and the p~role officer. 

(c) [Explanation of proceedings] At the;;beginning of t:pe disposition 
hearing, t.he court shall inform the minor and parent or" guardian, if 
present, of the purpose and scope of the disposition hearing. If the minor 
is not represented by counsel, the court shall advise the minor of the right 
to be represented by counsel at the hearing and, where applicable, of the . 
right to appointed counsel. " 

(d) [Evidence considered (§ 706) The court shall receive in evi
dence the social study prepared by the probation officer and other rele
vant and material evidence offered by the petitioner, the minor, or the 
parent or guardian. The court may receive other relevant and mat.erial 
evidence en its own motion. In any judgment and order of (disposition, the 
court shall state the social study has been read and considered by the 
court. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 280, 702, 706 

References: CEB §§ 141,142,147,148 
Deskbook "§§ 9.1, 9.2,9.4, 9.5 
Witki~ §§ 3.26,3.27,3.28 
Governor's Commission," pp.·,30-31 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a), describing the nature of th'e;~disposition hearing, is 

based on section 706. 
The first sentence of subdivision (b), relating to the probation officer's 

. social study, is based on section~. The second sentence in subdivision 
"." (b) is new; The court should be made aware through the social study 
whether the You~h Authority (YA) ras any plans concerrih~g the mInor 
u ~,~ {; " 

o 

'}., 
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or of any YA policies which may affect the case. 
Rule 1311, relating to persons present at a juvenile court proceeding, 

applies to all phases of juvenile proceedings, including the disposition 
hearing. In the past, it was the practice in many counties for t~e district 
attorney or other legal officer .representing the probation department to 
retire from the proceedings upon the completion of the jurisdiction hear
ing. Matters submitted to the court at the disposition hearing were then 
presented by the probation offiCC:ir, whose principal responsibility was, and 
continues to be, to prepare and present to the court a social study for 
consideration during the disposition hearing. Effective January 1, 1977, 
however, it would seem to be the Legislature's intent that in section 602 
proceedings, at least, that the prosecuting attorney appear at all phases of 
a juvenile court hearing, including the disposition hearing. (See Welf. & 
lnst. Code § 681 (Ii).) In section 601 pll'oceedings, however, the extent of 
participation by the prosecuting attorney would seem to continue to de
pend upon the desires of the court and probation officer. (See Welf. & 
Inst. Code § 681 (b) .) 
. Subdivision (c), relating to the explanation ofthe disposition proceed
ings, is based upon procedures suggested in the Deskbook, section 9.5. 

Subdivision (d) is based on the fourth sentence of section 702 and the 
second sentence of section 706. Note that the social study is always admissi
ble under the statUte. The defense attorney neverth~)ess may choose to 

. challenge the facts as· they are stated in the study if they seem incorrect, 
or may question the conclusions of experts contained within the report. 
(See CEB § 147.) The controlling standard as to other evidence is that it 
be relevant and material to the issue of the proper disposition to be made 
of the minor. Further, the minor must be afforded aD. opportunity to have 
evidence presented in his behalf relating to disposition. A denial of this 
right violates due process and is prejudicial error. (In re Mikkelsen (1964) 
226 Cal.App.2d 467, 471.) 

Rule 1372. Judgment lind orders of the court 

(a) Uudgment of court (§§ 725,.782)] Following receipt and consid
eration of the evidence concerning the proper diliposition of the case, the 
court may enter judgment as fallows: 

(1) The court may set aside the jurisdictional findings and dismiss the 
petition if it finds that the iriterests of justice and the welfare()f the minor 
require a dismissal, or if it finds that that the minor is not in need of 
treatIIient or rehabilitation. The specific reasons for dismissal sh~' :1.Je set 
forth in an order entered upon the minutes. .1 ; 

(2) , Without adjudging the minor a ward of the court, the court may 
place the minor on probation, under the supervision of the probation 
officer, for a peried not to exceed six months. 

(3) The cqurUnay order and adjudge the minor to be a ward of the 
court. 
Whether .or not the minor is adjudged a ward of the court, the court may 
set reasomible terms and conditions of probation for the minor. 

(b) [Limitations on parental control (§ 726, 727; In re 1.1.~.n974) 11 
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Cal.3d 679)] If the minor is adjudged a ward of the court, the court may 
limit the control to be exercised over the minor by any parent or guardian 
and shall by its order clearly and specifically set forth all of those limita
tions. If notice was previously given under rule 131O(a), and the court 
orders that a parent or guardilPl retain physical custody of the. minor 
subject to the supervision of the probation officer, the parent or guardian 
may be required to participate with the minor ina counseling program. 
No ward shall be taken from the physical custody of a parent or guardi~ 
unless the court finds one·of the following: 1.\.' . 

(1) That the parent or guardiarl is incapable of providing or has Jailed 
or neglected to provide proper maintenance, training, and education for 
the minor; 

(2) That the minor has been tried on probation in the physical custody 
of a parent or guardian and has Jailed to reform; or . . 

(3) That continued custody by the parent or guardian would be detri
mental to the minor and the welfare of the minor requires that custody 
be taken from the parent or guardian. 

(c) [Permissible disposition orders-general (§§ 726, 727, 730, 731)) 
When a minor is adjudged a ward of the court, the court may make any 
and all reasonable orders for the care, supervision, custody ,concluct, main~ 
tenance, and support of the minor, including medical treatment, subject 
to the further order of the court The court may order the care, custody, 
control and conduct of the minor to be under the supervision of the 
probation officer or may commit the minor to the care, custody and 
control of any persoJ1 or organization enumerated in secti()n 7'Z't. If t~:~ 
minor was adjudged a ward of the court as a person described by sectioh 
602, the court, as additional alt.ernatives, may make an ord,er for the treat
ment or commitment of the minor under either section. 730 or 7'31, in 
which event the order shall specify that the minor may not be held in 
physical confinement for a period in excess of the maximum term of 
imprisonment which could be imposed upon an adult convicted of. the 
offense which bro1,!ght the minor under the jurisdiction of the juvenile 
court. 

. ~ 

(d) [Permissible disposition orders-Youth Authority ward] If the . 
minor has previously been committed to the Youth Authority and is at the 
time of the disposition hearing a ward of the Youth Authority, the court 
may, as a disposition under subdivision (c), either recommit or return the 
ward to the Youth Authority. If the minor is returned to the Youth Author
ity,the court may make a recommendation to the Authority that the 
minor's parole status be revoked, not be revoked, or the cQu .... -may mak.e 
no recommendation. 

(e) [Advice of appeal rights] If t~e minor was found tobe~ person 
described by either section 601 or 602 after a contested jurisdictio:Q hear
ing, the court,after making its dispositio~ order, shall advise the minor 
and, if present, the parent or guardian of: ' . 

(1) The right of the minor, parent or guardian to appeal frOm the 
court's judgment; ( 

" 
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(2) The necessary steps and time for taking an appeal; 
(3) The right of an indigent appellant to have counsel appointed by 

the reviewing court; and 
(4) The right of an indigent appellant to be provided a free copy of 

the transcript. 

(f) [15-day reviews (§.737 (b»] Whenever a minor is detained pend
ing the execution of the_ disposition order, the court shall review the case 
at least every 15 calendar days to determine whether the delay is reason
able. During each review the court shall inquire regarding the action 
taken by the probation department to carry out the court's order, the 
reasons for the delay, and the effect of t~le delay upon the minor .. 

(g) [Periodic reports (see § 355)] The court may require the proba
tion officer or any other agency to render such additional periodic reports 
. concerning any minor committeL ., its care, custody and control under 
s~ction 727(a), (c) or (d) as the court may deem necessary or desirable. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 365, 725, 726, 727, 728, 730, 731, 737, 
782. Cf. Civ. Code § 4600 
Pen. Code § 1385 

References: CEB §§ 143-146, 149 
Deskbook §§ 9.2,.9.5,9.6; see generally §§ 9.7-9.18a 
Witkin §§ 331, 334, 336, 338, 339--342; see also § 337 
Governor's Commission, pp. 30-31 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The first sentence of subdivision (a) (1), relating to dismissals of the 

petition, is based on section 782, Prior to the en!'lctment of that statute in 
1971, judges had relied solely upon their inherent authority to dismiss 
cases. (See In re W.R. W. (1971). 17 Cal.App.3d. 1029, 1037.) The second 
sentence, requiring that·the specific reasons for the dismissal shall be set 
forth in an order entered upon the minutes is. based upon Penal Code 
section 1385. (For a discussion of when a dismissal might be appropriate, 
see Deskbook § 9.7; see also section 654, authorizing placem~nt or informal 
supervision subsequent to dismissal of a petition already filed.) Subdivi
sions (a) (2) and (3), relating to other judgments by the court, is based on 
section 725 (a) and. (b). A person found to be described by either section 
601 or 602 need not be declared a ward of the court, but unless wardship 
is established, the court's authority .is limited to placement of the minor 
on probation for a period not to exceed six months. (Welf. & Inst. Code 
§ 725aj see In re Bacon (1966) 240 Cal.App.2d 34, 60.) 

Subdivision (b), relating to limitations on parental control over the 
minor, is based upon section 726, as modified by In re B.C. (1974) 11 Ca1.3d 
679, 696, n. 25. In that case, the Supreme Court stated: 

"The language of section 726 should be interpreted in pari materia 
with the requireI?ent of [Civil Code] section 4600 that in any proceed-
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ing in which custody is at issue, an award to a nonparent against a parent 
claim requires a finding of detriment. Under this interpretation, sub
divisions (a) and (b) of section 726 pr"'sent specific instances of detri
ment justifying an award of custody toa nonparent; the term 'welfare 
of the minor' in subdivision (c) encompasses a requirement that an 
award of custody to the nonparent rests upon a finding that parental 
custody would be detrimental." . 
The second sentence in subdivision (b), relating to the establishment of 
a family counseling program, is based on the last sentence in section 0 

727(1). See also section 727(2), added effectiveJ~uary 1, 1977, which 
seems to authorize the court to direct any and all reasonable orders to 
the parents and guardians of the minor as the court deems necessary 
and proper to carry out the provisions .of section 727 (1). In contrast to 
the family counseling provision in section 727 (1), no provision for prior 
notice is included in the statute. Further, dependent upon the nature 
and scope of the court order contemplated, prior representation by 
counsel in behalf of the parent ot guardian may be constitutionally 
necessary. Neither the juvenile cour't law nor these rules explicitly pro-
vide for the appointrnentof counsel to represent the parents or guard-
ians in section 601 or 602 proceedings. It would seem that courts should 
proceed cautiously under this new 'statutory authorization in these pro-
ceedi~s., .'" . 

Subdivision (c), relating to the permissible disposition orders, is based 
upon sections 726, 727, 730 and 731. (For a thorough discussion of the 
appropriateness of the many possible dispositional alternatives, see 
Deskbook, §§ 9.7-9.18a; see also CEB §§ 143-146, Appendices A-C, pp. 
183-222; CEB Supp. App. B, pp. 42-44; Witkin §§ 331, 336 et seq. For 
procedures necessary before making an order relating to .medical treat
ment, see Welf. & lnst. Code § 739(c). Note, however, that effective 
January 1, 1977, with the apparent exception of a minor who leaves a 
nonsecure facility without permission (seeWelf. & Inst. Code § 636.2), 
no section 601 ward may be committed to a secure facility. 

Subdivision (d) describes the dispositional. alterna.tives available 
when the minor is a Youth Authority parolee. In addition to the alterna
tives 'under subdivision (c), the minOt: may be "recommitted" or "re
turned" to the Youth Authority. Recommitment is administratively 
mOre cumbersome and costly, in that many of the same procedures. 
required in the original commitment are followed. Ifthe minQris "re
turned," it is not necessary to follow commitment procedures. In return
ing the minor to the Youth Authority the court mayor may not make 
a. recommendation to revoke or not revoke the minor's par~le status. It 
should be noted, however, that whether recommitted, or returned with 
or without a re~ommendation, the Youth Authority is legally free· to 
place the ward in what it considers to be the most appropriate treat
ment prbgram,either in an institution or on parole. (See generally, 
Dept.cof the Youth Authority, Procedures and Criteria for Referral ()f 
Juvenile Court Cases to the Youth Authority (Oct. 1975) pp .. 6-7.) 

Sllbdivision (e), relating to advice of appeal rights, is based on Calif 01'
pia Rule of Court 251. It'is recommended that .rule 251 be repealed by 
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the Judicial Council at the time these rules become effective, and this 
provision be adopted within the context of the juvenile court rules. 

Subdivision (f), relating to 15-day reviews, is based upon section 
737(b). 

Subdivision (g), relating to periodic reports, is based upon section 365. 

PART II. CASES PETITIONED UNDER SECTION 300 

Rule 7376. General conduct of hearing 

(a) Nature of disposition hearing (§ 358)] If the minor is found to be 
a person described in section 300, a disposition hearing shall be .held to 
hear evidence on the question of the proper disposition to be made of the 
case. 

(b) [Social study (§ 280)] Prior to every disposition hearing, the pro
bation officer or social worker shall prepare asocial study of the minor, 
which shall contain those matters relevant to a proper disposition of the 
case and a recommendation for the disposition of the case and a recom
mendation for the disposition of the case. If a recommendation is 'made to 
remove the minor from the home, the probation officer or social worker 
shall also include in the social study a recommended plan for reuniting the 
minor with the family. 

(c) [Explanation of pro,=eedings] At the beginning of the disposition 
hearing the court shall inform the minor and parent or guardian, if 
present, of the purpose and scope of the disposition hearing. If the minor, 
parent or guardian is not represented by counsel, the court shall advise 
those persons of the right to be represented by counsel at the hearing and, 
where applicable, of the right to appointed counsel. 

(d) [Evidence considered (§ 358)] The court shall receive in evi
dence the social study of the minor prepared by. the probation officer or 
social worker and other relevant and material evidence offered by the 
petitioner, the minor, or the parent or guardian. The court may receive 
other relevant and material evidence on its own motion. In any judgment 
and order of disposition, the court shall state the social study has been read 
and considered by the court. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 280, 356, 358 \ 

References: CEB§§ 14, 142, 147, 148, 191, 192 (). 
Deskbook §§ 9.19, 9.20, 9.22, 9;23; see also §§ 8.21, 9.1 
Witkin §§ 326, 327, 328 
Governor's Commission, pp.30-31 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

Subdivision (a), .describing the nature of the disposition hearing, is 
based on secition 358. 

The first sentence in subdivision (b), relating to the social study of the 
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probation officer or sodal worker, is based on section 280. Whenever a 
recommendation is made to remove the minor from the home, a: recom
mended plan for reuniting the minor with the family should also be in
cluded in the social study. This might include specific recommendations 
for improvements within the home, successful completion of therapy pro
grams, or other conditions for returning the minor to the home. Xbjs will 
serve to put the family 011 notice as to what must be accompli'shed to 
reunite the family. 

Subdivision (c) is based upon procedures suggested in the Deskbook, 
section 9.23. Concerning the appointment of counsel for an indigent par
ent or guat:dian, see rule 1363(c). Concerning the practice in some courts 
wherein a minor six years old or o~er may be required to be present in 
c:.!ourt so the minor's views regarding placemenf may be obtained, see the 
comment to rule 13U(b) (1). 

Subdivision (d) is based on the fourth sentence of section 356 and the 
second sentence of section 358. Note that the social study is always admissj
ble under the statute. The defense attorney may nevertheless choose to 
challenge the facts as they are stated iI;\ the study if they seem incorrect, 
or may question the' conclusions of experts, contained within the report. 
(See CEB § 147.) The controlling standard as to other evidence is that it 
be relevant and material to the issue of the proper disposition to be made 
of the minor. Further, the minor, parent or guardian must be afforded an 
opportunity to have evidence presented in their behalf relating to the 
disposition. (Cf. In re Mikkelsen (1964) 226 Cal.App.2d 467, 471.) 

Rule 1377. Judgment and orders of the court 

(a) Uudgment of court (§§ 360,C~'o)] Following receipt and consid
eration of the evidence concerning the proper disposition of the case, the 
court may enter judgment as follows: 1\ 

(1) The court may set aside the jurisdictional findings and dismiss the 
petition if it finds that the interests of justice and the welfare of the minor 
require a dismissal, or if it finds that the minor is not in need of treatment, ;) 
rehabilitation. or protective care. The specific reasons for the dismissal 
shall be set forth in an order entered upon the minutes; or , 

(2) . The court may order and adjudge the minor to bea dependent 
child of the court. 

(b) [Limitations on parental control (§§ 361,362; see also § 727; In re 
B.G.. (1974) 11 Cal.3d.679)] lfthe minoris adjudged a dependent child 
of the court, the court may limit the control to be exercised over the minor 
by any parent or guardian arid shall by its order clearly and speCifically set 
forth all of those limitations. If the court orders that a parent or guardian 
retain physical custody of the minor subject to the supervision of the 

. probation officer or social work~r, the parent or guardian may. and in 
section 3()O(d) cases shall. be ordered to participate in a counseling pro
gram. The court may direct any and all other reasonable orders to any 

, parent or guardian of the minor as the court deems necessary and· proper 
to carry out the provisions of this subdivisicn and suodivision" ~c). No' 
dependent child shall be taken from the physical custody of a patept .or 
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guardian unless t!J,e ceurt finds .one .of the fellewing: 
(1) .That the parent .or guardian is incapable efpreviding .or has failed 

.or neglect~d te previde preper maintenance, training, and educatien fer • 
the miner; .or 

(2) That centinued custedy by the parent .or guardian weuld be detri
mental te the miner and the welfare .of the miner requires that custedy 
be taken frem the parent .or guardian. 

(c) [Permissible dispesitien .orders (§ 362)] When a miner is ad
judged a dependent child of the ceurt, the ceurt may make any and all 
reasenable .orders fer the care, supervisien, custedy, cenduct, mainte
nance, and suppert .of the miner, including medical treatment, subject te 
the further .order .of the ceurt. The ceurt may .order the care, custedy, 
centrel and cenduct .of the miner te be under the supervisien .of the 
prebatien .officer .or social werker .or may cemmit the miner te the care, 
custedy and centrel .of any persen .or erganizatien enumerated in sectien 
362. 

(d) [Required dispesitien erder-2d § 300(d); finding (§ 364)] If the 
miner was previeusly feund te be a persen described by sectien 300(d) 
and the ceurt .ordered that a parent .or guardian retain physical custedy 
.of the miner subject te supervisien .of the prebatien .officer .or secial 
werker, and if the ceurt again finds, due to subsequent acts .or circum
stances, that the miner is a person described by sectien 300(d), the ceurt 
shall remeve the miner frem the care, custedy and contrel .of the parent 
.or guardian and shall cemmit the miner te the care, custedy and centrol 
.of a persen .or erganizatien enumerated in sectien 362. 

(e) [Advice .of appeal rights] If the minor was feundto be a person 
described by sectien 300 after a centested jurisdictien hearing, the court, 
after making its dispesition order, shall advise the miner, if .of sufficient age 
and understanding, and the parent .or guardian .of: 

(1) The right .of the miner and parent .or guardian te appeal frem the 
ceurt's judgment; 

(2) The necessary steps and time fer taking an appeal; 
(3) The right .of ~ indigent appellant to have counsel appointed by 

the reviewing ceurt; and . . 
(4) The right .of an indigent appellant te be previded a free CDPY .of 

the transcript. 
If the miner is net present in court, netice of these rights shall be given 
to the minor in wri~ng. - I 

(f) [Centinuance fer annual review (§ 366)] At the cenclusien .of any 
dispesition hearing .or any subsequent hearing at which an order is made 
adjudging the miner a dependent child, except a hearing at whichjurisdic
tien is .ordered terminated, the ceurt shall centinue the hearing te a specif~ 
ic future date net mere than .one year after the date .of the .order. The court 
shall advise the minor, if of sufficient age and understanding, and the 
parent .or guardian, if present, .of the date .of the future hearing and alIef 
their follewing rights: 
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(1) To be present at the continued hearin,g; 
(2) To be represented by qou~,sel,at the hearing and, where applica-

ble, of the right to appointed counsel; and . 
(3) To show cause, if there be cause, why the jurisdiction of the court 

over the minor should be terminated. 

(g) [15-day reviews (§ 367 (b) )] Whenever a minor is detained 
pending the execution of the disposition order, the court shall review the 
case at least every 15 calendar days to determine whether the delay is 
reasonable. During each review· the court shall inquire regarding the 
action taken by. the probation or welfare deparcment to carry out the 
court's order, the reasons for the delay, and the effect of the delay upon 
the minor. 

(h) [Periodic reports (§ 365)] The court may require the probation 
officer, social worker, or any other agency to render such additional 
periodic reports concerning any minor committed to its care, custody and 
control under section 362(c) or (d) as the court may deem necessary or 
desirable. 

Sources: Weif. & Inst. Code §§ 360, 361, 362, 364,365, 367,390; see 
also § 727 
Cf; Civ. Code§ 4600. In re B.G. (1974) 11 Cal.3d 679 

References: CEB §§ 143-146, 149, 191,192, 193 
Deskbook §§ 9.20, 9.23, 9.24, see generally §§ 9,25-,.9.30, 

9.32, 9.33, 9.35 
Witkin §§ 331, 334, 336,337 
Governor's Commission, pp. 30-31 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The first sentence of subdivision (a) (1), relating to dismissals of the 

petition, is based on section 390. Prior to the enactment of that statute in ,., d' 

1971, judges had relied solely upon their inherent authority to dismiss. 
cases .. (See Inre W.R W. (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d 1029, 1037.) (Fora discus-
SiOI1 of when a dismissal inight be appropriate in a d~pendency proceed-
ing, see Deskbook § 9~25.) Subdivision (a) (2) is based on section 360. 

Subdivision (b), relating to limitations on· parental control over the 
minor, is based upon former section 726(a) and (c) (now section 361 (a) 
and .(b), respectively), as modifed by In re B.G. (1974) 11 Cal.3d679, 696, 
n. 25. In that case, the Supreme Court stated:. 

"The language of section 726 [and new section .361) :shouldbe int.er~ 
preted in pari materia with the req\lirement of [Civil Code] section 4600 
that in" any proceeding in which custody is at issue, an award toa 
nonparent against a parent claim requires a fin9ingof detriment. Under 
this interpretation, subdiVisions (a) and (b) of section 726 [as well as .. 
new sectiou361 (a) ] present specific instances of detrimentjustifying an 
award of custody to' a .nonparent; the term 'welfare of theminor'iri 
subdivision (c) [new section 361 (b)] encompasses a requirement that an . 
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award of custody to the nonparent rests upon a finding that parental 
custody would be detrimental." (Bracketed language added.) 
The second sentence in subdivision (b) of this rule, relating to a family 
counseling program, is based on the last paragraph in section 362 (1) . 

Subdivision (c), relating to the permissible disposition orders, is based 
upon section 362. (For a thorough discussion of the ,appropriateness of 
the many possible dispositional alternatives, see Deskbook, §§9.25-9.32; 
see also CEB §§ 143-146, Appendix A, at pp. 193-194; Witkin §§ 331, 
336-337. For procedures necessary before making an order relating to 
medical treatment, see WeIf. & Inst. Code § 369.) 

Subdivision (d), relating to the disposition on a second section 300 (d) 
finding, is based on section 364. 

Subdivision (e), relating to the advice of appeal rights, is based on 
California Rule of Court 251. It is recommended that rule 251 be re
pealed by the Judicial Council at the time these rules become effective, 
and that this provision be adopted within the context of the juvenile 
court rules. 

Subdivision (f), relating to the continuance for annual review; is 
based on section 366; 

Subdivision (g), relating to 15-day reviews, is based on section 367 (b) . 
Subdivision (h), relating to periodi.c reports, is based on section 365. 

Rule 1378. Annual review 

(a) [Requirement for annual review (§ 366)] Any matter previously 
continued under rule 1377 (f) shall be set for hearing, and the hearing 
commenced, within one year after t~e date of any order adjudging a 
minor to be a dependent child under section 300 or after any subsequent 
hearing in which such an order is made. At this hearing, the court shall 
review the progress of the matter during the preceding year and decide 
whether the jurisdiction of the court over the minor is to be continued or 
terminated. 

(b) [Notice of hearing; service; contents (§ 366)] Not earlier than 30 
calendar days preceding the date to which the hearing was continued 
under rule 1377 (f), the petitioner shall give written notice of the hearing 
to all persons required to receive notice of the original proceeding under 
rule 1309(d) and to counsel of record. The notice of hearing shall be 
served either by personal service or certified mail addressed to the l~t ' 
known address of the person to be notified. The notice shall contain the 
inform!;l~on required by rule 1309 (c) , and include a statement that the 
minor 'and the parent or guardian have a right: 

(1) To be present at the annual review hearing; 
, (2) To be represented by counsel at the hearing and, where applica
ble, of the right to and the procedure for obtaining appointed counsel; and 

(3) To show cause, if any, why the jurisdiction of the court over the 
minor should be terminated. ., 

(c) [Supplemental report] Prior to the hearing, the petitioner shall 
make an investigation, file a supplemental report, and make a reconimen-
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dation for disposition. If the recommendation is to continue the minor in 
placement outside/of the home, the petitioner shall include in the report 
an evaluation why the previous plan for reuniljIlg the family has not been 
successful and recommend a further plan for reuniting the minor with the 
family. If the minor has been in placement outside of the 'home for two 
or more consecutive years, the report shall indicate whether any action is 
planned to declare the minor free from the custody and control of the 
parents as provided by the general law. ' 

(d) [Burden to show cause] At an annual review hearing, the burden 
is on the parent or guardian to show cause why the jurisdiction of the court 
over the minor should be terminated. 

(e) [Conduct of hearing; alternative dispositions] Except as pro
vided in subdivision (d), rules 1376 (relating to the general conduct of the 
disposition hearing) and 1377 (relating to the judgments and orders in 
section 3DO disposition hearings) shall also apply at the annual review 
hearing. At the conclusion of the hearing, unless the court orders the 
termination of its jurisruction over the minor, the court shall ag~n contin~ 
ue the hearing to a specific future date not more than one year after the 
date of the order. ' 

Source: Welf. & Inst. Code § 366 

References: CEB- §§ 145, 160, 193 
Deskbook §§ 9.33-9.42; see also §§ 7.13, 8.33, 8.34, 9.23 
Witkin § 349 
Governor's Commission, pp. 31-32 

Advisory Committee Comment· 
In its recommenaations leading to the enactment of the juvenile court 

law in 1961, the Governor's Commission expressed its concerns relating to 
the then-existing practice of placing neglected children in foster homes 
without appropriate efforts being made to reconstruct the family: 

"To reduce this practice, the Commission proposes an annual juvenile 
court rehearing at which the need for continued wardship [sic] will be 
determined. If the circumstances ,giving rise to the original 'petition 
have not been altered perceptibly, court wardship can be retained. On 
the other hand, if, at an earlier date, family rehabilitation has been 
achieved, wardship should manifestly be terminated before the one 
year expires." (Governor's Commission, p. 32.) 
Section 366 [formerly section 729] relating to the annual review Was 
enacted to carry out this objective. , 

Subdivision (a) is based on the first and second sentences of section 
366 and on the above statement by the Governor's Commission as to the 
statutory purpose, of that section. , ' 

Subdivision (b) ,relating tathe notice of hearing, is based on the third 
and fourth sentences of section 366~ with the additional requirement 
that the advice given at the conclusion of the hearing one year previous-

1)-75070 
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ly also be included in the notice of hearing. 
Subdivision (c), relating to the probation officer's report, is based on 

the second seutence in section 366. The second sentence, requiriIJ.g a 
recommended plan for reuniting the family, is similar to the comparable 
provision in rule 1376 (b). Further, if the minor has been in placement 
outsid~ of tl,le home for two or more consecutive years, the report 
should indicate whether any action is planned to declare the minor free 
from the custody and control of the parents under general law. (See e.g., 
Civ. Code § 232.7.) 

Subdivision (d), relating to the burden of proof, is based on In Ie 
Robinson (1970) 8 Cal.App.3d 783. Language to the contrary in In Ie 
Neal D. (1972) 23 Cal.App.3d 1045 was subsequently disapproved in In 
Ie B.C. (1974) IfCal.3d 679. (See Deskbook, § 9.37.) 
_ S~ctiqn 366 gives virtually no guidance as to the conduct and proce-· 

dures used at the annual review hearing. Subdivision (e), in incorporat
ing by reference rules 1376 and 1377, provides that the general conduct 
of the annual review hearing and the possible dispositions shall be the 
same as at Ii section 300 disposition hearing. (See generally, Deskbook, 
§§ 9.36,9.38,9.39,9.41.) Concerning the practice in some courts wherein 
a minor six years old or over may be required to be present in court so 
the· minor-'s views regarding placement may be obtained, see the com
ment to rule 1311 (b) (1.). 

G 
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CHAPTER 9. INTERCOUNTY TRANSFERS 

Rille 1381. Transfer-out hearing 

o 

(a) [Determination of .residence-special rule on intercounty trans
fers (§ 375, 750)] For purposes of rules 1381 and 1382, the residence of 
the minor shall be the residence of the 'person who has or would have the 
legal right to custody of the minor in the absence of any juvenile court 
order. 

(b) [Transfer to county of minor's residence (§§ 375, 750).] Mter 
making its jurisdictional findings, the court may order the case transferred 
to the juvenile court of the county of the residence of the minor if: 

(1) The petition was flIed in a county other than that of the residence 
of the minor; or >< 

(2) The residence of the minor was changed to another county after 
the petition was filed. 
If the court decides to transfer the case, it shall order .the transfer prior 
to the commencement of the disposition hearing and without adjudging 
the minor to be a ward or dependent child. 

(c) [Transfer on subsequent change in minor's residence (§§ 375, 
750)] 
If, after the minor has been placed under a program of supervision, the 
residence of the minor is changed to another county, the court may, upon 
an applicaJ;ion for modification under rule 1393, orde:.r the entire case 
transferred to the juvenile court of that county. ' 

(d) [Transfer-out hearing-advice to minor, p~entor guardian] At 
the beginning of the transfer-out hearing, the court shall inform the minOr 
and the parent or guardian, if present, of: 

(1) The purpose and scope of the hearing; 
(2) The reasons why a transfer is being sought; and 

. (3) The right of the minor and the parentor guardian to be represent
ed by counsel at the hearing and, where applicable, of the right to appoint
ed counsel, subject to a claim by the county for reimbursement as 

°provided by law. ' 

(e) [Conduct of hearing] the court shall then inquire into the facts 
relating to the residency of the minor and determine whether transfer of 
the case would be in the minor~s best interest. The court shall also inquire 
into the ability of the minor, parent, or guardian to reimburse' the county 
for all 01', part of the expenses of transfer as, in the opinion of the court, 
is proper. 

(f) [Order of transfer (§§ 377,752)] The order oftransfer shall: 
(1) Recite, or incorporate by reference to the papers transmitted un

der sulldivision (g), each of 'the findings, orders. and modifications of 
orders made in the case; . ' 

(2) .Include the name and residence address of the parent or guardian, 
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'(3) Order the case tr~isferred; and 
(4) Order the minor transported to the county of residence for the 

further hearing. If the minor is not in custody, the court shall order the 
parent, guardian or other appropriate person to provide transportation. If 
the minor is ordered transported in custody. the court shall order the 
probation officer, sheriff, or other peace officet·:c£ the transferring court 
to transport the minor to the receiving county as soon as possible, but in 
any event within seven calendar days. 

(g) [Transmittal of papers (§§ 377, 752)] The clerk of the transfer
ring court shall immediately transmit to the receiving court all papers 
contained in the files, retaining a certified copy of the jurisdictional find
ings and the order of transfer. 

(h) [Appeal of transfer order; assumption of jurisdiction by receiving 
court (§§ 379, 754)] The county to which the case is transferred shall take 
jurisdiction of the case upon the receipt and filing with it of the order of 
transfer. The order of transfer may be appealed by either county. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 375,377,379,750,752,754; 
In re Schmidt (1968) 268 Cal.App.2d 137; 
Lassen County v. Superior Court (1958) 158 Cal.App.2d 
74; 
County of Los Angeles v. Superior Court (1933) 128 Cal
~App. 522 

References: CEB §§ 27-30 
Deskbook §§ 2.5,8:3'7-8.42,9.45 
Witkin § 255 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) restates the substance of a 1968 amendment to Welfare 

and Institutions Code section 750, intended to offset the decision in In re 
Grimmer (1968) 259 Cal.App.~d 816 which had held that the legal resi
dence of the minor was that of the county which had made. the minor a 
ward or dependent child. For purposes of intercounty transfers, the 1968 
amendment provides that the residencecof the minor is to be determined 
by the residence of the person who would be legally entitled to the custo
dy of the minor, in the absence of an order issued pursuant to the juvenile 
court law. (See also.Welf. & Inst. Code § 375.) (Compare general rule of 
residency in section 17.1; rule 1306(b).) For a discussion concerning the 
confusion arising from the 1968 amendment, see Deskbook, section 8~39. 

Subdivisions (b) and (c) summarize the basic rulres regarding the trans
fer of cases between counties. (See Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 375, 750.) Trans
fer may be ordered at any time after the court in which the petition is filed 
determines that it has jurisdiction over the minor. Transfer is generally 
ordered when: (I) the minor is a resident of a county other than that in 
which the petition is filed; (2) the minor's residence is changed to another 
county after the petition is filed but before completion of the proceedings; 

o 
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or (3) the minor has been under juvenile court supervision in one county 
and the legal residence ofthe minoris changed tO,another county. Trans~ 
fer of the case in any of these circumstances is not required, however, and 
in some circumstances may be contrary to the minor's best interest. (See 
GEB § 28; Deskbook, §§ 2.4, 8.39.) 

Subdivision (b) provides that in the first two examples above, a case 
may be ordered transferred after the jurisdiction hearing but prior to the 
disposition hearing and without adjudging the minor a ward or a depend~ 
ent child. Usually, the petitioner·has asserted the minor's residency in the 
petition or the probation officer notes it in the probation report and 
requests that the case be transferred on completion of the jurisdiction 
hearing. It is normally desirable that the disposition hearing be held In the 
county of residency, as that county would be charged with supervision of 
the minor. In some circumstances, however, casework considerations and 
the best interests of the minor may dictate the retention of the case in the 
original county, 

Subdivision (c) provides that in the third situation descrjbed above, 
when there is a change of residence after the minor has been placed under 
a program of supervision within a county, the case may be ordered trans
ferred upon'lan application for modification under rule 1393. 

Subdivision (d) describes the matt~rs concerning which the minor and 
the parent aT guardian should be informad at the beginning of the transfer 
-out hearing. (See Deskbook, § 8.40.) 

Subdivision (e) describes the matters to be decided at the transfer-out 
hearing. (See Deskbook, § 8.40.) 

Subdivision (f) restates the first sentence of sec;tions 377 and 752, but 
clarifies that the required recitaticm of" each and all of the findings, orders, 
or modification of orders that. have been made in the case" may be accom
plished by incorporating by reference papers required to be transmitted 
to the receiving court under subdivision (g). Subdivision (f) provides 
further that the order of transfer should state the circumstances under 
which the minor is to be transported to the receiving county. A period not 
to exceed seven calendar days is authorized within which time the neces~ 
sary paperwork should be accomplished and the minor transported to the 
receiving county. 

Subdivision (g), relating to the transmittal of papers~ generally restates 
the second and third sentences of sections 377 and 752. 

Subdivision (b), relating to appealability of transfer orders by either 
cQunty, sUIIUIiarizes the substance of sections 379 and 754. It also restates 
the--last clause in sections 375 and 750 and court decisions that orders of 
transfer can be attacked only by an appeal from' the. order making the 
determi:riation of residency of the minor and transferring the case. (In re 
Schmidt (1968) 268 Cal.App.2d 137; Lassen County v. Superior Court 
(1958) 158 Cal.App.2d 74; O,:mty of Los Angeles Yo Superior Court (1933) 
128 Cal.App. 522.) ~, ~,j / • 

Rule 1382. Transfer-in hearing 

(a.) [Procedure on'transfer (§§ 378,753)]1 Upon receipt and filiog of 
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art oJ'd~r of transfer, the receiving court shall take jurisdiction of the case. 
The clerk shall immediately place the transfer order on the court calen
dar, to be heard by the court within two judicial days following the filing 

• of the order if thfr ~inor is detained in custody and within five judicial days 
following the fiHng of the order if the minor is not detained in custody. 
The clerk shall immediately cause notice to be given to the minor and the 
parent or guardian, either orally or in writing, of the time and p'''ce of the 
transfer-in hearing. 

(b) [Conduct of hearing] At the transfer-in hearing, the court shall: 
(1) Advise the minor and the parent or guardian of the purpose and 

scope of the hearing; . 
(2) Provide for the appointment of counsel if appropriate; and 
(3) If the minor was transferred to the county in custody, determine 

whether the minor shall be further detained pursuant to rule 1321 (g) or 
1331 (f). 

(c) [Subsequent proceedings] The receiving court shall thereafter 
conduct the proceedings in the same manner as if the case had originated 
in that county and the proceedings shall commence at the same phase as 
when the case was transferred. The court may continue the hearing for 
purposes of an investigation and report, to a date not to exceed 10 judicial 
days if the minor is in custody or 30 calendar days if the minor is not 
detained in custody. 

(d) [Limitation on more restrictive custody (cf. §§ 387, 777)] If a 
disposition order has already beep made in the transferring county, a more 
restrictive level of physical custody shall not be ordered in the r!,!ceiving 
county except after a hearing upon a supplemental petition under rule 
1392. 

(e) [Transfer-in hearing as annual report (cf. § 366)] When an order 
of transfer is received atld filed relating to a minor who has been adjudged 
a dependent child, the matter shall be calendared and noticed both as a 
transfer,-in hearing and an annual review under rule 1378. 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 315,378,750,753 

References: CEB §§ 28-29 
Deskbook §§ 9.42-9.47; see also. §§ 8.38-8.39 
Witkin § 2-55 

j'r. 

Advisory Comt}.<tt~~t) Comment: 
Subdivision (ar'j'~L~ting to the procedure on transfer, is based upon 

sections 378 and 7t5J;"'out expressl:':/ provides that the transfer-in hearing 
shall be held within two judicial days following the filing of the order if 
the minor is detained in custody, or within five judicial days if the minor 
is not detail16d in custody. Oral or written notice of the time and pllice of 
the hearing must be given the minor and parent or guardian. It is recog
nized that in some counties, the current practice is to delay !h~~ initial 

, ""'--':-::::0,-.. 
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hel,lring for up to 10 days until a supplementary probation report can be 
prepared within the county. It would se~m thflt if the minor is detained 
in custody, this is too long and if the minor'is not in custody, ther.:!'! ma.y 
be a need to appoint counsel at an early date. . . 

Thus, the transfer-in hearing is intended to function as a detention and 
lor arraignment-type proceeding in the receiving COt~~ty during which 
the proceedings are explained, counsel may be apPJ>inted and detention 
is reconsidered (see subdivision (b». The matter may then be continued 
to a future date as prescribed in the rule, during which time, the probation 
officer can make the necessary investigatiori relating to disposition. 

Subdivision (c) provides that the proceedings shall commer~ce at the 
same phase as when the casewas transferred, and otherwise be conducted 
as if the case had originated in the receiving court. Normally, the trans-' 
ferred case will commence in that court with a disposition hearing, based 
either on an original petition without any prior disposition order, or 'upon 
an application brought to modify the program of supervision in light of the 
minor's change in residence. 

Subdivision (d) provides that if a more restrictive level of physical 
custody of the minor is sought than previously existed in the original 
county, a hearing must be held upon a supplemental petition filed under 
rule 1392. 

Subdivision (e), which provides that a transferred matter relating to a 
dependent child should also be calendared and noticed as an annual re~ 
view, is based upon a calendaring technique suggesi:ed at section 9.42 of 
the Deskbook. Section 366 requires that all dependency matters be re
viewed within one year of the previous order. Although no appellate 
decision has held that failure to review the m9.tter within that time causes 
the court to lose jurisdiction, most juvenile court judges feel that it does. 
If the one-year period is inadvertently allowed to expire without an annu
al review, a new petition to establish jurisdiction would be necessary. To 
avoid the possibility of inadvertently losing jurisdiction, the rule provides 
that the transfer-in hearing should also be"calendared anq noticed as an 
annual review. This will then establish a new date in the receiving county 
for purposes of scheduling future annual reviews. (For procedures at an . 
annual review, see rule 1378.) 

Rule 1383. Courtesy supervision 

[Courtesy supervision (§ 380, 755)] Any minor placed on probation or 
adjudged to be a ward or dependent child of the juvenile court may be 
ordered by the court to live in any other county and be placed under the 
supervision of the probation officer of the other county, with that proba
tion officer's consent. The court in· the ,county ordering placement shall ' 
nevertheless retain jurisdic~on over the minor, 

Source: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 380,755 

. References: Deskbook § 9.11 
. Witkin §2f?fi, 

\: ... ,,':) 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
This rule generally restates sections 380 and 755, which recognize the 

practice of courtesy supervision. Under this practice, the original court 
retains jurisdiction over the minor, but supervision over the minor is 
exercised by the probation officer in another county. A common situation' 
where this may occur is when the minor goes to live with a relative in 
another county. 

For placements with an out..:of-state relative, see the Interstate Com
pact on Juveniles (Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 1300, et seq.) 
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CHAPTER 10. MODIFICATIONS; APPEALS 

PART I. MODIFICATION OF JUVENILE COURT 
ORDERS AND JUDGMENTS 

Rule 1391. General provisions 

(a) [General authority of court (§§ 385, 775)] Subject to the proce
dural requirements prescribed by this chapter, any order made by the 
court may at any time be changed, modified, or set aside, as the court in 
its discretion considers proper. . 

(b) [Supplemental petition (§§ 387,771)] A supplemental petition 
shall be used whenever the petitioner concludes that a previous disposi- ' 
tion has not been effective in the reDabllitaoOIlOrpFot-e-ction of a minor 

. adjudged to be a ward or dependent child of the court and seeks a more 
restrictive level of physical custody. For purposes of this chapter, a more 
restrictive level of physical custody shall be considered to be, in ascending 
order> as follows: 

(1) Placement in the home of the person entitled to leg~ custody; 
(2) Placement in the home of a relative or friend; 
(3) Placement in a foster home; 
(4) Commitment to a private institution; 
(5) Commitment to a county institution; 
(6) Commitm,ent to the Youth Authority. 

(c) [Application for modification hearing (§§ 388,778)] An applica
tion for modification hearing shall be used whenever there is a change of 
circumstances or new evidence which may require the court to: 

. (1) Change, modify, or set aside any order previously made which 
would not result in a more restrictive level of physical custody of the 
minor; or 

(2) Terminate the jurisdiction of the court over the minor. 
An application for modification hearing may be filed by the probation 
officer or social worker, any parent or guardian, the minor, the attorney 
for the minor, or any. other person having an interest in a minor who is 
a ward or dependent child of the juvenile court. . 

(d) [Clericfil erlmrs] Clerical errors in judgments, orders, or other 
parts of~.~he record may be corrected by the court at any time on the 
court's own motion or on motion of any party and may be entered nunc 
pro tunc. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 385,387,388,775,777,778 
Gravert v. DeLuse (1970) 6 Cal.App.3d 576 
In re Schultz (1929) 99 Cal.App. 134 

References: CEB ~§ 158, 193 !I 

Deskbook §§ 11.1,11.3,11;7, 11.11 
Witkin §§ 344; 345, 346 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
' .. Subdivision (a), hased on sections 385 and 775, restates the general rule 
that any juvenile court order may at any time be changed, ~nodified, or 
set aside as the court in its discretion considers' proper. subject to the 
proce&lral requirements prescribed by this chapter of the rules. Sections 
385-.388 and 775-778 are c')nfusing and give inadequate guidance as to 
when it is appropriate to J,lse either a supplemental petition or an applica
tion for modification hearing to change, modify, or set aside a previous 
juvenile court order. Further, the statutes are silent as to the nature of 
hearing required for each. (See In re Francis W. (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 892, 
897; Deskbook §§ 11.1, 11.6.) Subdivisions (b) and (c) of this rule describe 
the purposes of a supplemental petition and an application for modifica
tion. Rules 1392 and 1393 prescribe the procedural requirements for each. 
These rules relate only tiHnegenetru iii60iflc1ilion provisions in the juve
nile court law which are regularly employed in the juvenile court. (For 
modification of orders relating to 'Youth Authority commitments and the 
sealing of juvenile court records, see Welf. & In,st. Code §§ 779-781.) 

Subdivision (b), based on sections 387 and 777, prescribes when a sup
plemental petition must be used as a meaflo to change or modify a previous 
juvenile court order. A supplemental petition shall be used by the peti
tioner whenever a previous disposition has not been effective in the 
r~habilitation or prob:lction of 2 ward or dependent child and a substantial
ly more restrictive level of custody is being sought. Based upon the first 
paragraph of sections 387 and 777, the subdivision sets forth what consti
tutes "a more restrictive level of physical custody." (For the procedures 
when using a supplemental petition, see rule 1392.) 

Subdivision (c), based on sections 388 and 778, provides that an applica
tion for modification hearing should be used whenever there is a change 
of circumstance or new evidence and the level of physical custody being 
sought is not more restrictive than that previously ordered by the court. 
Although the statute is oriented towards applications filed by a parent, 
guardian, minor or other person having an interest in the minor, the rule 
expressly provides that this procedure is also available to the probation 
officer or social worker. The procedures are less formal than those re
quired for a supplemental petition. (See rule 1393.) 

Subdivision (d) restates the inherent power of the juvenile court to 
correct clerical errors in its own judgments, .orders, or other parts' of the . 
record. (Gravert v. DeLuse (1970) 6 Cal.App.3d 576, 581; In re Schultz 
(1929) 99 Cal.App. 134, 136; cf. Code Civ. Proc. § 473; see generally, 4 
Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2d ed. 1971) Judgment §§ 60-63, pp. 3222-3225.) 

Rule 1392. Hearing on supplemental petition 

(a) [Contents of supplemental petition (§§ 387 (a), 777 (a) )] The sup
plemental petition shall be verified and contain the information required 
tobe in an original petition by paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), (5) and (7) 
of rule 1309 (a) . It shall contain a concise statement of facts sufqcient to 
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support the conclusion that the previous disposition has not been effective 
in the rehabilitation or protection of the minor. The supplemental petition 
shall be filed in the original action in which the minor was found to be a 
ward or dependent child of the juvenile court. . 

(b) [Setting of hearing; notice Of hearing (§§ 386, 389(b), 776. 
777(b»] ,S 

Immediately upon the filing of a supplemental petition, the clerk shall set 
it to be heard, and the hearing shall be commenced, within the time limits 
prescribed for jurisdiction hearings on original petitions under rule 1351 
or 1361, as appropriate. The petitioner shall cause notice of the hearing to 
be served upon the persons and in the manner prescribed by subdivisions 
(c) through (i) of rule 1309. 

(c) [Detention hearing (§§ 387 ( c), 777 (c) ) ] No minor may be or
dered detained pending a hearingpn a supplemental petition untesS a: 
detention hearing is conducted pursuant to Chapter 4 (commencing \\ith 
rule 1321) of these rules. ' 

(d) [Requirement for bifurcated hearing] The hearing on a supple
mental petition shall be conducted as follows: 

(1) The procedures relating to jurisdiction hearings prescribed in 
Chapter 7 (commencing with ruie 1351) shall apply to the determination 
of the allegations of the supplemental petition. At the conclusion 9f the 
hearing on the supplemental petition, the court shall make findings that: 

(a) the factual allegations of the supplemental petition are, or are 
not true; and (b) the allegation that the previous disposition has not 
been effective in the rehabilitation or protection of the minor is, or is 
not, true. 
(2) The procedures relating to dispos1tion hearings prescribed in 

Chapter 8 (commencing with rule 1371) shall apply to the determination 
of disposition on a supplemental petition. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 387,777; see also §§ 332,335,336, . 
337,386",356,658,659,660,776 
In re Arthur N.. (1976) 16 Cal.3d 226 
In re Francis W. (1974) 42 CaLApp.3d 892 

References: CEB Supp .. § 158 
Deskbook §§ 11d, 11.3, 11.4, 11.5, 11.6, 

11.7, 11.8, 11.9, 11.10 
Witkin § 346 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) sets forthtlle'fontents required to be in a supplemental 

petition. In large part, theinf~~mational contents should be the same as 
in an original petition (see rule 1309 (a»; In addition, the subdivisi.on 
provides that t!te supplemental petition shall be filed in the original action 
and shall contain a concise statement of facts sufficient to support the 

f, , .. 
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conclusion that the previous disposition has not been effective in the 
rehabilitation or protection of the minor. (Sections 387 (a), 777 (a).) It 
should be noted that the statutory term "previous disposition" does not 
refer merely to a previous order of disposition. The intent of the statute 
is to require the activation of a p-rogram of treatment or placement and 
a showing that it was ineffective to rehabilitate or protect the minor as 
conditions pr~cedent to an order changing the previous order pursuant to 
a supplemental petition. Further, the ineffectiveness of the previous order 
must be for reasons attributable to the minor. (See In re Wl1liam 5.(1970) 
10 Cal.App.3d 944, 950-951.) . 

Subdivision (b), relating to the setting of hearing and notice of hearing, 
is based 011 sections 386, 387 (b) , ,776 and 777 (b), and incorporates by 
reference those rules relating to similar pTocedures applicable at the time 
of the original petition. It should be noted that sections 387 (h) .and177(b) 
refer only to a 3O-calendar day limit within which time the hearing must 

, be set. But as indicated by sections 387 (c) and 777 (c), a minor may be 
,! placed in detention pending hearing on a supplemental petition. There

fore by cross-referring to rules 1351 and 1361, subdivision (b) incorporates 
the IS-judicial day time limits applicable whenever a minor is detained 
in custody (see; e.g:, rule 1351 (b) ). Fllrther, the hearing on the supple
mental pennon must not only be set, but must actually commence, within 
the applicable time limit. Notice is to be served on all persons entitled to 
notice under rule 1309 which includes, among others, all persons· entitled 
to notice under sections 386 and 776. 

Subdivision (c), relating to orders of detention pen.ding hearing on the 
supplemental petition, is based on sections 387 (c) and 777(c). 

The statutory law is silent on the nature of the hearing on a supplemen
tal petition. (See In re Francis W. (1974) 42 Cal.:App.3d 892; Deskbook, § 
U.6.) In accord with the practice in most counties (see, id, at 898, n. 1), 
and as now required in certain instances by case law (see In re Arthur N. 
(1976) 16 Cal.3d 226), subdivision (d) prescribes that a two-part headng 
be hel4 on the supplemental petition, analogous to the jurisdiction and 
disposition hearings held on the original .petition. This is required by 
judicial decision in those cases where the supplementary petition charges 
new and different criminal acts not included in the original petition (In 
re Arthur N., supra,' In re Francis w., supra). This rule would extend "the 
same panoply of ... protections" to all hearings on supplemental petitions. 
Thus, for example, the requirements relating to the appointment of coun
sel (rules 1352 (c) , 1362 (c) ,1381 (c), 1386 (c) ), the rules of evidence (rules 
1355(c) , 1365 (c) , 1381 (d), 1386(d» and the burden of proof (rules 
1355 (b), 1365 (b); see also In re Arthur N., supra) are made applicable to 
hearings on ~ supplemental petition. Further, as is true in relation to an 
original petition (see rules 1354 (b) (c) (d), 1364 (b) (c) (d) ), the allegations 
of a supplemental petition may be freely and voluntarily admitted, in 
which event tne court may proceed immediately to the disposition phase 
of the proceedings. 
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Rule 1393. Application for modification 

(a) [Contents ofapplication (§§ 388, 718)] An application formodifi
cation shall be liberally construed in favor of its sufficiency. The applic&~ 
tion shall ·be· verified and shall contain all of the following: 

(1) The name of the court to which the application is:1i'daressed; , , 
(2) The title, and action, number ~f the <.>riginalprocee.ding; 
(3) The name, age, and address, if any, of the minor upon whose behalf 

the application is brought; 
(4) The name and residence address, if known, of the parent or guard

ian or, whenever appropriate under circumstances described in rule 
1309 (a) (5), of an adult relative of the minor; . 

(5) The date and general nature of the order s11.u.ght to be changed, 
modified or set aside; 

(6) A concise statement as to any change of circumstance or new 
evidence which is alleged to require the change of order or termination 
of jurisdiction. 

(7) A concise statement as to the change of order or termination of 
jurisdiction proposed; 

(8) A statement as to the applicant's relationship OJ' ifiterestm the ~ ... 
minor, if the application is made by a person other than the minor~ 

(b) {Denial of hearing] If the application fails to set forth any change 
of circumstances or new evidence which might require a change of order 
or termination of jurisdiction, the court may deny the application ex parte. 

(c) [Grounds for grant of application (§§ 388, 778)] If the application 
sets forth a change of circumstance or new evidence and it· appears that 
the best interest of the minor may be promoted by the proposed change 
of order or termination of jurisdiction, the court may grant the application 
after following the procedures set forth below. 

(d) [Hearing on application] If it appears that the requested modifi
cation will be contested or if the court desires to receive further evidence 
on the issue, the court shall order that a hearing on the application for 
modification be held. The matter shall be set for hearing, and the hearing 
shall commence, within 30 calendar days after the filing of the application. 

(e) [Notice of application and hearing (§§ 385, 776)] The clerk shall 
cause notice of the application and hearing to be given~othe. minor, the 
parent or guardian, the prosecuting attorney, probationoffiqer or soCial 
worker, and counsel ofrecord, if any. Except as pr()vided in section 779 
(relating to wards committed to the Youth Aut~ority), the court shall 
specify the means, form, and time of notice of hearing most appropriate 
under the circumstances. 

(f) [DetentionhearingJ If'the minor is temporarily placed in a se~ 
cure facility pending a change in placement, the mii!,Or; unless' sooner ' 
released, shall be brought before the juvenile court for a detention hear
ing, as provided in rules 1321 (g) and 1331(f}. 

(g) [Conduct of hearing]- If the change, of circumstance or new evi-
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dence relates to the jurisdiction portion of the previous hearing, the proce
dures relating to jurisdiction hearings prescribed in Chapter 7 (commenc
ilJg with rule 1351) shaH apply to the determination of that issue. In all 
other cases, the procedures relating to disposition hearings prescribed in 
Chapter 8 (commencing wit}, rule 1371) shall apply. 

(h) [Uncontested applic?tions] If any application for modification is 
agreed to by all parties entitled to notic.e under subdivision (b) and their 
counsel, if any, the court may in its discretion change, modify, or set aside 
a previous order or terminate the jurisdiction of the court without formal 
notice or a hearing. 

Sources: Welf. & lnst. Code §§ 385,386,388,775,776,778 
In re Corey (1964) 230 Cal.App.2d 813 

References: CEB § 158 
Deskbook §§ 11.1, 11.11, 11.13, 11.14, 11.15 
Witkin §§ 344, 345 

Advisory C.0mmittee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) sets forth the contents required to be in, an application 

for modification. In addition to informational items, the application should 
include a concise statement as to any change of circumstance. or new 
evidence which is alleged to require the change or order or termination 
of jurisdiction; a description of the requested change of order or termina
tion of jurisdiction, and a statement as to the applicant's relationship or 
interest in the minor if it is made by aperson other than the minor. (See 
sections 388 and 778.) 

Subdivision (b) states the basis on which the court may deny the ap
plication for hearing. 

Subdivision (c), stating the circumstances under which a hearing or an 
application for modification maybe granted, is based on the second para
graph of sections 388 and 778. It further provides that if a hearing ori an 
9~?plication for modification is granted, the hearing shall be held within 30 
days of the filing of the application. 

Subdivision (d) provides that if a requested modification will be contest
- ed or ifthe court desires to receive further evidence on the issue, a hearing 

shall be set and commenced within 30 calendar days ofthe application. 
Subdivision (e), relating to notice of the application, is based on sections' 

386 and 776. 
Subdivision (f), relating to detention hearings, incorporates the proce

dures in 'rules 1321 (g) and 1331 (f). 
Subdivision (g) provides that unless ajurisdictional issue is sought to be 

reUtigated, the procedures relating to disposition hearings ordinarily 
would apply to a hearing on an application for modification. (See Desk
book, § 11.14.) 

In many instances, a proposed modification is agreed to by all parties 
. concerned: Under these circumstances, subdivision (h) provides that the 

right to a hearing under sections 388 and 778 may be waived by the parties 

f..J 
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and the court, in its discretion, may grant the requested relief. The juve-
nile court, however, bears ultimate responsibility for minors brought un
der its jurisdiction. For this reason, the determination to actually dispense 
with the hearing is left to the discreticin of the court. . 

PART II. APPEALS 

Rule 1396. Review by appeal 

(a) [Right to appeal-§§ 601-602 proceedings] ·In proceedings under 
section 601 or 602, the minor may appeal from any judgment, order or 
decree specified in section BOO. The parent or guardian may appeal from 
any judgment, order or decree specified in section 800 in which the minor. 
is removed from the physical custody of the parent or guardian. The minor I' 

and parent or guardian are entitled to representation bycQunseronapperu 
and, if indigent, may have counsel aPPointed by the reviewing coUrt. In 
the absence of an actual conflict of interest, it is presumed that one attor
ney may ret1resent the interests of both the minor and the parent or 
guardian. 

(b) [Right to appeal-§ 300 prbceedings) In proceedings under sec
tion 300, theiipetitioner, minor, and the parent or guardian may appe~l 
from any judgment,order or decree spt;lcified in: section 395. All appellants 
are entitled to representation by counsel and, if indigent, th~ minor and 
parent or guardian may have counsel appointed by the reviewing court. 
In the absenc:;e of an actual conflict of interest,it is presumed that counsel 
for the petitioner will represent the interests of the minot on appeal. 

(c) [Stay of execution of order or judgment (§§ 395, BOO) ] No stay of 
an order or jlUdgme~t may be granted pendiilgan appeal unless suitable 
provision is made for the maintenance, care, and custody of the minor, and 
approved by an order of the juvenile court. . 

Sources: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 395, 800 
In re Corey (1964) 230 Cal.App.2d 813 

Reference: Witkin § 353 . 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Appealable judgments in juvenile court proceedings are those specified 

in sections 395 and BOO. (See In r{J Corey (1964) 230 Cal.App.2d 81q, 821 
(§ 80Q takes precedence over predecessor to Code Civ. Proc. § 904;1) .) In 
thiNegard it should be noted that although section 800 purports to make 

. appealable a "judgment or decree of ajuvenile court. ., assumingjurisdic
. tion and declaring any person to be a person described" in either section 
300,601, or 602, the Gourt's determination ofthejur1sdictional facts·actual
IY'is art intermediate order and ;'not one which .is separately. ap,pealable. 
Uudicial Council of Cal., 19th Biennia.l Rep. (1963), Adinirlistration of 
Justice Under the Juvenile Court La.w,Pt. I, Ch. 16, p. 63;at pp. 65,!:)8.) 
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Instead, review of the jurisdiction order is by appeal from the final judg
ment entered at the end of the di$position hearing (id at pp. 85-86; In re 
Melvin S. (1976) 59 Cal. App.3d 898, 900-901; In re Conley (1966) 244 
Cal.App.2d 755, 760). 

Subdivision (a) lists those persons who may appeal in a section 601 or 
602 proceeding. The minor may appeal from any judgment, order or 
decree specified in section BOO and the parent or guardian may appeal 
from any such judgment, order or decree in which the minor is removed 

'from-l:he-ph.y.sicaLcustody of the parent or guardian. The right of the 
parent or guardian to appeal in these cases has not previously been ex
pressly recognized, but it would seem that any time a parent or guardian 
is deprived of the physical custody of a minor, that right should exist. Cf. 
Cleaver v. Wilcox (9th Cir.1974) 499 F.2d 940. At the same time, however, 
the rule pre~~m~~Jl:t~.L~~torney ordinarily may represent both the 
minor and the parent or guardian, absent an actual conflict of interest. 

Subdivision (b) recognizes the right of the petitioner, minor, and the 
parent or guardian to appeal in a section 300 proceeding. The minor and 
parent or guardian may ht"e counsel appointed for them (In re Simeth 
(1974) 40 Cal.App.3d 982); but unless there exists an actual conflict of 
interest, counsel for the petitioner is presumed able to represent the 
interests of the minor on appeal. 

Subdivision (c), relating to stays of execution of an order or judgment, 
is based on sections 395 and BOO. 

For the procedures relating to the filing of a notice of appeal and other 
matters governing appeals from the juvenile court, see rule 39. 
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Rule 39. Juvenile appeals 

(a) [General provision] The rules governing appeals from the su
perior court in criminal cases are applicable to all appeals from the juve
nile court except where otherwise expressly provided by this rule, or 
where the application of a particular rule would be clearly impracticable 
or inappropriate. This rule does not apply to any action or proceeding 
heard by a traffic hearing officer, nor to any rehearing or appealJrom a 
denial of a rehearing following an prdel' by a traffic hearing officer. 

(b) [Notice of appeal; time for filing] In the cases provided by law, 
an appeal from the juvenile court is taken by filing with the clerk of that 
court a written notice of appeal within 60 days after the rendition of the 
judgment or the making of the order or, in matters heard by a referee, 
within 60 days after the order of the referee becomes final under rule 
1318 (c). When an application for a judicial rehearing of a referee order' 
is made and denied under rule 1319, the notice of appeal shall be filed 
within 60 days after service of the referee~s order in accordance with rule 
1317 (b) (3), or within 30 days after the entry of the order denying the 
application, whichever time is greater. When a notice of appeal is re
ceived, the clerk shall proceed in accordance with rule 31. 

,(c) [Contents of record on appeal-normal record] The record on 
appeal shall include the follOwing (which shall constitute the normal 
record): ' 

(1) A clerk's transcript, containing copies of: 

(a) the notice of appeal and any order made pursuant thereto; (b) 
the petition and any notice of heari)1g addressed to the minor, the 
parent, or guardian; (c) any application or motion for rehearing; (d) all 
minutes 'of the court relating, to the action; (e) the findings of the 
juvenile court that the minor is within ,its jurisdiction; (f) the judgment' 
or order appealed from. ' 
(2) A reporter's transcript of the oral proceedings taken at the juris

diction and disposition hearing, but excluding opening statements and 
oral arguments. ," 

(3) 1.9 be transmitted as originals upon request by the reviewing court 
as provl.Jed in rule 10:, any exhibit admitted in evidence or reject~d. 

If the appeal is taken from any subsequent order under section 395 or 
BOO, the record on appeal shall include only those portions ofthe clerk's 
transcript, reporter's transcript and exhibits as are incident to the order 
appealed from. ' 

(d) [Request for additional record]' Either party may request th.e 
inclusion in the record ' of any of the f~l1owing:< 

(1) )n the clerk's transcript: 

(a) written motions made or notices~ofmotion given by either side,-: 
and affidavits filed in support of or in opposition to a motion for rehear- , 
ing or any other motion; (b) any written opinion of the juvenile court; 

'; \' 
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(c) any probation officer's or social worker's report relating to the 
action. 
(2) In the reporter's transcript: 

(a) proceedings on any prehearing motions; (b) opening state
ments; (c) oral arguments to the court; (d) any oral opinion of the 
juvenile court. 
(3) To be transmitted as originals: any exhibits admitted in evidence 

or rejected that have not been requested by the reviewing court under 
subdivision (c) (3). 

If a party desires any additional record he shall file with the notice of 
appeal or as soon thereafter as is practicable an application describing the 
material desired and the points on which appellant intends to rely which 
make its inclusion appropriate. The court shall act on the application in 
accordance with rule 33 (b) . 

(e) [Priority of juvenile appeals] An appeal from the juvenile court 
. shall have precedence over all other cases. 

Source: Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 395, 800 

RefereIlCes: 'See, Cal. Rules of Court, rules 30-38 

Advisory Committee Comment: 

Neither the statutes nor the California Rules of Court presently provide 
guidance as to the handling of juvenile court matters on appeal, As a result, 
practices vary from county to county and from one appellate district to 
another:. In most jurisdictions, the clerk's offices have applied the rules 
governing civil appeals to dependency. proceedings and have attempted 
to apply the rules governing criminal appeals to section 602 cases, at least 
insofar as the costs and preparation of transcripts and the appointment of 
counsel are concerned. In section 601 proceedings, there has been a wide 
disparity of practices. 

Subdivision (a) provides generally that the rules governing appeals 
from the superior court in criminal cases (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 30-
38) apply to all appeals from the juvenile court. This would include ap
peals from section 300 dependency proceedings as well as section 601 or 
602 proceedings. Although proceedings in juvenile court are not criminal 
proceedings (Welf. & Inst. Code § 203 but "essentially civil" (In re Dennis 
M. (1969) 70 Cal.2d 444, 462), the application of the general rules relating 
to criminal appeals to all juvenile appeals would better enable the appel
late-courts to implement the legislative policy that juvenile court matters 
be handled expeditiously at the appellate as well as at the trial court level 
(see Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 395, 800; cf. Joe Z. v. Superior Court (1970) 3 
Cal.3d 797, B01). The general criminal rules would not apply, however, 
where express pro\1ision is made to the contrary in this rule (see, e.g., subd. 
(b), (c), (d) ) or where the application of a particular rule would be clearly 
impracticable or inappropriate (see, e.g., .rule 32 (b); In re William M. 
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(1970) 3 Cal.3d 16, 26, n. 17 (right to bail not recognized in juvenile 
cases) ). 

'Subdivision (b), relating to the time for filing the notice of appeal, is 
based upon rules 3(b) and 31(a). Ifthe trial proceedings are conducted 
by the juvenile court judge or, if the judge has conducted a hearing de 
novo following an initial hearing before the referee, the not~ce of appeal 
must be filed within 60 days after the rendition of the judgment or the 
making of the order by the judge. (See rule 31 (a»; see alSo In re Sarah 
L. (1914) 43 Cal.App.3d 88 (judicial granbDgofi'enearingul'lder Welf. & 
Inst. Code § 559 not appealable).} In the case of appealable matters heard 
by a referee (see Welf. & Inst. Code §§ 395, BOO), thfa notice of appeal must, 
be filed within 60 days after the referee's order,becomes final under rule 
1318 (c). A special provision allowing an extended time for filing the notice 
of appeal applies whenever an application for rehearing of a refereE' order 
is made and denied under rule 1319. As an order denying a rehearing is 
not ordinarily considered appealable (In re Joe R. (1970) 12 Cal.App.3d 
80; but see (n r~ Edgar M. (1975) 14 Cal.3d 7~, 740), the order entered 
by the referee is usually viewed as being appeala'>le. (See judicial Council 
of California, Nineteenth Biennial Report (1963) Administration of Justice 
Under the Juvenile Court Law, Pt. I, Ch. 16, p. 63, at p. 83.) The rehearing' 
application procedure, however, could consume at least 45 of the 60 days 
within which the notice of appeal from the referee's(order must be filed. 
(See rule 1319 (c) .) For this reason, subdivision (b) provides that the time 
for filing the notice of appeal in these cases shall be 60 days after the 
service of the referee's order or 30 days after the entry of th~ juvenile 
court judge's order denying the application for rehearing, whichever time 
is greater. (Cf. rule 3(b).) 

Subdivision (c) prescribes what is to be included in a nonnal record on 
appeal It is analogous to rules 33(a) and 34. 

Subdivision (d) lists those matters which the parties may request to be 
included ill the record on appeal. 

Su1division (e), relating to the priority of juvenile appeals, is based on 
sections 395 aud 800. 
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CHAPTER 2 

REORGANIZATION OF THE JUSTICE COURT SYSTEM 
When the Supreme Court in August 1974 held in Gordon v. Justice 

Court! that defendants charged with crimes carrying possible jail sent
ences have a right to an attorney judge, the justice court system did not 
have the capability to implement the decision. At that time 127 nonattor
ney judges presided over single-judge justice courts. These courts were 
widely scattered and many were in counties without municipal courts or 
attorney-judge justice courts. This chapter describes the measures taken 
in implementation of the Gordon decision and the reorganization of the 
justice court system to provide attorney judges for all courts, l! reduce the 
number of justice courts from 213 to Ill, eliminate the jurisdictional and 
procedural distinctions between municipal and justice courts, make as
signment compensation more equitable, and begin state participation in 
payment of the salaries of justice court judges. It also recommends legisla
tion needed to conform existing statutory provisions with the foregoing 
changes. 

rh~ (:onfing~ncy pIa'; 

On the date the Gordon decision was filed only 17 days remained in the 
legislative session for a legislative solution to the administr.'i'tive problems 
created by the decision. A special Judicial Council committee convened 
and proposed legislation to create "standby circuit justice court judges" to 
fill the void created by Gordon. The legislation was passed and signed into 
law on September 27, 1974, as Chapter 149.3 of the Statutes of 1974, 

The 1974 standby legislation was designed to create two classes of tem.: 
porary circuit justice court judgeships: one to be created by upgrading 
incumbent lawyer justice court judgeships to full-time judicial offices; the 
other to be created by adding full-time lawyer judges to several existing 
lay judge districts. 4 Each of the newly-created judgeships was to become 
operative only after a finding of necessity by the Judicial Council, and 
thereafter the position was to be filled by gubernatorial appointment for 
a term expiring in January. 1977. Each of the incumbent lawyer justice 
court judges who was selected for the program was required to cease the 
practice oflaw and become a full-time circuit rider.and had to be certified 
as acceptable fOf that purpose by the Chief Justice of California, acting as 
Chairman of the judicial Council. 5 The circuit judges were to be paid a 
salary of $30,000 a year by the counties with reimbursement beingmade 
to the counties from state appropriations to the Judicial Council. 6 The 
112 CaI.3d 323 (1974). '. • 
II As of January' 3, 1977, only three Juslite courts wiU have nonattomey judges and their terms expire In January 1979, Every 

.' counly will have al lellSl one attorney justice court judge or municipal court judge. 
3 A full report of the mellSures laken to implement the Cordon declslon up to January 1976 will be found In 1976 Judicial 

. Council Report. pp. 7~ ., 
4Cov. Code §f 71700 and 71702. \) 
l\ The legislallon created 22 new judgeships but placed no limit on the number of incumbent judges to be upgraded, Th\' 

legiillatlve approprl~tlon of tlilO.ooo was designed to fund 22 new judgeships and 30 upgraded judgeships for six mont'" 
.t 130,000 per year (see § 2 of Ch. 1493). . 

SGov. Code f 71702(b). 
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Legislature also specified that only attorneys could be appointed to justice 
court judgeships after January 6, 1975. 7 

The regular six-year justice court terms in California were to expire on 
January 2,1977, and the 22 new terms were also made terminable on that 
date; Chapter 1493 thus was designed only as an interim solution for a 
judicial crisis. The legisla:tion had no effect on those justice court judges 
who were not certified as circuit riders by the Chief Justice and did not 
affect judicial districting or staffing. 

Impll!Jmenfation 

The legislation enacted to meet the potential impact of "the Cordon 
decision thus provided up to 52 full-time justice court judges. The actual 
number that would be needed, however, was not known since the extent 
that defendants, or attorneys in their behalf, would exercise their Gordon 
rights could not be accurately forecast. 

In order to insure that the administration of justice would continue in 
an orderly manner and without undue delay, it was decided that initially 
30 circuit justice court judges should be designated. It was also decided to 
certify 30 incumbent judges and not create the additional judgeships per
mitted by statute until the extent of the need was more accurately deter
mined by experience. 

On April 1, 1975, the first attorney justice court judge was certified by 
the Chief Justice as a full-time circuit justice court judge, and by the end 
of June all 30 had been certified. The state was divided into assignment 
areas composed of one or more counties, and each circuit justice court 
judge was given specific responsibility for the justice courts in his assign
ment area. In addition, the circuit judges were to accept assignments to 
courts in other areas as need arose and they were available. 

Optlralion 

The availability of full-time circuit justice court judges has proved of 
inestimable value to the judicial system throughout the state. While there 
have been many waivers of Cordon rights, the availability of circuit judges 
has served to deter any possible disruption of the criminal justice system . 

. Overall, circuit justice court judges devoted approximately 80 percent of 
their time to justice courts, including their own; while giving 20 percent 
of their collective time to municipal courts. 

The circuit justice court judges have developed into a corps. of very 
experienced, capable judges, sitting in courts of varioUs sizes and with 
varying procedures tIuoughout the state. Their unique experience will be 
of continued value to the judicial system. The circuit judge program, in 
addition to serving as an interim solution to the Cordon decision for which 
it was designed, has demonstrated the value of having full-time, qualified 
and experienced judges available to serve the court system on assignment 
whe~ver they are needed. 
7 Gov. Code , 71101. 
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Planning for permanent organization 

The interim statute directed the Judicial Council to prepare a report by 
June 1, 1975, for the permanent organization of the justice courts. 8 That 
report was prepared by the Judicial Council's Court Management Com
mittee, operating on the fo1l9wing principles: 

1. All justice courts should be merged into existing municipal courts or, in counties 
with no existing municipal court, into a countywide court. 9 

2. There should be an equalization of municipal and justice court jurisdiction, judicial 
qualifications, manner of selection of judges and judicial salary. 

3. The experience of existing justice court personnel should be utilized by providing 
succession rights to positions in the reorganized courts. 

4. The state should pay the salaries of all municipal and justice court judges. 

The committee recommended a right of succession to judicial office for 
all justice court jud?es who were attorneys, ~tunder the age of 70 at the 
time of succession, 1 and who had taken the oalli of office as a judge prior 
to January 1, 1975. Open elections for judicial positions would have been 
postponed until 1978. 12 . ' 

The committee's report was released and distributed for comment and 
about 70 responses were received. The point of greatest controversy. other 
than the basic concept of reorganization, was the postponing of elections 
for two years. The bill introduced to carry out the Council's recommenda
tions passed the Assembly and was approved by the Senate Judiciaryj: 
Committee, but it failed by one vote in the Senate Finance Commi~tee on' 
September 8, 1975, 13 largely because of an intensive lobbying effort by the 
c:;>nattorney justice court judges. 14 

"The Council's legislative proposal having failed, the 1974 interim statute 
was the only means avaii:)ble for continuing the operation of the California 
justice courts. That statUte, however, was to expire January 3, IfJ77, and 
new six-year justice court terms of office were to commence on tt .. :at date 
for judges elected to office in IfJ76. 

Consolidation eHorfs 

Since state--:.level action to reduce the number of justice court districts 
prior to the 1976 elections was no longer fee,~ible, the Council's attention 

. turned to the en~ourageJnent of local'efforts to reorganize the justice 
courts. At a conference called for that purpose in.December 1975,the 30 
circuit justice c()urtjudges were asked for their recommendations for local 
action. As a result of those discusliions it was decided to pursue local 
8 Gov. Code § 71703. .. " •. 
\I Tbls court would be a uiiu1lclpcl court If the countyhad a population In eJ:ces! of 40.000 and _Justice court If the population 

was 40,000 or less. Cal. Const.,. Art. VI, i5. The committee', plan did not provide £or any constitutional change In the 
structure of thejustice co,::,.i?1his polley would have eliminated 80 justice COIIJ'bIn 111 counties by merger Into exisIln!t 
munlcl,* courb, wOuld have "lImInatt!d 615 justice COIIJ'b In 12 counties by merger Into newinunlcl,* courb, and 
would have eliminated. 31 j\l!tiee courts In i4 counties by merger intO countywide justice cOurts. 

10 For IlUccession to a municipal court judgesblp the judge \VouId have to be on attorney felr R~I! yean. 
11 TblJ requlrflment was cIeIett!d from the. measure In the LegIslature. 
11 With three except!mu ..n Justice court jUdge Ierm! expire on Jan\Wy ~ 11m and elections would. nonnally have been 

held In 1976 felr new six-year terms. .. . . . . 
13 AD 1414 of the lum..76 California State Legislature Introduced April 3, 19711. See 1976JudicW Council Report, pp, 16, 

21-31. ' . . 
Ie At that point there was a possibility that nonattomey justice court judges lnight be ruled e1lgIble to run for reelection 

in 1976. 
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reorganization by urging the consolidation of justice courts in each county 
by action of the board of supervisors. liS 

Many counties were reluctant to consolidate justice courts because of 
the unsettling effect consolidation might have on impending 1976 elec
tions. The Administrative Office of the Courts had concluded, for €;lxam
pIe, that February 26, 1976 was the last practical date for the formation of 
new justice court districts prior to. the 1976 elections. While th',1 Attorney 
General had been asked for his opinion on this question, it was felt that 
the ·counties.,should be notified immediately that consolidation action had 
to be commenced promptly if the February cut--off date were to be 
met.16 Accordingly, a memorandum was sent to ea,ch county se~tingfort~ 
the Administrative Offic~:s views on the time limits for consolidation. 1. 

In the six weeks that followed, '18 counties adopted ordinances con-' 
solidating 96 justice court districts into 38 districts that included 6 cpunty
wide justice courts. 18 Several other counties considered consolidation but 
did not act on ito! 19 The consolidations generally became operative at the 
end of the current judges' terms. The 213 justice courts existing at the time 
of the Gordon decision were thus reduced to 111, including 12 countywide 
justice courts, ~s of January 3, 1977. 

Operating problems and legislalive solutions 

Concurrent with the local consolidation effort, an Advisory Committee 
on Justice Court Organization was appointed by Chief Justice Donald R. 
Wright to seek solutions to the three major operating problems certain to 
face the justice court system in 1977: 00 

(1) The need for assignable judges. Because over 90 percent of all assistance to justice 
courts and nearly 75 percent of all assistance to munici~ courts comes from justice court 
judges, the availability of these judges for assignment is critical. Yet the demands of a 
part-time I'aw practice on a justice court judge's mne. and the in~uities in assignment 
pay when ajustice court judge was assigned to another justice court made the availabili
ty of sufficient judges for assignment doubtful. 

(2) The problems created by a part-time private law practice. 13 

(3) The jurisdictional and procedural differences between justice and municipal 
courts. 

15 WhUe the Legislature Iw constitutional authority to Corm judiclal districts, Cal. Const., Art. VI. f IS, It Iw chosen to 
16 delegate this power generally to the couoty ,boards ofsuperviSoru. Gov. Code t 71040. ,\ 

A county ordinance must be paued 30 days before It Is effective (Gov. Code t 25123), and publication of notice ofhearing 
on court collJOlidation Is required lIS days before the bearing. Gov. Code • 7100>.. 

17 The AOC view was supported by the Attorney General's Indexed Letter issued six days later (OpinIon No. CV71S-3231L, 
date<! December 23,1978). The Attorney General also ruled t1!at Incumbent lay justice cOurt judges were not eligible 

18 uoder the law to ruo for reelection. ISS Opo.c&I.Atty.Gen, BIlO (1975). 
Th_ collJO!idations were aided by the dedicated efforts of two members of the AOC staff: Mr. BemJacobson, who serves 

Ii as CIrcaItJustice Court Coordinator, and Mr. Michael A. F'Iocber, Senior Attorney. ' 
In some of the counties the factor that prevented ~lidation was C!lnlinued uocertalnty over the rlghtofloy Incumbent 

judges to ~ reelection, The opinion of the Attorney General, supra, n. 18, whUe entitled to great weight, was nol 
binding on the courts. Edgar v. o.Jchnd M~ AdvUotyCommissioa (1973) 36 Cal.App.3d 73. In addltion, constitu
tional objections were expected to be raised. The lint of a ~es of actions was med on February 2, 1976, and on March 

10 8, 1976, the c.Jifomia Supreme Court decided the Issue advenely to the lay judges. Eu v. CIuIcon (1976) 16 CaI.3d 465. 
The committee a1Jo CO!lSidered an Interim one-year solution to just!ce court problems If a comprehensive court IInillca, 

tion bil! were to be enacted to take efFect on the projected date of January 1,1978. As In 1970, 1972 and 1974, also geoeral 
election years In which constitutional amendments were offered, the 1976 Legislature had before It a comprehensive 
plan for trial court reorganization. (See 1976 Judiclal Couocil Report, pp. 1~) The plan was Inc:orpcmltedln a 
constItullonai amendment and bill submitted by the Leglilature's Joint Committee on the Structure of the Judiciary. 
These measures, Senate Cpnstltutional Amendment No."" (Song) and Senate Bill No. ll!OQ (Song) of the 1975-76 

II lellion, were Introduced January 18, 1976, but failed In tho Senate Finance Committee on Ma,y 17~ , 
III Cal. Const., Art. VI, • 6. " ' ' 

Gov. Code' 685«1.7 provided that aj~cecourtJudge assigned to a justice court In his own county;lfthesa!ary of the 
other court', judge Is not greater than his own, received no other compensation for the assignment. A judge assigned 
to ajustice court In another county recelvedbotb his own salary and thatofajudge of the court to which he was assigned 
up toa maximum of al'lw1lcl~ court judge', salary. Gov. Cod".' 68Ml(c): 

13 The oaly prohibition on law.practlce <Jpecilically appliCable to justice court judges is that neither they nor their p87tners 
may pncIice In a justice court wlthb1 the county oftbejudge's residence. GoV. Ccxk:~_68083. 
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On March 26, 1976, the Judicial Council adopted the following recom
mendations of the advisory committee: 

(1) The state should continue the funding of 15 state-paid, full-time circuit justice 
court judges; 

(2) The state should provide for more equitablecompensati.on forajustice court judge 
sitting on assignment in another justice court; . . 

(3) The jurisdiqtional and procedural differences between justice and· municipal 
courts should be eliminated. . 

Legislation to. enact the first twa praposals was amended into an existing 
bill an April 22, 24 while the third proposal was amended into another 
existing bill on April 29. 2.5 The first measure passed the Legislature on 
August 19 and was signed by the Governar an September 29, 26 whUe the 
second measure passed the Legislature on August 31 and was signed by 
the Governor on September 27. Z1 Both bills are effective January 1,1977. 

As a r~sult of these measures, the jurisdiction of justice and municipal 
courts has been equalized, and for the first time state. governmetit is 
sharing in the operating costs of the justice court system. These statutes 
guarantee ftill-time, legally-trained judicial officers in at least 15 Califor
nia justice courts, and they make these circyit judges and other lawyer 
justice caurt judges available far assignment. 

This legislation is the first successfullawer caurt reorganization effort 
since the early 1950's when a constitutional change rearganized six differ
ent kinds of lawer courts numbering aver 760 into municipal and justice 
caurts operating in 400 districts. 28 With the substantial increase in the 
number of full-time caurts and judges, and participation by the state in 
funding the system, California's lower court system shauld be more effec
tive and its administration should be significantlyirnproved. 

Justice court rules 

Elimination of the jurisdictional and pracedural. differences behveen 
municipal and justice caurts 29 necessitated changes in the Califarnia Rules 
of Court tocanform the procedure in just,~e courts to that of municipal 

. courts. These changes were made by the Council at its November 1976 
meeting, to be effective January 1, 1977. 

New Rule 701 makes applicable to justice courts all· California Rules of 
Court applicable to municipal courts. This includes rules relating to form 
of pleadings, motions for a new trial or to vacate judgment, preliminary 
injunctions and receivers, and findings offact and conclusions oflaw, even 
though the Legislature did not expressly repeal certain statutes that in the 
past have prc:lserved procedural distinctions between the municipal and 
justice courts with regard to these matte~~, ~ The Judicial Qouncir reeom-
24 58 1848 of the 1!175-76 California Stat~ Legishiture. The pr~posal was amended into an existing bill because constitutional 

and joint M;'l.lalive rule reqUirements iinposed a March Hi deadline \!pon the introduction of new measures. 
2.5 AD 4072 of the 19';'5-76 California State Legislature. 
26 Stats.. 1!176, CIi. 13M. . 
Z1 Stat •. 1!176, Ch. 1288. . . . 
as By January 3, 1m California williinve 111 justice courts, only lhree of which will still have lay Judges serving out their 

elective temu. . 
29 Siats. l!l76, cil. 1288. 
30 These siatutes provide Ihat pleadings in justice courts are not required to be In any particular. form (Code Civ.:proc. 

~ 422.00(b); see Rules501,305l; motions for new trial or to vae.ate ajudgment are nut permitted Injustice courts (Code 
Clv. Proc. § 65.5; see Rules 503(b), 524); and findings of fact and conclusions of law are no! allowlld Injustice courts 
lCode Clv. Proc. § 632(2); see Rule ~OO). Code 9iv. Pr6c: § .500 states, "Except as otherwise" expr<;ssly provided, the 
'provlsional remedies •.• injunction,and receivers, may not be had injustlcecour,ts:' \'lew SectionB6, added hy Chapter 
I28!I ofihe 1!I76 Statules expressly, gives justice Courts powerto Issue temporSiy rCs!,alfililg order. and prelimlnlary 
inJuetlons, to appoint receivers, 8l)d 10 Impose liability .~ upon eqllitabl" principles; See Rules ~~. 

, . , ' 
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mends that the Legislature ~xpressly repeal these provisions or amend 
them to conform to the intent of Chapter 1288. 31 

New RUle 299 provides that any action' properly pending in the superior 
court before January 1, 1977 which would be within the jurisdiction of the 
justice court if commenced after Janu~ 1, 1977 shall continue in the 
superior court until final determination. 

New Rule 702 requires justice court judges, while in open court, to wear 
judicial robe~. 33 . 

New Rule 790 defines exchange assignments within the meaning of 
Section 68541 of the Government Code as amended effective January 
1, 1977. That section governs the compensation of a justice court judge 
sitting on assignment. 

Numerous conforming amendments were required to the rules on 
transfer of municipal and justice court appeals and the rules on appeal 
to the superior court. 34 

Conclusion 
Since August 1974, a major lower court reorganization, the first in 25 

years, has been accomplished in California. The workloads of the part
time courts have been increased, the justice courts will all be staffed by 
law-trained judges, 3.5 assignment pay has become more equitable, and the 
state has begun to participate in payment of justice court judges' salaries. 
The procedural and jurisdictional distinctions between muniC'lpal and jus
tice courts have been eliminated, and the numb~r of lower court judicial 
dis_tri~~s has been substantially reduced. 

Recommendations 
." The Judicial Council recommends that the Legislature enact clarifying 

>amendments to eliminate the provisions impliedly repealed by Chapter 
1288 of ~e 1976 Statutes, 36 and to c()I!foI1!,l various provi~ions of the _ Gov
ernment Code, 37 Penal Code, 3S" Public Re,so.l:l!ces Code, 39 Vehicle 
Code;W Health and Safety Code,41 Business and Professions Code, 42 Wel
fare and Institutions Code 43 and Code of Civil Procedure 44 to the changes 
made by C~apter 1288. 
-31-' . .. . It appears. from an overall 'cxamlnation of Chapter 1288 that the Legislature intended by that act to eliminate all 

Jurisdictional and procedural distinctions between the municipal and justiee courts. The Judicial Council, therefore, 
is of the view that the unrepealed provisions of the prior law relati'1g to form of pleadings, eertain motions, and findings 
of fact and conclusions of law .mould be considered repealed by implication. See. 1 Sutherland, Statutory Construction 

32 460-66 (3d ed. 1943); 45 CalJur.2d, Statutes § TT; People v. Kuhn (1963) 216 CaI.App.2d695, 700-01. . 
This rule restates the'principle of continuing jurudiction. (See, 1 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (2d ed. 1970) Jurisdiction 

'§§ 2BZ-2B4, pp. 821-825.) At the time municiPal coUrt jurisdiction was enlarged to include subject matter' of actions Pendin~ 
In superior court, it was held that transfer of such cases to municipal court was improper' unless the statute was 
specifically made retroactive. (DUHon v. SuPerior Court (19:50) 98 CaI.App.2d 437, 436-439.) 

~ See Gov. Code § 68110; Rule 534(e).'. . , 
Rules 61 (b), 62(b), 63(a),66, 121(a),I30,I34, 100 (b) , 143 (a) , 144 (a) and (e),151, 152,153, 154, 155, 157 (a) and (c), and 

190. 
M Three nonattomey judges, whose 'term. did not expire on January 2, 19T7, may continue until the 1978 elections. Their 

terms expire inJanuary 1979, and one county plan. to consolidate its two justice courts into a countywide court at that 
time. '. 

:~ discussion at footnot"!!1!~~..'.-___ ' . 
§§ 1458,24150,24051, 240i55, 27531, 26824-215, 26833, 26837, 2960.'1, 6807~72, 68OIl3-87, 68096, 68lO5, 68110, 68210, 71007, 

71097,71264,71605,71609-10,71614-16, 71618, 7l~, 71684-65, 71665.5, 71666-82, 72003-04, 72050, 72050.5, 72050.7, 
75051-52, 721J53...,$, 72054-56, 7r0'56.1, 72057-62, 7206.5-M, 72068, 72JJ73. 7211~11, 72194-98, 72230-32, 72300, 72301-03, 

38 .72J()(!, n 94.5, 97, 325, 12696, 1281a, 1426a, 1431-32.1, 1469, 1995. 
39§§ M60. 
40 n 1802, 1805. • 

:' 7301. ,,6301,6301.5,6322-23. :t 5225, .' 
n 170, 196,203, 20.1.l, 230-33, 248, 250, 264, 2740, 402-03, 422.20, 446, 472, 500, 571, 575, Mid, 594,605, 628, 632, 639, SM, 

664, 664.5, 667a,"668, 670, 675, 661a, 1033 112, 1034, 1052, 1052.5, 1134-3.5, 1218. 
,. 'I, 
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CHAPTER 1 

GENERAl 

A. DIRECTOR;S REPORT 
The Judicial Council's recommendations and actions, which are de

·scribed in the preceding section of this report, represent only a small 
proportion of the work undertaken by the Council. Many other significant r.' 

activities were carried on by the Councll and. its committees and staff, ' 
some of which are summarized in this section., 

Workshops 

During the past year, the Judicial Council organized and presented six 
management workshops for judges and court peI;sonnel. Five workshops 
were funded under a federal grant from the Califi)rnia Council on Crimi
nalJustice and one was funded by a grant from the Office of Traffic Safety. 
The workshops were devoted to the current management needs. of the 
following groups of court personnel: Presiding Judges of Superior Courts; 
Presiding Judges of Municipal Courts; Judges of the Smaller Superior 
Courts (Cow Counties); SuperiorCoui·t Administrators; Traffic Commis
sioners and Referees; and Appellate Research Attorneys. In chronological 
order these, workshops were held as follows: 

1. Workshop for Appellate Research Attorneys-January 23-24, 1976 
2. Workshop for Superior Court Presiding Judges-March 12-13, 1976 
3. Workshop for Municipal Court Presiding Judges-April 9-10, 1976 
4. Workshop for Cow County Judges-May/'21-22, 1976 
5. Workshop for Superior Court Administrators-May 26,1976 
6. Workshop for Traffic Commissioners and Referees-October 29-30, 

1976 
The two presiding judges' workshops featured discussions of major ad

ministrative problem areas. The two-day program for presiding judges of 
superior courts brought together 31 presiding and assistant presiding 
judges from the state's largest superior courts. The participants discussed 
the duties of the presiding judge, effective use of staff, calendar manage
ment, court organization and the effective use of judicial manpower, 
change of venue in criminal. cases,' and settlement conferences and arbi-
tration. , 

The Workshop for Municipal Court Presiding Judges was a two-day 
session attended by 30 presiding judges, again from the large~t mun~cipal 
courts jn the state. The presiding judges' principal responsibjlities covered 
in the program included the duties of the presjding ju~ge, court manage
ment an.d use of staff, effective principles and practices in calendar man-__ 
agemeht, traffic caseload administration, intergovernmental relations and-' 
a description of various Judicial Council programs and s~rvices. 

o 
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Small county superior court judges m.et for two days at a "cow county" 
workshop in the spring and participated linl program developed by an 
advisory committee of the Cow County Judges' Association. Included 
were discussions of problems in criminal procedures, calendar manage
ment procedures for the smaller courts, uniform juvenile court rules, 
arbitration, sentencing practices, and roundtable discussions on matters of 
concern to the smaller superior courts. 

The 40 participants of the Workshop for Traffic Commissioners and 
Referees met for two days and discussed topics and materials developed 
by an advisory committee. The subject matter covered the goals and 
procedures for traffic court improvement, specific improvements in oper
ating procedures and methods of measuring traffic court improvements. 

For the first time, the Workshop for Superior Court Administrators was 
held in conjunction with the California Jury Commissioners/Court Ad
ministrators Association's convention. The one-day event directly in
volved over 15 superior court administrators and their .assistants. 
Attendance, however, was open to all members of the Association. The 
materials and discussion centered on the following topics: legislation af
fecting the courts, jury utilization, relationship of the court executive 
officer and the chief administrative officer in funding and programming, 
settlement conferences, calendar management, and venue, coordination 
and arbitration. 

Over 70 research attorneys· from the California Courts of Appeal attend
ed the Workshop for Appellate Research Attorneys. This gathering was 
the first statewide meeting ever held for appellate research attorneys. The 
basic format was the presentation of panel discussions which were then 
followed by small group discussions on each panel's topics. Subjects dealt 
with included the professional status of research attorneys, professional 
development-worki~g for a court as a career, orientation and training for 
new research attorneys, and problems of legal writing. 

Public Information Services 

The information program operated by the Administrative Office of the 
Courts has provided the public with information about the courts and the 
administration of justice for more than a decade. The various materials are 
prepared by a Public Information Attorney and are primarily designed to 
provide the news media and public with timely and concise reportson the 
actions of the California Supreme Court and Judicial Council. 

In 1976, the Administrative Office isslled 212 news releases. Of these, 117 
reported Supreme Court decisions or other actions, 52 listed the cases 
accepted for hearing. by the Supreme Court (see 1974 Judicial Council 
Report, p. 75),33 concerned Judicial Council activities and 10 were related 
to other judicial matters, such as actions by the Commission on Judicial 
Appointments. Distribution of news releases is regularly made to the ma
jor metropolitan news media, the legal press, selected law schools and 
court personnel and agencies concerned with judicial administration. A 
news release may be distributed to the legal, statewide and national 
media, depending upon its nature and relative significance. Such distribu-
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tion ranges from 25 to over 250 recipients. A summary of the cases accept~ 
ed for hearing by the Supreme Court each week is generally limited to the 
legal press, since that material is subsequently included in the advance 
sheets to the Official California Reports. 

These news releases generate both written aHd telephone inquiries 
concerning background data, related legal and judicial procedures, the C 

relevance of the ruling or action to other state or federal decisions, stat
utes, etc., or the practical effect of the ruling or action. In addition, numer: 
ous inquiries are received from citizens, legislators, judges, administrators, 
court personnel and other agencies regarding individual cases and the 
function of the California court system. 

A bimonthly newsletter is prepared for judges, court personnel and 
others, including organizations interested in court administration. Dis
tributed nationally, it reaches over 2,000 l'ttcipients. The Newsletter 
focuses on reporting Council actions, programs and publications and 
proposed and adopted rules, standards and forms. Also noted are judicial 
appointments, statistics, important legislafion and key co!;!rt rulings. 

Judgeship Reports 

As in previous years, the Judicial Council prepared statistical reports for 
the Legislature on the judgeship needs of courts seeking additional judge
ships. In the 1976 session the Council prepared 33 such reports, 17 of which 
affected municipal courts and 16 of which applied to superior courts. 1 

The Council utilized a weighted caseload system to measure judgeship 
needs, developed on the basis of time studies of various judicis) proceed
ings. 

B. SUMMARY OF 1976 LEGISLATIVE ACTION ON JUDICIAL 
COUNCil RECOMMENDATIONS AND OTHER SELECTED 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
The Judicial Council recommended seven measures for enactinent by 

the Legislature during the second year of the 1975-76 Regular Session. Of 
these seven measures, five received favorable action by the Legislature 
and the Governor; two measures concerning mandatory retirement 'for 
judges and appeals from superior court actions failed to pass. the Legisla
ture. 

In addition to its sponsorship of these measures, the Judicial Council was 
concerned with a number of other legislative measures significantly af;
fecting the 'judiciary and the administration of justice. This report, there
fore, summarizes a few of these other measures that were enacted into law 
in addition to reporting legislative action on measures sponsored "by the 
Judicial Council. In the material that follows, the Judicial Council meas-
I The courts Jor which judgeship reports were prepared were: Superior courts: Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, EI 

Dorad", Fresno, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey. Napa, Nevada, Orange, Sacramento, San Bernardino, San Dlego,Santa 
Clara, Santa Cruz, Tulare, VentUra. (> . ' 

Municipal courts: Districts 'orCentral Marin, Central Orange, Fremont-Newark-Union City, Los Angetes, Malibu, 
M"nterey-Carmel, North Orange, Salin!lS, San Olego, San Jose-Milpitas, San Leandro-Hayward, South Bay (San 
Diego), SonoJ1la, South Orange, Stockton. Ventura County. 

6-75070 
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ures are summarized first; thereafter, a selected number of Senate and ' 
Assembly measures of particular interest to the judiciary are summarized 
chronologically in the order of their introduction, with Senate. measures 
preceding Assembly measures. Unless indicated otherwise, all measures 
are effectiv~ January 1, 1977. 

Senator Alfred. H. Song and Assemblyman John Miller were the legisla
tiveIllembers of the Judicial Council at the time these measures were 
introduced, and they were responsible for handling aU of the measures 
sponsored by the Council. 

1. JUDICIAL COUNCil MEASURES 

Mandatory Judicial R"tirement 

:' Senate Constitutional Amendment 52, introduced by Senator Song, to
gether with a cOqlpanion measure by the same author, Senate Bill 1849, 
would have effectUated a Judicial Council recommendation to provide for 
mandatory judicial retirement at age 70. The Judicial Council proposal as 
contained in these two measures would generally have provided prorated 
benefits to ajudge compelled to retire at age 70 with less than the present 
minimum of 10 years' service as a judge. The proposal would have also 
allowed a judge who is over 70 when mandatorily retired to retire without 
the financial penalty presently imposed on a judge who retires after age 
70. These measures passed the Senate Judiciary Committee and the Senate 
Finance Committee but failed of enactment on. the Senate floor on a 15 
to, IS vote. 

CtJrtifitJd ShorfhandRtJporttJTS 

Senate Bill 1847, introduced by Senator Song, effectuates a Judicial 
Council recommend~tion designed to encourage the prompt preparation 
of transcripts in cases on appeal and in other proceedings. This measure 
amends Section 8025 of the Business and Professions Code to provide for 
suspension or revocation of a certified shorthand reporter's certificate for 
repeated tmexcused failure, whether or not wilful, to transcribe. notes of 
cases pending on appeal and to file the transcripts thereof within the time 
required by law or to transcribe or file notes of other proceedings within 
the time required by law or agreed to by contract. The measure was 
amended in the Assembly by adding L'le word "unexcused" to narrow the 
applicability of the new ground for discipline. The measure was enacted 
in this amended form. 2 . , 

Jllsfice COllrt JudgtJ Com~nsafion 

Senate Bill 1848, introduced by Senator Song, effectuates a J~dicial 
Council recommendation to provide funding to continue the existing cir
cuitjustice court judgeship program 3 through June 30,1977, at a I'educed 
2 Stab, 1976. Ch. 814. 
3Stals. 1974, Ch. 1493. 
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staffing level. The measure also amends Section 63541 of the Government 
Code to provide that the assignment compensation of a justice court judge 
assigned to another justice court, except for exchange assignments: shall 
be the same as the per diem salary of a circuit justice court judge while 
sitting on assignment. Two Senate amendments were adopted to provide 
an appropriation and to clarify the IIleaning of the bill. The measure was 
enacted in its amended form. 4 L. .' 

Municipal Court Consolidation 

Assembly Bill 3657, introduced by Assemblyman Miller, effectuates t. ... e 
Judicial Council's recomm'endation to encourage local action to consoli
date existing municipal court districts. TJUs measure adds Sections 71083.1 
and 71085.1 to the Government Code'· to provide that the number of 
authorized judges and staff for the consolidated court will be equal to the 
total combined number of judges and staff that were authorized for each 
of the component municipal courts. The measure was amended once in 
the Assembly and once in the Senate to clarify its meaning. The measure 
was' enacted in this amended form. 5 ',) 

Superior Court Administrative Officers 

Assembly Bill 4071> introduced by.Assemblyman Miller, effG~tuates a 
Judicial Council recommendation to increase the utilization and effective
ness of superior court executive and administrative officers. The measure 
amends Section 69898 of the Government Code to effect these changes. 
First, the bill expands the general hiring authorization to any superior 
court of three or more judges, an exprmsion from the existing limitation 
of seven or more superior co\~rtjudges. Secondly, the bill provides that any 
superior court administrativl:~ or executive officer hired pursuant to this 
section shall have the authority of a clerk of the SUperior court. Finally, thee 
bill provides that any superior court having an executive oradininistrative 
officer max3::i'Y local rule specify which of the d~ties and responsibilities 
performed by the county clerkin connection with judicial actions shall be 
performeCl by the superior court executive or administrati:ve officer. The 
bill was amended once in the Assembly to clarify its meanIng. The meas-
ure was enacted in this amended form. 6 '. 

Jurisdiclion .. of Justice Courts 

Assembly Bill 4072, introduced by Ass~m.blyman Miller,·.eff.ectuates a 
recommendation of the Judicial Council to equalize the jurisdiction of 
justice and municipal courts, in recognition of the fact'tllat most justice 
courts will be staffed with lawyer judges effective January 1,1977. The bill 
therefore declaresJhat the jurisdiction of mUnicipal andjustic~ cOQrtsare 
. the same andcQl1current (;(i~\ further establishes the same appellate proce
dures from decisions of ~:'d)~stice courts as now appIy to decisions of the 

~~. 

4 Slab. 1976. Ch. 13M. 
3 Stats. 1976. Ch. 647. 
6 Stats. 1976. Ch. 13S3. 
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municipal courts. The bill was amended a number of times to incorporate 
technical changes. It was enacted in its amended form. 7 

2. OTHER MEASURES 

Determinate Sentencing 

Senate Bill 42, introduced by Senator Nejedly, contains a comprehen
sive, substantive reform of all of the criminal sanction provisions of the 
California codes to substitute for the indeterminate sentence law a deter
minate sentencing system where the judge selects a fixed term of impris
onment from three statutory choices. Those statutory choices range from 
a low of 16 months, two or three years, to a high of five, six or seven years 
except for certain specified life offenses for which an indeterminate sys
tem of punishment still remains. Pursuant to the provisions of this new 
law, the sentencing judge will no longer sentence to state prison for the 
term prescribed by law; rather, he will select one of the available alterna
tives specified for the felony offense involved. The bill provides various 
procedures to be followed by the trial judge in sentencing, including: 
stating reasons on the record for virtually all sentencing decisions; applit:'lJ. ' 
tion of sentencing criteria adopted by the Judicial Council with respect tu 
the granting or denying of probation; selection of the lower or upper 
prison term; and selection of the punishment enhancement provisions 
contained in the new law. Th~bill also generally provides that, in the 
absence of a waiver for good cause, all persons sentenced to state prison 
will be on parole for one year after the expiration of the prescribed sen
tence and that the time. served in prison after parole revocation would be 
limited to six months or the end of the one-,.year period computed from 
the time parole began, whichever is sooner. The bill further substitutes for 
the existing Adult Authority a successor agency, the Community Release 
Board, which will function much as the existing Adult Authority does with 
respect to prisoners still sentenced indeterminately under the new law 
and provides, additional new duties and responsibilities for the Commu
nity Release Board, including the l'eview of all felony sentences by the 
California trial courts with recommendations that the court recall and 
recommit if the Board determines that the sentence is d;sparate. The bill 
was amended nine times and enacted as amended to beJome operative 
July 1, 1977. 8 

\/ 

Forfeiture of 8ail 

Senate Bill 1597, introduced by Senator Rains, amends Section 1269b of 
the Penal Code to provide that the bail forfeiture procedures contained 
in Sections 1305 and 1~0,6 of the Penal Code shall apply when bail is 
forfeited pursuant to SeCi\~ion 1269b. This amendment makes mandatory 
the forfeiture of bail pursuant to Section 1269b absent a showing that 
7 Stats. 1976. Ch. 1288. 
8 Stats. 1976. Ch, 1139. 

I·' 

/J 

1/ 
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sufficient cause exists for the nonappearance of the defendant. This meas~ 
ure was enacted without amendment. 9 

Mariiuana Records 

AsSembly Bill 3050, introduced by Assemblyman Sieroty, amends Sec~ 
tion 11361.5 and adds Section 11361.7 to the Health and Safety Code and 
adnll Section 432.8 to the Labor Code reiatiilg to the. destruction of mari
juana records. Basically, the bill retains the two-year destruction provi
sions with respect to court records of misdemeanor marijuana convictions 
occurring on and after January 1, 1976.,lt does, however, exempt from 
these provisions written transcripts of orhl'iestimony in court proceedings 
and published judicial appellate reports. 

With respect to pre-1976 convictions for possession of marijuana, posses
sion of marijuana paraphernalia and being in or about a place where 
marijuana is being unlawfully smoked or ,used, the bill changes the proce~ 
dure for destruction from a procedure utilizing judicial supervision to a 
procedure where the person convicted or arrested makes a direct applica~ 
tion to the Department of Justice and that Department directly performs 
the records destruction procedure. The bill provides a similar exemption 
for the pre-1976 destruction for written transcripts of oral testimony in 
court proceedings and published judicial appellate reports. The measure 
was amended five times and enacted as amended. 10 '. 

juvenJe Court Law Revision 

Assembly Bill 3121, introduced by Assemblyman Dixon, ame~ds, adds 
and repeals various sections of the Code of Civil Procedure, the Penal 
Code and the Welfare and Institutions Code to substantially revise the 
juvenile court law ~ follows: (1) applies the Code of Civil Procedure 
Sections 170 and 170.6 disqualification procedures to juvenile court re- , 
ferees; (2) revises the statutory language regarding the qualification of 
referees; (3) generally prohibits the detention of Section 601 persons in 
any jailor lockup or juvenile hall facility and provides for their detention 
only in a sheltered care facility or crisis resolution home or in a nonsecure 
facility;. (4) revises existing law to include violations of curfew ordinances 
'based solely upon age within Section 601 rather than Section 602;(5) 
revises the current continued detention criteria.of a minor for the protec
tion of the person or property of another from "immediate and urgent 
necessity" to "reasonable necessity"; (6) provides for the release of a 
minor to home supervision in specified circumstances and requires the 
same legal protection for a minor in home supervision as a minor in secure 
.detention including a detention hearing; (7) revises existing law regard
ing fitness hearings to create a presumption of unfitness where the persBP 
is 16 or 17 years old and is charged with specified felonies (e.g., murder, 
certain arsons, certain robberies, certain rapes, certain kidnappings, cer-
. tain assaults and certain firearms charges); (8) provides that 602 wardship 
9 Stats. 1976. Ch. IDI. 
10 Stats, 1976, Ch. 952. 

\", 
'-.:r 
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proceedings are commenced by the prosecuting attorney ratber .than the 
probation officer; (9) revises certain aspects of informal superViston; (10) 
requires the prosecuting attorney to appear on behalf of the people in 
Section 602 cases; (11) clarifies the appHc!lbility of the laws of evidence in 
juvenile court proceedings; (12) specifies that the maximum period of 
physical confinement may be no longer than the maximum term which 
could be imposed upon an adult for the same offense; and (13) provides 
specific statutory authority for altemalive dispositions of section 602 cases, 
including restitution, participation in uncompensated work programs, 
commitment to a shelter care facilitYancil specified professional counseling 
for the ward and family as a conditio,n of continued custody of the minor. 
Finally, the bill contains an uncodified statement of legislative intent that 
commencing January 1, 1979, at least one half of the judicial officers hear
ing and disposing of matters in the juvenile court be judges of the juvenile 
court. This measure was amended fivf.~ times and enacted as amended. 11 

Small Claims Court Pilot Projects 

, Asserrlbly Bill 3606, introduced by Assemblyman Brown, adds Chapter 
5-B (commencing with Section 118) to Title 1 of Part 1 of the Code of Civil ! I 
Procedure to establish a two-year experimental program commencing 
July 1, 1977, in three small claims courts selected by the Judicial Council. 
The project courts are to file, hear and determine all matters pursuant to 
rules and forms adopted by the Judicial Council. The experimental 
projects .are to test a variety of concepts including night and Saturday 
sessions, change of venue for substantial hardship, various types of litigant 
assistance, and the utilization of bilingual ~staff and courtroom interpreters. 
Data collt:lction, recordkeeping and eval\uation of the project and a final 
report to the Legislature are to be pe:lformed by the Department of 
Consumer Affairs with the assistance of anI advisory committee. The meas~ 
ure is repealed effective June 30, 1979. The measure was amended six 
times and enacted as amended. 12 

Authority of Municipal Court Commissioners and Referees 

Assembly Bill 3647, introduced by Assemblyman William ,Thomas, 
amends Section 72190 and 72401 of the Government Code to provide that 
both municipal court commissioners and referees may, at the direction of 
the judges, have th~ same jurisdiction and exercise the same powers and 
duties as the judges of the court with respect to any infraction. The meas
ure was enacted without amendment. 13 

Alternative Civil Procedures in Experimental Projects 

Assembly Bill 3704, introduced by Assemblyman Knox, adds Part 3.5 
(commencing with Section 1823) to the Code of Civil Procedure to pro
vide for a three-year p~lot project to be conducted by the Judicial Council 
\I Slals. 1976. Ch, urn. 
12Slals. 1976. Ch. 1287. 
13Slals. 1976. Ch. 959. 
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in two municipal courts and two superior courts to experiment with alter
native methods of civil procedure, the ultimate objective of which is to 
reduce the cost of litigation. In the two municipal courts, all actions shall 
be filed, heard and determined initially in accordance with the procedural 
provisions of this bill including the elimination of any requirement of 
technical forms of pleading; the reduction of the use of discovery; the 
elimination of pretrial conferences; the elimInation of the use of demur
rers or pretrial motions, with certain exceptions; the permissive use rather 
than requirement of trial briefs; the permissive use of narrative testimony; 
the permissive use of written submissions of direct testimony; and aprohi
bition against any requirement of findings of fact'or conclusions of law. In 
the two superior courts, all actions in which the amount in controversy is 
$25,000 or less, except eminent domain actions, shall be filed, heard and 
determined according to rules adopted by the Judicial CouncfJ,::The pilot 
projects are to commence no later than January 1, 1978. The measure was (-;c. 
amended four times and enacted as amended. 14 

Ins/ant Traffic Trials 

Assembly Bill 3760, introduced by Assemblyman McVittie, adds Section 
40901 of the Vehicle Code to provide for the trial of a traffic infraction in 
a single court appearance by the so-called "instant trial" procedure where 
the prosecution case consists of the notice to appear and the defendmt 
waives his right to be confronted by the witnesses against him, to subpena 
witnesses in his behalf and to hire counsel on his behalf. The bill provides 
that such procedure may be adopted by local rule. The measure was 
amended twice and enactE~d as amended. 15 

Small Claims. Court Revision 

Assembly Bill 3885, introduced by Assemblyman McVittie, repeals and 
adds Chapter 1)..;.A (commencing with Section 116) to Title 10f Part 1 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure and makes a'variety of substantive and proce
dural changes regarding small claims courts. Among the changes that the 
bill makes are the following: jurisdictional limits of the smaU £laims court 
are increased from $500 to $750; small claims court manuals~~re to be 
distributed to litigants; the times for setting hearing dates are < changed; 
night and Saturday sessions and qearings at, places outside the courthouse 
are permitted; the Judicial Council is .to provide rules fot practice and 
procedure, and forms; the measure limits the number of claims that a 
plaintiff can have heard in a single court day; a defatllting defendant must 
file a motion. to vacate as a prerequisite to appeal; miscellaneous small 
claims fees are revised; and each small claims court must maintain a list 
of interpreters. The measure was amended five times and enacted as 
amended. 16 

. .,j , 

1. Stall. Itn'1!, A.. 980. 
1& Stall. Itn'e, A.. 1232. 
18 Stall. Itn'e, a.. l289. 
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C. CHANGES IN THE CALIFORNIA RULES 
OF COURT DURING 1976 

During 1976 the Judicial Council adopted a number of amendments to 
the appellate and trial court rules and the recommended Stand~rds. of 
Judicial Administration designed to improve court administration and 
expedite various court proceedings. The appellate rule amendments, in 
general, specify the format of amicus curiae briefs relating to petitions for 
hearing in the Supreme Court; authorize a Court of Appeal to hold a 
mandatory prehearing settlement conference; add proceedings at the 
time of seritencing and on the taking of a plea to the normal reporter's 
transcript in criminal appeals, and modify the procedures for requesting 
additional record; require notice to an appellate court of related pending 
appeals and original proceedings; give an administrative presiding justice, 
or a presiding justice in a Court of Appeal with one division in a city the 
authority to monitor the progress of appeals and grant extensions of time; 
extend the time for filing briefs in the appellate department of the superi
or court; and allow the appellate department of a superior court to rule 
upon a motion without oral argument. 

The trial court changes prescribe the time limits for a notice of appeal 
when a defaulting small claims defendant has filed a motion to vacate the 
judgment; provide sanctions for failure to participate in a trial setting or 
settlement conference; authorize certain surety bonds and undertakings 
to be executed under penalty of perjury; require the court to advise a 
defendant of his right to appeal from an order revoking probation; require 
the superior court to establish the amount of presentence custody time 
that may be credited to a convicted defendant; conform justice court 
procedure to that of the municipal court; require justice court judges to 
wear judicial robes; amend numerous rules affecting the justice courts and 
appeals to the superior court; implement 1976 legislation expanding the 
list of courts in which court reporters must file reports and keep business 
records for inspection by the Judicial Council; allow courtroom videotap
ing and photography to perpetuate the record and to permit viewing in 
an adjacent court facility; require courts to accept Judicial Council legal 
forms approved for optional use; update certain cross-references in the 
family law rules; establish a comprehensive set of statewide juvenile court 
rules; and establish a new system of arbitration of ciVil cases in superior 
courts. 

Other rule changes implement a ballot measure approved by the voters 
in the November 1976 General Election (Proposition 7) relating to disci
plinary action against judges. A new Standard of Judicial Administration 
recommends that courts require an applicant for an ex parte order to give 
notice to the adverse P!lrty except under specified circumstances, and an 
amendment recommends that superior courts adopt uniform policies on 
sanctions for failure to participate in mandatory settlement conferences 
and require that attorneys give reasonable priority to settlement confer
ences. 
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1. APPELLATE RULES 

Amicus Curiae Briefs in the Supreme Court 

The Judicial Council amended Rule 14 effective January 1, 1977, to 
require amicus curiae briefs regarding petitions for hearing in the Su
preme Court to conform to Rule 28 (d) regarding length and other matters 
of form . 

. Authority of Courts of Appeal to Order Prehearing Conference 

Under new Rule 19.5 adopted by the Judicial Council effective January 
1, 1977, a presiding justice of a Court of Appeal may require counsel and 
other necessary persons to attend a prehearing conference to consider the 
simplification of the issues on appe&1; the possibility of settlement, and any 
other matters that may aid in the disposition of the appeal. The presid~g 
justice may also order the appellant to file a brief statement of the case 
and its issues. 

Additional Record in Criminal Appeals 

The Judicial Council amended Rule 33 effective July 1, 1976 to expand 
the normal record in a criminal appeal to include transcripts of oral pro
ceedings at sentencing and on entry of a plea of guilty or nolo contendere. 
Either party is permitted to request additional record at the time of filing 
the notice of appeal or as soon thereafter as practicable. Under prior 
procedure only the appellant could request additional record and th~ 
request had to accompany the notice of appeal. 

Information for' Consolidation of Appeals and Related Original Pr(Jceedings 

J'o provide for the consolidation of related proceedings in the appellate 
courts, the Judicial Council amended Rule 56 effective July 1, 1976 to add 
a requirement that any petition for an extraordinary writ when a related 

. appeal is pending shall set forth data rega:fding the pending appeal, in-
cluding the date of filing of the notice of appeal if the time for fiUng the 
petition has been extended by Penal Code Section 1238.5. . 

Monitoring the Progress of Appeals and Centralizing Requests for Time Extensions 

Under new Rule 77 adopted by the Judicial. Council effective July 1, 
1976, an administrative presiding justice or a presiding justice in a Court 
of Appeal with a single division in a city has the authority to monitor the 
progress of all appeals. When funds for the necessary staff are available in 
multidivision courts, this rule will also centralize the. granting .pf exten
sions of time and related matters. Anamendmtmt to Rule 75, also effective 
July 1, 1976, provides that i~ the absence of the administrative presiding 
justice, an acting admin~strative presiding justice shall perform the func
tions of the administrative presiding ju.stice. 
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Extension of Time for Filing Briefs in the Appel/ate Department of the Superior Court 

The Judicial Councii adopted amendments to Rules 103 and 105, effec
tive July 1, 1976, which increase the time for filing briefs in the appellate 
department of the supelior court as follows: appellant's opening brief from 
15 to 20 days; respondent's brief from 10 to 20 days; and appellant's reply 
brief from 5 to 7 days. A corresponding change in the minimum time for 
calendaring an. appeal for hearing was also adopted. 

Motions in the Appel/ate Department of the Superior Court 

An amendment to Rule 104 effective January 1, 1977 allows appellate 
departments of the superior court, in the court's discretion; to decide 
motions on the written material submitted without hearing oral argu
ment, a procedure now followed by the Supreme Court and Courts of 
Appeal under Rule 41. Conforming amendments were made in Rules 102, 
138 and 139. 

Time for Filing Notice of Appeal When Defendant Defaults in Small Claims Court 

The Judicial Council amended Rule 152 effective January 1, 1977 to 
provide that a defaulting defendant's notice of appeal must be filed within 
10 days after denial of his motion to vacate the judgment or, if the motion 
is not determined within 60 days after filing, within 10 days after the 
expiration of the 6O-day period. 

2. TRIAL COURT RULES AND STANDARDS 

Selling a,nd Selllement Conferences 

Sanctions may be imposed for failure to prepare for, appear at, or par
ticipate in required trial setting or settlement conferences under amend" 
ments to Rules 217 and 220.2 adopted by the Judicial Council effective 
January 1, 1977. Local court rules are authorized regarding attendance at 
trial setting conferences. The Council also amended Section 9 of the~tand
ards of Judicial Administration to recommend that superior court (dopt 
uniform policies on sanctions and require that attorneys give rea:sonable 
priority to settlement conferences. 

Surety Bonds and Undertallings 

qnp.\~r amendments to Rules 242 and 530 adopted by the Judicial Coun
cil effective January 1, 1.977, bonds or undertakings furnished by a corpo
rate insurer possessing a certificate of authority from the Insurance 
Commissioner may be executed under penalty of perjury. The change 
conforms to recent amendments to Section 1056 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure. 17 

17 Slals. 1976. Ch. 7.a. 
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Advising Defendanfs of Their Appeal Rights Upon Revocation of Probation 

An amendffient aaoptea oy the JudlciaJ.Counc{l effective January 1, 
1977 expands Rule 250 by requiring that the court orally advise a defend
ant of his right to appeal from an order revoking probation. Previously,the 
ruie only required the court to advise a defendant of his right to appeal 
from a jud~hent upon conviction after a trial. . 

Determinatian af Presentence Custady Time Credit 

Under new Rule 252 adopted by the Judicial Council effective January 
1, 1977, the court at the time of.sentencing is required to establish the 
amount of presentence custody time that may be credited to a defendant 
by the Department of Corrections. The rule also sets forth a procedure for 
this determination. 

cgualizafion af Municipal and Justice Court Jurisdiction 

In response to legislation eliminating the distinctions in municipill arid 
justice court jurisdiction 18 the Judicial Council adopted several new rules 
and amendments effective January I, 1977 to conform justice court proce
dure to that of the municipal court. New Rul~ 701 make,ti applicable to 
justice courts all California Rules of CoUrt previously applicable to munici
pal courts, including rules relating to form of pleadings, motions for a new 
trial or to vacate judgment, preliminary injunctions and receivers, and 
findings of fact and conclusions of law. New Rule 702 requires justice court 
judges, while in open court, to wear judicial robes. With the repeal of the 
statutory provision for ade novo trial in civil appeals from justice courts, 
except small c1aim~ appeals, 19 several prOvisions of the rules on appeal to 
the superior courtsl~ere revised to conform to the new procedures· (Rules 
121 (a), 143(a);144(~) and (e), 151 (b) and (c), 152(b) and (c), 154(a) and 
(b), 155 and 157 (c) ). Since every superior court will have an appellate 
department, conforming amendments were made to Rules 130, 134, 
136 (b) and 190, which had provided an alternative procedure for counties 
without an appellate department. Other technical amendments were 
made to Rules 61'(b), 62(b), 63(a), 66, 153, and 157(a). New Rule 2~ 
provides that any action properly pending in .the superior court before 
January 1, 1977 which would be within the jurisdiction of the justice court' 
if commenced after January 1, 1977 shall continue in the superior court 
until final determination. New Rule 790 defines exchange assignments 
within the meanipg of Government Code Section 68541 as amended effec-

. tive January 1,1977 .. 20 That section governs the compensation of a justice 
court judge sitting on assignment. 

Rect:,"rds of Court Reporfers 

Pursuant to 1976 legislation 21 an amendment to Rule 86Qadopted hy the 
Judicial Council effective JllJluary 1, 1977 added Humboldt, Madera, San 
18 Stats. 1976. Ch. 1288. 
: Code Civ. Pree. § 910, ~epealed by Stots. 1976. Ch. 1288.' . 

Stals. 1976, Cia. 13M. . " 
21 Stal!. 1976, Ch. 1472 (Gov. Code ~ 7()128); Ch. 1460 (Gov. Code ~ !i851'.5); Ch.l443 (Gov. Cod£! , 68iS2:)); Ch. 1452 (Gov. 

Code § 68521): Ch. 1458 (Gov. Code ~ !i8522); Ch. 338 (Gov. Code § 10114); Ch~l4B2 (Govh~ode ~ !i8521). 
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Diego, San Luis Obispo; Shasta and Tulare.Counties, and the Los Angeles 
Superior Court, to the list of courts in which court reporters are required 
to file reports and to maintain records of income, time, and transcript 
production for inspection by the Judicial Council. 

. Courtroom Use of Photography 

The Judicial Council adopted an amendment to Rule 980 effective J anil'· 
ary 1, 1977 which permits photographing, recording, or videotaping of 
judicial proceedings to perpetuate the record and permits closed circuit 
video transmission to allow persons in an adjacent court facility to observe 
the proceedings. The court must take adequate precautions to assure that 
any photographs, tapes or recordings of court proceedings will remain in 
the custody of the court or its officers and will be used only for judicial 
purposes. 

Acceptance of Judicial Council legal Forms 

In order to. resolve certain difficulties recently experienced by some 
attorneys, the Judicial Council adopted an amendment to Rule 982 effec
tive July 1, 1976 that requires courts to accept Jl,ldicial Council forms 
approved for optional use and permits an attorney, where necessary, to 
strike the preprinted title and address of a court and substitute a legible 
alternative. 

Family law Rules 

Rule 1211, relating to the parties to the proceeding, was amended effec
tive January 1, 1977 to include a cross-reference to the rules on joinder. 
Rule 1234, which concerns motions to quash service of summons, was 
amended effective January 1, 1977 to update a reference to the Code of 
Civil Procedure. 

Juvenile Court Rules 

As the result of a major two-year study, the Judicial Council adopted a 
comprehensive set of statewide juvenile court rules that restate statutory 
procedure as interpreted by case law and provide procedural guidance to 
juvenile court judges and referees, attorneys, probation officers and others 
appearing in the juvenile court (Rules 1300-1396, Rule 39). The new rules 
do not become effective until July 1, 1977, to allow time for interested 
groups and individuals to prepare for implementation of the rules and to 
allow time for further comments and adjustments to the rules. 22 

Superior Court Arbitration Rules 

In response to 1975.legislation, 23 the Judicial Council adopted new Rules 
160l-1617, effective July 1, 1976, establishing a new system of arbitration 
of civil cases in superior courts. The new rules apply whenever the parties 
-See Part I, 0Iapter 1 of this Report. 
IS Slab. urns, at. 100II; Code Civ. Proc. ff 1141.10, 1141.iO. 
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agree to arbitration or when the plaintiff requests arbitration and specifies 
the award may not exceed $7,500. 

Significant features of the new arbitration rules are: 
1. The decision to arbitrate must normally be made after the case is at 

issue and before a trial date has been set, but at the court's discretion a 
stipulation or request for arbitration may be given effect even tho~lgh not 
filed within those time limits. 

2. The parties may agree upon any active member of the State Bar or 
retired judge to act as the arbitrator, and they may also agree on the 
maximum amount of the arbitrator's award. .! 

3. In all but the smaller superior courts: 
(a) One panel of arbitrators speciali:?:es in personal injury cases, imd 

additional panels will be selected as needed for general practice or :for 
other specialties; . 

(b) An administrative committee selects th~ panel of arbitrators 
and regulates the details of the arbitration program; 

(c) The administrative committee includes an equal number of rep· 
resentatives of the personal injury plaintiffs' bar and defense bar; and 
if arbitration panels are established for other types of cases, appropriate 
additional members of the bar may be on the administrative committee. 
4. If the parties have not stipulated to an arbitrator, a list of potenQal 

arbitrators is randomly s.~lected and submitted to the parties; each party 
or side will have an oPPPrtunity to reject at least one name on the Ust. 

5. The normal rules of evidence are relaxed at arbitration hearings SO .. ! 
as to encourage the use of written reports, affidavits auld depositions; but 
the right to cross-examine the author of a report or other document is 
protected. 

6. Both sides have 20 days after the filing of the arbitrator's award in 
which to request a trial. If a trial is requested, the arbitration proceedings 
are nullified and cannot be referred to or used in any way during the trial . 

. In assessing costs, however, the arbitration award is treated as an offer 
made pursuant to Code of Civ:il Procedure Section 998 which was rejected 
by the party who requested the trial. Unreasonable requests for a trial 
after rendition of an arbitrator's award may, therefore, result in a cost 
penalty. 

7. If neither side requests trial within 20 days after filing of the arbitra
tor's award, the award will be entered as a judgment which may not be 
attacked or set aside except on unusual grounds. 

Nolic~ 10 Adv~rs~ Party 01 Applicalion lor .Ex Parle Order 

A new Section 15 of thdudicial Council's Standards ofJudicial Adminis
tration, effect!,ve July 1, llg76, recommends a general policy against grant· 
ing,>~x parte orders wi~hout notice to the adverse party. This section 
recom.rilends that ex pBllte applications for orders that would cause a C~ , 
significant direct" burden on the adverse party should not ordinarily be 
granted unl.ess the appli~ant has made reasonable efforts to give adequate 
n~ltice to the adverse patty, or it appears that giying notice would result 

~ ,j 
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in irreparable harm or would defeat the purpose of the proposed ex parte 
order. 

3. ·OTHER RULES 

Commission on Judicial Performance 

At the request of the Commission on Judicial Qualifications (now the 
Commission on Judicial Performance), the Judicial Council deleted from 
Rule 912, effective July 1,1976, a provision allowing masters appointed to 
conduct a hearing on the removal, censure or retirement of a judge to 
include in their report a recommendation for Commission action. 

Proposition 7, approved by the voters at the November 1976 General 
Election, amended Se~tions 8 and 18 of Article VI of the California Consti
tution to change the name of the Commission on Judicial Qualifications 
and enlarge the grounds for disciplinary action against judges. To conform 
the Commission's procedures with these amendments, the Judicial Coun
cil adopted new Rules 904 (d), 904.5, 909 (b), 920, 921 and 922 and amended 
Rules 901, 904 (a) ,907, 908 (b) , 909 (a) ,910(a), 912(a), 913, 917, 918 and 919, 
effective November 13, 1976. 

D. JUDICIAL REDISTRICTING 

In the period between July 1, 1975 and January 3,1977, there were major 
changes in the composition of municipal court and justice court districts 
in California. Realignments and consolidations eliminated 79 judicial dis
tricts and reduced the total number of judicial districts in California to 200. 
Eighty-eight justice court districts were eliminated and nine municipal 
court districts were created during this period. Details of the changes are 
appended. 

Table A gives the total number of judicial districts as of January 3, 1977 
and for each year since the lower court reorganization in 1953. There were 
only half as many judicial districts on January 3, 1977 as at the end of 
1952-53. During the 23-year period, justice court districts decreased by 
238 districts or 68 percent and municipal court districts increased- by 38, 
or 75 percent. 

The number of districts served by justice courts has decreased since the 
reorganization largely because of: (1) redistricting by local boards of 
supervisors resulting in the consolidation of separate justice court districts 
to form either municipal courts or larger justice court districts and (2) the 
creation of municipal courts as district populations increase to levels in 
excess of the 40,000 constitutional limit for justice courts. 
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TABLE A-CALIFORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 
All of June 30. 1953 through 1976 

ToW Number 
judicial ofjustlce 

Year districts courts 
1953 .............................................................................................................................. 400 349 
19M ............................................................. ,................................................................ 400 348 
1935 ...................................................................................... ~ ........................ ~............ 395 342 
1956 .............................................................................................................................. 395 341 
1957 .............................................................................................................................. 393 335 

1956 .............................................................................................................................. 390 329 
1959 .............................................................................................................................. 314 31l! 
1960 .............................................................................................................................. 314 3rT( 
1961 .............................................................................................................................. 311 ~ 
IIl6'l.............................................................................................................................. 310 298 

1963 .............................................................................................................................. 3M 293 
1964 .............................................................................................................................. 361 288 
1965 .............................................................................................................................. 349 216 
1966 ............................................... ,.............................................................................. 339 268 
1967 .............................................................................................................................. 336 l!63 

1968 .... ,......................................................................................................................... 326 253 
1900 .............................................................................................................................. 319 245 
1970 .............................................................................................................................. 319 244 
1971. .... ;........................................................................................................................ 309 23l! 
197IL............................................................................................................................. 303 228 

1973 ................................................................................................. _ .. _ ...... ;........... 297 221 
1974 .............................................................................................................................. 231 Uf 
1975 .....• / .......................................................................... , •....•....•........... , ••....... f........... 2T9 199 
1976 ............................................................................................................................. 2:l9 175 
1977 ............................................................................................................................. 200 III 

• As or Jan. 3. 1977 

165 

Number 
ofmunidps/ 

courts 
51 
32 
53 
54 
:58 

61 
6l! 
m 
69 
72 

72 
,73 
73 
71 
73 

73 
74 
75 
77 
77 

76 
77 
80 
84 
89 
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APPENDIX 

July I, 1975 
liameda .. Couniy"':"Pleasanton Justice Court District was consolidated with the Livermore 
. Municipal Court District to become the Livermore-Pleasanton Municipal Court. 

San Diego COWlty-Coronado and National Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 
become the South Bay Municipal Court District. 

July~, 1975 
Solano COWliy.-Benicia Justice Court District was consolidated with the Vallejo 

Municipal Court District to become the Vallejo-Benicia Municipal Court District. 

January I, 1976 
Los Angeles COWlty-Name change only. El Monte Municipal Court District became the 

Rio Hondo Municipal Court District. 
s8nt~ B'il-bsra County-Lompoc Justice Court vistrict became the Lompoc Municipal 

Court District. 

Solano COWlty-Dixon Justice Court District was consolidated "'ith the Fairfield 
-Suisun-Vac~ville Municipal Court District to become the Northern Solano Municipal 
Court District. 

Riverside COWlty-PalO Verde Jr..:.dce Court District was consolidated into the Desert 
Municipal Court District. 

Riverside COWlty-Beauni:on"t an,! Sm-Gorgorrlo Justice Court Districts were consolidated 
into the Mount San Jacinto Municipal Court District (formerly Hemet San Jacinto 
Municipal Court District). 

imperial COUntY-ala:wIer, Calexico, Calipatria, El Cenuo, Holtville, Imperial, 
Westmorland, and Winterhaven JU5tice Court Districts cc;nsolidated to become 
Imperial County Municipal Court District. 

January 9, 1976 
SisJdyou COWlty-Dorris and Tulelake Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 

become the Dorris-Tulelake Justice Court District. 
January IS, 1976 

Sutter COWlty-Butte and Yuba Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the 
Sutter County Municipal Court District. 

FeRnlary I, 1976 
Los Angeles County-San Antonio and South Gate Municipal Court Districts were 

consolidated to become the Southeast Municipal Court District. ' 
January 29, 1976 

San Diego COWlty-Ramona Justice Court District was divided into two parts. The 
southerly portion was consolidated into the El Cajon Municipal Court District and the 
northerly portion was consolidated into the North County Municipal Court District. 

March I, 1976 
Naps (,oWlty-Napa, St. Helena and CrJistoga Justice Court Districts were consolidated 

to become the Naplk,c)t. Helena-Calistoga Municipal Court District. 
July 1,1976 

SsriDiego COWlty-East CoUnty Justice Court District was consolidated withtk :EI Cajon 
Municipal Court District. . 

Fallbrook Jrur.ce Court District was consolidated vviththe North "County Municipal CQurt 
District. ,'; 
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August 2, 1976 
Kem County-Mojave and Tehachapi Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 

become Tehachapi-Mojave Justice Court District. 
August 12, 1976 

Kem County-Kern River-ltand Justice Court Districts were consolidated into the 
Bakersfield Municipal Court District. 

November 15, 1976 
Modoc County-Adin-.I.ookout, Alturas and Newell Justice Court Districts were 

consolidated to hecometne Modoc Justice Court District. 
Decemb~r 17, 1976 

Tulare County-Tulare and Pixley Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become 
the Tulare-Pixley Municipal Court Dismct. 

January 1, 1977 
Merced County-Atwater, Dos Palos, Gustine, Le Grand, Livingston, tos Banos, Merced 

and Snelling Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the Merced County 
Munici~Court District. 

Yolo County-Davis, Esparto, Grafton, Wasrungton, Winters and Woodland Justice Court 
Districts were consolidated to become the'Yolo C()unty Municipal Court District. 

Contra Costa County-Richmond and West Municipal Court Districts were consolidated 
to become the Bay Municipal Court District. 

Mariposa County"-coulterville Justice Court District was consolidated (nto the Mariposa 
Justice Court District. 

Plumas County-Beckwourth Justice C<!urt District Was consolidated into the Plurnas 
Justice Court District. 

Calaveras County-Angels-Murphys, San AIldreasand west POhltJustice Court Distric1.\ii 
were consolidated to become the Ca!averas Justice CO'llrt District. 

January 1, 1977 
Santa Clua County-Gilroy-Morgan Hill Justice Court District became a municipal court 

district. . 
January 2. 19'f7 

Fresno County-('~",:-:s and Ponderosa Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 
become the Clovis-Ponderosa Justice Court District. 

Kerman and Firebaugh Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the Fire
baugh-Kerman Justice Court District. 

Fowler and Caruthers Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the Fowler-
Caruthers Justice Court Dismct. ' 

Kingsburg and Riverdale Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the Kings-
burg-Riverdale Justice Court District. . 

Parlier and Selma Justice Court Districts were consolidated ~() becom~ the Parlier-Selma 
Justice Court DJstrict. .. 

Reedley an,c:l Dunlap Justice Court Districts were con;;olidated to become the Reedley
• Dunlap Justice Court District. 

Kern County-Indian Wells and Tehachapi-Mojave Jus~,Ce Court Districts were COli-

solidated to become the East Kern Municipal Court DiStrict. ' 
Arvin-Lamont, Buttonwillow, Delano-McFarland, Maricopa-Taft,Shafter and Wasco Jus

tice{.:ourt Distri,cts Were consolidated with the Bakersfield MuniCipal Court District to 
b~,;;ome the West Kern Municipal Cpurt District. . 

Monterey County-Pacific Grove Justice Court District was consolidated with the Monte-
• rey-Carrnel Municipal Court Dislrict which was renamed the Monterey Peninsula 

Munic;:ipal Coutt DistriC,t, . 
Soledad-Gonzales Justice t ... /(District was renamed the Central Justice Court District. 
King CitY-Greenfield and San Ardo Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become 

the Southern Justice Court District. 
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January 2, 1977 
Riverside County-Elsinore, Murrietta and Perris Justice Court Districts were consolidat

ed to become the T'nree Lakes Municipal Court District. 
Stanislaus Cov;,liy-Oelcdale-Waterford, Newman-Patterson, Riverbank and Turlock Jus

tice Court Districts were consolidated with the Modesto Municipal Court District 
which W;lS renamed the Strutislaus County Municipal Court District. 

San Bernardino County-Cucamonga and Etiwanda Justice Court Districts consolidated 
to become the Cucamoriga-Etiwanda Justice Court District. 

Calzona and Needles Justice Court Districts were consolidated to become the Needles
Calzona Justice Court District. 

Trinity County-Hayfork-Mad River, Trinity Center and Trinity River Justice Court 
Districts were consolidated to become the Trinity County Justice Court Distric~. 

Yuba County-O:.mptonville Justice Court District was consolidated into the Mar"~ville 
Justice Court District. 

San Benito County-Hollister and San Juan Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 
become the San Benito County Justice Court District. 

January 3,1977 
ShBSta County-Cottonwood Justice u -t District was consolidated into the Anderson 

Justice Court District. . 
Fall River Velley Justice Court District and a portion of Mountain Justice Court District 

were consolidated into the Burney Justice Court District. 
Castella Justice Court District and a portion of Mountain Justice Court District were 

c-onsolidated into the Central Valley Justice Court District. 
Lassen County-Big Valley and CP.ntral Justice Court Districts were consolidated to 

become the Lassen Justice Court District. 
Siskiyou County-Happy Camp, Scott Valley and Yreka Justice Court Districts were 

consolidated to become the Western Justice Court District. 
Inyo County-Northern Inyo and Southern Inyo Justice Court Districts were consolidated 

to become the Inyo County Justice Court District. 
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E. JUSTICE COURT QUALIFYING EXAMINATION 

Oral examinations are required when there are more than three quali
fied candidates for appointment to a justice court judgeship. 24 During the 
1976 calendar year oral examining boards were appointed to interview 
candidates for the office of justice court judge in eight judicial districts in 
six counties. 211 ' 

F. JUDICIAL COUNCIL LEGAL FORMS 

During 1976 the Judicial Council approved 27 new and revised forms for 
statewide use. Six new forms were approved for optional use in small 
claims proceedings, effective January 1, 1971: (1) Claim of Plaintiff and 
Order; (2) Claim of Plaintiff and Order (Unlawful Detainer); (S) Informa
tion for Plaintiff; (4) Claim of Defendant; (5) Notice of Entry of Judg
ment; (6) Notice of Appeal. 

Three existing forms were revised effecnveJanuary 1, 1971, and adopt~ 
ed for mandatory use pursuant to 1976 legislation: 26 (1) Summons; (8) 
Summons (Multipurpose); (9) Summons Goint Debtor). A mandatory 
form of (10) General Denial was adopted pursuant to legislative 
mandate. Z1 A revised (11) Order for Writ of Possession (Claim and 
Delivery) was approved for optional use\\effective January 1, 1977. 

Fourteen new forms for attachment proceedings were adopted effec
tive January 1, 1977 pursuant to the new attachment law (Code Civ. Proc. 
§§ 481.010-492.090): (12) Application for Attachment; (IS) Notice of Ap,. 
plication and Hearing for Right to Attach Order and Writ of Attachment; 
(14) Right to Attach Order Mter H~aring and Qrd&.:'~·fl)r. IssuanGe of Writ 
of Attachment; (15) Ex Parte Right to Attach Order-and Order for Issu
a11Ce of Writ of Attachment (Resident); O.6} Ex Paite Right to Attach 
Order and Order for Issuance of Writ of Attachment (Nonresident); (17) 
Writ of Attachment; (18) Temporary Protective Order; (19) Application 
and Notice of Hearing for Order to Vacate, Modify or Terminate Tempo
rary Protective Order; (20) Order to Terminate, Modify or Vacate Tem
porary Protective Order; (21) Notice of Oppo~ti()n to Application for 
Right to Attach Order and Claim of Exemption; (22) Undertaking by 
Sureties for Attachment or Claim and Delivery; (23), Notice of Attach,,
mentj (24) Application to Set Aside Right to Attach Or~~~ and Release 
Attached Property, etc.; (25) Order to Set Aside Attachment, to Substitute 
an Undertaking, etc. 
It Cov. Code It 71180.4, 71801.3; Cal. Rule3 of Court, ~uIes 7es.:.-rrO. ' , . ' 
II Oral eumlnt.tlGOS were given In Alplne.lnyo. Rivenlde. Shuta, SIerra, tnd Yuba Countl~ Only attome)'s were eligible 

to apply for the pooItions. In Alpine County. 11 attomeyl filed atatemenb or candidacy \Uld 6 were Interviewed for 
the vacancy In the AliJlne Jwtice Court SIx attomeysrued llatemenb or candldacy NId .vr, were interviewed for the 
Inyo Jwtiee Court vacancy. while 17 attorneys filed llatemenb of candidacy and 1. were Intervll,lWed for the Penlo 
JwticeCourt vacancy In Riven.lde County. Oral euminatiom for three districts were given hi Sb.m. County: seven 
filed In the Central V.ney Justice Court DIstrict and six were interviewed; five ~ In the Andtrion DIstrict and Ave 
were interviewed; and DIne rued In the Burney DIstrict and ieven w""' InteMewed. Twenty-three filed for the 
vacancy In the SIerra County Justice Court PUtrlct and '111 were Interviewed. In Yuba County all four .~eyJ who . 

_ rued for the va=cy In the Wbea~d Jwtice Court were interviewed. 
Ii Slab. llr/6,Cbs. 789 and 1m. 

Stab. 1376, CIt. 1:;89. 
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Two new criminal forms were approved for optional use effective July 
1, 19'16: (26) Defendant's Financial Statement; and (27) Judgment-Com· 
mitment. 

The Judicial Council revoked the form Instructions on Preparing Proof 
of Service (adopted in 19'10) and six attachment forms approved effective 
March 7, 19'13 for use under the interim attachment statute which was 
repealed effective December 31, 19'16: (1) Application and Declaration for 
Attachment and Temporary Restraining Order; (2) Notice of Hearing and 
Temporary Restraining Order Re Attachment; (3) Order for Writ of At
tachment After Hearing; (4) Order for Writ of Attachment Without Hear
ing; (5) Unq~rtaking by Sureties and Order; (6) Writ of Attachment. 

An explanation of the new forms and background of the changes in 
Co~cil forms follows: 

Small Claims Forms 

The Judicial Council approved six new forms for optional use in small 
claims actions: Information for Plaintiff, Claim of PlaintifF and Order (In
formation for Defendanton the rever~~ side), Claim of PlaintifF and Order 
(UnlawfuIDetainer), Claim of Defend!!.l1t, Notice of Entry of Judgment 
(with information on the enforcement and satisfaction of a small claims 

! ')hdgment and a form for the satisfaction of judgment on the reverse 
Side), and Notice of Appeal. These forms were developed in response to 
19'161egislation which repealed the eXisting small claims statute, substitut
ed a revised procedure effective January 1, 1m, and required the Judicial 
Council to provide the necessary legal forms. 28 

Summons Forms 

Chapter 789 of the 1976 statutes amended Section 415.10 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure to require the date of personal service, to be entered on 
the face of the summons at the time of its delivery. Accordingly, three 
forms of summons were revised to include an entry for the date of person
al service (Summons,Summons (joiI!t Debtor) and Summons (Multipur~ 
pose)). ., 

The existing form Summons (Unlawful Detamer) was revised and re
named Summons (Multipurpose) for proceedings in which the time for 
filing a.responsive pleading is oth:{:r than 30 days. Chapter 8I:r! of the 1976 
statutes added Section 17990 toth~ l:Jealth and Safety Code to provide for 
a 10000y perli:>d for filing a responsive pleading in.actiops brought under 
the State Housing Law. The statute also provides for a five-day response 
period in unlawful detaineI: proceedings. . 

Several minor changes were ~ made in the proof of service printed 
on the reverse side of the summons forms in order to facilitate completion 
of the forms .. 

The Judicial Council authorized the continued use of the unrevised 
. Summons (Marriage) and Summons (Joinder) until revision of the family 

law' forms now underway is approved. In the interim, when the family law 
III SI>ib. leTS, a.. 18, 
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summons are served personally, the date of personal service should be 
entered on the face of the copy of the summons served . 

General Denial 

A form of General Denial was adopted by the Judicial Council pursuant 
to a 1976 amendment to Code of Civil Procedure Section 431.4(). 29 The 
neW form is for use in actions where the demand or value of the property 
does not exceed $750. The form may also be used pursmOt to Code of Civil 
Procedure Section 431.30 as a general denial in actions where the demand 
or value of the property exceeds $750 if the complaint is unverified. 

Oraer for Writ of Possession 

The Judicial Council form Order for Writ of Possession (~laim and 
DeUvery) was revised pursuant to a: 1976 amendment of Code of Civil 
Procedure Section 512.070. 30 The revised form is approved for continued 
optional use in claim and delivery proceedings. 

Attachment Forms 

The ApjJUcation for Attachment form incorporates all of the elements . 
necessary for the plaintiff's application for (I) a right to attach order, 
order for writ of attachment, and additional writs of attachment, on notice 
or ex parte, against property of either a resident or nonresident defendant; 
and (2) a temporary protective order. i 

The Notice of Application and HearirJg for Right to Attach Order and 
Writs of Attachment. for use when plaintiff seeks a writ of attachment, 
provides all required notices to t1:I:~ defendant. 

The Right to Attach Order After}learingand Order for Issuance of Writ 
of Attachment would be used to gl~imt plaintiff, following a noticed hear
ing, a right to attach order and also an order for issuance of a writ of 
attachment if the defendant fails to establish that his property is exempt 
from attachment. A plaintiff who has obtained a right to attach order may 
apply for a writ against new nonexempt property where f;he original writ 
was denied because of defendant's successful claim of exerhption or where 
prior levies .. on property were insufficient to secure the amount to be 
attached . 

. The forms Ex Parte Right to Attl!Jch Order and Order for Issuance of 
Writ of Attachment (Resident and NOIJ.resident) are for use when plaintiff 
applies ex parte for a right to attach ot-der and writ of attachment, or. for l#~ 
additional writs of attachment. The nonresident form,t3 for use if the 
attachment is sought aga.itJ.st the property of a nonresident defendant. 

The ~';t of Attachment form, issued by thEt_cJerk of the court pursuant 
to an order for the issuance of a writ of attacluri:~nt, represents the. author
ity under which the levying officer levies upon the property of the defend
ant. 

The Temporary Protecb've Order mar: be issued when plaintiff makes 
: Slab. 1976, Ch. 135. 

Stab. llY76, Ch. leo 
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a noticed application for a writ of attachment. The order would preserve 
the assets sought to be attached until the hearing at which the court will 
determine whether the writ should issue. Additionally, when plaintiff 
applies ex parte for the writ of attachment, the court may, in lieu of the 
writ, grant a temporary protective order until the matter can be heard on 
notice. 

A defendant may terminate a temporary protective order by making a 
noticed application and filing an appropriate undertaking. Alternatively, 
a defendant may apply ex parte (unless the court orders a hearing) for an 
order to modify or to vacate the temporary protective order ii1 the interest 
of justice and equity to the parties without filing an undertaking. The 
forms AppUcation and Notice of Hearing for Order to Vacate, Modify or 
Terminate Temporary Protective Order and Order to Terminate, Modify 
or Vacate Temporary Protective Order are for use by the defendant in 
applying for an order terminating, modifying or vacating the temporary 
protective order, and by the court in granting defendant's application. 

The dual-use form Notice of Opposition to Right to Attach Order and 
. Claim of Exemption is available to the defendant: (1) to oppose the issu
ance of the rightto attach order (§ 484.(60) and! or (2) to claim an exemp
tion either in response to plaintiff's noticed application or on motion of the 
defendant following a change of circumstances or an ex parte levy (Code 
Civ. Proc. § 485.610) pursuant to Section 482.100. 

The Undertaking by Sureties form is designed for use both in attach
ment and claim and delivery proceedings. 

The existing Undertaking form for claim and delivery may be used until 
January I, 1978. -

The form Notice of Attachmentimplem.ents Section 488.020 which pro
vides that the notice of attachment shall inform the person served of the 
capacity in which he is served, the specific property sought to be attached, 
and his rights and duties under the attachment. The description of the 
specific property sought to be attached is provided by serving a copy of 
,the Order for Issuance of the Writ of Attachment with the Notice of 
Attachment. 

The AppUcation to Set Aside Right to Attach Order and Release At
tached Prope.~ty, Etc. is a combined form for the following uses by the 
defendant in responding to an attachment of property: (1) upon the 
issuance ex parte of a writ of attachment, to apply for an order to set aside 
the right to attach order, to quash the writ of attachment and to release 
the attached property; (2) to apply for an order to release attached prop
erty exceeding in value the amount to be secured by the attachment; (3) 

" to substitute an und~rtaking for property; (4) to apply for an increase in 
,I,'" the undertaking of the plaintiff; or (5) to determine the sufficiency of the 

plaintiff's £ureties. II! addition, the defendant would use this form to apply 
ex parte for an order to discharge the attachment and release property 
levied upon where the defendant recovered judgment in the action, and 
to release property levied upon after filing an undertaking on appeal. 

The corresponding Order to Set Aside Attachment, to Substitute an 
Undertaking, Etc. is issued by the court in granting the relief sought in the 
application. ' 
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criminal Forms 

Penal Code Section.987.8 provides that the court should, upon the con
elusion of criminal proceedings, make a determination of tJne. present 
ability of the defendant to pay for the. costs of counsel furnished by the 
county. The 1974 Legislature amended Section 987;8 31 to provide for a 
hearing on this determination and also to require that the defendant be 
informed prior to the furnishing of trial counsel that the court, at the 
conclusion of the criminal proceeding, will determine the defendant's 
ability to pay for the legal services furnished and will order the defendant 
to reimburse the county fully or partially if the court finds the defendant 
able to pay. The Judicial Council form Defendant's Financ;ial Statement 
is a combined form for use at the commencement of the P'Foceedings in 
determining the defendant's eligibility for receiving legal counsel at 
county expense and also following the proceedings in. e!ltablishing his 
ability to reimburse the county for the cost of the'services received. 

The form Judgment-Comrmtment is for use by superior, courts in sen
tencing proceedings and combines into one document theijudgment and 
commitment, the abstract of judgment, an alternative ord~f granting pro
b~tion, and the ~utes of the sentencing proceeding. Putsuant to Penal 
Code Section 1213, the Judgment-Commitment form is used as the war
rant or instrument authorizing the Department of Corrections to receive 
the prisoner ordered to serve time in state prison. Included on the fOrnl 
are the court's findings required by Penal Code Section 1213.5. A finding 
by the court of the presentence custody time that may p¢ credited to the 
defendant by the Department of Corrections is also s~it out and is. of 
particular importance to the Department of Correctioni~ for computing 
the dates of the minimuw and maximum terms and of j?ossible parole. 

Use of Dllclal~jons (Jntl"r Penally of PlltfUry i) 

The explanatory footnote appearing Qn some Judici~~ Council forms 
concerning declarations under penalty of perjury was rj~vised in accord-
ance with the amendments effective January 1, 1m to Code of Civil 
Procedure Section 2015.5 :Ii permitting the use in Califoniaa of declarations 
under penalty of perjury made uiI\other state~ where~ suc~~ declarations are~ 
authorized in lieu of affidavits. Several existingJudicial aouncil forms bear·· 

. the explanatory footnote that only declarations made liin California are 
authorized in this ~tate. The forms bearing this footnot~i!pay .continue to 
be used until revised. Local courts are authorized to sullsfitute the updat
ed foomote 'appear4tg on the new arid revised forms!1 when reprinting 
these forms locally. . . !:' '., 

All of the new and revised forms were pr~Pl\fe~,and ~:ecommended for 
Council approval by the Judicial Council Advisory, COIj(UIlittee on Legal 
Formsta statewide cornmitteewith representation fromi~e ~tate Bar, the 01 

judiciary and the court clerks' organizations. In accordai~ce with .the Judi., 
cial CouncU's long-standing ,poijcy, the new fOrm5rwere ~ubnrltted to the 
;r:-- il 
:II Stab. 1974. Cb. 1199. r" \. 

Stab. 11m. Cb. .. ~ 

\i 
() '\\ 

\ II 
'.\ 
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State Bar's BDard Df Governors fDr the Board's review and approval prior 
to final approval by the Council. ' 

Copies of the new and revised fDrms were sent to trial courts throughout 
the state so. that each court might reproduce the forms for local use. 

G. FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS 

A. The following Judicial Council projects that were funded by federal 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration grants operated in 1976: 

1. JUDICIAL CRIMINALJUSTlCE PLANNING COMMITTEE (ccq #8035-0) 
$73,724 ccq (LEAA) 1$81,916. total project cost. 

This grant continued to support the Judicial Ciiminal Justice Planning 
Coriunittee organized pursuant to. Sections 13830-13833 of the Penal Code. 
The coriunitteereviews and makes recDmendatiDns to. the Office of Crimi
nalJustice Planning on any California court project submitted for funding. 
It also develDps planning material for trial court use and serves to provide 

. direction for court projects. 
2. TRIAL COURT CRIMINALJUSTlCE COORDINATOR (ccq #1300-3) 

$29,299 ccq (LEAA) 1~2,554 total project cost. 

. Many imprDvements in the administration Df justice are trial court mat
ters that require implementation through a local court or Gourts and that 
can be assisted by federal funds. This grant funds a Trial Court Criminal 
Justice Coordinator to assist trial courts in this connection. The coordina
tor delineates specific projects, prepares grantappli~ations for funding, 
and coordinates t4e implementation of such fundedprDjects in suitable 
trial courts. He also assists ccq regional boards in preparation of judicial 
components Df their comprehensive plans, assists trial courts in the prepa
ration of additional applications for federal funding and distributes perti
nent informatiDn to all appropriate trial courts. 
3. FOUR11f APPELLATE DISTRICT DEFENDER PROJECT (ccq #0873-4) 

$109,824 ccq (LEAA) 1$122,026 total project cost. 

Under this grant, the pilot project to demonstrate the feasibility of 
Drganized appellate defender services by providing a service in the 
Fourth Appellate District (San Diego) was carried for nine mo~ths until 
thE! statewide Public Defender's Office established by legislation passed in 
1975 became operational. The project provided staff appellate counsel, 
trainee law students, supervised appointed private counsel and provided 
supportive services to. those appointed cDunsel. The project received four 
years of federal funding. 
4. LANGUAGE NEEDS OF NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING PERSONS (Ceq #2096-2) 

$91,700 ccq (LEAA) 1$101,289 total project cost. 

Pursuant to. 1973 Assembly Concurrent ResDlution 74, the Judicial Coun
cil commenced this project to identify and evaluate, at every stage of the 
judicial process, bctthcriminal and civil, the language needs of non-Eng
lish speaking persons. During the project's first year, documents and forms 
were identified which should be provided in languages other than English 
and initial standards were developed for the. training and utilization of 
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court interpreters. This project, in its second year, culminated in a final 
report and recommendation to the Judicial Council and the Legislature 
for improved court interpreter services;' 
5. CENTER FOR JUDICIAL EDUCATION AND RESEARCH (Ccq #1342--3) 

$253,798'CCq (LEAA) /$309,998 total project cost. 

This grant furnished third year funding for the California Center for 
Judicial Education and Research (C1ER) , which is'under the joint sponsor
ship of the Judicial Council and the California Judges AssociatiQn. Major 
areas undeftakeninclude: (1) development of a "grand outline" 6f educa
tional topics important to everyday judicial work; (2) publishing bench
books and materials pertinent to the outline; (3) conducting all 

, educational programs for judges (including orientation, institutes and the 
California College of Trial Judges); and (4) research into new methods 
and materials of judicial education (including videotape). At the end of 
the project period, th~ Center became a pennanent part of the Judicial 
Council's state-funded budget. 
6. NEW TRIAl JUDGES ORIENTATION (Ceq #257~1) 

$67,500 ccq (LEAA) 1t15,0Q0 total project cost. 
This grant financed the first year of a three-year expedmental effort to 

institute a year-round, individualized orientation program for new Cali
fornia trial judges and to prepare the related training materials. The effort 
was developed by the California Center for Judicial Education and Re
search. 
7. UNIFORM .JllVENlLE COURT RULES PROJECT (ccq #1873-2) 

$62,407 ccq (LEAA) /$69,340 total project cost. 

This grant funded the development of rules for juvenile court proceed
ings under the authority of the California Constitution and Welfare and 
Institutions Code Section 570. An advisory committee of juvenile court 
judges guided and assisted the project staff in preparing, the drafts of rules 
for JUdicial Council review and adoption. During the second year of the 
project the draft nlies were distribute(l for comment, revised and ulti
mately adopted by the Judicial Council to be effective July 1, 1977. The 
new rules are expected to result in greater procedural uniformity and 
guiqance to judges, referees, attorneys and probation officers in the state's 
58 juvenile _ cB~~t~ __ ' ' 
8. NA,TIONALCENTER FOR STATE COURTS-WESTERN REGIONAL OFFICE 

(CCC] #1439-4) $43,000 CCC) (LEAA)/$47,778 total project cost, ' 

The National Center for State Courts, headquartered in Denyer, Colo
'rado, has embarked upon a policy of establishing regional offices to assist ' 
its constituent state, courts. The CEmtel' maintains a regional' office in 
California to serve the entire western United States, and the pl.lrpOSe of 
this grant is to provide funding to support the, office. Together ,with 'funds 
from other states and from private sources, the, grIWt·funds, prOvided 

) funding for half of the fourth year of the Center's operation in.San Fran-
cisco. J::'l 
9. STATEWIDE CALENDAR MANAGEMENT TEeHlYICAL ASSISTANCE TEAM 
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(ccq # 1340-4) $148,378 ccq (LEAA) 1 $164,864 total project cost, 

This' grant implements the principle that improvements in calendaring 
and management techniques provide a primary means of reducing delay 
in the judicial process. The Calendar Management Technical Assistance 
Team offers its services upon request to superior, municipal and justice 
courts throughout the state. Staff members assisted local courts in analyz
ing calendar management problems and in implementing recent develop
ments in calendar management techniques. The project is recommended 
for inclusion in the Judicial Council's 1977-78 budget as a continuing, 
state-funded operation. 

,10. SIVDY OF UNPUBliSHED OPINIONS OF APPELLATE COURTS (Ccq #2380-1) 
$29,986 ccq (LEAA) 1$33,317 total project cost. 

The goal of this study was to determine whether some appellate court 
opinions that have not been published meet the standard for publication 
prescribed by Rule 976 of the California Rules of Court and to recommend 
any appropriate changes in that rule. The project was completed at the 
end of the year. 
11. COURT MANAGEMENT CONFERENCES (Ccq #2150-1) 

$54,000 ccq (LEAA) 1$60,000 total project cost. 

The conferences funded by this grant during t~le first six months of the 
year convened court officers and administrative staff from trial and appel
late courts for the purpose of sharing successful management techniques 
to improve the effectiveness and efficiency of the judicial system. Six such 
workshops were held during the year. 
B. The following Judicial Council projects have been approved for funding during 1977 by 

the California Council on Criminal Justice as a part of the 1977 State and Private Agency 
Plan. 

1. NEW TRIAL COURT JUDGES ORIENTATION (CCCJ #2,p7!)':2) 
$130,500 ccq (LEAA) 1$145,000 total project cost. 

This project will fund the second year of the experimental effort to 
institUte a year-round,· individualized orientation program for new Cali
fornia trial judges. 
2. MANAGEMENT STANDARDS FOR JURORS AND WITNESSES 

$90,000 ccq (LEAA) ($100,000 total project cost. 

This project is designed to meet the critical need to improve manage-
,ment and treatment of jurors and witnesses in criminal proceedings by 
analyzing the major management prqblems involved with jurors and wit
nesses at the trial court level, developing standards to address the prob
lems,. and testing, implementing and evaluating these standards in a pilot 

. program. 
3. WORKSHOPS ON CRIMINAL CA.SELOADS 

$54,000 ccq (LEAA) ($60,000 total project cost. 

This project will fund a series of workshops specifically designed to assist 
courts in dealing with criminal backlog and delay, and .. the needs of de
fendants, victims and witnesses. The workshop design is to assist judicial 
and nonjudicial personnel of the state's courts in carrying out their respon-
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sibilities more effectively by familiarizing tbem with recent developments 
and innovations in court management and by providing a forum for dis
cussion of the most pressing problems facing the trial courts and their 
consumers. 
4. JUDICIAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE PLANNING COMMlTJ'EE (Ccq #:8035-77) 

$67,336 CCC] (LEAA) 1$14,818 total project cost. 

These funds will continue the operation of the committee pursuant to 
Sections 13830-13833 of the Penal Code. 
S. TRIAL COURT CRIMINAL JUSTICE COORDINATOR (Ccq #:8037-77) 

$34,120 ccq (LEAA) 1$37,911 total project cost. 

Fourth-year funding for this staff position is contemplated with the 
approval of this project. ' 

H. COORDINATION OF MULTICOURT CIVIL ACTIONS 33 ".-

One hundred eighteen petitions for coordination of actions sharing a 
common question of fact or law and pending in different courts were 
received during 1975 by the Chief Justice as Chairman of the,. judicial 
Council. Also during 1976, the Judicial Council published a book'\::ntitled 
"Coordination of Civil Actions" for distribution to the judiciary and court 
personnel involved in coordination proceedings. 34 i) 

The 1976 rate of filings of petitions for coordination was higher than that 
experienced during 1974 and 1975, the first years .. ~1}ring which the p:rOcE~
dure was available,35 but the subject matter mi:itremained basically un
changed. Leading numerically were petitions for coordination. involving 
actions for personal injury, death and j>roperty damage arising out of 
automobile collisions,36 and otherwise, followed by litigation involving 
commercial disputes, 38 real propertY actions, 39 multiparty claims in con
structioQ. and subdivision pro~ects, 40 public law" questions, 41 fire 
casualties,42 miscellaneous torts, 'and family law. 44 Petitions for "verti
cal" coordination of. superior court actions and municipal court actions 
continue to occur frequently. 45 

Petitions for coordination during 1976 .. included a total of 321 actions, 251 
in: the superior court and 16 in the municipal courts. Of the 118 petitions 
for coordination filed during 1976, 11 were granted and 20 were denied 
33 Code Clv. Proc. §§ 404-404.8; Cal. RuI"" of Court,IIu1"" 1501':llSSO. Coordination Is basically a two-<;tep proceedlng:,on 

petition, the Chairman assJgru a coordination motion judge to determine whether coordination of the relaled actions 
Is appropriate (Code Ciy. Proc. § 404; Gal. RuI"" of Court, Rules 1521, l~); and if coordination Is ordered, the 
Chairman assJgru a coordination ·trial judge to hear and determine lhe coordinated actions (Code Clv. Proe. § 404.3; 
Cal. Rules of Court, RuI"".15£9, 1540). . '" 

:UCov. Code § 68M2. Authors are Hon. William H. Levit, Judge of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County (retired) 
IIno! Alexander B. YalrulU, coordination attorney in the Admlnistrative Office of the Courts. 

35 See 1976 Judicial Council Report at pp. 77-78. 
~ 119 petitions. 
:r1 11 petitions; 
.38 14 petitions. 
': 12 petitiOIU. 

, 11 petitiolU. 
. 4':1 petitions. 

42 :I petitions. 
, . 43 3 petil:ions. 
. 44 2 petitions. 
~ 67 petitiolU. 
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or withdrawn. The remainder were still pending at the close of the year. 
Other features of coordination practice are becoming apparent. One 

feature is that, although the "big" groceedings may embrace hundreds of 
parties within dozens of actions, the typical coordination petition in
cludes only a few parties and two or three actions. ~ Another feature is that 
coordination facilitates settlement of cases in whole or in part, .a some
times in situations which-until all the parties in the several actions were 
brought before a single judge-seemed very unpromising for negotiated 
solution. 

A file for each coordination proceeding is maintained in the San Fran
cisco office of the Judicial Council. 
4tI Eg .• "R018VIIIe explosion ~" Uudlclal Council No. 146). 
~ Thls category CillDprIIes 219 of the Ant 280 petitions. 
~ Partial r.ecords In the AdmlnlrIrative Office of the Courts suggest that between 70 perc<mt-80 percent of coordlnatlon 

proceedlngs L"e tennlnf.ted after oettlement of all or aomG of the actlons. 
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CHAPTER 2 

JUDICIAL 5T ATI5TIC5 

A. SUPREME COURT 

1. SUMMARY OF FILINGS AND BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

179 

In.1975-76 the Supreme Court recorded 3,7ff1 filings, a slight increase 
over the previous year. The composition of these filings changed signifi
cantly, however: petitions for hearing of civil appeals previously decided 
by courts of appeal increased by 361 (41 percent), and petitions for hear
ing of criminal original proceedings increased by 203 (303 percent); peti
tions for hearing in criminal appeals incre!4Sed only slightly (by 48), but 
there was a large drop (-284) in petitions for review of civil original 
proceedings. The net result of these changes was an increase of 308 (13 
percent) in total petitions for hearings. That increase was largely offset by 
a. decrease in proceedings filed originally in the Supreme Court. 

There were 21 direct appeals in death penalty cases automatically ap
pealed to the Supreme Court. 1 

Type of RUng 
Tow filinll' ........................... . 

Petition for hearing of cases 
previowly decided by 
the Courts or Appeal .. .. 

Ovll appeals ..................... . 
CrimJnaI appesls ............. . 
Civil originnJ proceedlnll' 
CrimJnaI original pro-

ceedinll' ......................... . 
Ml!cel1aneous .................. .. 

TABLE l-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS 

Flocal Year. , .... through 1975-~ 
1965- 1966- 1967- 1968- 1969- 1910- J!lTJ- Jm- JII13- J!lTf- 1m
~ ~ ~ ~ m n n n u ~ ~ 

2,522 2.716 2,9l!9 3.322 3,4000 3.179 3,238 3,139 3,513 3,658 3.704 

1,2Il! 1,379 1,169 1,874 2,064 2,196 2.417 2,38lI 2,571 2,i566 2,IiIl4 
~ m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ m m 1~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ 00 ~ ro m m ~ ~ 
~ ~ m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ m 

~ ~ m 71 n M ~ ~ ~ ~ m 
las 1~ 168 148 152 III 93 12tl 96 - • • 

Direct appeals........................ 253 211 49 15 17 38 11 o o 18 21 

OrIginal proceedlnll' 
Ovll...................................... 74 91 83 84 84 108 178 UIO I~ 2f11 lIlT 
CrimJnaI ............................ ;. 983 1,0211 1,(I.'l7 1,349 1,23.5 835 632 593 1m 877 S92 

Mt'tlon 10 dImtIss on cleric', 
""rtlf\cate........................ 7 9 0 0 0 0 (I 0 0 0 

• Due to small number, these filinll' Weie Included In IbtIng by character or underlying pr~g. 

During the fiscal year, the Supreme Court disposed of 2,894 petitidns for 
hearing, 814 original proceedings and 38 executive clemency applications, 
in additipn to. numerous motions and petitions for rehearing. A larger 
number of matters was disposed of by written opinion than in any year 
si~ce 1970-71: 112 appeals and 79 original proceedings, or a total of 191. 
This is. equivalent to en cases decided on the merits per justice of the 
Court, in addition to the Court's heavy workload of petitions for hearing, 
original proceedings and other matters. 
I Direct appeal. to the Supreme Court are per'mflied only In c:ri:ninalcases wherejudgmenl or dealh Iw heen pronounced. 

a.l. Const;. Arl. VI, t 11. In those ClUeS, the appeal b automatic. Pen. ~ , 1239(b). 
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TABLE II-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1965-66 through 1975-76 
1965- 1968- 1967- 1968- 1969- 1970- 1971- 1!172- 1973- 1974- 1975-

Business tr8Il!llcted 66 67 66 69 10 71 72 73 74 75 76 
Total busln .... transacted .......... 4,016 4,135 4,296 4,124 4,772 4,637 4,673 4,691 5,288 5,646 6,035 

Appeals 
By written oplnlon ................. . 
Without oplnlon (by di=is

sal, affinnance or reversal 
on stipulation, motion, 
etc.) ...................................... .. 

Original proceedings (uiclud. 
Ing habeas corpus) • 

118 140 116 140 114 116 86 117 79 105 112 

6 8 8 2 0 11 7 2 4 6 

By written oplnlon.................. 62 58 58 66 91 86 76 62 76 84 79 
Without oplnlon ...................... 1,120 1,028 1,G48 1,180 1,121 911 B02 588 860 840 735 

Petitions for hearing 
Granted ...................................... 127 157 168 158 191 £04 230 181 198 172 229 
Denied........................................ 1,078 1,222 1,601 1,716 1,873 j,994 2,167 2,205 2,373 2,394 2,665 

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

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

20 35 33 

5 1 1 
67 106 66 

20 

11 
93 

67 

o 
95 

67 

1 
67 

30 

1 
55 

2 
62 

64 

3 
50 

89 124 

3 1 
72 &'I 

Orders" 
Transfers and retransfers ...... 908 749 452 157 177 169 198 '231 189 221 232 
Alternative ~ts or olders to 

show cause ........ :................. 52 60 61 
MbceUaneous............................ 474 608 717 551 997 S48 940 1,161 1,331 1,567 1,650 

Executive clemency appUca. 
tions e ...................................... 11 23 30 36 46 43 61 12 9 36 38 

• Includes those Aled lnltiaUy In the Supreme Court, and those previously decided by Courts of Appeal but trlUlSferred to 
• b the Supreme Court on petition for hearing or on its own motion. 

Excluding granted motions te dismiss reported under appeals. 
" Not reported elsewhere. 
d Data previous to 1973-74 Included In misceUaneous. 
e Cal. Const., Art. V, ~ 8. 

The Supreme Court's workload also included several disciplinary pro
ceedings against attorneys, as reflected in Table III below. Total discipli
nary proceedings declined by 16 percent from the previous year. A large 
percentage of the attorneys subject to disciplinary proceedings did not 
seek review 2 of the State B"ar's recommendations and, as noted in Table 
III, a large number resigned while proceedings were pending. Even when 
the attorney involved did not challenge the recommendation; however, 
the Supreme Court reviewed the record and made its own determination 
of t~le approp!i~t~ discipliIla!.f sancti.c>n. 
2 Whim an attorney Ales a petition for a writ of review in the Supreme Court. the disciplinary matter is docketed as a civil 

original proceeding, and the case is reflected bOth in the summary of filings arid. when decided, in the business 
transacted tnbles. 
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TABLE III-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 end 1975--78 
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1971J...76 1974-75 
Record of conviction of crime rued 

Suspension ordered because offense Involved moral turpitude ........................ _................................... 16' 14 b 
Referred to Slate Bu for determination whether offerue Involved moral turpitude........................ 18 14 d 

Slale Bar recommendations of suspension or probo.tltn ................................................................................ 34 C .f1 
Slate: Bar recoinmendations of disbannent ..................... ,.................................................................................. 10 14.e 
Slate Bar PJing without specific recommendation ............................................................. :............................ I 2 ( 
Resignation while disciplinary proceedings pending ...................................................................................... 15 23 
Petitions for reinstaternent.................................................................................................................................... 3 2 

Total .................................................................................................................................................................... 97 116 
• Petitions to set aside or stay suspension rued In three. Objections or writ 0( review filed In three. One Will referred to 

Slate Bar after suspension ordered. .' 
b Includes one where suspmsion W1I5 foUowed by disbarment. Petitions to Jet aside or stay suspension filed In two. 
~ Writs of review rued In 10. Petitions to stay suspension /lied In one. 

Writs of review rued In 18. 
e Writs of review rued In four. 
(Writs of review rued In two. 

2. PETITIONS FOR HEARING 

Petitions for hearing set a new record, ex«;!eeding last year by 328 (12.8 
percent) and the previous record by 323 (12.6 percent). The most sjgnifi
cant area of increase was civil appeals. While part of the increase in 

. petitions for hearing is the predictable result of an increase in Court of 
Appeal dispositions by written opinion, (see Table VIII, infra), it also 
appears that petitions for hearing were filed in a greater percentage of 
appeals decided by written opinion: ' 

Appetds ckcickcI Pditions Ii»' 
by ec..uu of Appeal H~ in A~ t; 

1975-76 ........................................................................................................ ,5,592 2,310 41.3 
1974-75 ................................................... ,.................................................... 5,2oiO 1,901 36.3 
1973-74 ............................... :........................................................................ 4,389 1.686 38.4 
1972-73 ........................................................................................................ , 3,111lO I,m 37.5 

Similar increases are found for both civil and criminal appeals; it is not 
clear whether this indicates a greater propensity to petition for hearing 
or was the result of random: factors which, were applicable only in 1975-
76. Although there was a substantial increase in petitions for hearing on 
criIriinal original proceedings, there was a decrease in such proceedings 
filed as new matters in the Supreme' Court and, consequently no change 
in overall workload arising from those matters. The increase in petitions 
for hearing appea!s,however, was a direct increase in workload. 

The Supreme Court agreed to review 229 cases w)Uch had previously 
been before Courts of Appeal, or 7.9 percent of the petitions. c, 

The percentage of petitions granted did not differ greatly from the prior 
year in most categori~s; the -Olimber of 'Petitions granted in civil original 
proceedings was about the same although reduced filings in that category 
resulted in that number being a higher percentage than last year. Almost 
twice as many petitions for hell!jng of civil appeals were granted (153 vs. 
82) reflecting both the greatly increased number of those petitions and a 
slightly higher percentage granted. 
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TABLE IV-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING IN SUPREME COURT-NUMBER 

Filed .......................... 
Granted ...................... 
Percent granted ...... 

FILED, GRANTED AND PERCENT GRANTED 
Fiscal Years 1965-66 Through 1975-76 

1965- 1966- 1967- 1966- 1969- 197()" 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974-
66 6T 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 

1,205 1,379 1.769 1.874 2,064 2,198 2,417 2,386 2,571 
127 157 168 IllS 191 204 230 181 198 

10.5 11.4 9.5 8.4 9.3 9.3 9.5 7.6 7.7 

TABLE V-CALIFORNiA 'SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING GRANTED AND DENIED 

BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

1975-76 1974-75 
Granted Granted 

75 
2,566 

172 
6.7 

1975-
76 

2,894 
29.9 
7.9 

Type of Proceeding Filed No. lI'i Denied Filed No. lI'i Denied 
Total .......................................... 2,894 229 7.92,665 2,1566 172 6.7 2,394 

Civil appeals .................................... 1,233 153 12.4 1,080 872 82 9.4 790 
Criminal appeals ............................ 1.077 35 3.2 1,D42 1,029 52 5.1 977 
Civil original proceedings ............ 314 32 10.2 282 598 33 5.5 56S 
Criminal original proceedi.,gs • .. 270 9 3.3 261 67 5 7.5 62 

Miscellaneous motions and al>' _b _b _b _b _b _b _b _b 
pUcations ................................ .. 

• Habe .... OJrpus 
b Due to small number, these petitions ,were included u. !i"ting by character of underlying proceeding. 

3. ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
, 

Filings of both civil and criminal original proceedings in the Supreme 
Court decreased for the first time in three years. The decrease in criminal 
original proceedings (habeas corpus) i~ particularly significant, and ap
pears related to the increased number of habeas corpus matters in which 
Supreme Court review was sought by petition for hearing. Although rela
tively few petitions for original writs are granted and decided by the 
Supreme Court, by written opinion, they impose a substantial workload on 
the Court, since each matter filed must be evaluated by the Court to 
determine if it presents a question of substantial merit. A significant num
ber are found to be sufficiently meritorious to require a full hearing, which 
the Supreme Court may direct should be held in a lower court. 3 

4. APPEALS 

Twenty one direct appeals were filed 4 in 1975-76, representing criminal 
cases in which the death penalty was imposed. The Supreme Court with
held argument on these cases pending deci,sion by the'United States Su
preme Court on the constitutionality of the' death penalty laws of certain 
other states. The appeals shown as disposed of in Table II, therefore con
sisted entirely of cases which had previously been decided by a Court of 
Appeal and in which a hearing was granted in the Supreme Court pursu
ant to petition or on the Court's own motion, rather than cases within the, 
Supreme Court's original appellate ju.ri..s~ictio~. 
3 See Table II, Transfers ~d Retransfers. 
4'A criminal appeal Is deemed "filed" when the, record,lncluding a reporter·;transcrip~.~recelved by the reviewi~court. 
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B. COURTS Of APPEAL 

1. FILINGS 
Summary 

Filings of contested matters S in the Courts of Appeal continue to evi
d~mce a steady upward trend; the 10,312 such matters filed in fiscal 
W75-76 represented an increase of 3.8 percent over the previous year, a 
smaller percentage increase than in 1974-75 and in 1973-74. However, the 
category of case representing the greatest amount of work for an appellate 
court-civil appeals-showed a large increase numerically and in percent
age terms. 

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

FROM SUPREME COURT) 
Fiscal Year81~ Through '1975-76 

1965- 1956- 1967- 1~ 1fj{jg... 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1915-
Type of filing 66 67 68 69 70 7J '/J! 73 74 75 76 

Totalfillngs .........• MI3 5,538 6,411 6,814 8,039 8,684 8,348 9,186 9,B03 10,349 10,797 

Appeals 
1,664 Civil .•..... " .......... 1,462 1,478 I,7S1 1,981 1,921 ' 2,191 2Pl 2,380 2,686 3,183 

Criminal ............ 1,834 1,948 2,037 2,120 2,Il62 3,02S 'P64 3,106 3,300 3,229 3,279 

Original proceed. 
ings 

, Civil .................... 971 97S 1,347 1,608 2,172 2,S20 2,492 2,S2O 2,593 2,730 2,842 
Criminal ............ 713 861 1,073 1,051 1,006 861 741 903 1,14S 1,291 1,008 

Total contested 
malters .......... 4,786 5,262 6,121 6,s30 7,721 8,327 8,194 8,806 9,418 9,936 10,312 

Motions to dismiss 
on clerk's cer-
tificate 

Civil .................... 22S 273 288 337 317 as? 3S3 377 384 411 484 
Criminal ............ 2 3 2 7 1 0 I 3 3 2 1 

Court of Appeal filings in 1975-76 included 6,462 appeals, which com
prised 62.7 percent of all contested filings in those courts. In 1974-75 the 
cOl:nparable figure was 59.6 percent. . 

Appeals-Civil 

The 3,183 civil appeals filed in 1975-76 were 497 (18.5 percent) over 
1974-75, a sharp rise from the trend depicted in Figure 1 6 which had 
shown qivil appeals increasing at a relatively constant annual rate averag
ing 6 to 7 percent since 1967-68. 7 

5 "Contested mailers" includes all appeals and original proce2'dingsiJt excludes motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate, 
.' which do not significantly add to the courts' workload. .. 

ft This and other charts in this section lire plotted on "semilog" scales so tha~ a constant slope represents n constant percent 
of change, and equal vertical distances represent equal percentage dIfferences. 

7 The increase is stated lIS the equivalent of a compound interest rate; that Is, on the average each year Increases by about 
that rate over the total civil appeals in the previous year. 

7--75070 
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Appeals-Criminal 

There were 3,279 criminal appeals filed in 1975-76, a slight increase over 
1974-75. The trend in criminal appeals is depicted in Figure 2. Except for 
1971-72 8 and 1974-75, there was an increase each year in the past decade, 
and it appears that the generally upward trend will continue in the future. 
As Table VII indicates the percentage of felony trials that resulted in 
appeals increased in 1975-76, and therefore the sole cause of the tempo
rary stability in criminal appeals was the sharp decline in felony trials 
during the past year. 9 
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figure 2 

8 The decline In 1971-72 was almost entirely attributable t<> • change In policy in Lo. Angeles. in which certain types of 
criminal orren'!." which hud been prosecuted as felonies were disposed of as misdemeanOr> in the municipal court. See 
1973 Judicial Council Report at 178 and 186. 

9This decline was due to a temporary shortage of judges. See 1976 Judlcial Council Report at 104. 112-13. 
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TABLE VII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CONTESTED SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

AND APPEALS FILED 

Fiscal Years 1967,.-68 Through 1975-76 
Fiscal YClU" 1967-68 1968-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-711 19711-73 1973-71 1971-76 1975-76 

State Totab, 

Superior Court Con-
t",ted 
Dispositions 

CIVIL. ............................. 15,903 14,612 15,898 17,641 19,185 'JIJ,I114 'JIJ,996 Rro,OO8 23,128 

Courts of Appal civil 
appeals filed-
Number .................. 1,664 l,7S1 1,9a1 1,921 2,191 un 2,380 2,686 3,183 

Percent ............ : ............. 10..5% 12.0% 12.5% 10.9% 11.4% 11..3% 11.3% 13.4% 13.8% 

Superior Court 
Contested Disp0-
sitions' 

CRIMINAL .................... 5,704 6,490 7:;fJ3 7,Q15 6,114 6,189 6,!509 6,373 5,089 

CourU pf Appeal 
criminal 
appeals filed-
Number .................. 2,037 2,100 2,1162 3,025 .2,764 3,106 3,300 3,229 3,279 

Percent" ...................... 3:1.7% 32.7% 35.6% 43.1% 45.2% SO.2% SO.t% ro.7% 64.4% 
• Excludes change of plea or disrnl!sal foUowing start of trial for years 1967-68 through 19'f4-7.5. The 19'f5-76 figure Includ", 

chang", of plea. . 
•• Note that thu does not necessarily reflect the precise percentage of appealable dispositions actuaUy appealed. For 
. example, "superior court cont.,.ted dUpositions" Include nonappealable acqulttals and exclud", convictions on picas 

of guilty. a few of which are appealable. The table u, therefore. presented only 10 show the general relationship 
R between appeUale workload and superior court dispositions. 

Revised. . 

Original Proc;eedings-Civil 

After four years of sharp annual increases, from 1966-61 through 
1970-71, civil original proceedings have become relatively stable, and 
recent moderate increases reflect the 'overall growth of court business. in 
the state. 

3000 

... ~ 
~ 

V CIVIL ORIG. PROaIDI"G~ FILED 

/ 
~ iTATi TOTAL--C°fRTt O'f A'r~L 

1000 
.7~ 

_9 
69-70 7t 70- 7\-1 7l-73 73-7. 7~7J 7So7 

1965-66 66-67 

Flgur,. 3 

c) 

i 



186 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

Original Proceedings-Crimil1al 

By contrast, criminal original proceedings (habeas corpus) reversed 
their three years of sharpincreases,.~d fell to their 1967-70 level. (See 
Figure 2.) The beginning of the upward trend coincided with the United 
States Supreme Court decision ill Morriss.ey v. Brewer, 10 which estab
lished certain hearing rights in parole revocations, and would appear to 
be attrihutable to petitions for habeas corpus based upon that decision. 
The current decrease suggests that the effects of that decision have been 
assimilated. 

filings-Highlighls by Dislricl 

District 1. Civil filings in the First District, which had been increasing 
at a constant annual percentage, are now growing at a higher rate of 
increase (20.2 percent in 1975-76). 

Mter two years of slight decline, criminal appeal filings have 
resumed the upward lTend that characterized the period 1965-72, and 
a continued increase Sf,ems likely. 

1~~ __ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __ ~~~FI~gu~r&~4 __ ~ ____ ~ ____ r-__ ~ __ ~ 

1~+----+----4-----~--~----+---~~--~----+----4---_-~-~ 
~+----+----4-----~---+----4---~~--~----4---~ __ ~~ 

:t====t====j[====t====t====l===:j~~~--~-t-:--~-~--~-~~~~---~j 
~+----+----4-~~~--=--~-~-+-~--~--~-~--~-~-~--~'~~--.~----~---+----4---~ _______ ----- L--v 
~~_~-~--~-+-/~~~--4---~--+--~~ ----~+----+----4-----~~-+----4---~~--~----4---~----~ -
300-f.p~"""----~~----4---__ ~---+-------- CIVIL APPEALS 

--CRIM. APPEALS 

69-70 70-1 71-2 

FIRST DISTRICT 
12-3 74-5 75-6 

District 2. Civil appeals have been increasing fairly constantly at an 
annual rate of about 12.5 percent from 1972-73 to date. 

As noted earlier, a change in prosecution policy in Los Angeles 
County resulted in a decrease in criminal filings in the Second District 
in 1971 .... 72. In the succeeding years, criminal appeals have remained 
almost constant. 

10 408 u.s. 471. 33 L.Ed.2d 484. 92 S.C!. 2593 (1972). 
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~~----+-----+-----b-----~--~-----+----'~----4-----+-----1 

~~----4-----+-----~--~~--~-----+----~----~----+---~ 

~+-----+-----~--~~--~-----+----~----~----+-----+---~ 

.------- CIVIL APPEALS 

-1-'- J'M. APPEAl 
tOO!-L ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ L_ ____ ~ __ ~ ____ ~ ____ _L ____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ 

196$-66 66--67 67-68 68-69 69-:70 70-71 7l ... n 72-73 73-7~ 74-75 75-16 

SECOND DISTIIleT 

District 3. CiVil appeals continue to inc~ease at the 'sharp rate first 
noted in 1971-72; the average annual rate of increase since 1970-71 is 
14 percent. 

~ 
Figure 6 
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THllID tliSTJlleT, 

District ·!K Civil appeals showed a much greater increase in 1975-76, 
than their long-term trend. In terms of workload, this increase was 
only partially offset by a slight decrease in criminal appeals. 

/( 
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Flgur" 7 
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.------- CIVIL APPEALS 

l00~~L----~~1----.~M-----~L-9----.9L~~0--~7~~I----~71-~-------):2_=3_Q_I_~~]L~_'~_U __ ~1~L5 __ ~1~ 
FOURTH DISTRICT 

District 5. Criminal filings increased consistent with the district trend 
of an average annual increase of about 14.5 percent. Civil appeals 
were virtually unchanged from last year. 
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} 

2. BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Summary 

In 1975--76 the Courts of Appeal set a new record in disposing of 5,943 
contested matters 11 on the merits by written opinion, 372 more than in the 
prior record year. Of these, 2,696 were civil appeals, 2,896 were criminal 
appeals (5,592 total appeals), and 351 were dispositions of original pro
ceedings: The 6.7 increase in written opinions is attributable to continued 
efforts by the regular judges of the Courts of Appeal and, particularly in 
the First Appellate District, the assistance of retired judges sitting by 
assignment. 
II "Contested maUers" means appeals and original proceedings. While rome motions (e.g .• a contested motion to dismiu) 

may add significantly to the courts' work. the majority or motians do not do so to any great extent. 
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TABLE Vill-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

I BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1965·-66 Through 1975-76 

1!J6S- 19ti6- 1!Jti1- 1968- 1959- 1970- 19'11- 1!J7S... J!lT3- 19'11- 1975- ~ 
Business lrBnslIcled 66 67 68 6!J 111 71 72 73 14 15 76 'tI 

Total b...m.,.. tnuuacted .......................................................................................... 9,664 'lO,ll93 13,403 12,8OS 14.soo 15,891 16,482 17,375 18,639 18,946 18,912 0 

r' ..... ~ 
Ap~ '--" 0 

By written opinion .................................................................................. " ...................... 'J"fY51 ~ 'J,,005 2,958 3,221 3,M4 3!H1 3,890 4,389 5,240 5.:m "11 
Without opinion (by dlsmlssaJ, affirmance or 'reversal on stipulation, motion, 

1,614 ~ ,', .,tc.) .................................................................................................................................. 1,~1 935 1,190 1,428 1,613 1.769 1.49:1 1,655 1,575 1,966 

O:iginal proceedings (including habeas corpus) I By written opinion ......................................................................................................... 103 121 161 245 221 269 321 ZT7 296 331 351 
Without opinion ...................................................... : .......................................................... 1,l559 1,641 'J"l1B 2.379 2/!UT 2,e'I'3 2,902 3,1114 3,45.5 3,647 3,4411 

Total by written opinion .................................................................... " .............................. 2,190 2, ... 2,&'56 3,203 3,«2 3,813 4,318 4,167 4,6811 5,571 5,943 I Motions (miscellaneous)" 
Denied or granted .•.• : ......................................................................... 7 ... ' .,; .................. 201 !)23 ~ 324 317 382 396 436 525 670 736 

/' 
I 

Rehearings 0 
Granted .............................................................................................................................. 42 53 63 42 65 lSI 73 65 62, 96 89 

~'" Denied ................................................................................................................................ 526 651 740 765 720 8U 920 933 1,030 1,138 1,274 

Orders (miscellaneOus) b .......................................................... : ......................................... 4,125 4,:w; 6,134 4,647 3,446 6,000 6,378 "/.086 7,{JZ1 6,249 ,5,436 fJ, 
~Excluding granted moti<ms to dismiss reported under appeAls. 

Not reported e1sewbf:re. 
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The decrease in dispositions of criminal appeals by written opinion from 
1974-75 was 163, or 5.3 percent; civil appeals disposed of by written opin
ion increased by 515, or 23.6 percent. 

Appeals disposed of without written opinion constitute little burden on 
the court because they are usually settled or abandoned; the same is not 
true of original proceedings disposed of without written opinion, since all 
of them require judicial review to determine whether they have merit. 
Thus, although written opinions in original proceedings increased only 
slightly (351 in 1975-76 compared to 331 in 1974-75), the 3,448 original 
proceedings disposed of without written opinion represented significant 
additional judicial workload. 

The Courts of Appeal, as in past years, received substantial assistance 
from retired judges and superior court judges sitting on assignment by the 
Chairman of the Judicial Council. Even considering this assistance, howev
er, the average number of dispositions on the merits per judge showed a 
marked increase. The statewide average now exceeds 103 written opinions 
pel' judge-equivalent, and it is unlikely that substantial further increases 
in average productivity should be sought. 

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

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Orig. 
proceedings ToW .ppeoJs 

Fulf.tiJM AppeAk disp. disp. by "" orig. proc. 
judge- by written written by written Per judge-

equi"almts' opin. ~ opin. eqw'vVen/ 
Dis/rict lm-76 191/-7J lm-76 191/-7J lm-76191/-7J lm-76 J!J7/-7J lm-76 191~7J 

1.............................................................. 16.3 15.4 1,686 1,424 129 103 1,815 1,527 111.3 99.2 
2.............................................................. 21.9 22.6 2,131 2,264 84 83 2,215 2,347 101.1 103.8 
3.............................................................. 6.0 6.3 524 4M 74 61 598 516 99.7 81.9 
4.............................................................. 9.0 8.7 870 80!1 33 43 903 851 100.3 97.8 
5.............................................................. 4.2 3.8 381 289 31 41 412 330 98.1 86.8 
St.te...................................................... 57.4 56.8 M92 5,210 351 331 5,943 5,571 10:.15 !~.1 

• "Full·time judge-equivalenu" includes a court's regular justices plus the time reported for judges assigned to ,he COllrt, 
minus the time reported for assignmenU of the court's regular members to another court and for extended .bsence. 

TABLE X-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
MAJORITY OPINIONS WRITTEN 

Fiscal Years 1968-69 Through 1975-76 
Mijfority opinions written l~ 19lB-70 1!lT0-71 1!lT1-7Z 1!lT2-73 1!lT3-74 

Total opinions ........................ 3,148 3,384 3,748 4,259 4,120 4,60.'5 
"By the Court" opinions ............ 57 225 532 872 990 1,138 
Authored opinions ........................ 3,091 3,159 3,214 3,387 3,130 3,487 

By court of appeal judges ...... 2,680 2,814 2,990 3,128 2,783 3,116 
By assigned judges .................. 411 345 224 259" 347- ;L51-

1!lT-I-75 1!lT5-76 

5,449 5,813 
1,389 1 ,70s 
4,080 4,10:1 
3,575 3,611 

50:\- 494-

• The number of opinions written by judges who were assigned to cover v.cancies or extended absences h.ve been reported 
since 1971-72 and are as follows: 

1971-72 127 
1972-73 84 
1973-74 131 
1974-75 185 
1975-76 lOS 

Commencing November 1974, • special program assigned four .dditional judges to the first .ppellate diJtrlct; mllionty 
opinIons written under that program are as follows: 

1974-75 138 
1975-76 223 
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TABLE X-a CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 
Summary of Criminal Appeal. Terminated by Written Opinion: Fiscal Year 1975-76" 

AFFlRMANCES REYEIISIJ..S 
In Perrent With Percent Total No Percent 

ofTottJ ModiR<'stions of Total AlTirmed Retrfals of Total 

63.l1 222 9.3 92.8 
t:::, 

12 0.5 
Totak FUll 

Supreme Court and Coo.u1s of Appeal............................................ 2,380 1~ 

Supreme Court .............................................................. :....................... 29 8 2'1.6 5 17.2 . 44.8 0 0 

Total. Courts of Appeal .................................................. ;................... 2,351 1,!11!i 84.2 217 9.2 93.4 12 0.5 

87.7 49 8.7 96.4 2 0.4 
63.8 71 7.2 91.0 9 0.9 
77ll 3G 15.2 92.8 0 0 
84.2 46 l2.3 98.5 0 0 
84.0 13 7.7 91.8 1 Oll 

Fust District ............................................................................. ~....... 363 ~94 
Second District .................................................................................. 983 825 
ThIrd Distri~t .................................................................................... Il36 163 
Fourth District .................................................................................. 373 314 
Fifth District ...................................................................................... 194 163 

• September 1975 through June 1976 

o~ 
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OUfcome of Criminal Appeals 

For most of 1975-76, a record was kept of the outcome of criminal 
appeals. It showed that 92.8 percent were affirmed in full or with modifica
tions. Only 1/2 of 1 percent of all criminal appeals werereversed under 
circumstances not permitting a new trial. 

3. BACKLOG AND DELAY 

Total Appeals Pending 

There were 4,544 appeals pending in the Courts of Appeal on June 30, 
1976, a decrease of 131 from the number pending a year earlier. An appeal 
is treated as "filed" for statistical purposes when the record on appeal is 
transmitted to the Court of Appeal. It is not ready for action by the court, 
however, until briefing has been completed, which is normally several 
months after the appeal is filed. During the intervening period, a signifi
cant percentage of appeals is dismissed as a result of settlement or aban
donment. 

TABLE XI-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS PENDING 

June :iO, 1975 and June 30, 1976 

June,3O, /976 June 30, /975 
Total Total 

Courts of Appeal pending Civil CriminsJ pending Civil Criminal 
State total ..... ,.............................................................. 4,544 2.5M 1,989 4,675 2,579 2,096 

District I-Total ................................................................ 1,377 838 539 1,498 947 551 

Division I" ......... " ................ i ........................................ 389 234 155 433 288 145 
Division 2' .................................................................... 369, 217 152 413 ')S1 146 
Division 3" .................................................................... 3(J7 192 115 367 213 154 
Divldon 4" .................................................................... 312 195 117 285 179 106 

Distilct II-Total .............................................................. \.609 S52 7~7 1,577 760 817 

~l~~~~~"~~~ 
313 172 141 303 140 163 
29:) 157 136 311 157 154 
314 159 155 335 167 168 
303 169 134 279 141 136 
386 205 181 349 155 194 

District III· ............................................................ , ........... 462 2f>I 175 484 319 165 

District IV-Total ............................................................ 694 405 289 700 367 333 

g:::~: ~ ~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 383 251 132 386 220 166 
311 154 157 314 147 167 

District V" .......................................................................... 402 163 239 416 186 230 

~ Effective January I, 1976 four judges were added, one to each division. for a total of sixteen positions . 
• Divlsions with four authorized judges. 
d Effective January 15, 1975 one judge was added for a total of seven positions. 

Division with Rve authorized judges. 
• Effective January I, 1976 one judge was added for a total of four positions. 
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TABLE XII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS ARGUED, CALENDARED OR READV FOR CALENDAR 

June 30, 1975"and June 30,1976 
Courts of Appeal June ,30, 1976 June 30, ,(975 

Tots! ,,. Civil Crimlns! Tots! Civil Crimins! 
State total ............. no............................................ 1,M6 923 ii33 1,902 1,198 704 

District I-Total ....... ;................................................ 463 292 171 702 48Il 214 

DM.oion 1·, ........................................................... .. 148 96 lS2 
Divbion 2' ............ , ................................................ . 128 72 56 
OIvbion 3 • ..................... _ ......... _ ................. _ .... . 94 1f1 :rr 
OIvbion 4 • ...................... , ..................................... .. 93 67 l!6 

Uistrict II-Total .................................................... .. 3!lO 200 100 

b 

EE!~~~f~ 
66 46 20 
67 34 33 
lS2 23 29 
79 43 36 

126 Sol 72 

District III c .............................................................. .. 162 lOB 54 

District IV-Total .................................................... .. 300 204 104 

g:::~: ~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 191 '143 3.c 
111 61 50 

236 
188 
119 

' 99 

412 

75 
65 
9S 
56 
98 

231 

288 

201 
67 

171 
138 
116" 
63' 

2$l 

39 
56 
56 
31 
41 

186 

17(; 

138 
38 

65 
50 
63 
36 

189 

36 
29 
42 
~ 
1f1 

112 

63 
49 

District V·.................................................................. 233 119 U4 269 12.,\ 144 
: Effective January 1. 1976 four judges were added. one to each divbion, for" total of mteen posltions. 

OIvbions with four .. uthorized posltions. 
• Effeetly!! January IS, 1915 one judge was added for a total of seven pcmtiuns. 
d DivWon with five authorized judges. 
<> Effeetive January I, 1976 one judge was added for a total oHour posltions. 

Accordingly, while total appeals pending indicate the courts' potential 
workload, only those in the category "argued, calendared or ready for 
calendar" represent appeals ready for judicial action. 

Pending Appeals Argue(t Calendared or Heady for Calendar 

An appeal is I'eady for judicial action when the last brief has been filed, 
or the time for its filing has passed. Of the total appeals pending on June 
:so, 1976, there were 1,556 ready for judicial action, as compared 1,902 
pending a year earlier, a major decrease of 346, Ready criminal appeals, 
which were never permitted to become backlogged significantly, de
creased by 71, and ready civil appeals were reduced by 275. 

District 
1 ................................... . 
2 .................................. .. 

.-". ·3 ................................... . ...... , ........ ' ................. , ... . 
5 .................................. .. 

State ......... : ....... ;; .... ; ...... .. 

'tABLE Xm:,;..cAlIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

READV APPEALS PENDI~G ANALYSIS 
Fiscal Vear 197$-76 

AppSst/isprx1«l ~ugut!d lWtIy~nth 
by writtm opinion ~iJjtt!llliy U.-JO. 1976 
FUc.J rear Ji75-76 }.-JO. J916 permit !!E!!!l-

eM! Crim. ToaJ CSviJ Crim. Tool CSviJ a.m. ToIJi 
972 714 1.686 292 l'll 463 
930 1,201 20m 200 190 3!lO 

3M 23.9 27.5 
21,S 15.8 ,IB.3 

271 253 lS24 lOB 54 1~ 39.9 21.3 ' 30.9 
389 481 670 204 104 30B 
134 247 381, 119 114 233 

lS2.4 21.6 35.4 
88.8 46.2 ' 61.2 

2,696 2.896 S,592 923 633 1:.'!S6 34.2 21.9 27.8 

Resdy?ndinK TIlth 
(/une JO. J!Il5 

pmenl fiRure$) 

CSviJ Olin. ,ToUl 

64.8 31.9 '{9.3 
201.5 ,!:~,; ;'~i 105.1 
66.4 ID~t~·~,:;a."6, .. 

I~'.is f.1.6' 93.1 
54.9 23.0 36.3 

:;\ 
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The sfgnificance of the backlog of ready appeals may be measured by 
comparing the backlog with the number of cases the court disposes of in 
a year. 12 The "ready pending ratio" in Table XIII is the percentage of a 
year's dispositions of appeals, based upon 1975-76 dispositions by Written 
opinion, represented by the court's ba:cklog of ready appeals. There is, of 
course, an irreducible minimum number of cases that will be on hand. For 
example, if one month were allowed for calendaring and notice and one 
month for decision, there would be two months' ready appeals, or a ratio 
of 16.7 percent. 

Assuming that each court can maintain its 1975-76 rate of decision mak
ing, it is apparent that: District 1 achieved a major reduction in its backlog 
of civil cases; District 2 is substantially current in both categories; District 
3 has had a dramatic reduction in pending appeals; District 4's position has 
not improved {due to a vacant judgeship} ; and District 5 remains seriously 
backlogged despite its improved rate of decision making. 

Delay 

Viewing the ratios in the preceding table as fractions of a year, they 
correspcnd closely to the reported average times for decision of ready 
appeals in the several districts. Criminal appeals receive priority in .consid
eration and are decided quite promptly after briefing is completed. 

TABLE'XIV-CALIFORNIA COURTS .OF'APPEAL DELAY IN APPEALS 

MEDIAN TIME IN MONTHS 
QU8r.tsr Ending June 30, 1976 

Nolice 'lfIppe1Il 
to /iIing cI opinion 

Rl!Jldyfor 
aJem!Arto 

/iIing of opinion 
(jvil CrimiruJ (jvil CrimiruJ 

, District I 
Divioion I" ......................................................................................... . 16 11 5 2 
Division 2" ........................................................................................ .. 15 11 4 2 
Division 3" ........................................................................................ .. 13 11 3 3 
Division 4' ........................................................................................ .. 14 10 4 1 

12 8 5 5 
13 8 4 1 
12 9 2 2 
10 9 2 2 
15 10 2 3 

District II 

~l~~~~~~~~=¥~~~ 
District m· ............................................................................................ .. 14 9 , 4 2 

22 11 10 3 
11 8 3 1 

District IV b .. 

g::~~ ~ d :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

District V e .............................................................................................. .. 18 13 11 6 
~ Effective January I, 1976 four Judges were added, one to each division, for a total of sixteen positions. 

Divisions with four authorized Judges. 
~ Effective January IS, 1975 one judge wa.s added for a total of seven positions. 

Division with five authorized judges. ." 
,0 Effective January ~,.I976 one judge ~a.s addeil for a total of four positions. 

12 Dispositions by written opinion are ured here because dismissals by stipulation and the like general!~occur before cases 
are "ready." l 
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Civil appeals in some districts, however~ are quite comtnonlypending 
for extended periods of time after the last brief is filed. In evaluating the . 
table below it should be noted tliat times are stated as the median number 
of months thata case was pending, basedol1cases decided during the last 
quarter of the fiscal year. It therefore follows, by definition, that: (a) 
one-half of all cases decided during the quarter were pending for a greater 
period of time than that stated, and (b)' in a court whose backlog of ciases' 
is increasing, appeals still pending on June 30 will, on the average: take 
longer until decision than the times shown in this table. 

In both civil and criminal appeals, the preparation of briefswas a much 
more significant source of delay than court backlog. (See Table XIV.) , 

4. OPINIONS PUBLISHED 

The following table indicates the percentage of majority opinions of 
Courts of Appeal certified for publication during 1975-76. Despite some 
variations among the-districts and divisions, the percentages for the state 
as a whole are not significantly different from the percentages published 
in 1974-75. 

TABLE XV-CA.LlFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

PERCENTAGE OF MAJORITV OPINIONS PUBLISHEO 
Fiscal Vear1975-76 

ali! 0imi0RI 
roial q>pe81s 6ppea/J 

State totai.""""." ••••• """ .... " ............. " ..... " •• """ •• ,, .•• ,,,,...... IS.1 22.9 1.0 

District I ............ ;." .......... " .. " .... " .................................. "............ 14.1 17.4 05.1 

Division 1 ............. " ......................... " ................... " .... ; •••. ".,.... IS.4 20.9 6.9 
Division 2." .• ;." ............... ;"." ....... " .. "" ... " •. " ... :."" ..... " ........... 12.6 17.1 4.6 
Division 3 .. " ............. """" .. " .. " .. "".; .. """" .. "" .... " .. ,,""",, .. ,,. 9.6 12.2 4.S 
Division 4 " .... "" .. ""." .... " .... " .... " .... " ................ " .... " .... " .... ". 105.6 19.1 4.3 

District II .... " ...... " .. "" .. " .... "" .... " ... " .. "" .... " .... """" .... ,, .. ,,"",,' 19.8 31.7 9.6 

Division 1 " .. """ .. """ .. """""""""""" ..... " ... ".""" .. ,,,, .. ,,,,..... 16.4 24.3 6.2 
Division 2 ... " .. "" ....... " ... """ .. "" .. "" .... """" .. """"" .. ,, .. ,,"",,. 23.0 36.4 11.1 
Division 3 """ .. " .. "" .. """""""" .... " .. "" .... " .... " .. " ...... ,, .. ,,...... • 111.0 211.5 6.1 
Division 4 ........ "" ...... " .......... " .... """"" .. ",,",," .. """"",,",,"" 22.S 34,4 14.6 
Division .5 """ .. " .. """""., .. " .. ",,., .. ; ... "" .... """" .. "" .. " .... "" .. ,, 22.3 39.1 10.2 

District III ... " ........ """ .... ; ............ ~.,.~ .. '"."._"" ....... " .. ""." .. ".. 12.0 18.0 2.4 

District IV " .. """".,.\""""""""""" .. """""""""""""""",,',, ... ,, 11.4 17.0 S.7 

Division 1 .... """ ... "" .. "" .• """""""" .... " .. "" .• "" .. "" .. ",, .. ,""" 13.3 17.6 9.2 
Division 2 .. "" .................................... " .... " .... "" ... " ... "" .. "...... 10.0 16..5 3.2 

(\ 

District V""" .. ".""""" .. """""""" .. """"" .. "" .. """ .. " .. "" .. """. 15.3 29.9 6.5 

0ri$in8I 
proceerIings 

3.5.0 

4l.2 

.53.S 
27.S 
211.9 
46.7 

4S.S 

68.8 
.53.3 
:211.0 

0 
36.8 

23.2 

30.0 

:W.O 
33.3 

22.6 "I' 
ii' 

The National Cen'ter for State Courts is c9nducting a study of unppb
lished Court of Appeal opinions to determine whether the criteria for 
publication, 13 are being uniformly applied. That report is scheduled for 
completioJl in early 1977. 
13 See Cal. Rules of Court. Rule 976(b). 

',; 
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C. SUPERIOR COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

Highlights 

The number of cases filed in the superior courts in 1975-76 was at an 
all-time high and reflected the largest annual numerical and percentage 
gains of the past decade. The 667,100 filings in 1975-76 were almost 64,700 
cases 14 or 10.7 percent more than the number filed in the previous year. 

TABLE XVI-CALIfORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER Of JUDGESHIPS, TOTAL FILINGS, AND fiLINGS PER JUDGESHIP 

fiscal Years 19S5-88 through 1975-76 

Ji1aJ 
)'IW 

1~ ...................................................... . 
1966-87 ....................................................... . 
19670068. .................................................. ,. 
1968-69.; ..................................................... . 

NurDbtJr '" ludp!:tltJp<" 
~1raD 

ptrtt:«litw 
Toa! yeu 
381 
368 7 
394 Sl6 
.coo 14 

AmouDt I'etct!sJt 

10,605 2.4 
21,oro ".7 
26,O'H 11.6 

Toal 
6li!JgJ 
per 

ludpsJUp 
1:;111 
1,213 
1,187 
1,210 

13,532 2.7 1969-70........................................................ "16 8 5a7,I63 1,219 
20,3211 4.0 1970-71........................................................ 443 27 527,488 1.191 

11,932 -1.0 1971-72. ................ _.................................... 471 28 l122,2li6 1,109 
10,307 2.0 1972-73....................................................... m 6 532,1163 1,116 

~:t~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: R:~ R~ R::: R::: R~~ n~:: 
19711-76........................................................ 1120 19 687,122 64,6112 10.7 1,283 
• Bued on authorlzedjudgeshlps at end of fIocal year. See footnote b of Table XXIV, wllh respect to "per judge" compilri· 

Ra!:d. 
Compared to the level 10 years ago filings have risen by 53 percent or at 
an average rate of 5.3 percent per year. 

The largest year-ta-year gain occurred :in juvenile delinquency filings. 
Petitions}iled under Sections 601 and 602 of the Welfare and Institutions 
Code increased by 30,125 cases from a year earlier to 93,864 cases. The next 
largest numerical gain was in other civil petitions which were up by 17,851 
filings. These two categories together accounted for 74.2 percent of the net 
increase in the caseload of the superior courts during 1975-76. Numerical 
increases in the other categories ranged from a low of70 filings in juvenile 

; dependency proceedings to a high of 6,018 in other civil complaints. Fil
';ings were down from a year earlier in only two categories: eminent do" 
'imain showed 1,677 fewer filings, and crimH1al filings declined by 729 cases; 

Total filings divided by the nurnber of judg':;s authorized. at the end of 
the year rose to 1,283 filings this yeiu from last year's 1,203 filings. The 
average of 1,283 filings per judge recorded in 1975-76 is the highest annual 
average registered during the past decade. (See Table XVI.) 

14 The Increase feneels In substantial part gairu in juvenile delinquency and dependency cases since July I. 197~ when the 
Regulations on Superior Coufi Reports to the Judicial Council were revised to count as filings any subsequent petitioru 
under.-8ecs. 600. 601 .and 602 of the Welf. & lrut. Code on dependent children. wards and probationers of the juvenile 

.. '" cOurt !'Ileging further· Acts of parental negleet or additional crimes or delinquency. Previously. only filings of Origj;lal 
petitions were counted. The Regulations were iIIl1ended in order to provide a more accurate picture of the jUvi;itile 
caseload In superior courts. Subsequent petitions normally require as much tim~ for dispOsition as initial petitions. 
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Fig~re 9-California Superior Court 
Total filings 1 

Fiual Years 1965-66 through 1915-16 

527,488 
493,631 

507,163 522,256 

~ 435,895 .467,560 
-400 

100 

197 

667,122 

o~--~----~----~--~~--~--------~~--~--------~ 65-66 66-67 67~ 68--69 69-70 7G-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 
• Fiscal Years 

1 Seginning in 1975-76 subsequent petitions filed in juvenile delinquency'~nd dependency cases were 
included for the first time. In prior years only original petitions were cQunted.(5ee text for explanation.) 

Filings by Type of Proceedings ,. ,,' 

Table XVII shows total filings distributed over the various categories 
reported by the courts to the Judicial Council. The number of juvenile 
filings increased substantially during 1975-76. primarily as a result of a 
revision in the reporting of juvenile cases. IS About 93,864 juvenile delin
quency filings were reported in 1975-76, or 47.3 percent more than the 
number filed in 1974-75. The annual increment of 30,125 is the largest of 
all the categories and accounted for 46.6 percent of the net increase in all 
superior court cases. It should be noted, however, that 36,921 or 39.3 
percen\: of the delinquency filings in 1975-;76 were subsequent petitions, 
not coun!led in prior years, and. accordingl)" there was an actual decrease 
in the nfJmber of initial petitions filed. I 

Juven~le dependency filings of 14,053, despite the inclusion ofsubse
quent Iietitions, remained almost unchanged from.· the preceding year's 
level. I 

Among the civil categori~s, other civil petitions registered the largest 
numericalyear-to-year increase. The 74,369 filings in 1975-76showeCl ail 
increase of 17,851 cases or 32 percent over 1974-75. This increase was 
simultaneous with new legislation which required district attorneys to file 
petitions for reimbursement from noncustodial parents of welfare support 
payments ma,de by the cO!lnty. 

The other' civilcomplalnt category, with 87,405 filings in 1975-76, 
showed the third largest annual gain. Filings rose by 6,018 cases or "1.4 

.0 percent above the 1974-75 level. Since 1971-72 other civil complaint filings 
:had been 'rising much faster annually than personal injury cases (motor 
vehicle and other personal ir.Jury cases combined) but in 1975-76 both 
is sUPTlIo n. I. 
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TABLE XVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

Fiscal Year 1975-76 
___ ~ in I1/irwITom 

7}:peol~ 
Total RIIngs ••..•••.•••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 

Prol:Jate and guardlanshIp •.•... : •..••....••...•...•...••...•••..•••..•.••.•••.••.•..•••.•..•. 

FamUylaw ............................................................................................. . 

PenonallIUury, death and property damage ............................... . 
Motor vehicle" ................................................................................... . 
other" ................................................................................................ .. 

Eminent domain ................................................................................... . 

OtherdVU ............................................................................................... . 

~J'~~: .. ~:~:~:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mental health ........................................................................................ .. 

JuS~=~·:::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::~:::::::::::: 
CrImlnal ................................................................................................... . 

Appea\5 from lower court .................................................................. .. 

nJ/nsJ 
J~16 

667,122 

62,590 

168,887 

80,341 
S2,574 
~,7ffT 

3,622 

161,'TT4 
ffT,405 
74,369 

6,S14 

107,917
b 93,864 

14,053 

54,906 

11,616 

J!IlI-'m 
Amount i'm:ent 
64,&'12 10.7 

615 1.0 

1I,!H9 3.7 

11,100 6.6 
3,300 6.7 
1,794 6.9 

-I,6'TT -31.6 

m,869 17.3 
6,018 7.4 

17,&'l1 31.6 

.fI5 7.9 

30,195 38.9 
30,125 47.3 

70 0.5 

-799 -1.3 

72ll 6.7 

J!JIf8.UJ 
Amount Perct!Dt 
ml,227 153.0 

3.308 11.6 

64,336 61~ 

31,296 6311 

-4,995 -118.0 

76,4ffT 89.6 

-16,197 -73.6 

32,133 93.5 

11,91. ~.7 

8,&63 319.2 

HabeaJ corpm ........................................................................................ 3,.953 128 1.3 6,116 2111 .• 

• Reported as a separated category sbtrtIng In 1967-68. BegInnIng In 19711-76 subsequent petitiOIl5 were Included for the 
lint time. In prior ye&rS only original petitiOIl5 were counted. (See text for expJonation.) 

b or this total, 12,791 ~ or 13.6 percent were uncL..,. WeJf. IX l!15t. Code ,801, IUld 81,073 o~ 86.4 percent were under 
1602. 

nee. Not elsewhere clBS!lfled. 

cat~gories increased at nearly the same rate. The trend in Figure 10 shows 
that personal injury filings exceeded filings of other civil complaints until 
1974-75, when the latter exceeded the former by 6,148 cases. In 1975-76, 
other civil complaint filings exceeded personal injury filings by 7,064. 

There were 80,341 personal injury, death and property damage cases 
filed in 1975-76, about 5,100 or 6.8 percent more than the volume in 
1974-75. Of this total, 52,574 cases or almost two-thirds resulted from 
motor vehicle accidents, up by I 3,308 cases or 6.7 percent from a year 
earlier. Other personal injury cases, which include medical malpractice 
suits, with an increase of 1,794 cases rose at about the same rate . 

. The iiicreasedfllings of other civil compl:rlnts and per~'lonal injury cases 
are especially significant because they constitute.the bulk of pending civil 
cases and, are the type of cases that consume much of the court's o..tne. It 
should he noted, however, that personal injury cases generate many more 
time-consllming jury trials than do other civil complaints. Although per
sonal i1}juryfilings Were 8.1 percent below other civil complaint filings, 
they required about 3~1/2 times as many juries. 

Family law cases, with an increase of 5,949 cases or 3.7 percent, showed 
the fourth highest numerical gain of all categories. The 168,887 family law 
filings in 1975-76 accounted for 25.3 percent of the total cases filed in 
superior courts, exceeding all other categories in volume. 
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Figure lO--Colifornio Superior Court 

Filings of Pe~lional Injury, Death and Property Damage 
and Other Civil Complaint •. 

Fiscal Yearll 1961-68 through 1975-16 

199 

90-r----------------------------~--------------------~ 

80 

70 

60 

50 

47,305 

AO .,.4~1~,4~4~1 -.. .... --~4·1, 198 
40,040 

Other Civil Cc:>mplaints 

30 

20 

10 

67-61:1 68-69 69-70 70-71 71-72 

Fiscal Years 

87,405 

72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 

Superior court criminal filings i~ 197~76 were at about the same level 
as in the. two preceding years. The 54,906 filings in 1975-7~ were 729,(!~ses 
vr1:3 percent less than the. number filed in 1974-75, and 2'11 or .5.p'~rce9t 
more than the nurnberfiled in 1973-74. Criminal filings'reached. their 
peak in 1970-71 when 76,386 were filed and then were on, a downtrend 
until 1973-74 when they leveled off. 
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., 
Figure l1-Califomia Superior Court 

Superior Court Criminal Filing' Compared with 
Lower Court Seleded Criminal Filingll ' 

Fiscal Vear. 1966-67 through 197'>-76 

691,275 

530 296 562,563 597,403 
505,753 ' 

lower Court Selected Criminal Filings 

-ti 200 
c 
~ 
::> 
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80 

76,386 
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60 

61,605 71,422 54,906 

50 Superior Court Criminal Filings 54,635 55,635 

40 
46,328 

30 

204-~--~--~~---4-----+----~-----r----1-----+-----i 

Mr67 67-68 68-69 69-70 70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 

Fiscal Years 

'Lower court selected criminal filings were based on felony preliminary and non traffic misdemeanor cases 
filed excluding intoxication during fiscal years 19Mr67 through 1974-75. In 1975-76, however, because 
of a change in the metho~ of reporting ::.toxication ca$es were included but infractions were excluded. 

The lower level of criminal filings in recent years has resulted largely 
from the increased application by courtsaild district attorneys of Section 
17b of the Penal Code as amended in 1969. This section allows district 
attorneys to prosecute as misdemeanors those criminal offenses that are 
punishable as either felonies or misdemeanors and allows the magistrate 
with the consent of the defendant 8.Qd prosecutor to dispose of these cases 
as misdemeanors at the time of th~ preliminary hearing in.the lower 
courts. In Figure 11 the trend of cririrlnal cases filed in superior court is 
compared with the trend of nontraffic criminal cases filed .in municipal 

:'\ 
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courts. It shows that the decreases in criminal cases filed in superior courts 
were accompanied by increases in non traffic misdemeanor cases in mu
nicipal and justice courts. 

In addition to the criminal category the only other category which 
experienced a decline in filings was eminent domain: Although eminent 
domain filings dropped by only 1,677 cases, this represented-a ~eduction 
of 31.6 percent. This percentage change in 1975-76 was exceeded only by 
that for juvenile delinquency. The decline in eminent domain cases is 
attributable to the reduction in public works projects such as highway 
construction and urban redevelopment. 

The remaining categories showed slight increases in filings. In probate 
and guardianship the 62,590 cases filed in 1975-76 were 615 or 1.0 percent 

Figure 12-Caiifornia Superior Court 

Civil Appeals Filed in Superior Court Trial Departmenb Compared with 
Small Claiml Casel Disposed of After Trial in Lower Court;" 

Filcal Years 196>-66 through 197>'76 

1,000"1--------------------------'----, 
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226,798 

~ 

51'(1011 clail'(ls cases disposed of after trial in lower ca!lrts 
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above 1974-75. In mental heaiili the 1.975-76 level of 6:514. cases reflected 
a rise of 475 cases or 7.9 percent from a year earlier. The rise, although 
small, is noteworthy because it is the first increase in tbis category since 
a year-to-year downtrend started 11 years ago. In contrast, habeas corpus 
filings appear to have reached a plateau after having risen to a peak in 
1973-74"The 1975-76 total of 8,955 was only 128 or 1.5 percent more than 
in 1974-75 and 628 or 6.6 percent less than the record 9,583 filings regis
tered in 1973-74. 

Appeals from lower courts :rose by 725 cases or 6:7 percent to a total of 
11,616. Although the increment was slight the volume of appeals filed in 
1975-76 was the highest on record. The bulk of the appeals were from 
small claims decisions in municipal and justice courts. The filing of small 
claims appeals was facilitated by the California Supreme Court decision 
in Brooks v. SmaU Claims Court (1973) 8 Cal.3d 661, which invalidated the 
statutory requirement that an appen~t must post a bond equal to the 
amount of the judgment when a small claims case is appealed. This deci
,sion, rather than any increase in small claims filings in lower courts seems 
to be responsible for the rise in appeals. Figure 12 compares the trend of 
civil. appeals filed in the superior courts with the trend of small claims 
cases disposed of in municipal and justice courts. 

2. DISPOSITIONS 
Highlights 

During 1975-76, the superior courts disposed of 552,162 cases (exClusive 
of civil cases dismissed for lack of prosecution) for a new record high and 
an increase of 66,215 cases or 13.6 percent over 1974-75. The 13.6 percent 
increasein dispositions compares favorably with the 10.7 percent increase 
in filings. The incrf3ase in dispositions in 1975-76 also exceeded the in
crease in available ju.dicial manpower. ThuS', while dispositions rose 13.6 
percent, judicial manpower rose from 627.5 to 660 positions or an increase 
of only 5.2 percent. As a result, dispositions per judicial position equivalent 
increased from 772 in 1974-75 to 836 in 1975-76. 

Approximateiy one-third -or-35.2 percent of aIr cases in superior courts 
were disposed of without trial in 1975-76: These dispositions included 
dismissals filed by the parties to civil litigation, often as a result of success

. fulsettlement conferences conducted by judges, dismissals of criminal 
cases by.·the prosecution for lack of evidence to prosecute, and a substan
tial number, of criminal cases in which the defendants pled guiltF. 

Despite procedures utilized by courts to encourage dispositions'before 
trial, almost two-thirds or 64.8 percent of all cases disposed of required a 
court or jury trial or a court hearing. Trial dispositions totaled 357,687 last 
year, an increase of 11.0 percent over 1974-75. 

Contested trial dispositions, and especially jury trials, require the most 
judicial time and therefore provide a good measure of the workaccom
plished in the courts. I~ 1975-76 there were almost 55,900 contested dispo
sitions, 15.4 percent r,nore. than the m:llnb~rin"1974-75. Likewise, the 
number of juries sworn to try cases increased by 2.9 percent from a year 
earlier to 8,485. 
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figure 13-California Superior Court 
Total Dispolitions (excluding civil cases dismissed fo~ 

lack of prosecution) 1 
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7oor-----------~------~----~------------------------~ 

600t- 552,162 
'" "tJ 
c: 
~ 500 f-
:> o 449,541 449,901 

48~ 
£ 414,460 451,413 462,312 

:§. 400 - 364,280 ......",.-- 416,027 
386,431 '" .2 351,880 

.;; 300,.. 
o 
5r 
is 

] ::L~ ____ ~ __ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __ ~~ ____ ~ __ ~L ____ ~ __ ~~~~ L 1 1 I" I 1 I • I I 
65-66 66-67 67-68 68-69 69-70 70--71 71-72 72-73 73-7"1 74-75 75-76 

Fiscal Yea" 

1 Beginning in 1975-76 subsequent petitions disposed of in iuvenile delinquency ond',dependency cases 
were included for the first time. In prior years only original petitions were counted. (Sell text on filings for 
explonation.) 

, TABLE XVIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
(EXCLUDING CIVIL CASE$ DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROSE(:UTION) 

G!snge in cifpcwtions [ram 
Dispositions /97/-7S . ""J"'Y/iS-66=-='---

'I}pe or prrJ«<ding lfl7S-76 Amount Percent An1of!l't Percent 
Total dispositions .............................................................. M2,I62 66.21~ 13.6 200;282 M.9 

Probate and guardionshlp ...................................................... 61,871 3,230 9.2 12,330 PA.9 
Family law.................................................................................. 143,866 6,724 4.9 64,628 61.6 
Personal !qjury, death and property damage .................... ~,6M 3,990 7.4 21,072 in.6 

Motor vehicle' ...................................... n.............................. 38,l188 1.928 5.3 ,,-
Other ................................................. : ..... ,............................... 19,070 2,062 12.1 

EmInent domain........................................................................ 3,214 ':"814 -21.4 
Other civil .................................................................................. 106,752 21,046 24.6 

~:J'o~~.:.~:~:~:.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::: I~~ ~~ 

-2959 
46;182 

-41.9 
71.1 

Mental health ................ ,........................................................... 6,108 119 2.0· -18,410-75.1 
Juvenile ........................................................................................ 103,664 29,352 39.5 52,433 102.3 

Delinquency' ............ ; .... !,i .............. , .. ,.................................. 89,9915 29,072 iT.7 
Dependency' .. ,..................................................................... 13,669 2BO 2,1 

Criminal ..... ; ......... ;, .................... ,................................................ ro,094 -6ro -1.2 10,949": 2/1,0 
Appeals from lower courts, ............................... ;..................... 10,626 1,021 10.6 --",,,,,,1'.!!1!-'§/ 315.9 
Habeas corpus ........... ; .............................................. , .... :............ 8,309 'J!ZT 2.8 r 5,746 224.2 
-Reported as a separate category starting in 1967-S!. Subsequent petitions wer.eincluded fo~ithe first time in 19'7$-76. In 

prior years only original petitions:were counted (see text on filings for explanation). 
n.e.c. Not elsewhere classilled. 

Disposition by Category of Cases ,(//3-
It 

Although about one-third ofthe superior court dispositions in 1975-76 
were without trial .and about. two-thirds by trial these figures are not 
representative of the manner of disposition of each of the categories of " 
cases. Table XVIII-A shows the percentage distribution of dispositions for 
each category. and the percentage of each category disposed of by jury 
trial. 
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TABLE XVIII·A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
MANNER OF DISPOSITION BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL CASES DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 
Fiscal Year 1975-76 

'liFof All IkIitre Alkr7iW Jury 
/Jitpai1itJas /JispD91itJas TrW UDrolJI~ Ccntesterl Trill: 

ALL PROCEEDlfI1CS........................................ 100.0 3U 501.11 10.0 1.4 
Probate and guudlanshlp .................................... 100.0 
Family law ................................................................ 100.0 

3.7 92.6 3.7 O.~ 
3.5 88.1 8 .• 

PenonaIlqJury ........................................................ 100.0 92.9 2.5 •. 6 3.9 
Eminent domain ...................................................... 100.0 112.3 11.0 6.7 3.5 
Other civil: 

Comp\a1nts ..•............•....•....•..............••..•....•........•• 100.0 
Petitions ................................................................ 100.0 

Mental Health ................... _..................................... 100.0 

66.4 23.5 10.1 1.3 
156.4 41.9 1.7 • 
M 86.8 8.2 1.5 b 

Juvenile: 

=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~::~. 
CrimInaJ ....................................... _.......................... 100.0· 

17.4 68.9 13.7 
14.5 75.2 10.2 
83.1 6.8 10.2 9.4 

Appeals •.••.•••••••.•...•.•••.•.•••.•.•.•••.•••••••.•••••.•••••....•.•••.•••• 100.0 7.2 92.8 
Habeas Corpus .,...................................................... 100.0 68.4 31.6 

• Less than ~ of 1 percent. 
b 11W IIgure Is the percentage of juries sworn. 
• Parts do not add 10 total Ixuwe of rounding. 

As the table shows there is a substantial variation among the categories 
in the. manner of disposition. Contested matters represent about 10 per
cent or less of the cases disposed of in most categories, but these disposi
tions are the most time-consuming for the court, especially when they 
involve jury trials. For example, in the personal iQ,jury category 4.6 per
cent of the dispositions were after a contested trial and 3.9 percent re
quired jury trials. Similarly, 10.2 percent of dispositions were contested 
and '9.4 percent were by jury trial. 

Because personal injury cases usually comprise a lalrge part of the cases 
awaiting t:rial in a court, a special table (Table XIX) has been prepared 
to show the trend in the disposition of such cases. 

It should also be noted that the number of criminal defendants who 
were disnlissed, acquitted or convicted in 1975-76 was separately reported 
for the first time in many years. Reports received from superior courts 
indicate that of the 50,094 defendants whose cases were disposed of in 
1975-76,7,889 were acquitted or dismissed, 525 were transferred to other 

TABLE XIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
PERSONAL IN.nmV OISPOSl'tlC,NS EXCLUSIVE OF DISMISSALS 

FOR LACK OF PRQSECU)"ION 
Flacel YHra 19116-16 throu"h 1975-76 

lMparilitJas /t$s tIitmimIs fix Id of ptOIl!nJlion 
}UcJyeu TobI Stm/t$s Lm ~ Lm ~ 

19611-66........................................................................................................ 36,.58Il 19,856 16,730 
100S-67 .............................................................................................. ,......... 37,Q84 19,863 17,221 
19117~....................................................................................................... 37,695 21;424 16$11 
1~ ............... ; ....................................................................................... , 37,000 21,109 15~1 

1 __ 70 .... , ..................................... , ........................................ , ................... . 37,175 21,726 15,449 
Igro..71 .... ~ ......... _ ..................................... : ............................................... . ~ 24,654 17,915 
1971-72. ...................................................................................................... . 46,978 26,337 20,641 
11172-73 ...................................................................................................... .. 53,964 2ll.576 23.388 

19'13-74 ...................................................................................................... .. 51,743 2ll,905 2M38 
197 ..... 75 ...................................................................................................... .. 53,668 26,289 'ZT.:rT9 
1975-16. ..................................................................................................... .. 57,fiM 28,849 23,tm 

0 
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jurisdictions, and 41,680 or 83.2 percent were convicted. Of the total num
ber convicted in superior courts 34,958 or 83.9 percent pled guilty before 
the start of trial and the remaining 6,722 pled not guilty and were convict
ed after being tried by the court or a jury. In respect to the level of 
sentence, 3§,556 or 92.5 percent of the .convicted defendants received a 
felony sentence and 3,124 received a misdemeanor sentence. 16 

Contested Mcrffers 

Contested dispositions are the most time-consuming type cf disposition 
since they occlLlr only after evidence has been introduced by-both parties 
to the action. Table XX shows for the years 1967-68 through 1975-76 the 
number of contested dispositions both in total for the four selected catego.
ries of superior court cases which require a substantial amount of judicial 
time. 

As the table shows, total contes~ed matters dropped slightly in 1974-75 
from the year hefore, most likely as a result of the requced Judici~lman
power available because of the ul~precedented number of judicial V.;ican
cies. In 1975-76, however, wit}~. additional judges, and with judicial 
assistance from assigned judges/and from .court commissioners, referees 
and temporary judges, superior 'courts were able to dispose of 54,952 con
tested trial matters, an incr~ase of 15,4 percent over the preceding year. 

The four categories listed in Table XX "accounted for 26,389 cases or 
nearly 48 percent of the total contested matters in 1975-76. In three of the 
four categories contested matters comprised a smaller'p;roportion of total 
dispositions than a year earlier. Between 1974-75 and 1975-76 the propor
tion in personal injury cases dropped from 5.3 to 4.6 percent (the lowest 
on .record), in other civil complaints from 11.0 to 10.1 percent, and in 
criminal from 14.8 to 10.2 percent. These declines are attributed to the 
increased use of management procedures, such as settlement procedures 
in civil cases and negotiated pleas in criminal cases,. in encouraging the 
disposition of cases without trial. In juvenile proceedings, however, the 
proportion of contested dispositions rose from 11.4 to 13.3 percent 
between 1974-'75 and 1975-76. The rise is attributed in part to the fact that 
a juvenile in contesting his case is. no longer required to disprove the 
allegations in the petition. The petitioner now must provide the proof. ,', 
Thus, it is easier for juveniles to contest their cases. It also appears that e 

repeat offenders, as indicated by the subsequent petitions filed, are moree ' 
likely to contest their cases than the juve!liles who appear before, the court 
for the first time. ' . 

i JURIES SWORN 

The number of jury trials held is another important measure of "time
consuming superior court activity. Prior to 1915-76 this informatiqn was 

. not collected, and therefore the number of juries that were sworn to try 
cases was used' as' an index. 17 Table XXI shows the total number of juries 
sworn and the. number sworn inperllonal injury and in criminal proceed
ings during the period from 1065-66 through 1975-76. 
16 See Appendix TableS' 22A, 22B and 22C. " 
17 Reports received from superior courts sho:e<:I th.t there .were ",820 Jul')'irlals held in 1975-76 or the!. 92.2 percent of 

the juries sWorn resulted in jul')' trial •. 



~~~~----~~----------

17It:zI,... 
lIiltl74 ................................. _ .................................................... . 
1~ ....................... - ................... _ ......................................... . 
19t!9-70 .......................................................... _ .......... : ................. . 
11110-71 ......................................................................... , ............. .. 

If111-'7i ............ _ ................... _ .................................................... . 
111'1i-T.l ........................................... _ ........................................... . 
If113-74 ........................................................................ _ ............. .. 
1f114-711 ....................................................................................... . 
If113-7t1 ••• ; ................................................. _ ................................. . 

TABLE XX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CONTESTED DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal VA,. ,.7-18 Through 1tm-71 
OtIwtM 

1IDI I'rII...t !I!!!z ~ 
1't1m!daf 

l«1li 
N.zta/)w ~ 

as,477 8.4 
3II,lI53 7.8 
3a,005 8.4 
41,764 11.3 

«I,BOt 9.0 
4t,MO u.s 
48,811 10.11 

R47,t12l 9.8 
84,IjIY,j 10.0 

Frrt:etaf 
l«1li 

"'-'- dipIrti:rar 

3,741 9.9 
3,il4 8.7 
3,OIiO 8.3 
3,l11 7.3 

3,l111 6.tI 
3,IIlt1 6.5 
3,141 4.1 
SI,II43 S.3 
2,m 4{ 

l'Irctttttaf 
trJIIJI 

!UIJJJtIr ........ 
4,574 lU 
4,044 WI 
UaI w 
4,573 10.0 

WI 
1i.l 
1i.tI 
11.0 
10.1 

l'r!n:t!Dtaf 
l«1li 

Number ~_ 
tl,613 14.0 
7,481 12.8 
8,981 14.1 

11.cm 16.0 

8,571 
7,881 
71m 

1\'1,486 
5,089 

13.9 
14,4 
115.7 

RI4.8 
10.2 

. /uwtI>II! c 

6,e7 
7,4811 
8J!6'I 

118,e7 
13,747 

10.0 
8.8 
8.1 

10.2 

10.1 
12.1 
l2.O-

RIU 
13.3 

• Ezcluave cf d!smI.W for lack 01 ~tIoa. _. 
b On July I, 1l11li clue to cbanps In ~ butruetIom, IOIDII crlmInal dIspoIilbu whleb were pnmOusIy cWIIIIed AI c:ontmted matten """"' recWoIlled u uncontmted matters. 
• -~ on July I, 1976,.IlIVGI1IIe diIpoeItIons bal'fl 1,n.Ill>JCIed ... beequent petitions ~ of. In prier perloda dispooItIons of oo!y initial p8I1t1on1 were counted. 
n IlbvIooxi. 
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TABLE XXI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIE$ SWORN AND JURIES SWORN AS 

PERCENT OF DISPOSITIONS 
(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 

FIIlCeI Years 19116-68 through 197.5-M 

AI~ 
.furi«-

/I:di5# ... ptmDI 
fo&:rJ}'fJIJr _ M di:pJIitJtD 

1~ ................................................................... _ .... ""1/iff6 U 
1966-67.......................................................................... 7/iff6 2.1 
1967-66.......................................................................... 7,G 1.9 
1968-69 .......................................................................... 7,38f 1.8 

1989--70 .......................................................................... 7,700 1.9 
19ro-'11 .......................................................................... 'I,m l.'1 
lf111-72 .......................................................................... 8,012 1.8 
1972-'13 .......................................................................... s,ms 1.9 

1~'14 .......................................................................... 8,fJIY1 1.9 
If114-7II .......................................................................... 8,£C9 1.'1 
lf11l1...76 ..................................................... , .................... 8,8.1 1.11 

Pr:rnt:sI/.ipaz 
./rri1t l\il'iii%i 

/arItJt ., • ptIDtJIJI 
_~ M~ 

31m 119 
3,141 M 
3,136 8.3 
i.835 7.7 

i,54lt 6.8 
2.119' 6.1 
2,'138 5.8 
3,O2l 5.8 

'Z,74IJ 11.3 
i,II48 4.9 
iM'1 U 

/arItJt-
/rIrk8 " • pm:t!JDI _ M~ 

3,3T4 U 
3,1112 &6 
3,1117 7.4 
3,600 8.3 

Ul5 6.7 
~"'18 6.2 
4,m 7.0 
4,B9O M 

4,8/11 9.8 
4,000 9.1 
~ 10.0 

The 8,485 total juries sworn in 1975-76 represented the first rise since 
1972-73 and were 2.9 percent more than the number ,a year earlier. Juries 
sworn as a percentage of total dispositions were down, however, to 1.5 
percent, the lowest of the past 10 years. 

In personal injury cases the 2,447 juries sworn were 7.6 percent less than 
a year ago and comprised only 4,2 percent of all cases disposed of in 
1975-76, a substantial decrease from the proportion 10 years earlier of 9.9 
percent. It is interesting to note that the use of jU·7 trials in personal injury 
cases has declined while at the same time the nJmber of cases filed and 
disposed of has increased over the decade. The number of criminal jury 
cases, on the other hand, increased by 9.3 percent between 1974-75 and 
1975--76 even though criminal filings declined by 1.3 percent. 

In criminal proceedings because the less serious cases can be disposed' 
of at the lower court level under Section 17b of the Penal Code by district 
attorneys charging a lesser offense or ,by judges rendering misdemeanor 
sentences, it appears that only the more serious criminal cases are being 
sent up to the superior court level. It also appears that in the more serious 
crimes defendants are more apt to request ajury rather than a court trial. 
The 5,028 juries sworn in criminal cases during 1975-76 was almost as much 
as the 5,089 total contested matters tried during the year. Some of the 
juries, however, were sworn in trials of uncontested matters. The propor
tion of criminal cases disposed of by jury trial has . also risen in the past 
decade. In 1975-76, 10.0 percent of total criminal cases was disposed of by 
jury trial; 10 years earlier the proport;~n was B.6 percent. . 

4. CONDITION OF CIVIL CALENDAR5-METROPOLIT AN COURTS 

In 1975-76 many superior ~ourts again. reported a worsening of the 
condition of civil calendars, tontinuing the decline noted in last year's 
annual report. As in the previous year, much of the problem appears to 

-be attributable to the factor of judicial \tac'imcies. 
.... ' \ 

;;-', 



TABLE XXII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE OR MORE 
JUDGES ·-NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1966 THROUGH 1976 
Numbt!r 01 t:MI CIfS .uiliJ)g trill 

O;>utt 1!J6T ,J!1fi8 1!JtlJ 1!IlO /!Ill 1m 1973 
Alameda .......................................................................................................... 1,853 2,861 3,389 3,788 3,686 3,.50i9 4,(IW 
Contra Costa .................................................................................................. 995 l,ll111 I,WT 1,4.'11 1,817 2,090 1 ~10 
Fremo .............................................................................................................. 571 538 fiI 789 838 1176 111 
lI:ern ................................................................................................................ S02 471 431 574 563 ffZ1 643 
Lao Angeles .................................................................................................... 9,000 23,200 30,747 41,019 44,S86 38,383 38,873 

Marin ................................................................................................................ 538 599 706 1172 931 829 842 
Monterey ........................................................................................................ 159 340 217 217 2115 262 l!58 
Orange ....................................................... ¥ ................................................... 1,467 1,584 1,870 2,994 3,ll2 2,428 2,826 
Riverside ......................................................................................................... 493 773 823 l,oro 1,221 1,152 1,194 
Sacramento .................................................................................................... 2,388 2,185 1,713 2,192 2,055 1,9l111 2,0lIO 

San Bemardlno .......... , .......................................... , ......................................... 942 1,036 1,f113 1,472 1,332 1,173 1,tlO1 
San Diego ........................................................................................................ 1,240 1,828 2,268 3,199 2,806 2,821 3,433 
San Francisco ..................................................................... ; .......................... 3,7114 1I,.50i9 6,3915 7,804 9,841 7,831 6,246 
San Joaquin ;; .................................................................................................. 471 537 700 94.'1 1,109 1,104 1,059 
San Mateo •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• !~ ....................................... 1,227 1,542 1,327 1,602 1,416 1,307 1,331 

Santa Barbai-a .......................................................................... , ..................... 3711 412 448 617 682 6ll 361 
Santa Oar. ................................................................................ " .................. 1,301 1,5E6 2,WT 2,596 2,774 2,584 1,594 
Sonoma ...................................... , ..................................................................... 160 2t6 324 390 446 514 647 
Stanislaus ...................... _., ........................................ , ..................................... 2ll 332 275 3511 324 338 316 
Ventura ............................................................................................................ 4ll 518 594 622 632 574 M3 

ToW 28,088 47:aT 57,042 74,5.'18 79,826 70m3 70,606 
To.W ;;i;U;'r:;;;·~;i;;;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 19,1118 24,037 26,295 33,539 35,240 32,590 31,733 
Total civil jury cases awaiting trial .................................................. 18,253 28,605 33,626 42,6f17 46,094 43,428 43,424 

: ~ of June 30, 1976. 
July 31, 1973. 

1!1!1 IfIIS 1976 
4,351 4,415 5,m ~ 2,157 2,349 2,291 

879 921· 1,232 

~ 4!11 488 1178 
37/lf19. 39,131 /'~~199 

\". r 8 593 735 913 
391 406 596 ~ 3,638 11,309 7,390 0 1,384 1,603 1,788 t"' 

2,3311 3,f112 3,4l11I 0 
"'l 

1,398 1,592 2,323 g 4,065 3,2112 6,472 
11,823 5,599 11,435 
1,042 1,106 1,064 Cl 1,356 1,788 2,001 

~ 
426 329 5f11 > 1,346 1,11l111 2,164 
925 f111I 1,366 
318 632 644 
779 1,174 1,618 

70/YCj 78,296 91m8 
33,703 39,1611 47,779 
42,679 46,1211 114,1101 
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The two indices that the Judicial Council uses to describe the condition 
of civil calendars are the inventory of civil cases awaiting trial and the 
elapsed time to trial m~asured from (1) the filing of the complaint and (2) 
the filing of the at-issue memorandum. These indices are closely related 
and an increase or decrease in inventory often forecasts a similar change 
in elapsed times to trial. Thus, this year's 17.5 percent increase in the 
inventory of civil cases awaiting trial would seem to portend further sub ... 
stantial increases in the intervals to trial in 1976-77 over those recorded 
in 1975-76. 

The following discussion of civil calendar conditions is based on the 20 
superior courts with five or more judges. 18 Together these coUrts account 
for about 90 percent of civil filings statewide and for a corresponding 
proportion of both case inventory and jury trials. Also, problems of calen
dar congestion and lengthy waiting time to trial generally are most sevei'e 
in these larger courts. Even though the courts are often discussed as a 
group, . each calendar is unique to its own court and may differ from 
descriptive generalizations. 

Inventory of CMI Cases Awaiting Trial 

The inventory of civil cases awaiting trial (cases on the civil aC~~le list 
as the result of filing an at-issue memorandum) as of June 30, 1967 tl.rough 
1976 is shown in Table XXII. The total of 91,978 that awaited trial in the 
20 courts as of June 30, 1976 was the highest for any June since these 
records have been compiled. The 1976 total was up 13,682 cases or 17.5 
percent over the same figure for 1975. Jury cases, which are' the critical 
component of the inventory, increased again this year. The June 30, 1976 
jury list of 54,501 cases represents an increase of 8,884 cases or 19.5 percent 
over the same figure for 1975. 

It is important to note that onl:iasmall percentage of the inventory of 
"cases awaiting trial" Will Pe disposed of by trial. In 1975-76, for instance, 
only 6.8 percent of personal injury cases awaiting trial were actually dis
posed of at a contested trial. 19 This reservation notwithstanding, rapid or 
sustained increases in inventories of cases awaiting trial are cause for 
concern. The 17.5 percent increase in 1975-76 over the previous year is 
troubling. 

The steady accretion over the past two years in the inventory of cases 
ready for trial can be attributed, in large part, to the factor of vacant 

, judicial positions. In fiscal year 1975-76 there was a. total of 233 judge 
months of vacancies in the 20 superior courts of the state with five or more 
judges, In effect, .there was an average of 19.4 judicial vacanciesJor each 
month of that year, enough judicial positions to staff a medium sized urban 
court. It should be noted that the vacancy situation which obtained in the 
first month of the fiscal year, when there were 32 vacancies, steadily 
improvetl,and that during the last month of the fiscal year there were only 
11 vacancies. 
18 As or June :10, 1976, superior courts or AWneda. Cantu Co5t';' Fresno, Kern, Los 'Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, 

Riverside, Sacramento, San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisco, San Joaquln, San Mateo, Santa .Barbal' .. Santa Clara, 
Sonoma, Stanislaus and Ventura Counties. 

Ii The number of contested personal injury trials in 19'75-76 as a phcent of at-lssue memoranda filed In 1974-75. 
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TABLE XXIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES· 

NUMBER OF CIVIL JURY CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

ToWcil'i! 
juryoues 

Court ,wsi/iJJs trUl 
Alameda .. :................................................. 3,749 
Contra Costa............................................ 1,l504 
Fresno •..•.....•......•...............•.•...•..••.•......... 724 
Kern .......................................................... 1536 
Los Angeles.............................................. 2f},ff14 

Marin ........................................................ 511 
Monterey.................................................. Z17 
Orange ...................................................... 4,124 
Riverside .................................................. 975 
Sacramento .................................. ~........... 2,689 

San Bernardino ...................................... 1,346 
San Diego ................................................ 3,260 
San Francisco .......................................... 2,743 
San Joaquin .............................................. 688 
Sar, Mateo ................................................ 1,437 

Santa Barbara .......................................... 218 
Santa Clara .............................................. 1,(1n 
Sonoma...................................................... 656 
Stanislaus .................................................. 203 
Ventura .................................................... 916 

• M of June 30, IgT6' 

a.....s in which et·~ l'em!nt 01 
~ II'eJe JiJed eu.. in .1Jich ,t·issue 

0.." oue J'W' IS of June ~ 1916 I1JeIlIOl'I1HU II'eJe JiJed 
Number l'em!ntoltouJ o.."oueJ'W'lSoIJune~ 1m 

1,213 32.4 11.5 
433 28.8 m.4 
34 4."I1.1S 
64 11.9 6.5 

6.001 23.1 19.1 

71 
28 

1,090 
197 
183 

609 
1,006 
1,498 

·178 
66 

60 

259 

13.9 
10.1 
26.4 
20.2 

6.8 

45.2 
30.9 
54.6 
25.9 
4.6 

9.1 

28.3 

2.3 
9.8 

11.0 
21.1 
13.7 

42.8. 
22.8 
45.1 
40.1 

0.1 

10.4 

While the overall increase in the inventory of civil cases awaiting trial 
averaged 17,5 percent from 1974-75, 12 of the 20 superior courts \¥ith five 
or more judges experienced greater increases. Of particular concern were 
Contra Costa with an increase of 28.5 percent, Orange with an increase 
of 39 percent, San Bernardino with an increase of 45 percent, San Diego 
with an increase of 23 percent and Ventura with an increase of 38 percent. 
These are all high volume courts and such increases portend a continuing 
congestion of civil trials with a consequent deprivation of litigants' r,ights 
to a speedy trial. . . . 

Some idea of the aging process of civil cases awaiting trial can be derived 
by selecting an arbitrary time period and determining the number and 
proportion of cases that have been in the inventory longer than the period 
selected. This process also gives a measure of the relative speed with 
which a court disposes of cases that are at issue. The number and propor
tion of civil jury cases that have been awaiting trial one year or more as 
ofJune 30,1976 is shown in Table XXIII for the 20 courts being considered. 
Also shown is a comparison of that proportion for each court as of June 30, 
1975. , 

It will be noted that of the 16 courts for which such data arJ' available, 
14 show increases from 1974-75 to 1975--76 in the percentages of civil jury 
cases awaiting trial in which the at-issue memos had been on file for more 
than one year. Some of these increases were substantial, e,g., Alameda 20 

. percent, Orange 15.4 percent and Ventura 17.9 percent. Only two of the 
courts considered, Riverside and San Mateo, show decreases in the per
centage of civil jury cases awaiting trial in which the at-issue memos had 
been on file for more than one year. . 



TABLE XXIV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE O~ MORE 
JUDGES "-NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

PER AUTHORIZED JUDGE b AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 
THROUGH 1976 

NIJ11lbe- oftM] C#!S 6WA.Ving trWl!!!!. RIItborizi!djudge 
Court 1!J61 1968 1Sf1J J!IlO J!1ll 1m 1m 
Alameda .................................................................................................... 93 n 143 154 165 147 142 162 
Contra Costa ............................................................................................ 111 124 l22 145 162 100 192 
Fresno •..••.......•.•.....•....•.....••......•.••...•.....••••.....••....•...•••.........•••......•.....•..•.• 82 fj1 59 99 1m no "114 
Kern ......................................................................................................... " .. 100 94 72 96 94 1m 107 
Los Angeles .............................................................................................. 75 173 229 306 299 23B 241 

Marln ........................... _ ............................................................................ 135 ISO 141 114 1~ 166 168 
Monterey .................................................................................................• 53 ll3 71 54 152 152 
Otange ... _._ ... _ .. _ ...... __ .............. _ ...... _ .. _ ..... _ .. _ ... _ ........ 71 '75 89 136 130 84 91 
Riverside .................................................................................................... 62 71 82 106 III 96 100 
Sacramento ................................................................................................. 184 156 ll4 146 137 IllS 137 

San Bernardino .............................................. " ........................................ 94 104 96 134 III 00 93 
San Diego~ ................................................................................................ S9 87 103. IllS 112 101 lIB 
San Francisco ............................................................................................ 156 231 266 325 3155 301 240 
San Joaquin ................................................................................................ 94 167 117 1159 165 184 lSI 
San Mateo ................................................................................................... 136 140 111 134 109 101 102 

Santa Barbara .......................................................................................... '75 69 711 103 f11 87 152 
Santa aara ........ : ......... ~ ................. ~ .. ~ ........................................................ 71 Bll 110 124 132 lOS 66 
SonOllla ..................... ~ ...................................................................... ; ........ 40 62 81 96 Ill! 129 162 
StanislaU5 ...... ~ ............. " ...................................... ~ ............................ ~ ... ~ ... &'I &'I lIS 71 65 68 63 
Ventura .......... ; ...... ~ ..... ~ ............................................................................ 69 86 BS 89 00 Bll 79 

1911 1975 1916 

174 177 ro:l 
196 214 006 
no Ill! 154 
&'I 81 llO 

?'II 229 2M 

119 147 1&'1 
7B 81 119 

ll7 171 224 
115 134 138 
156 171 171 

100 106 129 
140 1159 196 
224 215 209 
149 ISS 1152 
104 138 143 

61 47 72 
56 SS &'I 

?'II 219 273' 
54 1m 107 

111 168 231 

Average ca.esawalling trial per authorized judge: 
Total for the above courts ................................................................ 00 140 163 208 208, 173 170 171 180 204· 

. Total excluding Los AngeIes ........................................... ~~ ......... ".. 99 118 122 ISO . 1111131 l2lS 133 148 171 
• As of June 3O,lf116. ", , . . 
b Note that comparisons reIate to the'total number of judges autborized.as of June 30 of eaclIliscalre-r and are nota<ijusted to reflect the number actuaIly avallabletodlspote of dvll backlog. 
e July 31. 1973. ' 

.. 
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Table XXIV shows in detail the number of civil cases awaiting trial per 
authorized judge as of each June 30th commencing in 1967 through 1976 
for each of the 20 courts under consideration. It should be noted there has 
been a consistent slippage in the timeliness with which cases are brought 
to trial for the past four years. 

Elapsed Time to Trial 

It has been noted in previous reports that the term "delay" is misleading 
when used to describe some of the various time elements in court pro
ceedings terminating in trial. Therefore, in lieu of that misnomer, the 
Judicial Council has adopted the term "elapsed time to trial" which more 
accurately describes the elapsed time from the point of filing various 
documents (e.g., complaint, at-issue memorandum, certificate of readi
ness, etc.) to the start of trial. This interval not only includes time that 
courts require to bring a ready case to trial but also the substantial amount 
of time attorneys regularly require to prepare cases for trial. To label such 
composites of time periods as "court delay" is inaccurate, for it implies that 
the time being measured results exclusively from conditions within the 
court. It is true, however, that if the interval to trial is larger than present 
medians in other courts, or in the past, then it can be inferred that ready 
cases are probably being delayed by court caseload congestion. 

Table XXV displays the median elapsed time to trial in months from the 
filing of the complaint and also from the at-issue memorandum as of June 
30, 1968 through June 30, 1976 in the 20 metropolitan courts. In about half 
of the cmlrts the interval to jury trial increased between 1975 and 1976 
measured both from the at-issue memorandum and from the complaint. 

The interval from the at-issue memorandum measures the elapsed time 
to trial from the poiIJ.t at which attorneys first request a trial date. Even 
though taken from the point at which a trial is requested, the interval is 
not a reliable measure of delay chargeable to the courts. Attorneys file 
memoranda in many cases that are not ready for trial and for which an 
early trial is neither desired nor anticipated. Since such cases are included, 
the index cannot be considered as a meaningful measure of the delay 
arising from internal court conditions. Furthermore, the at-issue memo
randum has a different meaning from court to court in terms of trial 
readiness. Because of this, attorneys time their filings in accordance with 
their kllowledge of the time frame that a particular court follows in proc
essing the case. 

The average interval from at~issue memorandum to trial increased 
between June 1975 and June 1976 in many metropolitan courts, and by a 
considerable amount in several. The average increase in cQunties ex
periencing increases amounted to 3.95 months. In June 1976, in only 4 of 
the 20 courts did the median jury case reach trial within a year or less of 
filing the at-issue memorandum. In nine more courts, trial was had 
between a year and a year and one-half of filing the at-issue memoran
dum. In only three of these 20 courts (Santa Barbara, Santa Clara and 
Stanislaus) was the interval within the six-month period considered desir
able by the California Rules of Court. Significant increases occurred in the 
superior courts of Alameda (up to 9 months), Kern (up 5-1/2 months), 



TABLE XXV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE OR MORE. JUDGES·-MIDIAN IN1HVAL TO TRW FROM COMPU4.lNT 
AND AT-tl5SU1 MlMO SlOR CMl JURy CASlS 'mID IN .1UN119611H1lOUGH 1976 ~ 

.¥IdiIor 1tMrnI.·~m-: ~ """"'lIJldM AI~_lIJtrMI 

I- I- l- I- I- I- I- I- -I- I- --I- /IItts. -1-- § a.t • ., '111 71 "II .", 71 " " • • '111 7J 71 73 71 " " Alameda _ ................. _ ... ____ ..... _ ........ _ ...... _ .......... lID 30 ill lIII J3 lIS • 17 :rus Ii 9.5 lIS 18 li.li:. .1:l 11 13 fi 
Centra C:o.ta .. _. ______ ............ __ ..... _ ........ _ II 18 18 J3 W 30 lJ3 lIS It 11 Ii Ii 15 19 fi 51;) 18 18 ~ I'remo ___ . ________ .. _ ............ _._ .. _ ........ • 13 11 13 10 eU 16 411 U 14 9 10.li 11 16 e 10.6 1M 10.6 9 
Item ............... __ ._. _____ ._ ... _ .. _. __ ....... _ .. II!. 17.5 16 lIO II 11 1I8 11 11 1) 1M 10 11 13 9 111 9.11 111 0 

'2l LeI ADpieC ... _ .... ______ ... __ ... __ .......... _ .. W 31.11 34 ~ 3TJI 30 1I8 lIS 31 9 111 lit S3 ~ ;", !;1!l a4 lID 21 
Sl Nuiu _____ . _____ ...... _ ..... _._ ..... _ ..... b44JI baG 43 311 311 :lSI 13 21 ill bm blO 19 lI7 is 114 11 17 111 

McIIlterey .. -. 10 Ii 14 11 13 15 19 4S S3 4 5 4 II 7 6 9 10 13 l>:I 
Ormp ._._--.--_ .. _ ...... _. .._ ...................... 18 21 J3 lIS It It S3 J3 3T 11 li.li 11 10 11 11 U 13 18 i:i lIi-*Ie ._._. __ . ___ ....... __ . _ ...... _ 11 j,S3 3S 17 34 19 10 19 40 11 15 lIS 11 18 14 10 111 18 

I 
s--to ____ .... _ ....... -.. _ ........ __ . II 11 lIS 19 11 111 17 S3 lIS 16 II 9 11 10 10 11 13 17 
Sua BemudIDo __ ...... __ .. __ ._. ___ ._. __ ........ S3 11 19 It 19 21 3SI 40 lI3 li 8 14 1JI 14 18 lI3 311 111 SuaDleco _________ .. ____ .............. 

14 S3 II 18 10 lI3 It • 31 7 8 111 15 11 111 111 17 11 
Sua FnDCiIco _.-'-_ ... -... -.~--........ .. 31 41 34 40 311 3T 31 :lSI 34 lID II is 33 33 :lSI • 10 10 
Sua JOIIQUID ----_ .. _---_.-. b

17 • lID • 411 54 41.11 3T 3T 11 11 17 111 3G.li " 31 lI7 18,· 

~ Sua......, It • • 11 18 14 18 111 • bIll' UI 18 13 H 9 7 11 111 
SuIta IIarbIn __________ .. _ .. __ .. _ ...... _ 

10 30 It lI7 lIO 18 13 111 • li.li 1lI 13 111 Ii 7 II II II 
SiIDta Qua ,0 18 13 111 III 13 111 9 111 111 6 8 II tI 8 5 4 4 Il 0 
Saaama_ .. 

0 _____ -

JtJI 1M JU 111 S3 10 17 III II 7.11 10 10 1JI 14 18 18 ~ StaaIMut .. _ .. __ ._ .. - • 14 III Ii 10 8 111 14 14 111 7 9 II II IS IS '1 II 
V.mn... • 11.11 • til lU " 11 30 li.li 11.11 13 '1 10 1 11 1M &l 
: AI alJ_ 30, 1m. 

Fow -'h 01 Way. 
e Fow -'h 01 July 1m. 

() 
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Riverside (up 5 months), and San Diego and San Mateo (up 4 months). 
Five courts (Alameda, Monterey, Sacramento, San Diego and Ventura) 
reported the highest intervals on record. . 

Table XXV also shows the median time to jury trial from the filing of 
the complaint. As with elapsed time to trial from at-issue memorandum, 
this measure of "total" time increased in 11 courts between June 1975 and 
June 1976. Seven of the courts reported increases of one-half year or more. 
Four of the 20 courts (Alameda, Orange, Riverside and San Diego) report
ed record high "total" time. 

5. CONDITION OF CRIMINAL CALENDARS-METROPOlITAN COURTS 

Data submitted by the superior courts to the Judicial Council indicated 
a continuing decline in 1975-76 in the condition of the criminal calendars, 
a situation noted in the last annual report. Cases calendared for trial in the 
metropolitan courts 20 increased from 6,399 as of June 30, 1975 to 6,929 on 
June 30, 1976, an increase of 8.3 percent. 

Criminal calendar cQnditions are discussed in terms of the same 20 
courts that were used to describe civil calendars. These larger courts 
together accounted for 92 percent of criminal cases calendared for trial in 
1975-76 and hence their problems of congestion and ext0nded time to trial 
generally are more acute than in other courts. Although the courts are 
described as a group, each court's calendar is unique and may differ from 
descriptive generalizations. The Los Angeles court is discussed separately, 
both because inclusion of its large figures would tend to obscure trends in 
other courts and also because its calendar is influenced by factors unique 
to that court. 

Cases Calendared for Trial 

Except for good cause, superior courts must dismiss a criminal case if the 
defendant has not hee.n prought to trial within 60 days of the indictment 
or information unless the defendant waives the right to trial within this 
time. 21 Even though many defendants demand a trial and waive time, the 
6O-day requirement nevertheless tends to limit the time cases remain 
awaiting trial and, in contrast to civil calendars, to limit the number of 
cases in the inventory of criminal cases awaiting trial. 

Table XXVI lists the number of criminal cases calendared for trial 22 as 
ofJune 30, 1966 through June 1976 for the courts under consideration. It 
shows that 13 of the 20 courts had increases over the previous year.·in 
criminal cases setJor trial. In only two (Riverside and San Bernardino) of 
the seven courts reporting a decrease in inventory had the decrease ex
tended for two or more consecutive years. The 19 courts, exclusive of Los 
Angeles, showed a total increase of 623 criminal cases awaiting trial, an 
increase of 22.5 percent. In .comparison, criminal filings during the year 
for the same 19 courts increased only 763 from 28,189 to 28,952 or 2.7 
percent. 
20 Superior courts of AlllIlIeda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, 

San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisc<l, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clarn, Sonoma, Stanislaw, and 
Ventura Counties. 

~ Cal. Pen. Code t 1382(2). 
Since the great majority of trial demands are for a jury trial, the figures in Table XXVI represent jury trial calendar. 

for all practical purpose!. 
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TABLE XXVI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES a 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL CASES CALENDARED FOR TRIAL 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1966 THROUGH 1976 

CrimiIuJ cases .W1U'ting trisJ 
Courts 1906 1967 1968 i9fi} JIll/} l!Ill 11m 1m 1971 1975 l!Il6 
Alameda .................................. 173 WI 263 224 243 3lSlI 589 315 194 463 663 
Contra Costa .......................... 58 96 58 92 102 98 262 202 c 94 124 114 
Fresno ............... " ..................... lOB 102 61 66 40 74 80 116 79 80 137 
Kern .......................................... 20 16 33 41 109 73 82 13 73 65 83 
Lo, Angeles ., .......................... 2,593 2.938 3,679 50498. 6,103 4,816 3,1116 3,840 3,2i;T 3,832 3,1139 

Marin ........................................ 38 30 80 85 75 54 51 4t 51 47 69 
Monterey ................................ 28 ~ ~! 48 76 116 71 100 91 102 95 
Orange ...................................... 159 161 233 200 2(18 429 248 202 211 248 229 

. Riverside .................................. 182 1S3 167 304 215 17S 91 122 132 112 107 
Sacramento .............................. 59 62 44 67 99 136 '132 113 126 180 194 

San Bernardino ...................... 2C6 190 175 305 318 ~6 343 402 299 163 154 
San Diego ................................ 158 199 243 581 476 344 323 349 613 261 4f1( 
San Francisco .......................... 181 292 ~8 237 :sao 664 291 136 119 113 116 
San Joaquin .............................. 16 'S1 120 95 82 124 102 77 69 103 lOB 
San M.teo ................................ 63 91 148 163 226 194 162 138 150 114 146 

Santa Barbara ........................ 31 53 75 83 91 110 73 42 34 ~ 45 
Santa Clara .............................. 110 179 160 ~4 ~4 300 307 183 '~~. 323 501 
Sonoma ..... ~ ........... h ••••••••••••••••• 12 4 29 28 25 34 17 ~ 69 81 
Stanislaus .................................. 23 50 81 1~ 103 91 190 118 75 100 58 
Ventura ..... , .............................. 43 48 34 39 62 116 46 46 66 73 83 

Total ...................................... .4.231 4,955 6,232 8,562 9,467 8,462 6$6 6,644 6,018 6,399 6,929 
Total excludina Los Ange-

l.,. ...................................... 1,638 2,011 2,3S3 3,064 3,384 3,646 3,460 2.00. 2,731 2,767 3,390 

• As of June 30, 1!176. 

As with civil trial inventories, criminal inventories considerably over
state the number of cases that will actually reach trial. Many criminal :cases 
are calendared for trial where, despite a trial demand, defendants neither 
wish nor anticipate a trial. Cases against many such defendants will ulti
m!ltely be disposed of by pleas of guilty. In 1975-76, pleas of guilty (includ
ing certifications on pleas of guilty from lower courts) accounted for 70.9 
percent or 18,083 of the 25,493 total dispositions in the 19 superior courts. 
In the previous year 70.6 percent of all criminal dispositions in these courts 
were pleas of guilty. . 

Many of the pleas of guilty came after the defendant had first pleaded 
not guilty and demanded a (jury) trial. Although precise figures are lack
ing, it is known that a substantial number of these changes of plea occur 
after and as a result of negotiation between the prosecution and defense, 
concurred in by the court. Since negotiated pleas typically ocC'ur shortly 
before. the scheduled trial, the delay in disposing of such cases often ap~ 
proaches that which would have occurred had the cases gone to trial. 

The phrase "plea negotiation" covers a variety of different practices, 
among them the following (1) dropping of one or more of the counts of 
a multicount indic.tment or information; (2) reduction of a charge to a 
lesser (or lesser and'included) offense; (3) a negotiated recommendation 
by the prosecutor as to'septence; (4)' a sentence agreed to by theprose~u
tion .and defenseanc:i concurred in by the court. There is no empirical data 
as to the effect of abolition dr reduction of any of these varioJls forms of 

•• 8-:;-75070 

,. 
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plea negotiation on the condition of criminal trial calendars. The Judicial 
Council has adopted standards to help insure that where plea negotiation 
is engaged in, whatever benefits it has for the orderly administr~tion of 
justice will be realized. 23 

Despite the great number of defendants who demand trial in the first 
instance, relatively few cases are actually disposed of by trial. 24 The 2,845 
Juries sworn last year for criminal cases in the 19 metropolitan courts 
exclusive of Los Angeles amount to only some 11 percent of all criminal 
dispositions in those courts. A comparison of the number of initial trial 
demands with the number of juries actually sworn indicates that courts 
generally set about five cases for trial for each trial that results, and con
versely, that a guilty plea is subsequently accepted in the other four cases 
that had been set for trial. 

However, in 1975-76 over half of the 20 courts showed an increase in the 
percent of juries sworn to total filings. This indicates a growing tendency 
in these courts to dispose of criminal cases by trial. In 1974-75, juries were 
sworn in 8.7 percent of criminal filings; in 1975-76, this percentage rose to 
9.8 percent (See Table XXVII) . Some of these courts experienced signifi
cant increases in these percentages (e.g., Fresno from 10.6 to 19.6 percent; 
Kern from 10.9 to 19.2 percent; Monterey from 9.8 to 15.0 percent; San 
Matleo from 6.3 to 11.4 percent and Stanislaus from 11.0 to 21.9 percent). 

TABLE XXVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES 0 

CRIMINAL FILINGS AND NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Year 1975-76 

CrirniIW 
Cbcat Ji1JiDp Juries swrJn1 

Alameda .............................................................................................................. .. 
Contra Co.rta ....................................................................................................... . 
Fresno ................................................................................................................... . 
Kem ..................................................................................................................... . 
Lee Angeles ................................................................................ : ....................... .. 

2,744 201 
1,110 95 
1,030 1m 

6150 123 
20,119 1,393 

Marin ..................................................................................................................... . 4915 53 
Monterey .............................. ___ .......................................................................... . 912 137 
Orange ................................................................................................................. . 
RIvenide ............................................................................................................. . 
~ento ........................................................................................................ .. 

2,045 208 
1,173 162 
2,266 196 

San Bemardlno .................................................................................................. .. 
San Diego ............................................................................................................ .. 
San Fnncilco ..................................................................................................... . 
San JOIquln ........................................................................................................ .. 

2,00!5 284 
4,234 261 
2,649 212 

1M i52 
San Mateo .................................... : ...................................................................... . 979 112 

Santa Bubua .................................................................................................... .. 
Santa Cara ......................................................................................................... . 
Sonoma ................................................................................................................ .. 

566 71 
3,2:'J3 233 

~.'lIl 48 
StanWaUi ............................................................................................................. . IJIiTI 131 
Ventlttll ....................................................... ; ............................................... : ........ .. 1,034 80 

Total excluding Los Angeles .......................................... : ........................... .. 28,!l«I2 2,8415 
• AI of June 30, 1976. 

l'erretJt of 
jur:(e$ swrJn1 

/rJ toaJ IlIiDp 
7.3 
8.6 

19.6 
19.2 
6.9 

10.7 
IIl.O 
10.2 
13.8 
8.7 

13.2 
< 6.1 

8.0 
6.9 

11.4 

12.5 
7.2 

10.5 
21.9 
7.7 

9.8 

23 J udiclnl Council Recommended Standards or Judicinl Administration, Sec. lO( c) and (e). < < 

114 Unless otherwise indicated "Irials" exclude cases disposed or on the transcript or the preliminary hearing. 
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.TABLE XXVIIl-CALlFOR$Hi!;.CtOuNTIES WITH FIVE OR MORE 
SUPERIOR COURT JU[)G~$·-FELONY FILINGS IN LOWER. 

COURTS AND FELONY FILINGS IN SUPERIOR COURT 

Fiscal Yaar 1975-73 

Ml111icIp<lmd 
Cbunty ]usIka ~ 

Alameda .............................................................................................................. 7,380 
Contra Costa ...................................................................................................... 11116 
Fresno ..................................................................................................................3,265 
Kern .................................................................................. _................................. 1,4116 
Los Angeles ............... ~ .. _................................................................................. 27 !Jl. 

Marin .................................................................................................................. .. 
Mootate)' ............. ,',." ........................................................................................ . 
Orange ................................................................................................................. . 
Riverside ............................................................................................................ .. 
Sacramento ......................................................................................................... . 

San Bernardlno ........................................................ , ....................................... .. 
San DIego .......................................................................................................... .. 
San Franclsco .................................................................................................... .. 
San Joaquln ......................................................................................................... . 
San Mateo ........................................................................................................... . 

Santa Barbara .............................................................................................. __ 
Santa Onra ......................................................................................................... . 
Sono~ ........................... _ .................................................. _ .................... _ ..... . 
Stanl.slaus ............................................................................................................. . 
Ventura ............................................................................................................... . 

Total ............................................................... , ..... _ ......................................... . 
1'otal excluding Los Angeles .................................................................... .. 

a M of June 30, 19'16. 

784 
1,6:16 
3,938 
2,821 
11,408 

4,173 
8,1l38 
5,404 
1,Im 
2,413 

93S 
3,402 
1,00 
l/il11'" 

~ 
91,116 
63,l!62 

Supmwcoart 
. 2,744 

I,UO 
l,oao 

630 
20,119 

495 
912 

2,00 
1,173 
l!,266 

2,005 
4,234 
2,649 

733 
979 

566 
3,233 

435 
59'1 

1,034 

49,071 
28,9&1 

Approxirzute pt!I'CeJ1t 

~oFhy 
}usIJc8~ 

62.8 
4i>:.1J 
68.5 
116.3 
27.9 

36.9 
44.3 
63.6 
53.5 
118.1 

32.0 
46.. 
ISl.O 
39.8 
39.4 

39.7 
40.2 
36.5 
84.6 
38.7 
46.2 
114.2 

Even though many offenses charged as felonies are disposed of in the 
lower courts, a substantial number are prosecuted through superior court 
only to be disposed of with a misdemeanor sentence, It would seem that 
little is gained by prosecuting these cases through superior court when the 
ultimate result in terms of sentence is the same as if the case .had been 
terminated in the lower courts. Moreover, some of the adverse effects of 
such prosecution are (I) the disposition of these cases is considerably 
delayed; (2) critically limited superior court resources are expended on 
their disposition; and (3) by preempting superior court resources that 
could be allocated otherwise, such cases contribute to overall congestion 
and delay in the courts. Despite this, superior courts have little conti-ol 
over the kinds of matters that are brought before them .. as felonies. 

Elapsed Time fa Trial 

Except for good cause or unless a defendant consents, ':criminal cases 
must be brought to trial within 60 days of filing in superior court. Normal
ly, therefore, when time to trial exceeds this statutory limit the excess is 
d\le to a delay that is sought or agreed to by the defendant.~ctually, the 
majority of defendants initially plead not guilty at arraignmept, followipg 
which many demand a jury trial and waive their right to a~peedy trial, 
thus relieving the court of its statutory responsibility regardrpg the. time 
to trial. Under these conditions a defendant generally is iI!terested in 
delaying rather than speeding the date of trial, especially if l~e is out on 
bail ( or own recognizance) as a great many are. " 
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For several years commencing about 1970, the courts were able to 
reduce both the number and proportion of cases where the commence
ment of trial exceeded the 6O-day limit. In 1974-75, however, 11 of the 
metropolitan courts reported increases in the number and proportion of 
cases with'juries sworn m.ore than 60 days from filing. Last year 11 of these 
cOl,lrts again reported incrc:i::9s over the previous year. Of the 4,238 crimi
naljuries sworn in these courts last year, 2,362.or 55.7 percent were sworn 
more than 60 days from filing. While this was the same percentage of cases 
as in the previous year, the actual number of cases increased by 194. The 
metropolitan courts show a wide variation in the proportion of jury trials 
commenced more than 60 days from filing, ranging from lows of 17.9 
percent and 21.4 percent in San Francisco and Stanislaus, respectively, to 
highs of 78.6 percent and 81.2 percent in the Alameda and San Diego 
courts. 

TABLE XXVIII A-CAliFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES· 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Year 1975-78 

Jurh4.-" I1X1m tIwI 
flJtiJp 

Tob! frr1I11 iDdit:tzrwJt 
etimlzW}urie$ or iz1fonzutioD 

.-" Numbi!r J'm:mt cf toaJ 
A1ameda.............................................................................................................................. lIIOl 
Contra CoIb\ ...................................................................................................................... 95 
Fremo .................................................................................................... M............................ lII02 
Kem .................................................................................................................................... ~ 
LoI Angel"" ........................................................................................................................ 1393 
Marin.................................................................................................................................... 153 
Monterey ............................................................................................................................ 1:r1' 
On.V1gB ................................................................................................................................ 208 
R1venlde ............................................................................................................................ l~ 
&cra.nento ........................................................................................................................ 198 

San Bernardlno.................................................................................................................. 284 
San Diego............................................................................................................................ 261 
San Francll.."O .................................................................................................................... 212 
San Joaquin ........................................................................................................................ 52 
San Mateo ....... ,.................................................................................................................. 112 

Santa Barbua .................................................................................................................... 71 
Santa C1ara ........................................................................................................................ 233 
Sonoma.............................................................................................................................. 48 
StanllloUl ............................................................................................................................ 131 
Ventura................................................................................................................................ 80 

Total................................................................................................................................ G38 
Total excluding Los Ange.\"" ...................................................................................... l!84II 

< AI or June 30, 1918. 

The los Angeles Superior Court 

1M 
151 

l2tI 
1511 

722 

34 
76 

161 
H2 
106 

171 
212 
38 
38 
67 

39 
82 
37 
28 
49 

ll:l62 
1640 

78.6 
153.7 
62.. 
'"'0 
151.8 

6U 
MJI 
7U 
80.1 
153.5 
6U 
81.2 
17.9 
73.1 
SII.8 

M.9 
311.2 
77.1 
2l.4 
61.3 

1511.7 
157.6 

The Los Angeles Superior Court has in the past been considered sepa
rately in discussing criminal proceedings since inclusion of its criminal 
filings, presently 37 percent of the state total, would tend to obscure trends 
in other courts. Also, in Los Angeles, at least in prior years, more relatively 
minor offenses appeared to have been filed in superior court than else
where. Partly reflecting this policy, in the past substantial numbers of 
cases were disposed of in the Los Angeles Superior Court by stipulation 
on the record of the preliminary hearing, a procedure that was relatively 
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unique to that court~ These differences still exist to a minor degree, but 
there is evidence that the Los Angeles criminal caseload. is now. being 
handled similarly to other courts. In July 1971 the district attorney re
versed a previous policy and commenced to prosecute certain minor of
fenses (e.g., small amounts of marijuana, minor bookmaking, etp.) as 
misdemeanors under Section 17 of the Penal Code. These types orcases 
had been handled previously as felonies in the superior court. This policy 
change had an almost immediate effect which appears to he contim,ling. 
In 1970-71 there were 38,843 felony filings in Los Angeles Superior Court. 
In 1971-72, the year .of the policy change, the total dropped to 28,B92. In 
1972-73 the total was 26,521, and in 1973-74 felony filings dropped to 21,175 
and have continued on a plateau. In 1974-75 the total.was 21,129 and in 
the past year it was 20,119. In 1970-71 the percentage of criminal filing~ I 

to total filings was 20 percent; in the past year this percentage was 9.4. ThiS 
compares favorably with the statewide average of B.2 percent. 

It is also interesting to note that the ratio of pleas of guilty to total 
dispositions in the Los Angeles Superior Court is almost identical with the 
ratio in the rest of the state. The Los Angeles Superior Court had a total 
of 19,212 criminal dispositions in 1975-76 of which 13,388 were pleas of 
guilty, a ratio of 69.7 percent. The other superior courts in the state dis
posed of 30,882 criminal matters with 21,570 pleas of guilty, a ratio of 69.8 
percent. 

In 1975-76 Los Angeles disposed of B.l percent of its total felony filings 
as misdemeanors under the provisions of Section 17 (b) 5 of the Penal Code 
and other statutory provisions. This was sHghtly above the average for the 
other 19 metropolitan courts which was 5.6 percent for the same period. 

TABLE XX'X-CA~IFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT WITH FIVE OR MORE JUDGIES· 
Felony Conviction. and MI.dem.anor Conviction. Under Section 17b 

of the Penal Code and other Statutory Provision •• 
Flacel Vear 1975-78 

County 
ToUIrw-Jmu 

CooYktr!tJ 
Alameda ........................................................... , ....................................... . 
Contra Coota ......................................................................................... .. 
Fremo .............................................................................. ; ..................... .. 
JCem ............................................................... , ........................................ .. 
"'" Aoiel ............................................................................................... .. 

MarIn ................................ ; ...................................................................... . 
MODt~ ....... , ......................................................................................... . 
Oranae ." ....................... ; ......................................................................... . 
Rlvenlde .......................................................................................... , ...... . 
s.cnmento ................................................. uoo ....................................... .. 

s.n Bemardlno .................................................................................... .. 
s.n DIe&o ....................................................................................... " " ... . 
s.n~ ........................................................................................ .. 
s.n JoooquIn ............................................................................................ .. 
s.n Mateo ............................................................................................... . 

1,803 
90&8 
839 
Il42 

111.116 

l!9C 
7S2 

1,888 
00II 

1.011 

1.433 
3,4811 
1,788 

4i!4 
m 

All MetropoIJtan Courb.................................................................... 35,760 
MetropoIJtan Courb 1_ L.A. ............. :.......................................... 11,5H 

• AI or June 30, II1T8. 

FeIooy 
Coo>'icI:IcM 

1,753 
888 
B36 
Il34 

1.,oC8O 

SSt 
68lI 

1100 
900 

1,011 

1,339 . 3_ 
1.721 
m 
558 .1. 

2,IlO2 
IQ3 
Il34 
l1li1 

34,815 
~ 

,!'m=t 
~ ~ 
Coo>'icI:IcM Coorlro'llIlI 

IJO 2.8 
60 6.3 
3 .00 
8 I.Il 

1,9.36 8.1 
0 .0 

fr1 8.9 
60 • .2 
30 3.2 
0 0 

94 6.6 
403 U.6 
Ill! 3.6 
11 2.3 

119 17.6 

19 ... 
175 G.Il 

• 1.3 
II 2.0 
0 0 

2,Cl5 6.6 
1.1911 11.6 ' 
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D. MUNICIPAL COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

Total Filings 

The caseload of the 84 California municipal courts passed the 14 million 
mark in 1975-76 for an overall increase of 6 percent (see Table XXX). This 
compares with an increase of 9 percent the previous year. Parking filings 
increased 9 percent over last year and reached 8.4 million in 1975-76. 
Figure 1 shows the upward trend in parking filings. 

Tabla XXX-CAlIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

1900 S? THROUGH 1975-76 
0fmirlII 

E1nJ ~ 0tiJe 0tiJe 
r_ ToW l'arfiDs nd1ic TnIBc Fe/aaie$ NOI1tn11ic 

NUMBER 
1966-67 ...................................... 9,~,!I91 .,749,B1S4 154,415 3,4159,288 64,308 419,649 
1967~ ...................................... 9,936,239 IS,OOT,6l58 164,428 . 3,511,6I!IS 76,985 416,801 
1965-69 ...................................... 10,067,936 S,3IS4,936 182,466 3,454,314 10l,om 429,11:lIS 
1~70 ...................................... 11,264,910 6,1&4,799 203,952 3,73Il,6!l1 1115,22l 400,009 
1970-71 ...................................... l1,6M,IS41 6,600,917 201,589 ~'t31,221S 125,448 4ISS,6315 
11171-72 ...................................... 11,!136,1S78 .6,4S0,20S 21tJ,!l1;11 3,702,41l8 117,7m 400,348 
11172-73 ....................................... 11,603,1168 6,666,645 244,000 3,!109,!1O3 10f,596 .c78,.c74 
1973-74 ...................................... ll!,241,l52S 7,11SS,s:78 271,554 3,585,603 9S,600 .oo,79t 
11174-75 ...................................... 13,342,224 7,fr1S,114 276,423 4,056,628 1l6,092 1!2tI,B9IS 
1975-76 ...................................... 14,171,812 8,403,381 U1,864 4,176,196 94,998 S4i,712 

PERCENT 
1968-87 ...................................... 100 so 2 :n 1 4 
1967~ ...................................... 100 52 2 38 1 4 
1968-69 ...................................... 100 53 2 34 1 4 
1~70 ...................................... 100 ISS 2 33 1 .. 
1117~71 ...................................... 100 57 2 32 1 4 
11171.,,72; ..................................... 100 ISS 2 32 ~ " 11172-113 ...................................... 100 57 2 33 l. 4 
11173-14 ...................................... 100 58 2 29 1 4 
11174-75 ...................................... 100 58 2 30 1 <i 
1975-78 ...................................... 100 59 2 29 1 4 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
1967~ ...................................... 4 7 6 2 l1lO -1 
1968-00 ...................................... 5) II 11 -2 31 3 
1969-70 ...................................... 12 15 12 9 14 9 
11171)..71 ..................................... 3 7 -I -1 9 -3 
1971-72 ...................................... -1 -2 9 -1 -6 3 
11172-73 ...................................... 1 3 11 -II -11 2 
11173-74 ...................................... 6 7 11 2 ~9 3 
11174-711 ...................................... 9 7 2 13 1 7 
1975-76 .... :.· ; ............................. 6 9 -10 3 -1 3 

al1f 
-~ 

a.!mr 0tiJe 

326,007 294,070 
293,110 279,602 
2T1,448 268,Ml5 
286,732 m,746 
2'18,B05 .21S8,924 
301,623 246,182 
,u.3,384 ~ 
368,032 271,654 
410,019 302,0153 
390,423 317,438 

3 3 
3 3 
3 3 
3 2 
2 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 
3 2 

-10 -5 
-IS -4 

3 3 
-3 -6 

8 -5 
14 " 7 6 
11 11 

-5 5 

Civil and criminal nonpar king filiQgs 25 combined increased by2 per-
cent to almo,st 5.8 million filings in 1975-76. . 

Los Angeles County's 26 m:unicipal courts accounted for 39 percent of 
all municipal court nonparking filings. The total in the Los Angeles courts 
decreased 2 percent in 1975-76 from 1974-75 while the filings in the re
maining municipal courts increased by 4 percent. Comparing the eig~t 
~Unless otherwise indicated, the following discussion excludes parking_!l',.tters. 

> 
, 

(, 

.I 
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Figure 14-MUNICIPAL COURT FILINGS 
Fiscal yean "966-67 through 1975-76 
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largest muniCipal courts 26 with all other municipaltourts in the state, the 
combined filings of the eight largest courts showed a decrease of 6 percent 
while the remainder of the municipal courts reported an aggregate in
crease of 8 percent. At least half of the increase of 8 percent is due, 
however, to new municipal courts that were not in existence a year earlier. 

Filings by Type of Proceeding 

Felony preliminary filings fell by 1 percent to about 95,000 filings in 
1975-76. Figure 14 shows this to be about 30,000 filings below the peak 
1970-71 year. Before 1970-71 felony preliminary filings showed marked 
increases each year. From 1970-71 until 1973-74 these filings declined 
moderately each year, but since then they have leveled off. Perhaps this 
leveling off signifies that the initial effect of the 1969 modification of 
Section 17b(4) of the Penal Code has run its 99~~~~~ 27 

Nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions increased 3 percent to about 
542,000 in 1975-76. This is the category that would have absorbed filings 
as a result of the 1969 modification of 17b(4) of the Penal Code. Since 
1970-71 (peak year for felony preliminaries) non traffic misdemeanors 
have gone up by over 86,000 filings. Over the past decade (1966-67 
through 1975-76) this category has remained a steady 4 percent of all 
municipal court filings (includi~ parking). 

Selected major traffic filings declined by 10 percent to 247,664 in 
1975-76. All or part of the decline may be due to a change (effective July 
1975) in the definition of violations included in this category. Driving 
without a license and reckless driving were excluded from selected major 
traffic filings for 1975-76. Selected major traffic filings have reml'!.ined a 
constant 2 percent of all municipal court filings (including parki"~'~;\ over 
the last 10 fiscal years. 

Other traffic misdemeanors and infractions increased by 3 ptL'cent to 
almost 4.2 million filings in 1975-:-76. In 1974-75 these filings rose by 13 
percent. The sharp rise in 1974-75 was thought to be mostly a response to 
the 55 m.p.h. speed limit which became effective in 1974. The lower ratio 
of increase this year may indicate that the major impact on filings of the 
change in the speed limit has occurred. This is the second largest category 
Df filings in municipal courts, but it has shrunk from 37 percent of all filings 
(including parking) in 1966-67 to 29 percent in 1975-76. . 

Small claims filings declined 5 percent to 390,423 in fiscal 1975-76 while 
civil filings increased 5 percent to 317,438. The close historical relationship 
between these two categories can be seen on Figure 14. Prior to the 
change in March 1972 that increased the maximum recovery in small 
claims from $300 to $500 the filings for the two categories ran parallel with 
but a small gap between them. For instance, in fiscal Y2ar 1970-71 (the 
year before the change) the gap between them was about 20,000 filings. 
In 1971-72 it widened to 55,000; in 19'12-73 to 86,000; in 1973-74 to 96,000; 
26 .qukland-Piedmont. Lo. ;'ngeles. Contral Orange County. Sucramento. San Bernardino County. Sun Diego. San 

Francisco and San Jose-Milpitas. 
'ET This modification allow. prosecuting officers discretion 10 .file as misdemeunors certain Iypes of cases which previously 

would have been med as felonie •. 
28 Violations orVel!. Code H 20002. 23102, 23104 and 231015 in 1975-76 (in prior years H 14601 and 23103 also). See description 

In Figure 5. 
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in 1974-75 to about 108,000, but in 1975-76 the gap between them nar
rowed to about 73,000 filings. In 1977 the maximum recovery in small 
claims will be increased from $500 to $750, and the change may result in 
again enlarging the gap between the two categories. 

Because of the reporting change in July 1975, torts are no longer report-
ed separately from other civil filings in municipal courts. . 

2. DISPOSITIONS 
T 010/ Dispositions 

During 1975-76 the municipal courts processed 12.4 million cases to 
completion. Fifty eight percent or 7.2 million were illegal parking oisposi
tions (up 9 percent from last year's 6.6 million) and 42 percent or 5.2 
million were criminal nonparking or civil cases (up 3 percent from last 
year's 5.1 million). 

Table XXXI and Figure 15 show nonparldng dispositions by typ~ over 
the last 10 fiscal years. Every type of disposition showed an increase this 
year over last and the percentage rises ranged from 2 percent for contest
ed trials to 16 percent in the all other before trial type. The all other before 
trial type consists entirely of summary and other judgments in the civil 
category. 

TABLE XXXI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Years 1968-67 Through 1915-76 
lWrnm.l AfIer Trill 

Cmo1ctrJ 
~ « I:xxmcI 

~ lJIIJ mil pnr.ne, All JuvrmJe 
y- TolJI fafrlitures trtD.rkn p/tc of guilty Otlw VJNXI(JteskIti Cmtested Olden 

NUMBER 

1966-61 .......................... 4,321.199 I:: 2,378,900 -rr4tm rK17,798 117,381 200,684 182,116l1 11l,sst 
1007-68 ..... : .... _ ............. <t;I96,823 2,403.'164 I502,6M fl72,372 1ll,ll9O 198,818 186,000 21,324 
lQ6B..t11.1 .......................... 4,350,268 2,350;318 509,()24 006,096 106,4&1 If17,243 178.433 22,673 
1969-70 .......................... 4,672,014 2,499,21l6 S99.1~ 1,w,500 103,701 mf,309 189,531 23.604 
If170-71 .......................... 4.682;132 2,402,234 684.1f17 1,000.366 81,922 2D6,927 196,090 20,396 
Ifl71-72 .......................... 4,61ll,Ma ~6,ll88 700.465 1,196,644 89.128 l!O8,308 191,Qf17 17,925 
1972-73 .......................... 4,llII2,lB7 2,128,9!l15 721.798 1,216,B-rt 84,484 2919,T13 191.432 19.016 
If173-74 ................... , ...... ..,004,876 2,174,91l/l 733$18 l,l6C,!'31 6C,388 ll3Il,ll2t 191,362 21,638 
If174-7S· .......................... 5,tIIU,M'T 2.e6.16C 813.053 1,200.-495 fI7,7M 2S5,15S2 'iJ11~ 24,323 
1975-76 ......................... 5,222,6i58 2,51'1,800 85.5,638 l.ll3ll,OOI 113.673 l!63,ocB 211,462 M,346 

PERCENT 
1966-61 .......................... 100 115 11 22 3 5. 4 <1 
1967-68 .......................... 100 115 11 22 3 II .. <1 
IQ6B..tII.I .......................... 100 54 12 23 2 II .. 1 
1-..70 ...... , ......... , ......... 100 :sa 13 23 2 4 .. 1 
1970-11 ........ _ .............. 100 51 III 23 2 " " <1 
11.171-72 .......................... 100 49 111 l!6 2 4 .. <I 
i9'n-73 .......................... 100 46. 16 l!6 2 II " -. <1 
111/3-74 .......................... 100 ~ 16 !IS 2 II .. <1 
If174-7S .......................... 100 49 16 24 2 5 .. <1 
If17l\..76, ...... , .................. 100 48 16 24 2 II " <1 

PER.CENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR . 
;" 

7 1967.,58 .......................... 2 t 6 4" -5 -5 2 
191!84.'8 ......... , ................ -1 -2 1 1 . -5 -1 -4 6 
1 __ 70 .......................... 7 6 18 7 -3 " 4 6 .. 
IIml-71 .................. , ... , ... <I' -4 14 4 -21 1 3 -14 
If171-72 G ...................... -<I -5 2 10 9 1 -3 -12 
1972-73 .................. , ....... -2 -7 3 ~ -II 10 <.1 6 
Ifl73-7 ........................... <1 II 2 -of -<1 2 '. -<1 14 
Ifl74-7S .......................... 10 13 11 3 111 9 8 12 
1975-76 .......................... 3 3 II 3 15 3 2 4 
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Figure 15-MUNICIPAL COURT NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS 
Fllcal Years 1966-67 through 1975-76 
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Table XXXII shows the number of municipal courts, authorized judge
ships, judicial positions and judge equivalents over the last 10 fiscal years. 
Judicial positions include authorized judgeships plus full-tiroecommis
sioners and referees. Judge equivalents are the number of authorized 
judgeships adjusted to reflect vacanc!es,.assist~ce to other courts by mu
nicipal courts and assistance received by municipal courts from assigned 
judges and from temporary judges serving by stipulation of the parties. 
The number of courts, authorized judgeships, judicial positions and judge 
equivalents each increased by 5 percent during 1975-76. The net increase 
in the number of courts is due to the consolidation of 16 justice court 
districts to form five new municipal court districts and the consolidation 
of two municipal court districts into one. 

YtJIJ' 

Table XXXII..:cALlFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND JUDGES 
Fiscal V08i'1J 1966-67 Through 1975-78 

MUIJidpU AutlxxizetJ 
DJurtr jrxlges/JJpr 

1966-67.............................................................................................. 73 
1967-61.............................................................................................. 73 
1968-69 ........................... _ .............. _ .............. _ ......... _.................. 74 
1900-70.............................................................................................. 15 
11170-71.............................................................................................. '17 

11171-72 .............................................................................................. 77 
11172-73.............................................................................................. 76 
11173-74.............................................................................................. 77 
11174-75.............................................................................................. 80 
19'1&-76 .............................................................................................. !If 

Judge 

«JI1i"u 
2!17 
316 
341 
3Y1 
:r10 

388 
4O!l 
424 
438 
4159 

Table XXXIII shows the number of dispositions per judge equivalent for 
the last 10 fiscal years. The sharp drop in the number of juries sworn per 
judicial position in the past two fiscal years can be attributed to the effect 
of the January 1974 revision of Section 4000 of the Vehicle Code which 
changed most traffic violations from misdemeanors to ipfractions, which 
are not subject to jury trial. 

Table XXXIII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS PER JUDGE EQUIVALENT 

Fiscal Years 1968-77 Through 1975-76 

NONPAlIKING 
i1IcJ l1JegM TqaJ &/'ore c4ilor 1I/IC0IJ1t!sted ClJDIr!Red Juries 
y.., Parl:itJs N~ 1l-W TtUI 1riIlr 1riIlr .IMmI 

.1966,.67 .............................. " 1~,680 14,549 13.162 1,388 706 6111 39 
19674 .............................. 14,980 13,914 12,6l!9 1,285 629 589 36 
1~ .............................. 14,4118 l2.7117 11,1189 1,168 1178 l!.23 34 
1900-70 .............................. 15.406 13,()87 11,918 1.169 1172 1131 33 
11170-71 .......... ; ................... 11l.721l 1UII4 11~10 1.144 15119 1130 33 

11171-72 ..... ; ........................ 111.4110 l2.063 10,988 1,(176 I!:r1 49:i 31 
II1n-73 ............................. ; 14_ 11,338 10,2S2 1,()87 Il67 413 30 
1673-74 .............................. 14.788 10,861 9,8(K 1.0117 I!IS4 451 29 
11174-75 .............................. 14,995 11,540 ,10.428 1.1111 1!83 473 24 
19'1&-76 .................... : ......... 18,744 11,378 10,289 1,089 1173 461 22 

j} 
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Table XXXIV compares.the percentage change from last fiscal yeax to 
1975-76 for filings and dispositions by type of proceeding. Most note
worthy is that felony dispositions rose by 18 percent while filings went 
down 1 percent, and that dispositions for selected major traffic dropped 

",,20 percent while filings decreased by only 10 percent. 

Table XXXIV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
PERCENT CHANGE IN FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

From FI~al Vear 1974-7& to 1976-78 

Folonles ............................................................................................................................................ -1 
Nontraffic .......................................................................................................................................... 3 
Traffic: 

Selected ............................................................................................................................ ::.......... -10 
Otber.............................................................................................................................................. 3 
Parking .............................................................. ;........................................................................... 9 

Small Calms .................................................................................................................................... -5 
Other ClYiI........................................................................................................................................ II 

Dispo6iIicm 
18 
3 

-20 
5 

10 
-1 

9 

Table XXXV indicates the number of dispositions per 100 filings over 
the last 10 fiscal years by type of proceeding. The disproportionate gain 
seen in felony dispositions in Table XXXIV is reflected here by a jump 
from 70 to 84 dispositions per 100 felony filngs in 1975-76. The dispropor
tionate loss in selected major traffic dispositions seen in Table XXXIV is 
reflected in Table XXXV by a drop from 90 to 80 dispositions per 100 filings 
in 1975-76. 

FbcXJ 

Table XXXV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS PER 100 FILINGS 

Flacal Years 1988-67 Through 1976-78 

CrirrJiMJ 
NatJ. 7bI!ic 

GYiI 
~ 

YtIII' FtiIanittt InIIic SeIt!md Ot/;er I'riIDK a.mu Ot/;er 

1966-67 .................................................................................................. 85 94 88 94 92 13 82 
1967-68 .................................................................................................. 86 96 88 86 93 74 79 
1\168..00 .................................................................................................. 82 94 90 96 92 13 77 
1969-70 .................................................................................................. 78 Qt; 89 94 89 75 76 
1970-71.................................................................................................. 76 99 90 96 88 77 73 

1971-72 .................................................................................................. 70 100 89 96 92 75 79 
1972-73 .................................................................................................. 71 98 90 96 90 79 75 
1973-74 .................................................................................................. 89 92 90 94 88 76 74 
1974-75 .................................................................................................. 70 92 90 92 86 74 73 
1975-76 .................................................................................................. a. 92 80 94 86 76 76 

Dispositions by TYPtJ of ProctJtJaing 

The substantial changes in felony dispositions in 1975-76 seeri in Tables 
XXXIV and XXXV are largely due to reporting changes. Prior to July 1975 
dispositions of felonies reduced to misdemeanors were not reported in the 
felony preliminary category, but rather under nontraffic misdemeanors. 
As a result of a change in the reporting form, all dispositions of felony· 
filings were reported under felonies in 1975-;76. This change produced an 
apparent rise in felony dispositions of 12,468 to 80,149. Felony dispositions 
due to pleas of guilty went from 6,687 in 1974-75 to 18,291 in 1975-76, an 
increase of 11,604. Of the 18,291 pleas of guilty in 1975-76, 70 percent or 
12,879 were by defendants whose felony complaints had been reduced to 
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Figure 16-Felony Dispositions in Municipal Court* 
Fiscal Year 1975-76 
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misdemeanors. Figure 16 shows and contrasts the manner in which felony 
preliminaries are disposed of compared with felonies reduced to mis
demeanors either under Section 17b(5) of the Penal Code or otherwise. 
Only 8 percent of the felony preliminaries are disposed of by guilty pleas 
versus 89 percent for felony complaints reduced to misdemeanors· under 
Section 17b (5) and 94 percent reduced to misdemeanors under other 
sections. 

Figure 17 shows percentage distributons of dispositions of nontraffic 
misdemeanors and infractions. Beginning in Jt,Ily 1975 the summary form 
used to collect information from the courts was changed to allow more 
detailed reporting. Intoxication is no longer reported separately but in
cluded in Group B misdemeanors, which also include violations of city and 
county ordinances and Fish and Game violations. Group A misdemeanors 
are non traffic misdemeanor violations of the Penal Code and other state 
penal statutes except for intoxication and' Fish and Game violations. 
Group A misdemeanors include such violations as battery (242 PC), dis
turbing the peace (415 PC), disorderly conduct (647 PC), joy ride (499b 
PC) and trespass (602 PC) . Nontraffic infractions are violations of city and 
county ordinances specified as infractions and include such matters as 
violations of leash laws. There may be a certain amount of overlap 
between Group B misdemeanors and nontraffic infractions. What may be 
a Group B misdem~anor in one locality may be an infraction in another 
due to the variation in city and county ordinances: 

. While all three types of nontraffic matters have significant percentages 
of cases disposed of by pleas of guilty, the type of disposition that most 
distinguishes one category from another is the number of cases disposed 
of by bail forfeiture. Group A misdemeanors have 2 percent bail forfei
tures, Group B cases have 21 percent, while non traffic infractions have 41 
percent of their dispositions as bail forfeitures . 
. - Figure i8 iIidicates how the different categories of traffic cases are 
disposed of. As in nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions, there is now 
more detailed reporting of traffic dispostions as a result of the July 1975 
change in the summary reporting form. Group C traffic misdemeanors, 
the selected major traffic violations category, was redefined to exclude 
violations for driving with a revoked or suspended license (14601 VC) and 
reckless driving without injury (23103 VC) but continues tp include hit 
and run (20002 VC), drunk driving (23102 VC), reckless driving with 
injury (23104 VC) and driving under the influence of drugs (23105 VC). 
The removal of 14501 and 23103 Vehicle Code from selected major traffic 
category may be responsible . for the· sharp drop in dispositions (filings 
down 10 percent, dispositions down 20 percent) for this category. The 
removal of those two violations from the selected major traffic violations 
category excludes from the category's disposition count not only cases 
filed for those two violations but also cases filed for violations still included 
in the selected major traffic category but which are later reduced to one 
of the two excluded violations. 

Group D misdemeanors include all other Vehicle Code· violations that 
are misdemeanors and are not included in Group C, as for example, unlic-
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Figure 17-NONTRAFFIC DISPOSITIONS iN MUNICIPAL COURT * 
Fiscal Year 1975-76 

All Other 

All Other 

Group A 
Misdemeanor 
Dispositions 
r=286,299 

Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code 
and other stale statutes except 
Intoxication and Fish and Game. 
Exampies: 
Battery 242 PC 
Disturbing Peace 415 PC 
Disorderly Conduct 647 PC 
Joy Ride 499b PC 
Tresposs 602 PC 

Group B 
Misdemeanor 
Dispositions 
n=191,8oo 

Nontraffic 'misdemeanor violations 
of city and county ordinances and 
Intoxication and Fish and Game 
violations. 

Nontraffic 
Infractions 
n=21,573 

Violations of city and county 
ordinance~ specified as infractions 

• Percentages may not always total IOQ% due to rounding of figures. 
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ensed driver (12500 VC), speed contests (23109 VC) and exceeding the 
allowable load limit (35655a VC). 

Traffic infractions include such matters as speeding (22350 VC), run
ning a stop sign (21453 VC), tailgating (21703 VC) and other ordinary 
traffic violations. 

The more serious the traffic offense the greater the role pleas of guilty 
play in dispositions. The less serious the traffic matter the greater the 
percentage of cases disposed of by bail forfeiture. Some serious violations 
require a court appearance by the defendant and cannot be disposed of 
by bail forfeiture. 

Figure '19 displays types of dispositions for small claims and other civil 
proceedings. In small claims 35 percent of the dispositions are contested 
trials, while in other civil only 5 percent of the cases disposed of are 
contested trials. In other civil 45 percent of the cases are disposed of by 
judgments, but no comparable method of disposing of small claims cases 
exists. Uncontested trials playa larger role in small claims (41 percent) 
than in otb~r civil (24 percent). 

Conviction Rates in Criminal Trials 

Table XXXVI indicates the number of convictions in uncontested and 
contested trials for court and jury trials according to type of proceeding 
and the conviction rates. Caution should be used comparing rates that are 
based on small numbers. 

For every 100 uncontested court hearings for felony preliminary de
fendants, 94 were bound over whereas 89 of every 100 contested court 
hearings for defendants in the same category resulted in their being 
bound over. Since both these rates are based on thousands of cases it seems 
safe to conclude that defendants in contested hearings enjoy a 5 percent 
advantage over those in uncontested hearings. 

For those defendants charged with misdemeanors that were reduced 
from felonies under Section 17b (5) of the Penal Code, uncontested trials 
resulted in a lower conviction rate for court trials than for jury trials. In 
contested trials for defendants in the same category just the reverse was 
true, and again contested trials had lower conviction rates than uncontest
ed trials. 

In the non traffic categories of proceedings, contested trials resulted in 
higher conviction rates than uncontested trials. There does not appear to 
be much difference in the conviction rates between court trial and jury 
tr.ial for persons charged with Group A misdemeanors and for persons 
charged with Group B misdemeanors who had a contested trial. 

In traffic proceedings (with the exception of parking) the defendants 
with contested trials had a higher conviction rate than those with uncon
tested trials. 

Figure 20 displays the conviction rates in a manner that facilitates com
parisons among the types of proceedings. 
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Figure 18. TRAFFIC DISPOSITIONS IN-MUNICIPAL COURT 
Final Year 1975-76 

Dismissals before trial 6 % 

trial 14% 

.) 

Plea, of Guilty 2 % 

Group "C" Traffic 
Misdemeanor 
Dispositions 
>n= 199,2.43 

Hit and Run 
Drunk Driving 
Reckle .. Driving-Injury 
Driving Under Influence of Drugs 

Group "0" Traffic 
Misdemeanor 
Dispositions 
n=281,B58 

Exampl.s; 

Speed contests 

No driver'l licenle 

Traffic Inf,aclion 
Dispositions 
n=3,623,83~ 

Example .. 
Speeding 
Improper operation 
Faulty equipment 
Iml"oper registrolion 

Illegal Parking 
Dispositions 
0=7,226,615 
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Figure 19-CIVIL DISPOSITIONS IN MUNICIPAL COURT * 
Fiscal Vear 1975-76 

SMALL CLAIMS 
"=298,112 

All Other 3%---...... 

Other Dispositions 2 % -,-

CIVIL 
"=239,796 

• Percentages may not always total 100% due to rounding of figures. 
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Table XXXVI-CALlfORNtA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
CO .... VICTIONS AND CONVICTION RATES IN CRIMINAL TRIALS 

fillcal Year 1975-76 
Q1ofictloD &IeI # 

UIXf)Qte:m/ Q1o~ 

7IiaI 7IiaI 
Court Jury Court fIJI}' 

Felonies ...................... _ .. _ ...... _._ ............ _. 9( 

Felonies reducec:l by 1'lb(5) PC.................. 82 
Other reducec:l felonies.................................. !S8 

91 
85 

82 
12 

37,: 92 a.s: 153 

Nontrafllc 
111 11 9:1 26 

Group A nWdemeonon ............................ lS2 
Group B nWdemesnors ............................ 60 
InfractIoru .................................................... rn 

Traffic 

S3 
46 

82 
63 
63 

1,668 
637 
141 

Ul 
18 

2,513 
fila 
190 

Group C loIsdemeanon ............................ 66 70 78 74 1,114 182 l,lJO(l 
Group D misdemeanors............................ 61 63 75 69 2$l8 43 3PT1 
InfractIo". .................................................... S3 72 16,978 49,o:rt 
Parldng .......................................................... 90 66 .41,729 l,'l3S 

2,361 
1110 

• Number of defendant. convicted Or bolUld over divided by the nwnber of defendants tried (excludes Juvenile Orders) 
times lOO. 

Figure 2o-Convi~tion Rates in Municipal Court Criminal Trials, 1975-76 

Uncontested Tria" Type of Contested Trials 
Conviction Rate ~roeeeding Conviction Ral. 
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E, JUSTICE COURTS 

The nw:M)er of justice courts has been decreasing each year since the 
lower court reorganization of 1953. When the reorganization was com~ 
pleted there were 349 justice courts. At the end of 1975-76 there were 175 
justice courts'or 24 fewer than a year earlier. 29 Table XXXVII shows the 
number of justice courts and attorney judges for the last 10 fiscal years. In 
1952-53 only 15 percent of the justice court judges were attorneys; as of 
June 30, 1976, 45 percent of the judges were attorneys. 

During fiscal year 1975-76 some 24 justice courts were involved in con
solidations or became municipal courts. Pleasanton became part of an 
already existing municipal court. Coronado and National merged to fonn 
the new South Bay Municipal Court. Benicia, Dixon, Palo Verde, Beau
mont. San Gorgonio and Ramona all consolidated with some already exist
ing municipal court. New municipal courts were creaJed from the 
follOwing fonner justice courts: Lompoc; the eight justice courts in Impe
rial County; Butte; Yuba; and Napa, St. Helena and Calistoga. Dorris and 
Tulelake were consolidated into one justice court. 

1. FILINGS 

The continuing a~line in the number of justice courts produced a 
remark~ble drop in filings in ,1975-76. Table XXXVlII and Figure 21 show 
filings for the last 10 fiscal years. Last year was the only time that filings 
for each type of proceeding have all decreased at the same time. Total 
filings fell by 18 percent, as did filings for parking and other traffic. Select
ed traffic went down by 28 percent although part of this may be due to 
the removal of violations of Section 14:601 (driving with revoked or sus
pended license) and Section 23103 (reckless driving, no injury) from this 
category in fiscal 1975-76. Felony preliminaries dropped by 20 percent 
and both categories of civil fell by 16 percent. 

In municipal courts illegal parking filings make up almost 60 percent of 
total filings and they have been increasing steadily. Injustice courts illegal 
parking filings make up only 25 percent of the total and the proportion has 
declined from 31 percent over the l~year period. Doubtless, this marked 
difference from municipal courts is due to the less urban, more rural 
character of the justice court districts. Filings for other traffic dominate 
the workload of justice courts and constitute 58 percent of all filings, 
Filings for all other categories make up 16 percent of justice court filings 
and remain fairly stable in their relative importance from year to year. 
III Iu 0( January 3. 1977 the numbeT of justice courts was r<!duced to III. . . 
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2. DISPOSITIONS 

During 1975,-76 the justice courts disposed of about 740,000 nonparking 
cases, a drop of 110,000 or 13 percent from the. previous fiscal year. Other 
than a slight increase of 140 cases in contested matters every type of 
disposition decreased. Over 100,000 of the decrease was in dispositions 
before trial with more than 73,000 of the drop concentrated in bail forfei
tures. The continuing decline in the number of justice courts is primarily 
responsible for the large drop in dispositions. 

Table XL indicates the number of convictions and the conviction rates 
for uncontested and contested criminal trials by type of proceeding for 
court and jury trials. Felony preliminaries where defendants were held to 
answer in superior court have the highest rate and non traffic matters the 
lowest. Generally, the conviction rates are lower in nontraffic and traffic 
uncontested trials than in contested trials. The same is true of jury trials 
in the non traffic sector but just the opposite is true of jury trials in traffic 
matters. The conviction rate of 67 per 100 uncontested court trials for 
traffic infractions is substantially higher than the rate of 53 per 100 report~ 
ed for municipal courts. 

Tllble XXXVII-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND'ATTORNEY JUDGES 

Flacal Yell ... 1966-67 Through 1915-76 
Attome)'Jtxfses 

YtIU 
1966-$1 ........................................................................................................ 263 
1967 -68 ........................................................................................................ 2S3 
1968-6l ......... _ .............................................................................. ~............ U5 
1969-70 ...................................................................................... ,................. U4 
1910-71 ........................................................................................................ 232 

1911-72 ........................................................................................................ 226 
1912-73 .... , ............ "....................................................................................... 221 
1913-74 ... , .................... , ......................................... ;..................................... 214 
1914-75' ...................................................................................................... 199 
1915-76' ........................................................................................... :.......... 175 

Number 
74 
68 
71 
71 
71 

75 
79 
82 
84 
79 

Perren/of 

taIII 
Judges 

28 
ZI 
29 
29 
31 

33 
36 
36 
42 
4S 

• Madera and Sierra Jwtice Courts were consoUdated and staffed with two justice court judges. Hence" In 1914-7S there 
were 199 courl! but 200 Judges and in 1915-76 175 courts and 176 judges. 
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Figure 21-JUSTICE COURT FILINGS 
Fiscal years 1966-67 through 1975-76 
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Table XXXVIII.,.....cALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Years 1966-67 Through 1975-76 

0iminaI CJvil 
F"~ Selected Other Other Sm8lI 

Year Tots! Puking TraI1ic Trsf1ic Fe/cm"es NOIllriffic Gaims Other 

NUMBER 
1966-67 ............................................ 1,301,441 398,963 26,467 686,022 1:Jb6 85,986 78,005 17,722 
1967-M ............................................ 1,284,284 371,719 ZT!}'}JJ 711,1519 8,233 81,882 (jI/i14 15,437 
1968-69 ............................................ 1,252,728 333,383 31,250 706,1559 9,649 79,924 55,7ZT 16,236 
1969-70 ............................................ 1,.228,981 3OO,3ro 32,457 737.JJ,34 11,082 80,817 SO,601 16,440 
197G-71 ............................................ 1,237,165 ZT1,895 34,723 775,437 11,922 18,772 44,584 14,432 
1971-72. ........................................... 1,298,940 320,351 36,762 787,720 12,Z19 81,779 45,548 14,1501 
1972-73 ............................................ 1,llO2,l!17 325,653 42,638 (jIl,256 13,271 64,247 SO,387 14,765 
197a-74 ............................................ 1,181,749 309,264 45,l564 661.001 13,733 84,347 51,446 15,894 
1974-75 ............................................ 1,305,928 '330,771 45,301 763,378 12,984 84,360 52,697 16,437 
1975--76 ............................................ I,071,1S03 ;?(1.356 32,I5O!l 625,141 10,423 73,440 44,219 13,812 

PERCENT" 
1966-67 ............................................ 100 :u 2- 53 7 6 
19(j[-M ............................................ 100 29 l! 55 6 5 
1968-69 ............................................ 100 28 2- 56 6 4 
1969-70 ............................................ 100 24 3 60 7 4 
197G-71.. .......................................... 100 22 3 63 6 4 
1971-72. ........................................... 100 25 3 61 6 4 
1972-73 ............................................ 100 ZT 4 56 7 4 
197a-74 ............ _ ..... _ ..................... 100 26 " 56 7 " 1974-75 ............................................ 100 23 3 56 6 4 
1975--76 ............................................ 100 25 3 56 7 4 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
19(j[-M ............... _ .......................... -1 -7 5 .. 13 -6 -13 ··13 
1968-69 ............................................ -2 -5 12 -1 17 -2 -18 5 
1969-70 ............................................ -2 -15 4 4 15 1 -9 1 
197G-7l... ......................................... I -7 7 5 8 -3 -12 -12 

!~ti;,:::::l):::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5 15 6 2 3 4 2 <l 
-7 2 16 -15 8 3 11 2 

197a-14 ............................................ -2 -5 7 -1 3 d 2 8 
1974-75 ............................................ 11 7 -1 15 -S-.,.: d 2 3 
1975--76 ............................................ -18 -18 -28 -18 -20 .' -13 -16 -16 
• Components may not add to 100'10 due to rounding. 

TABLE XXXIX.,.....cALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING PROCEEDINGS 

FI~cal Year 1~7ti-76 

1jpe of disposIb'on 

Dispositions per 100 filings .................... .. 
Total dispositions ...... : ............................. .. 

Dispositions before trial ..................... . 
Ball forfeitures .................................. .. 
DismIssals II11d ITOnsfers ................. . 

::,' Convicted or bound over aIIer plea 

Jf1!5-76 
Percent 
oflrltsl 

Amount dispo&iliOll 
93 

740,443 
(jI5,281 
442,953 
90,314 

100.0 
91.2 
59.8 
12.2 

P=t Perrenl 
of IrltsI cJunse /0 

Amount dispo&iliorJs Jf1!5-76 
87 

SSO,780 
777,758 
516,260 

97,771 

100.0 
91.4 
60.7 
11.5 

-13.0 
-13.2 
-14.2 
-7.6 

of guilty ......................................... :...... 135,399 18.3 155,701 18.4 -13.6 
Judgments by clerk .................. ,....... 6,613 0.9 7,026 0.8 -3.8 

Olspositions after .trial.......................... 65,162 8.8 73,02!1. 8.6 -10.8 
Unconlested matters ........................ 26,617 3.6 29,214 3.4 -8.9 
Juvenile orders .................... ,............. 13,097 1.8 .18,15OQ 2.2 -29.2 
Contested matters ............................ 25,44B 3.4 25,308 3.0 0.6 

Juries sworn b ............ ,................................. 1,443 0.2 1,754 0.2 -17.7 
Jury verdic~· ............................................ 1,458 0.2 1,1133 0.2 -4.9 

J!J65..6fj 
Perrent Percent 
toiv cJunse /0 

Amount disp&z'tions Jf1!5-76 

90 
1163,310 
77B,410 
484,320 
.86,028 

199,900 
8,157 

/14,900 
35,446" 
14,672 
34,782" 

1,936 

100.0 
90.2 
56.1 
10.0 

23.2 
0.9 
9.8 
4.1 
1.7 
4.0 
O~ 

-14.2 
-13.2 
-9.0 

3.0 

-32.3 
-18.9 
-23.2 

-10.7 

-ZT.O 

• Perrentage changes were not computed because of the change in definition of unconlested II11d contested criminal 
proceedings on Julyl,l966 which made earlier figures Wl!Uitable for comparison. Prior to July 1,1966;ill criminal cases 
tried were considered as contested matters. Subsequently only those criminslcases after both the prosecution II11d the 
aefense introduced testimon,1al evidence' (exclusive of cross examination of wituesSes called by the o<her side) are 
classified as cOntested matters; all other criminal trials were counled as uncontested matters. 

b Includes 26 jury trials in civil for 1975--76. 
• Prior to 1975--76 included h\Jllg juries. 
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TABLE XL-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
CONVICTIONS AND CONVICTION RATES FOR CRIMINAL TRIALS 

Flacel Year 1975-78 
Number of conl'ictJom 

UDCOtJ~ 
d CCDtemJd 

trHl trHl 
Prot:osdiDg Court Jury Court j/Uy Court Jury Court Jury 

FeIooIee _ ............. _........................................... 89 
Felaaica reduced under 17b(1I) PC ............ 78 
Other reduI:ecI reJcaIes .................................. 68 
NontralBe 

Croup II. m!tdmtycnon.............................. 89 
Croup B mhclmnmnon.............................. G3 
IDI'ndIom _................................................... S1 

TnIBc 

114 
S1 

88 
72 
71 

fIT 
60 
09 

74 
100 

fIT 
73 

2,orf1 
186 
118 

836 
49l! 
12 

6 
o 

48 
13 

1,222 
101 
99 

7Ii9 
298 
III 

Croup C mJIdemeonon.............................. 111 78 iii! 73 444 63 749 
Group D mhdemeenon ............................ 114 81 77 73 718 29 1.011 
InI'n.ctIom ...... _ ........... _ ................. _......... (ff 74 2,818 11.440 
I'arldng ..... _._ ..... _ ........................ _.......... fIT G3 172 1112 

17 
6 

419 
l1li 

. • NIIIJ1ber 01_ ~ 01' boond aver divided by the nllD!!>er 01 cues tried (excludes Juvenlle Orden) times .100. 

F. JUDICIAL ASSIGNMENTS AND ASSISTANCE 

1. SUMMARY-NUMBER OF ASSIGNMENTS AND 
DAYS OF ASSIGNED ASSISTANCE 

The California Constitution 30 directs the Chief Justice to expedite the ' 
business of the courts and to equalize judicial workloads and it authorizes 
him to assign judges to assist in courts other than their own for this pur
pose. In 197&-76 the total number of assignments issued by the Chief 
Justice as Chairman of the Judicial Council increased to 2,658 or 5 percent 
more than the number issued for the previous fiscal year. While the num-' 
her of assignments to the Supreme Court and to'justice courts declined, 
assignments to Courts of Appeal increased 8 percent, to superior courts by 
10 percent, an.d to municipal courts by 7 percent. 

TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
ASSIGNMENT OF JUDGES 

Flecal Yea,. 191i&-e8 Through 1975-78 
Number of at/gru!Jt!D1:I 

Cbunr roceifIiDg JIIt1lS- JiJI16.. J9t11- JS11!18- Jf1t19.. J~ J97J- 19711- J~ J974- JtmJ-
~ M g ~ ~ m n ~ ~ u ~ ro 

Total aD courts .................. 3,418 3,l17li 3,7110 3,800 3,785 3,7114 4.1111 3,135 2,009 2,542 2,6158 

Supreme Court_................... 8 9 1lt 13 18 13 II 16 15 14 10 
CourtI 01 AA-l .................. 311 iss ee S2 114 37 111 lIS 118 64 89 
SuperiOI' courts ...................... 821 9lI3 960 QIIfl 1.014 933 9fT 9118 1,1X18 1,282 1.407 
MUIIkIpeI courb._................ 7811 731 733 8IIi 71115 '190 81!6 848 788 938 1,!lll8 
JIIItb _. ...................... 1.75 1,B114 1,939 1,1H7 1,1H4 1,1181 2,2Il5 1,235 190 244 164 
'In 11173-74 the CbairnwI 01 the Judicial CounclI iIa>ed • pneral Ullgnment wbIcb ..,...,.any authDrizes .-b juotIce court 
. Judie to lit In other jUItIce ooum.lUb.iect to priOI' approval In IOlDII cIn:umItances. Aceording\Y. the ligures for yean 

priOI' to'11173-74 are DOt companh&e with tbooc thereafter. 

30 Cal. CoI)SI., Art. VI, • 6. 
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Since the period covered by an assignment may range from a day to 
many months, the gross number of assignments is not a measure of actual 
assistance provided by assigned judges. For the latter, see Tables XLIl.and 
XLIII which list the total days of assigned assistance provided to the 
Courts of Appeal and the superior, municipal and justice courts. 

TABLE XLlI-CALIFOANIA COURTS 
TOTAL DAYS OF ASSISTANCE TO COURTS OF APPEAL SUPERIOR 

COURTS. MUNICIPAL COURTS. AND JUSTICE COURTS G
• AND. DAYS GIVEN 

BV RETIRED JUDGES 
Flacal Vears 198&-66 Through 1975-78 

F&caIyear 
19115-M ............................................................................................................ .. 
19116-67 ............................................................................................................. . 
196'7~ .............................................................................. : ............................ .. 
1968-69 ............................................................................................................. . 

1969-70 ............................................................................................................. . 
11110-71 ............................................................................................................ .. 
lf111-72 ....................................................................................................... , .... .. 
1972-73 ................................................................................................ : ............ . 

Ifl13-7 .............................................................................................................. .. 
If11 ... 75 ............................................................................................................ .. 
1975-76 ............................................................................................................ .. 
• Informatloa not avallablll prior to JanlW)' I, 1973. 
R l\evIted. 

ToaItUp 
of usbtaDt:e 

8;m 
un 

10.ms 
lCl,129 

lo.tl8.5 
I(),07U 
9,294.5 

U.lllll5 

1~· 
RI8,707 

19,923.5 

lAp fl/Ylm by 
mtirtId .Ju&ges 

3P1O 
4,163 ... 
4,1!00.5 

5,(J91!lI 
4,Im 
4,l!OO.5 • 
5,141 

5,88l.5 
7;JJfT 
~ 

r-e.geof 
total fl/I'eD by 
rMfred }ucfIJCI 

¢1 
WI 
4t.O 
«.4 
110.4 
47.7 
45.2 
46.4 

36.7 
39.5 
43.2 

The total days of assistance given to courts, as shown in Table XLII, 
reached a high of 19,923.5 in 1975-76. This is 7 percent above the number . 
of days given in 1974-75. The days of assistance given by retired judges .... 
increased again by 16 percent reflecting b~eir increasing participation in 
the assistance pro~'Tam. ' 

COllrls of Appeal 

2. ASSISTANCE PROVIDED PARTICULAR 
COURTS BY ASSIGNED JUDGES 

Assistance prOVided to the Courts of Appeal rose in 1975-76 for the 
fourth consecutive year after' a four-year decline. A total of 2,369 days of 
assigned assistance was received in 1975-76, an increase of 15 percent over 
the previous year. 

TABLE XLlIl-CALIFORfillA COURTS 
DAVS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BV JUDGES THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 

Flacal V ..... 1174-71 and 1871-:71 

Coum of NJPMI 
~ If/Ylm by: 19'14-'r.1 1~7rJ 

Total, AU Juda'et .......... 2,0lIl.5 2,3l1lI.0 

Supreme Court .................... 
BetIrecl Judpe ...................... 1,438.5 1,7$\.0 
Court of ~PI*lJIlIticeI .... 38.0 
Superior court judpt » ...... 

MUllldpU court JudIeo ...... 
8.0 M8.0 

ILIIIlce court Juda'et » .... » .... 

R&vIIed 

.s1pIt!c!' courti MIIlIidp!/ coum /1lItkt1 coum 
19'14-15 1~7rJ .1W4-15 1m-7rJ IW4-TlJ Im-7rJ 
M,S7lI.o 1.81&0 oUIliIJI 4,371.0 II,MI.O 5,5118.5 

- - -
4,645.0 5,484.0 111&0 1,101.0 3811.11 2I54JI 

4,0 lID 1.0 
1.458.0 1,545 7.0 &0 u.o Z4.5 
1I52l.o e.o 175.11 l1li.0 5.11 51.0 

47.0 IJ7Jj. 3,1l1li.0. .~ 1J,lI38.(! 5,23SJ1 



240 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

Seventy-four percent of the assistance given to the Courts of Appeal 
came from retired judges and 24 percent from superior court judges. 
Assistance from these categories rose in 1915-76 by 23 percent for retired 
judges and declined 10 percent for superior court judges. The total days 
of assistance provided to the Courts of Appeal amounted to the equivalent 
of 11 additional full-time appellate justices. 

Superior Court 

Assigned assistance provided superior courts increased by 14 percent in 
1975-76 to 7,616 days, a record high. 

Retired judges provided 72 percent of the days of assistance to superior 
courts; superior court judges, 20 percent, and municipal court judges, 7 
percent. This reflected an increase from the previous year of 18 percent 
for retired judges and an increase of 6 percent for sv.p€,Aor court 
judges.31

, 

In 1975-76 the superior courts received 5,475 net day's of assistance. The 
figure is derived by deducting the days given by superior court judges to 
Courts of Appeal, other superior courts, municipal courts and justice 
courts from the total days received by superior courts. The 5,475 net days 
received represent an increase of 14 percent over the previous year and 
are the equivalent of 25 additional full-time judges. 

Municipal Courts 

Municipal courts received 4,372 days of assigned assistance in 1975-76, 
an increase of 2 percent over 1974-75. Justice court judges provided 69 
percent of the assigned assistance to municipal courts in 1975-16, followed 
by retired judges (25 percent) and other municipal court judges (6 per
cent). Assigned assistance from justice court judges declined by 6 percent 
this year while assistance from retired judges increased by 20 percent and 
assistance from other municipal court judges increased 51 percent from 
1914-75. ' 

The net days of assistance given to municipal courts, determined by 
subtracting from the total assistance received, the assistance given to 
other courts and that given by one municipal court to another, amounted 
to 3,559 days, a decrease of only 13 days from' the 1974-75 figure of 
3,572.32 The net days received were equivalent to about 17 additional 
full-time judges. 

Justice Courts 

Assigned assistance provided to justice courts declined slightly by 2 
percent to 5,566 days. Ninety-four percent of the assistance received was 
from other justice court judges while 5 percent came from retired judges 
and less than 1 percent from municipal court judges. 

The net assistance received was a negative 2,717 days, indicating that 
justice courts gave more assistance than they received. Stated another 
way, justice courts gave the equivalent of 12.6 full-time judicial positions 
f!1Ex:e than they received. 
31 See Appendix TobIe ZI. 
32 See Appendix Table 39. 
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3. ASSISTANCE BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND 
TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Superior Courts 

241 

Some courts also received assistance other than by assignments from the 
Chairman of the Judicial Council. This assistance was provided by commis
sioners, referees, and attorneys acting as temporary judges. Since such 
assistance is often substantial, it should be considered when analyzing, 
workload or productivity of the superior and municipal courts. Assistance 
from these sources has increased gradually over the years. The 27,414 days 
of such assistance received by the superior courts in 1975-76 was 2.7 per
cent above the amount for the previous year. Thirty-six percent of this 
assistance was furnished by referees, 32 percent by commissioners acting 
as temporary judges, 28 percent by commissioners acting as commission
ers and only 4 percent was sUE1?lied by !awy~rs actin.&. ~s t~mporary judges. 

Table XLIV lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges for superior courts receiving such 
assistance. It will be noted that four courts, Los Angeles. Orange, San 
Bernardino and San Francisco received the bulk of such assistance, with 

TABLE XLlV-CALlFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS. 

REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 
FI8C~1 Year 1975-78 

CommiDianen" 
h temporary h 

Court TobU tUp judge$ ~en ReftmJea 
State rota! .......... "................................ i'1.414.0 s,'mo.o 1.653.0 9,999.5 

Alameda ................................................ , ...... . 
Contra Costa .... , .......................................... . 
Fresno ......................................................... . 
KMn ............................................................ .. 
Los Angeles .......... "", ...... , .......................... .. 

MarIn ........ "._ ................. ; ....................... _ .. 
Monterey ..... , ........ "." .. " .................. , ........... . 
Orange ...... , •• , .... , .......... ,', ................... ,." ... , .. , 
Placer .......................... " ........ " ..................... . 

. Riverside .................. " ................................. . 

Sacramento ., ... , .... ,', .... ,', ..... , ..... "., .. , .......... .. 
San BernardIno ..................... ""." ............. . 
San Diego .......................... " ...................... .. 
San Francllco ............... """" ... " .. "." •• " .. " .. . 
San JOIquln_ ..... "" ....... "., .. - .... , ................ . 

San Mateo .. " .... ; .......... "" ..... " .... " .. ".J;" ... " 
Santa Barbara"" .. " ... " .... " .• "" ... "."............. . 
Santa au. ..... ""."" ... """ .............. ,, .......... . 

. Santa Cruz ................................................ .. 
SOlmo ............. ;, ....... "., .. , .. , ....... , .. , ........... , .. ,,, 

Sonoma.;"" .. ",,,.,,,,,,, .... ,,,,,, ... ,,, ... ,, .. , .. , .... ,., ... 
Stanislaus "" ... ,"" •• ''' .... " ..... ,'' .... , .. , •• , .. ,'' ... , .. , 
TuIIre .... " ... " .. , ................... ~" .......... _ ...... :... 

~:~,:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Other courb .............. " .............................. .. 

• &cludes jllJ)' conunIIaIonen. 

644.0 
470.0 
1149.0 
61515.0 

15,2.96.0 

1lOO.0 
228.0 

1,4110.5 
132.0 
200.0 

541.0 
1,a!6.0 

99&.5 
l,.s4.3 

237.1l 

4.53.5 
1IIlO.0 
348.0 
114.0 
100.0 

289.0 
~O 
144.0 
SM.5 
102.0 

i'1.0 

-
7,909.0 

W.O 

296.0 

88.IS 

.--
231),0 

22.0 

239.0 
4,m0 

!?M.O 

lI9O.0 

1;196.0 

ial.0 

3.0 

IIlll.0 
448.0 
473.0 
416.0 

2,465.0 

!?M.O 
21"-1.0 

1,249.5 
130.0. 

480,0 
6IS.5 

789,0 
-

!:r1.5 

22M' 
443.0 
i40.0 
114.0 

,.100.0 

289.0 
232.0 
1+1.0 , 
iES.5 
102.0 

14,0 

UII?'en 
fU 

temporary 
, judge$ 

1.011.0 

ia.O 

76.0 

3.0 
1!Dl.O 

2.0 
33.0 

81,0 
104.5 
006.Il 

1111.0 
108.0 . 

-/l6.0 

10.0 
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TABLE XLV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS 

REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Court 
Total. .......................................................... . 

Oakland-Piedmont ....................................... . 
Walnut Creek-Danville ...................... : ........ . 
Imperial County ........................................... . 
Alhambra ....................................................... . 
Antelope ........................................................ .. 

Beverly HUls ................................................ .. 
Citrus ............ : ................................................. .. 
Compton ....................................................... . 
Culver ............................................................ .. 
Downey ........................................................ .. 

East Los Angeles ........................................ .. 
Glendale ......................................................... . 
Inglewood ..................................................... . 
Long Beach .................................................. .. 
Lo. Angeles .................................................. .. 

Los Cerritos ................................................... . 
MaUbu ............................................................ .. 
Pas.ade:la ............. ; ........................................... . 
Rio Hondo ..................................................... . 
San Antonio ................................................... . 

Sant. Anita ................................................... . 
Santa Monica ................................................. . 
Southeast ....................................................... . 
South G.te .................................................... .. 
Whittier ........................................................ .. 

Monterey-Carmel ......................................... . 
Central Orange County ............................ .. 
North' Orange County .............................. .. 
Orange County Harbor ............................. . 
West Orange County ................................. . 

Riverside ...................................................... .. 
Sacramento .................................................. .. 
San Bernardino County ............................ .. 
San Diego ....................................................... . 
San Luis Obbpo County .................... : ...... . 

Central (San Mateo) ................................... . 
Northern (San Mateo) ............................... . 
Southern (San M.teo) .............................. .. 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ................................. . 
Los Gatos·Campbell-5aratoga .............. ; .... . 

San Jose-Mil pit ............................................. . 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino .................................. .. 
Santa Cruz County .................................... .. 
Other court.o .............................................. .. 

Fillcal Year 1975-76 

Total days 
15,642.0 

247.0 
62.lI 

229.0 
245.0 
!'lI1.0 

492.0 
311.0 
519.0 
88.5 

228.5 

475.0 
237.0 
233.5 
564.5 

4,854.0 

271.0 
240.0 
288.5 
334.5 
150.0 

135.0 
231.5 
211.0 
109.5 
!'lI1.0 

M.O 
63.0 

209.0 
283.5 
430.0 

240.0 
242.0 
481.0 
332.0 
101.5 

120.0 
193.0 
164.0 
65.5 

127.0 

584.0 
101.0 
126.5 
459.5 

Commissioners 
As tempoT1lr}' As 

judges commissioners' 
B,r06.0 2,635.5 

173.0 

123.0 

284.0 
12.0 

9.0 

~ Includes traffic ·~mmlssloner. and excludes Jury commissioners. 
Includes days of assistance given by traffic referees. 

c Represent. 21 court •• e.ch r"""lving less than 50 days of total assI.tance. 

Referees b 

1.435.S 

!'lI.O 

115.0 

120.0 
108.5 

44.0 
O.S 

241.0 
219.0 

88.5 

120.0 
183.0 
120.0 

SI.0 

L.awyers 
8$ temponlTY 

judges 
2,965.0 

62.S 

19.0 

!'lI1.0 
B.O 

100.0 
0.5 
I.S 

44.0 

10.5 
253.S 
599.0 

14.0 
1.5 

57.S 
52.S 
13.0 

5.0 
2.5 

18.0 
29.S 

M.O 
63.0 

209.0 
64.5 
1S.0 

13.0 
1.0 

43.0 
B1.0 
13.0 

10.0 
44.0 
65.S 
4.0 

127.0 
29.0 

111.S 
.j()8.5 
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Los Angeles receiving 56 percent of the total assistance for all superior 
'\ courts. In almost all cases, commissioners perform functions which would 

otherwise require ajudge. In some courts they hear matters on stipulation 
and sign orders as temporary judges, while in other courts they do not sign 
orders but prepare them for a judge's signature. Th\~ assistance provided 
to superior courts by commis:;ioners, referees and attbmeys acting as tem
porary judges amounted to the equivalent of 128 full-time judges. in 
1975-76. 

Municipal Courts 

In 1975-76 municipal courts received a total of 15,642 days of assistance 
from commission~rs, referees and attorneys acting as temporary judges, 
an increase of9 percent from 1974-75. Since 1972-73, when the figure was 
10,504 days, this assistance has increased by 49 percent. Table XLV lists the 
days of assistance by commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as tem
porary judges for municipal courts receiving such assistance. 

Commissioners acting as temporary judges provided 55 percent of this 
assistance, and the 8,606 days given in this category was 12 percent above 
the year ago figure. Lawyers acting as temporary judges contributed 19 
percent of the total assistance and their 2,965 days reflect an increase of 
4 percent over the previous year. . 

Sixty-four municipal courts received assistance from commissioners, 
referees· and temporary judges. Twenty~ne municipal courts received 
fewer than 50 days of assistance and 11 municipal courts received more 
than 300 days of assistance. The, remaining 32 municipal courts received 
between 50 and 300 days of assistance .. Twenty-four of the municipal 
courts receiving assistance from commissioners, referees and temporary 
judges are within Los Angeles County and received 69 percent of all such 
assistance given. . 

The 15,642 days of assistance to municipal courts from commissioners, 
referees and temporary judges in 1975-76 was the equivalent of 13 addi
tional full-time municipal court judges. 

4. JUDICIAL EQUIVALENCE OF COMMISSIONERS AND REFEREES 

In a number of instances throughout this report statlsticsare analyzed 
on a "per judge" basis. Such treatment reflects only the number of author
ized judges and does not reflect assistance given or received through 
judicial assignm4:mt or through the use of commissioners, referees and 
temporary judgEls. As shown, these sources provide the cOl,lrtt> with'sub
stantial assistance and in individual courts Significantly inc,~~ase the judi
cial manpower actually available. A valid assessment of workload or 
productivity in such courts requires that "per judge" figures be adjusted 
to reflect the actual judge and qther judicial manpower available. 





"' 

APPENDIX TABLES 

G 



----- -----



APPENDIX TABLES 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

247 

Supreme Court Page 
Table 1. Summary of Filings .................................................................................... "............... 248 
Table 2. Business Transacted ............................... "................................................................. 248 

Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal 
Table 3. Filings and Transfers from Supreme Court ........................................................ 249 
Table. 4. Summary of Business Transacted ........................................................... 1. •............ 250 

Courts of Appeal 
Table 5. Summary of Business Transacted .......................................................................... 251 
Table 6. First Appellate District, Business Transacted .................................................... 251 
Table 7. Second Appellate District, Business Transacted ................................................ 252 
Table 8. Third Appellate District, Business Transacted .................................................. 202 
Table 9. Fourth Appe.Ilate District, Business Transacted ................................................ 253 
Table 10. Fifth Appellate District, Business Transacted .................................................... 253 

Superior Courts , 
Table 11. Summary of AlI Filings and Dispositions ............................................................ 254 
Table 12. Probate and Guardianship Filings and Dispositions ........................................ 256 
Table 13. Family Law Filings and Dispositions .................................................................... 257 
Table 14. Motor Vehicle Personal Injury, Death and Property Damage 

Filings and Dispositions .......................................................................................... 258 
Table 15. Other Personal Injury, Death and Property Damage Filings 

and Dispositions .................................................................................................. ".... 259 
Table 16. Eminent Domain Filings and Dispositions .............. , ........................................... 260 
Table 11- Filings and Dispositions of Other Civil Complaints.......................................... 261 
Table 18. Filings and Dispositions of Other Civil Petitions ....................................... !...... 262 
Table 19. Mental Health Filings and Dispositions .......................................................... ,... 263 
Table 20. Juvenile Delinquency Filings and Dispositions .................................................. 264 
Table 21. Juvenile Dependency Filings and Dispositions .................................................. 266 
Table 22. Criminal Filings and Dispositions ............. :............................................................ 268 
Table 22A. Criminal DispOsitions After Uncontested Trial .............................................. 210 
Table 22B. Criminal Dispositions After Contested Trial .................................................... 271 
Table 22C. Level of Conviction of Criminal Defendants .................................................. 272 
Table 23. Filings and Dispositions of Appeals From Lower Courts ................................ 273 
Table 24. Habeas Corpus Filings and Dispositions .............................................................. 274 
Table 25. Number o(Juries Sworn .......................................................................................... 275 
Table 26. Total Cases Awaiting Trial ................................................................................. ; .... 276 
Table 27. Days of Assistance Received and Rendered by Courts 

Through Assignments .............................................................................................. 277 

Municipal Courts . " 
Table 28. Summary of Nonparking Filings and Di~sitions .... ,....................................... 278 
Table 29. Felony Preliminary Filings and Dispositions .............. ;"..................................... 282 
Table 30. Nontraffic Misdemeanors and Infractions' ..................... i, ................................... ; 286 
Table 3OA. Nontraffic Filings and Dispositions by Type ............... "................................... 290 
Table 31. Traffic Misdemeanors and Infractions ............................. ..i:" ................................ 29~\ 
Table 31A. Traffic Filings and Dispositions by Type ........................ ;,................................ 2f11 
Table 32. Small Claims. Filings and Dispositions .................................. }.............................. 301 
Table 33. Filings and Dispositions of Civil Actions ................................ :'.' .................. ;......... 305 
Table 34. Illegal Parking Filings and Dispo;itions ................................... ~......................... 309 
Table 35. Number of Juries Selected and Sworn ................... .,. ........................................... 313 
Table 36. Days of Assistance Received and Rendered by Courts \~\ 

Through Assignments .......................................................................... 1" ....... " ........ 317 
Justice Courts , '\. 

Table 37. Summary of Nonparking and Illegal Parking Filings ..................... ;,; ............. 320 
. , \ 

9-75070 ''\: 

\~, 

\ 
\ 



248 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABLE 1-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COUIRT 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Type of filing 

Total filings ............................................................................................................................................... . 

Appeals: 
Civil .............................................................................................................................................................. .. 
Criminal ......................................................................................................................................................... . 

Original proceedings: 
Civil ............................................................................................................................................................... . 
Criminal ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 

Motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate: 
Civil ....................................................................................................................... : ..................................... .. 
Criminal ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 

Petitions (ur hearing of cases previously decided by the' Courts of Appeal ......... : ........................ .. 

TABLE 2-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business transacted 

Total business transacted ..................................................................................................................... . 

Appe&ls: 
By written opinion: 

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

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil .......................................................................................................................................................... .. 
Criminal .................................................................................................................................................... .. 

Odginal procee~!<t'gs (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 
Without opinion ............. < .............................................. , ............... , ........................................................... . 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: • 
By written opinion ...... : .......................................................................................................................... . 
Without opinion ...................................................................................................................................... .. 

Hearings: 
Granted .................................................................................................................................................... .. 
Denied ... _ ................................................................................................................................................ .. 

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

Orders: b , J 

Transfers and retransfers ..................................................................................................................... . 
Alternative writs or orders to show cause ....................................................................................... . 
Miscellaneous ........................................................................................................................................... . 

Executive cicme,ncy applications C ........................................................................................................ , •••••• 

. • Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not repol'ted elsewhere. 
• Cal, Const., Art. Y, ~ 8 

1975-76 1974-75 

3,704 3,668 

0 0 
21 18 

U17 '}ff/ 

592 Em 

0 9 
0 0 

2,894 2,566 

1975-76 1974-75 

6,035 5,646 

31 65 
31 40 

3 1 
3 0 

79 64 
735 B40 

6 10 
118 79 

229 172 
2,665 2,394 

1 3 
83 72 

2.52 221 
61 60 

1,650 1,567 

38 38 



Tolal filings and transfers from 
Supreme COurl .............................. 

Appeals: 
Civil ....................... , ......................... , ............ 
Criminal ............................................ , ......... 

Ori~~a1 proceedings: 
CI\~l .......................... · .................................... 
Criminal ...................................................... 

Motions 10 dismiss on clerk's certificule 

TABLE 3-CALIfORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
FILINGS AND TRANSFERS FROM 

SUPREME COURT 
Fiscal ""ears 1914-75 and 1915-16 

'. 
ToM 

AI/Courts 
ofAppea/ First DisMct Second DUMct Third DisMct 

1Ul5-,{6 JUl4-75 IUl5-,{6 1Ul4-75 IUl5-76 IUl4-75 IUl5-,,6 lUl4-,,5 

10,797 10,349 3,248 2,984 4,047 3,926 1,098 1,149 

3,183 2,686 1,029 B56 1,104 956 346 306 
3,279 3,229 788 715 1,375 1;418 301 2!lO 

2,842 2,730 864 883 1,140 I,Oro 250 238 
1,008 1,291 345 376 241 340 196 3G9 

4&S 413 222 184 181 17~ 5 6 

Fourth Disl1,:i:t Fifib DisMct 
1Ul5-76 1UlC75 1975-76 lUl4-75 

i~rlO 1,675 694 .615 

568 427 136 141 
535 573 280 233 

429 460. 159 139 
131 170. 89 96 

47 45 30 6 



TABLE 4-!CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Tolliis .~ppel/ls SIII''''II1(' COllrl IIl1d 
COllrls or.~I'P<'al 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

Total. Supreme Court 
und Courts of Ap· 
peul ........................... . 

Supreme Court ............... . 

Courts of Appeal. total .. 

First District .............. .. 
Second DIstrict .......... .. 
Third District ............ .. 
Fourth District .......... .. 
Fifth District .............. .. 

24.947 

6.035 

IB.912 

7.154 
5.907 
2,079 
2.906 

866 

24,592 7.076 

5.646 liB 

1B.946 7.558 

6,242 2,262 
7.174 2,B12 
2.037 775 
2.706 1,240 

787 469 

~ Exclude; granted motions to dismiss reported under uppeals. 
b ;';ot reported elsewhere. 
C CuI. Canst .• Art. V. § B. 

6.921 

106 

6.815 

1.877 
2,853 

655 
1,076 

354 

Fiscal Yesrs 1974-75 and 197~76 

Original 
proceedinf{s .\lotioIJSU 

Heari..n~ Rehearings 
1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 iW4-75 

4.613 4.902 860 759 2.894 2.566 1.447 1.309 

B14 924 124 89 2,894 2,566 64 75 

3.799 3.97B 738 070. 1,383 1,234 
-, 

1,255 1.z16 329 363 504 410 
1,288 1$1 95 28 5fJ7 501 

460 554 213 198 125 liB 
543 608 34 24 179 155 
253 253 65 57 48 50 

E.reclllil·e 

Orders b 
Clemency 

applications C 

1975-76 . 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

7.419 B.r.m 38 38 

1.963 1.848 38 38 

5.456 6,249 

2.804 2.316 
1,205 ,2,505 

506 512 
910 843 

31 73 
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TABLE 5-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business trJJnSllcted 

Total business transacted ..................................................................................................................... . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

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

Without opinion (by dismissal, affifinance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil. ............................................................. ; ........................................................................................... .. 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 

Original proceedings (including habeas corptis): 
By written opinion .................................... , ............................................................................................ . 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 

Motions (~iscell~"?us) denied or granted: a 
By wntten opinion ............ 1 ..................................................................................................................... . 

Without opinion ...................................................................................................................................... .. 

Rehearings: 
Granted .................................................................................................................................................... .. 
Denied .............................................................................................................. -. ..................................... .. 

Orders (miscellaneous) b ............................................................................................................................ .. 

• Excludes granted motions 10 dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. . 

J!J75-76 

18,912 

2,696 
2,896 

1,362 
604 

351 
3.448 

3 
733 

89 
1,274 

5,456 

TABLE 6-FIRST APPELLATE (SAN FRANCISCO) DIST-RICT 
, (Four Divisions-.-16 JUdges) • 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business trJJnSllcted 

Total business transacted .................................................................................................................... .. 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil .......... 1 •••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• ' ............................ i ................. J ................... . 

Criminal .................................................................................................................... ,." ............................ .. 
Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 

Civil .............................................................................. , ..................................... , .......... ; ........................... . 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................. , .. ,. 

Original pr6cee:~lfngs (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 
Without opinion ....... , ......................... , ................................... / ................................................................ ~. 

Motions (~i~lI~"?us) denied or granted: b 
By wntten opinIOn ........................................................................................................ " ......... , ..... , ....... , 
Without. opinion ....................................................... 1 ••••••• ; ............ , .......................................................... . 

Rehearings: 
Grant'!<i ........ , .................................. ; ................................................................................................ , ....... .. 
D,ertied. ....... , .... " ........... ~ ........ " .......... , ..................... I .... I •• •• 1 ....................................... , .................................. . 

Ord;'rs (miscellaneoUs) c .......................................... , .... ; ..................... ,' ........................................................ .. 

J!J75-76 

7,154 

972 
- 714 

425 
151 

129 
1,126 

1 
'328 

44 
460 

2,804 

~ Effective January 1, 1976 Cour judges were added, one to each division. Cor a total o( "",teen positions. 
Excludes gran~d motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

C Not reported elsewhere. 
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J!J74-75 

18,946 

2,181 
3.0:;9 

962 
613 

331 
3.647 

3 
601 

96 c.~ 
1,138 

6,249 

J!J74-75 

6,242 

753 
671 

313 
140 

I...1-L, 

103 
1,173 

2 
361 

62 
348 

2,316 
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TABLE 7-·SECOND APPELLATE (LC,~ hlliGELES) DISTRICT 
(Five Divisions-20 Judges) 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business trlUlSilcted 

Total business transacted ..................................................................................................................... . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil. ....................................................................................................................... , .................................. . 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 

Without opinion (by dismissal. affirmance or reversal on stipulation. motion. etc.): 
Civil ........................................................................................................................................................... . 
Crimmal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion .................................................................... , ........................................................... .. 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: A 

By written opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 

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

Orders (miscellaneous) b ..................................................... : ........................................................................ .. 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 

1975-76 

5.9111 

930 
1,201 

423 
258 

84 
1,204 

I 
94 

22 
4&5 

1,2OIi 

TABLE 8-THIRD APPELLATE (SAC~AMENTO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-7 Judges) D 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Buslness transacted 

Total business transacted ..................................................................................................................... . 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

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

Without opinion (by dismissal. affirmance or reversal on stipulation. motion. etc.): 
Civil ...... t ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 

Criminal .................................................................................................................................................... .. 

Original proceedings (Including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 

Motions (miscellaneous) deniCd or granted: b 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 
WI)hout opinion ..................................................... , ................................................................................. . 

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

Orders (miscellaneous)" ..... , .................................... ; ................................................................................... .. 

~ Effective January IS. 1975 one judge was added for a total to seven positions. 
Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

" Not reported elsewhere. 

1975-76 

2,rrt9 

'Ell 
2.53 

215 
36 

74 
3&1 

0 
213 

12 
113 

:506 

1974-75 

7.174 

910 
1,354 

307 
282 

83 
1,204 

I 
'El 

15 
486 

2,505 

1974-75 

2.037 

177 
'ElB 

184 
36 

61 
493 

0 
198 

.6 
112 

512 
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TABLE 9-FOURTH APPELLATE (SAN DIEGO AND 
SAN BERNARDINO) DISTRICT 

(Two Oivisions-9 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business tranSllcted J!ll5-76 

Total business transacted ..................................................................................................................... . 2,906 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civll. .......................................................................................................................................................... . 389 
Criminal .................................................................................................................................................... .. 481 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil. ................................................................................. _ ...................................................................... . 245 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 125 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 33 
Without opinion ........................................................... , .......................................................... : ............... .. 510 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or grar.led: a 
By written opinion ............ / .. , ......................... , ............................................. , ................. , ... ~ ................... . 1 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... ,. 33 

Rehearings: 
Granted ............................................................. 1 •••• ,. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 
Denied ................................................................................................................................................ :, .... .. 172 

Orders (miscellaneous) b ............................................................................................................................... . 910 

~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported .!nder appeals. 
No! reported elsewhere. 

, ~. 

TABLE 1G-FIFTH APPELLATE (FRESNO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-4 Judges) • 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Business trBnSllcted 1!ll5-76 

Total business transacted ......................... ~............................................................................................. 866 

Appeals: 
By ~tten opinion: . 

CIVIl ............................................................................. , .......................... _ ............................................... .. 134 
Criminal ....................................................................................................................................... / ............•. 247 

Without opinion (by dismhsal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion; etc.): 
Civil ........................................................................................................................................................... . 54 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 34 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus); 
By written opinion ............................................. , ........... ~ ........................................... ; ............................ . 31 
Without opinion ............................................................................................ : .......................................... . 222 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: b 
By written opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 0 
Without opinion ........................................................ , ............................................... i ••••••••.•••.•..• ; •.••.•.•••..• 6.'S 

Reh~arings: 
Granted ................................................................................ , ...................... ; ............................................ .. .. 4 
Oenloo ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 44 

Orders (miscellaneous)" ................................. , .............................................................................................. c 31 

a Effective January I, 1916 one judge was added for a total of four positions. 
b Exclude. granted motions to dismiss reported under appeal.. <:) 
" 1'Iot reported elsewhere. 
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J!ll4-75 

2,705 

265 
543 

143 
125 

43 
565 

0 
24 

7 
148 

843 

7ff1 

76 
21S 

33 
30 

41 
212 

{) 

57·· 

6 
44 

73 



TABLE 11-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS ~ 
~ 

SUMMARY OF ALL FILINGS AND DISPOSmONS· 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Number of Total Tots! Dispositions Dispositions after trial 

Judgeshil!!.b filings dispositions before trial Uncontested matters Contested matters 
County 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1915-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

State total ...................... • .520 501 667.122 "602,470 .5.59.402 "497.388 201,715 "175.189 302,735 Rz14,57B 54.952 "47.621 

Alameda ............................ °28 25 32,525 "29,709 27,512 "2B,327 7,353 7,709 16.97B "14.689 3,1B1 "2,929 

~ Alpine ................................ 1 1. 24 6.5 10 45 5 16 1 19 4 10 
Am.dor .............................. 1 

d
1 405 353 201 134 77 94 77 10 47 30 

Dutte .................................. 3 3 3,454 2,667 2,527 2,356 626 606 1,680 1,507 221 243 ~ Calaveras ............................ 1 1 1 453 471. 414 401 148 127 231 229 35 45 
Colusa ................................ 1 1 340 330 284 275 122 101 96 133 66 41 
Contra Costa h .................. 11 11 18,234 15,406 15,6.50 "12,743 4,914 "3,787 B,938 ~,641 1.aoo 1,315 8 
Del Norte .......................... 1 1 871 528 541 436 171 122 3ll 253 59 61 ~ EIDor.do .......................... 2 2 2,437 2,010 1,969 1,624 804 664 979 796 186 164 
Fresno ................................ B 8 12,537 10,704 8,927 8,039 2,964 2,663 4,996 4,673 967 703 ~ Glenn .................................. 1 1 453 511 486 399 133 144 302 220 51 35 
Humboldt .......................... 3 3 3,343 3,146 2,971 2,613 975 647 1,730 1,529 266 237 0 
Imperial .............................. °3 2 2,670 2,296 2,146 1,966 832 673 1,144 1,105 170 190 '"l 
Inyo .................................... 1 I 675 480 417 270 134 ll7 248 139 35 14 

~ Kern •......................... , ..•...... °8 6 , ll.099 10,448 9.602 8,378 2,814 2,213 5,941 5.616 847 549 
Kings ..... ; ............................ °2 1 2,109 1,798 1,606 1,492 387 375 1,109 1,035 llO 62 

~ Lake .................................... 1 I 1,043 894 838 7.5.5 290 270 447 385 101 100 
Lassen ................................ 1 d17~ 615 560 521 486 210 196 248 219 6.5 51 

~ Los Angeles ...................... 17l 213.687 199.6.57 183,.568 "172.223 80,397 ~2,237 85,ISO "82,739 18,021 "17,247 
Madera .............................. 1 I 1.722 1,671 1,544 1,293 418 439 924 719 202 135 
Marin •.•.•••................•.......... .5 5- 6;871 6,388 5.290 5,187 1.866 2,191 2,932 2,522 492 474 
M.riposa ............................ 1 1 215 178 173 148 81 60 66 69 24 19 
Mendocino ........................ 2 2 2,145 2,067 1,647 1,477 510 517 974 B15 183 145 
Merced .............................. 3 3 3,938 3,547 3,013 2,423 1.015 B19 1,670 1,350 328 254 
Modoc ................................ I I 307 270 2Z7 208 89 71 ll5 llO 23 27 
Mono ..........•.........•............. I I 379 341 261 266 66 80 86 109 107 77 
Monterey, ......................... .5 11 9.148 7,612 9,16.5 7,614 3,815 3,216 4,479 3,588 871 B10 
N.p ..................................... 2 2 3,ll8 2,953 2,5.5.5 2,516 799 763 1,231 1,239 525 514 
Nevad ................ , ................ .1 I 1,334 1,132 1,1OB 978 471 454 563, 430 74 94 
Orange ................................ ·33 ·~1 .52,81B 44,903 43,657 R37,892 12,865 10,899 28.004 ~.471 2,768 2,522 

, Placer .................................. 3 3 3,281 2,691 2,624 2,183 773 6Il2 1,473 1,317 378 184 
Plumas ................................ I I 442 402 336 362 64 ll7 230 196 42 49 
Riverside ............................ °13 12 16,437 14.947 14,821 13.452 5,270 4,'J!I1 8,157 7,805 1,394 1,350 



-lr'f"""!II._'" II --,. ,. 

Sacramento ......................... 0211 dIS 25,996 ~2 21,038 R18,339 7,371 1ls,129 12,174 Rl0ml 1,493 RI.,239 
San Benito ........................ 1 1 503 461 492 385 167 159 286 203 39 23 
San Bernardino ................ cl8 dl5 23,119 ~1,621 18,065 16,009 5,044 5,810 ll,l43 9,423 1,878 1.636 
San Diego .......................... 33 f33 46,830 44~499 40,382 33,450 12,105 10,216 24,155 22,398 4,122 ~,836 
San Francisco .................... 26 26 26,758 24,940 21,987 211,510 9,349 8,073 9,923 10,425 2,115 .. ]012 
San Jo.quin ......................... 7 7 9,313 8,082 7,474 6,964 2,117 "il03 4,413 4,169 944 :. 692 
San Luis Obispo .............. "4 3 3,946 4,129 3,158 2,987 1,221 1,234 1,765 1,623 172- 130 
San Mateo .......................... 014 13 15,525 14,965 12,682 11,014 3,166 3,346 8,050 6,724 1,466 944 
Sant. B.rbar ................... 7 1 8,621 7,221 7,851 6,430 2,855 1,991 4,346 3,866 650 565 
Sant. Cl.r .................. ~ ...... 26 "26 37,029 32,013 30,066 21,854 9,700 5,822 11,839 13,672 2,5211 2,360 
Santa Cruz ........................ 3 3 4,458 3,932 3,B40 3,355 980 875 2,505 2,213 355 267 
Shasta .................................. 3 3 3,845 3,231 3,31J1 2,114 B67 fl6.1 2,087 1,592 353 258 
Sierra .................................. 1 1 70 93 54 59 0 6 38 44 16 9 
Siskiyou .............................. 1 1 1,181 1,082 887 847 315 299 482 477 90 11 
Solano ................................ 4 4 5,379 4,899 4,562 3,860 1,461 1,340 2,708 2,182 393 33B 
SononlR .............................. c5 4 7,566 ~-...::;;~ 6,369 5,644 1,736 1,514 3,!119 3,5Z7 654 003 
Stanislaus' ........................... 6 dS 7,716 6,594 6,514 5,095 2,108 1,411 3,641 2,994 165 690 
Suiter .................................. 2 2 1,413 1,465 1,153 1,132 460 439 609 617 84 16 
Tehama .............................. 1 1 1,245 1,051 904 841 325 378 474 404· 105 59 
Trinity ................................ 1 1 334 Z72 Z78 23B 100 B9 121 101 r;r 46 
Tulare ................................ 4 4 c.3,B2IJ 4,533 -4,276 3,5!11 1,225 1,026 2,255 2,256 196 315 
Tuolumne .......................... I 1 1,043 980 866 B24 341 342 478 398 49 84 
Ventura .............................. 7 7 14,038 11,498 12,810 8,939 6,008 3,105 5,540 4,484 l,w f 1,370 
Yolo .................................... c3 2 2,709 2,555 2,304 2,0!11 690 575 1,426 1,358 188 / . 166 
yuba .................................... 2 2 1,738 1,860 1,470 1,401" 517 471 790 800 163 i 130 

• The Iil1ng and disposition ligures for flscal year 1!115-76 Include, for the lirst time, subsequent petitions filed under Section 600,601, and 602 of,the Welfare and Imtitutions ~~,deon dependent -
children, wards and probationers 0; the court alleging further acts of parental neglec~ or additional crimes or delinquency. PreviollS to Ilscal year .1975-76 only Iil1ngi'and dispositions of 
original petitions were counted. . ,\ 

Some criminal dispositions were abo shifted from contested matters tounconlested matters as a result of a chimge In the deflnJtion of uncontested 1r\al·onJuly 1, 1!115; Nor 10 the clWlge. 
uncontested matt~rs onlY Included defendants whO!e cases were di!posed of on the record of the pr(.11mInary hearing but subsequently has Included all defendants whost'. cases were disposed 

b of following a trW In which only,one party Introduced evidence.' 'ff if 
Nwnber of authorized judgeships at the end of the flscal year. . , - Ii 

: Statute provided Cor Increase effective January I, 1976. 11 
Statute provided Cor Increase. effective January 7, 1!1I15.. . ' \l 

e Statute provided for increase opefatlve January 7, 1!1I15 or on 9Jite County Board of Supervlsors adopted resolution 10 pay local CO>Is, whichever \Vas laler. Reso\uC,on adopted December 16, 
1!1115. 

f Statule provided Cor increase effective ].muary 115, 1!115. 'J 
~ Statute provided Cor increase effective January 1,-I!115. 

Revised. 

I) 
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TABLE 12-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
PROBATE AND GUARDIANSHIP FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions lIner trial 
Totlll Totlt! Dispositions Uncontested Contested . filings disposiliollS before trial mutters miltters 

COllIlI)', 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-761974-75 

State Total .............. 62,590 R 61,975 61,968 R56,738 2,386 1,259 51,2m R 54,281 2,315 1,198 

Alamodu ...................... 3,SS2 R3,886 4,392 R3,377 344 315 3,595 R2,628 453 238 
Alpine .......................... 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 
Amudor ...... , ................. 51 46 3 1 3 1. 0 0 0 0 
Butt ............................... 486 422 417 388 1 0 416 381 0 1 
Calaveras .................... 52 69 59 72 0 0 56 72 1 0 
Colusa .......................... 63 63 48 41 0 2 47 45 1 0 
Contru Costu .............. 1,639 1,580 1,549 1,433 90 38 1,408 1,366 51 31 
Del Xortc .................... SS 63 56 64 6 6 SO 56 2 2 
EI Dorado .................. 177 163 181 143 5 1 175 142 1 0 
Fresno .......................... 1,421 1,349 1,426 1,138 15 10 1,381 1,092 24 34 
Glenn .......................... 68 92 89 69 I 0 87 69 1 0 
Humboldt .................... 476 490 487 443 38 38 425 386 24 19 
Imperial ...................... 238 239 203 224 14 24 188 200 I 0 
Inyo .............................. 60 60 74 51 2 30 69 21 3 0 
Kern ............................ 863 825 696 880 13 3 677 875 6 2 
Kings ............................ 206 188 ISO 149 6 0 144 149 0 0 
Lake .............................. 162 146 132 liS 0 0 131 113 I 2 
l..assen ......................... ~ 94 87 64 61 0 0 64 61 0 0 
Los Angeles ................ 19,362 19,798 19,148 20,338 1,236 460 17,424 9,43e 486 439 
Madera ........................ ISS 152 ISS 123 2 3 162 liB I 2 
Marin ............................ 691 718 733 599 I 75 730 517 2 7 
Mariposa ...................... 35 24 19 24 0 0 18 24 1 0 
Mendocino .................. 330 275 202 216 3 7 197 205 2 4 
Mercod ........................ 293 261 306 244 14 7 288 238 4 I 
Modoc .......................... 47 37 29 32 .Il 0 23 32 0 0 
:.fono ............................ 26 37 26 26 '0 0 26 26 0 0 
:.fonterey .................... 969 973 1,019 771 29 49 978 715 12 7 
Xapu ............................ 347 342 251 287 I 3 248 281 2 3 
Xevada ........................ 124 148 120 lOS 1 2 116 103 3 0 
Orange ........................ 3,217 3,290 2,717 2,876 8 5 2,665 2.630 44 41 
Placer .......................... 257 229 235 285 0 0 234 284 I 1 
Plumas ........................ 62 48 60 SO I I 59 49 0 0 
Riverside .................... 1.787 1,719 1,788 1,628 101 74 1,587 1,491 100 63 
SucrarJ:,,:nto •••.•••.....•••• 1.909 1,868 1,939 1,677 4 12 1,925 1.643 JO 22 
Sun Benito .................. 77 77 99 56 I 2 98 54 0 0 
San Bernardino .......... 1.636 1,549 1.402 1,271 8 8 1.359 1,247 35 16 
San Diego .................... 4.431 4.591 4,295 4.128 55 0 3.SS1 4.092 589 38 

, San Francisco ............ 3.814 3.964 3.706 3,324 7 ," \ 1 3.539 3.321 160 2 
'San Joaquin ; ............... 1,275 1.102 1.194 1,221 Jl8 " -, 20 952 1.081 124 120 
San Luis Obl,po ........ 426 443 338 260 0 0 363 260 0 0 
San Mateo .................. 1.865 1.621 1,836 1,203 JO 8 1,825 1.195 I 0 
Santa Burbura ............ 974 950 785 810 15 12 764 792 6 6 
Santa Clura ................ 2,460 2.194 4.187 2.000 9 I 4.148 1.979 30 20 
Santa Cruz .................. 687 634 657 666 6 7 649 659 2 0 
Shastu .......................... 328 3J1 320 270 JI 6 307 264. 2 0 
Sierra ............................ 15 18 JI 14 0 0 H) 14 I 0 
Siski)'oU ••.• , ................... 161 179 141 131 0 0 139 130 2 I 
Solano .......................... 574 497 483 335 13 4 451 320 19 JI 
Sonoma ........................ 1.077 1.064 1.037 905 5 6 1.030 885 2 14 
Stanlsluus .................... 693 642 653 643 59 4 586 631 8 8 
Sutter ............................ 173 162 Jl2 lOS 2 0 110 lOS 0 0 
Tehama ........................ 133 104 74 86 I 0 69 86 4 0 
Trinit.r~·i ....................... 32 29 33 34 2 3 30 31 I 0 
Tulare , ......................... 587 541 381 542 JI 3 388 538 2 I 
Tuolumnc. t .................. Jl8 96 107 106 3 0 104 lOS 0 1 
Ventura ........................ 806. 726 719 625 19 2 617 582 83 41 
yolo .............................. 428' 403 404 330 SS 8 314 318 5 4 t~' j 

Yubu .......... : ................. 186 149 164 131 1 0 163 137 0 0 

R Re,;sed. 
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TABtE 13-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FAMILY LAW FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions ;.neT mid 
Total Tptal Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
liIin~ dispositions before trial ma/ters matters 

County 1975-76 1974-·75 1!ll5-76 1974-75 1975-761974-75 1975-,76 1974-751975-761974-75 

State Tot.l ................ 168,887 R 162,938 146,179 R 141,025 7,335 8,290 . 126,809 R 122,946 12,005 R 9,789 

Alameda •...........•........... 8,848 88,904 7tm R7,587 240 197 6,592 116,557 675 R833 
Alpine ............................ 3 4. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.Amador .......................... 76 84 49 5 1 4 .;2 0 6 1 
Butte: ............................. 866 843 654 712 34 27 599 666 21 19 
Calaveras •...•.....•......•••.. 117 !l5 VI 79 3 0 89 73 5 6 
Colusa ...................... , ..... 76 85 84 85 5 4. 13 59 46 22 
Contra Costa ................ 4,610 4,841 4,282 3,990 149 326 3,431 3,172 702 492 
Del Norte ...................... 150 159 130 134 5 6 113 113 12 i5 
EJ·Dorado .................... S53 455 455 4lT1 17 21 416 355 23 31 
Fresno .......................... 3,314 3,Il2O 2,381 2,302 135 151. 2.231 2,09a 15 53 
Glenn ............................ 99 118 96 102 3 9 82 79 11 14 
Humboldt ...................... 1,049 992 858 775 43 27 782 )) 732 53 16 
Imperial ........................ lH4 471 436 332 8 10 400 284 28 38 
Inyo ................................ 143 128 120 103 9 10 107 89 4 4 
Kern .............................. 2,820 2,fB4 2,335 2,219 138 119 2,058 1,989 141 III 
ICings ............................. 523 489 417 402 33 13 380 3B9 4 0 
Lake ................................ 191 192 149 159 5 1 134 141 10 11 
Lassen ............................ 141 147 141 143 3 19 120 109 18 15 
.1..0. Angeles ................. 50,411 49,508 42,927 43,049 1,372 1,246 38,473 39,064 3,082 2,739· 
Madera .......................... 323 307 269 213 15 14 209 167 45 32 
Marin .............................. 1,817 1,177 1,497 1,541 73 49 1,308 1,358 116 134 
Mariposa ........................ 50 43 46 36 3 6 35 24 8 6 
Mendocino .................... 670 526 ~ 438 19 23 447 388 21 27 
Merced .......................... 843 748 702 852 25 41 609 554 68 67 
Modoc ............................ ~ 57 46 42 1 1 44 40 1 1 
Mono .............................. 50 42 41 34 0 2 39 31 2 1 
Monterey ...................... 2,282 2,191 "2,841 3,044 975 1,283 1,576 1,687 90 94 
Napa .. , ........................... 829 769 ·829 '100 59 84 535 592 35 44 
Nevada .......................... 292 263 230 310 18 92 199 196 13 22 

l} Orange .......................... 14,971 14,(25 13,416 13,963 884 1,965 11,779 11,253 753 745 
Placer ................. _ ........ 710 717 648 605 ~ 23 480 526 139 ~ 
Pbm.~ .......................... 127 112 99 101 0 3 99 92 0 6 
Riverside ...................... 3!m 3,873 3,333 3,688 333 568 2,714 2,873 286 247 
Sacramento .................. 6,419 6,O!l2 5,703 5,735 191 163 5(lKl 5,273 225 299 
San Benito ............. _ •..• 140 125 124 100 Il 6 102 85. 11 9 
San Bernardino ............ 5,969 5,688 4,893 4,260 153 124 4,048 3,595 692 541 
San Diego ..... : ................ 13,907 12,975 12.320 10,591 373 213 10,559 9,607 1,388 771 
San Francisco .............. 4,640 4,693 4.075 3,984 ·144 139 3,632 3,546 299 299 
San Joaquin .................. 2,391 2,450 2,043 1,952 86 94 1,806 1,836 ~ 151 22 
San Luis Obispo .......... 978 ~ 826 744. 28 25 790 719 10 0 
San Mateo .................... 4,230 4,434 3,819 3,879 122 204 3,138 3,:i25 559 350 
Santa Barbara .............. 2,264 2,110 2,493 1,867 701 100 1,857 1,635 135 122 
Santa Clara .................. 10,247 9,223 8,650 7,359 219 <Jm 7,543 6,437 688 855 
Santa Cruz .................... 1,408 1,259 1,212 1,066 49 41 1,113 976 50 49 
Shasta ............................ 1,004 967 881 882 26 44 785 TJ1 70 41 
Sierra ............................. 16 24 21 16 0 0 Il 15 10 1 
Siskiyou .......................... 308 292 247 248 12 12 224 222 11 14 
Solano ............................ 1,802 1,685 1,540 1,317 62 59 1,39(i 1,219 88 39 
Sonoma .......................... 2.289 2,167 1,950 1,956 77 92 1.185 1,698 88 166 
Stanislaus ...................... 2,018 1,851 1,853 1,387 112 78 1,558 1,155 183 154 
Suiter .............................. 393 393 33B 377 22 34 269 337 27 6 ,.~\ 
Tehama ..... ; .................... 275 225 204 173 S 4 173 167 .'23 12 
Trinity ............................ 73 70 68 57 " 3 sa 43· 11 11 
Tulare ,,,._ ..................... 1,572 1,389 1,267 I,oao 85 73 784 979 418 28 
Tuolumne ...................... 214 190 171 149 7 7 170 134 0 8' 
Ventura .......................... 3,720 3,585 3,168 2,781 .138 101 2,868 2,476 .164· 204 
yolo .................. , ........... ;. 783 7~ 705 655 25 37 613 576 67 42 
Yuba .............................. 466 507 419 488 47 40 338 394 34 54 

Rnevised. 

\.:. 
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'7 
TABLE 14-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

MOTOR VEHIC.LE PERSONAL INJURY, DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions'ofter trill! 
Totlll Totlll Dlspositiolls Uncontested COlltested 
filillgs dlsposltlolls before trilll mlltters mlltters 

COl/II!." 197.5-76 1974-75 197.5-76 1974-i5 i97.5-76 1974-75 i97.5-76 '1974-75 197.5-761974-75 

St.tc Total ............•.. 52.574 R49,266 40.138 39.125 37.884 36.466 834 1.085 1.420 1.554 

Al.medu ........................ 2,862 R 2.777 1.669 1,413 1.424 1.309 01 55 78 49 
Alpine ............................ 2 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Amador ........................ 39 16 11 7 11 6 0 1 0 0 
Butte .............................. 136 134 100 99 92 88 3 2 5 9 
CuiU\'era5 , .•.•..•.•••.•......•• 13 13 11 6 10 6 1 0 0 0 
COlusu ............................ 11 8 11 5 8 2 1 1 2 2 
Contra Cost ................. 1,254 988 736 869 018 805 27 25 31 39 
Del ;o.;orte .................... 28 16 12 23 11 20 0 0 1 3 
El Dorudo .......... : ...•..... ,194 135 115 109 104 100 4 4 7 5 
Fresno ................... , ...... 923 B22 720 610 682 587 7 3 31 20 
Clenn ............................ 8 16 13 20 11 13 0 5 2 2 
Humboldt .................... 136 114 102 91 91 78 2 0 9 13 
[mperiul ........................ 63 53 51 64 44 54 3 [ 4 9 
[nyo ................................ 20 17 15 9 IS 9 0 0 0 0 
Kern .............................. 510 490 357 332 345 302 2 6 10 24 
Kings ............................. 76 72 51 31 SO 31 0 0 I 0 
Lake ................ ~ ............ 41 39 33 41 32 35 I I 0 5 
Lllssen ............................ 24 24 IS 15 13 12 I I I 2 
Los Angeles .................. 25.323 22.885 20.658 20.420 20.082 19.608 107 213 469 599 
~Iudcru .......................... 61 01 35 47 27 35 2 8 6 4 
Murin ............................ 402 394 291 297 2B2 281 0 2 9 14 
Muriposu ...................... 14 7 7 5 ,7 5 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino .................. 79 113 71 54 60 47 3 0 8 7 
Merced .......................... 182 149 [02 138 97 122 2 8 3 8 
Modoc ............................ H 9 6 9 4 8 0 0 2 1 
Mono .............................. 7 I 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
Montere)' ...................... 306 276 381 220 356 197 13 5 II! 18 
Napa .............................. 151 158 115 115 104 110 1 1 JO 4 
r-;e\'ud ........................... 55 SO 53 44 53 41 0 I 0 2 
Orange •••. " ............. , ...... 3.436 2.993 2.335 2.386 2,216 2,277 29 .' 12 90 97 
Pincer ............................ 206 166 138 74 122 66 8 6 B 2 
Plumas .......................... 5 16 7 16 7 13 0 0 0 3 
Ri\'erside ...................... 794 771 1i16 594 559 403 14 142 43 49 
Sacramento .................. 1,010 1.914 1.442 1.415 1.337 1.291 51 81 54 43 
Sun Benito .................... 22 19 16 15 14 14 0 0 2 I 
Sun Bernurdino .......... 1.005 909 587 621 559 548 13 38 15 35 
Sun Diego .................... 1.874 1.938 1.576 1.4!W 1,277 1.246 208 157 91 81 
Sun Frnncisco .............. 3.469 3.487 2.466 2.953 2.180 2.600 136 171 ISO 182 
Sun Jouquin .................. 531 490 489 481 .425 453 34 7 30 21 
S~n Luis Obispo .......... 119 130 7B 95 74 77 1 IB 3 0 
SUIl ~I.tco .................... 1.179 1.101 738 760 692 732 0 0 46 28 
Suntu Burbura .............. 341 305 294 226 280 207 5 6 9 13 
Suntu Clura .................. 2,227 2,474 1.898 1.165 1.810 1.085 24 26 64 54 
Sunt. Cruz .................. 221 166 134 124 117 106 9 11 8 7 
Shasta ............................ 101 107 49 69 45 51 1 3 3 15 
Sierru .•. ~., ............. , ........ 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ........................ 67 44 29 33 22 19 1 10 6 4 
SOI.no ............................ 300 285 232 222 200 188 20 17 12 17 
SOnolnn .......................... 443 452 266 307 274 290 3 5 9 12 
Stunisluus ..................... ; 461 402 311 264 260 262 19 7 32 15 
Sutter ..................... · ........ 121 113 72 SO 65 47 1 0 6 3 
TehUlll ......................... 25 27 31 12 22 10 4 0 5 2 
Trinity, .......................... 12 17 12 7 10 . 5 1 I I 
Tulare ............................ 153 142 110 124 96 97 3 18 11 9 
Tuolumne .................... 33 46 25 15 23 15 0 0 2 0 
\'cntura ........................ 587 555 369 359 360 343 I 5 8 11 
yolo ................................ 182 161 B6 79 60 72 1 I 5 6 
Yubu .............................. 95 81 69 61 65 57 0 0 4 4 

R R~\.lsl'd. 
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TABLE 15-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions uner fril!! 
Toful Toful Dlspositlons l!rlcoJlfesft'd COJlfesft'd 
fliJilgs dispositiol1s before friul matters muliers 

Counly J!l75-76 1!l74-75 1!l75-76 1!l74-75 J!l75-76 J!l74-75 i!ii:f..76 i!l74-75 lW5-76 1974-75 

Stute Total .............. ZT,701 "25,973 20,023 18,123 18,163 16,121 603 713 1,257 1,289 

Alumeda ...................... 963 IIggs 1,038 1,132 963 1,063 35 30 40 39 
Alpine .......................... 2 3 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Amador ........................ 13 3 1 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 
Butte ............................ 84 110 61 48 51 40 5 1 5 7 
Cul.veras .................... 11 3 5 3 4 3 0 0 I 0 
C"lusa .......................... 11 20 8 10 6 10 0 0 2 0 
Contra Costa .............. 5M 535 441 ,422 381 381 20 15 40 26 
Del :-;orte .................... 14 16 8 9 5 7 3 1 0 1 
El Dorudo .................. 121 lZT 98 79 88 65 0 4 10 10 
Fresno .......................... 342 306 f}ST 223 ZTI 213 3 2 23 8 
Glenn .......................... 14 14 20 7 13 6 5 0 2 I 
Humboldt .................... 203 197 119 52 96 65 7 16 16 
Imperial ............ ., ........ 35 28 14 33 11 32 0 0 3 I 
Inyo .............................. 29 26 ZT 5 21 4 4 0 2 I 
Kern ............. ., ............. 242 176 112 126 94 106 8 6 10 13 
Kings ............................ 26 19 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
Lake ......... " ................... 18 17 10 11 8 16 0 0 2 1 
Lassen .......................... 14 6 10 I 8 I 0 0 2 0 
Los Angeles ................ 11,775 10,848 9,187 7,969 8,694 7,334 55 17l 438 484 
Madera ........................ 47 29 12 17 11 15 0 1 1 1 
Marin .•.....•..•.........•....... 326 306 160 155 147 135 3 0 ,,10 20 
Mariposa ...................... 11 8 '5 13 2 13 0 0 3 0 
Mendocino .................. 58 ·78 44 48 34 30 3 3 7 13 
Merced ........................ 98 lZT 61 37 54 35 1 0 6 2 
Modoc .......................... 4 6 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
Mono ............................ 35 40 10 0 7 0 0 0 3 0 
Montere), .................... 191 260 23B 143 211 126 12 5 15 12 
1'°Va ............................ 74 52 60 54 57 49 0 0 3 :5 
r\cvadu ........................ 3B 45 26 21 22 20 0 0 4 1 
Orange ........................ 2,375 2,212 1,162 1,094 1,049 1,001 18 16 95 77 
Placer .......................... 133 91 88 73 76 66 2 2 8 5 
Plumas ........................ 22 9 4 4 3 4 0 0 I 0 
Riverside .. t ............ ~ .... 530 535 352 318 315 203 7 79 30 3B 
Sacramento •.......... _ ... 1,466 1,333 740 62S 652 545 41 39 47 44 
San Benito .................. 15 10 11 13 10 11 I 0 0 2 
San Bernardino .......... 63B 560 416 366 352 315 47 17 17 34 
San Diego .................... 1,176 966 923 630 738 506 107 58 78 '66 
Sun· Francisco ........... ~ 2,rn:/ 2,049 1,558 1,791 1,349 1,531 88 III 121 149 
San Joaquin ................ 280 265 2l! 227 191 190 5 16 15 21 
San Luis Obispo .. ; ..... 78 B6 63 48 48 .43 5 5 12- 0 
San Mateo .................. 563 015 344 -121 324 390 0 0 20 31 
Santa Barbara ... u ....... 198 202 108 146 101 130 0 6 7 12 
Santa Clara .............. " 1,097 961 872 744 751 63B 52 53 63 53 
Santa Cruz .................. 121 115 94 75 83 62 5 6 6 7 
Shasta .......................... 142 182. 97 95 65 84 20 3 12 8 
Sierra.~ .......................... I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ........................ 38 35 19 23 15 19 1 0 3 4 
Soluno ............. , ...•. " ..... , .. .165 129 lOS 62 90 41 12 9 3 12 
SOn~ma ......... ") ...••...... 314 309 150 145 136 97 I 29 13 19 t '" 

1, 
Stamslaus .................... 196 142 158 100 120 73 15 5 23 22 
Sutter ............................ 35 20 34 17 31 15 0 0 3 2 
Tehama ........................ 14 7. 8 7 6 5 I 2 I 0 
Trinit}' .......................... 8 12 11 9 9 6 I O_ J 3 
Tulare..t ............... ! ........ 138 .60 103 117 90 94 3 12~ 10 11 
Tuolumne .................... 24 23 15 16 11 13 0 0 4 3 
Ventura .... I .......... ~ ........ 387 355 211 203 199 190 4 5 8 8 
yolo .............................. 136 97 42 58 38 48 -2 0 2 8 
Yuba ................... , ........ 76 78 44 37 38 2S I 0 5 9 

" Re\ised. 
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TABLE 16-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
EMINENT DOMAIN FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Di8l!lIi.tions sRer trial 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Co,~tested 
IiIln{f! disl!:!!!ftions befflre trial matters motters 

Count)' 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

State Total ........... 3,622 5,299 3,241 4,341 2,672 2,443 354 1,566 215 332 

Alamed. ................ 50 104 85 53 70 49 9 1 6 3' 
Alpine ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Am.dor .................... 3 4 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 
Butte ........................ 25 3? 10 21 9 14 1 Ii 0 2 
Calaveras ................ 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Colusa, ...................... 0 2 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
Contra Costa .......... 152 135 26 35 11 33 8 1 7 1 
Del Norte ................ 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 
EI Dor.do .............. 6 9 9 :;. 2 4 3 1 4 0 
Fresno ...................... 124 261 40 117 25 73 2 43 13 1 
Glenn ...................... 0 18 9 4 0 4 9 0 0 0 
Humboldt ................ 3 5 1 9 1 4 0 3 0 2 
Imperial .................. Ii 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Inyo .......................... 67 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Xern ........................ 107 205 49 76 47 65 1 8 1 3 
Kings ........................ 7 39 19 'ZT 19 'ZT 0 0 0 0 
Lake .......................... 29 31 19 22 8 8 7 12 4 2 
Lassen ...................... 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles ............ 1,177 2,004 1,714 2,344 1,621 936 2 1,246 91 162 
Madera .................... 11 176 104 168 102 156 2 12 0 0 
Marin ........................ 12 13 12 8 9 3 0 0 3 5 
Mariposa .................. 0 14 29 1 29 1 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino .............. 56 iI 10 5 9 5 I 0 0 0 
Merced .................... 2 13 2 2 1 0 0 0 1 2 
Modoc ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mono ........................ 0 0 0 0 o. 0 0 0 0 0 
Monterey ................ 35 12 25 38 24 31 0 0 1 7 
Nap ......................... 23 7 13 9 4 8 8 1 1 0 
Nevada .................... 31 41 1 9 1 5 0 4 0 0 
Orange .................... 234 132 149 55 123 40 19 7 7 8 
Placer ...................... 15 lil 10 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 
Plumas .................... 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Riverside ................ 121 388 65 422 60 337 4 44 1 41 
Sacramento ............ 124 52 14 11 10 5 2 1 2 5 
San Benito .............. 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
San Bern.rdino ...... 'ZT8 767 344 283 133 180 185 60 26 43 
San Diego ................ 179 199 103 148 26 126 60 0 17 20 
San Francisco ........ 28 11 4 42 1 37 2 4 1 1 
San Joaquin ............ 139 11 26 134 24 91 2 43 0 0 
San Luis Obispo .... 83 140 66 29 57 11 4 18 5 0 
San M.teo .............. 104 41 7 14 3 12 4 1 0 1 
Santa B.rbara ........ 11 40 80 48 67 44 9 2 4 2 
Santa CI.ra ............ 78 85 22 31 17 21 3 7 2 3 
Santa Cruz .............. 26 23 21 12 18 9 0 1 3 2 
Shasta ...................... 24 'ZT 5 8 5 7 0 0 0 1 
Sierra ....................... 0 0 0 0 0' 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou .................... 3' 25 0 17 0 17 0 0 0 0 
Solano ..... ; ................ 5 15 12 25 11 5 1 17 0 3 
SOnom ..................... 16 44 32 28 31 15 0 5 1 8 
Stanislaus ................ 4 13 25 6 24 5 0 0 1 1 
Sutter ........................ 4 4 1 15 0 1 1 14 0 0 
Teham ..................... 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 
Trinity ...................... 2 8 1 7 0 7 0 0 1 0 
Tulare ................. , .... 20 9 12 10 6 8 1 2 :5 0 
Tuolumne ..•.....•.. , .... 49 18 2 5 i 4 1 1 0 0 
Ventura .................... 101 33 14 16 12 13 2 1 0 2 
yolo .......................... 20 35 30 14 28 14 0 0 2 0 
Yuba ........................ 3 6 3 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 
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TABLE 17-CALIFORN!A SUf'ERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL CCMPLAINTS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 ~j 

Dis/?!IDHons afler trial 
Total Totsl {)ispositions Uncontested Contested 

---..!!!~ dispositions before trial' matters matters 
CoiJnty ;975-76 1974-75 J975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

State Total ........... 87,405 R81.387 :10,330 R47,985 34,095 30,644 11,359 R 12,42lJ 4,876 4,921 

Alameda .................. 3,W R4,508 2,610 R3,108 1,335 2,011 757 R710 317 387 
Alpine ...................... 11 27 5 13 1 10 0 3 4 0 
Amador .................... 100 96 48 42 15 27 13 2 20 13 
Butte ........................ 256 l!82 159 152 113 98 37 39 9 15 
Calaveras .................. 124 141 110 96 74 46 24 34 12 16 
Colusa ...................... 46 66 36 48 29 39 4 6 :; 3 
Contra Costa .......... 1,588 R 1,764 917 772 604 502 159 124 154. 86 
Del Norte ................ 75 59 59 48 31 22 15 13 13 13 (j 
EI Dorado ................ 660 571 :101 375 297 209 119 99 &5 61 
Jt;:resno ........ , ............. 1,978 1,0&5 620 636 514 508 64 82 42 46 
Glenn ........................ 82 71 ao 48 55 30 16 10 9 8 
Humboldt ................ 113 l48 125 144 53 59 49 47 23 38 
Imperial .................... 663 &51 404 387 318 169 70 199 16 19 
lnyo .......................... U9 99 49 27 32 19 2 3 !5 5 
Kern .......................... 1,828 2,179 1,110 1,163 453 4;8 610 6« 47 41 
Kings ........................ 277 237 146 173 86 121 51 45 7 7 
Lake .......................... 253 173 166 1:17 79 79 54 25 3:! 3:! 
Lassen ...................... 116 92 68 80 ~ 47 2 10 10 23 
Los Angeles ............ 26,163 26,196 16,91:5 17,OOI! 13,449 12,148 2,266 3,587 1,200 1,273 
Madera .................... 252 272 123 94 72 56 29 21 22 17 
Marin ........................ 95B 880 586 '169 451 &59 62 48 73 62 
Mariposa .................. 64 34 28 27 24 20 3 4 ., I 3 
M"ndocino .............. :l88 3:10 229 163 156 127 26 21 47 35 
Merced- .................... 479 R528 354 380 272 256 48 98 34 28 
Modoc ...................... 78 73 49 36 34 13 9 17 6 6 '\~ 

Mono ........................ 172 143 HI' 89 46 52 I) I 65 36 
Monterey ................ 742 564 5'M 412 463 299 65 ro 45 63 
Napa .......................... 322 386 ~j9 228 161 163 23 31 29 a4 
Nevada ...................... 389 340 ~lll) 299 222 210 68 55 20 34 (:1 

Orange ...................... 6.397 R6,058 3,664 3,637 2,:!63 2,384 922 1,069 359 ,384 <!) 

Placer ........................ 953 843 603 514 295 225 230' 225 78 64 
Plumas ...................... 14 78 45 10 18 36 9 11 18 23 
Riverside .................. 2,529 1,876 2,023 1,244 1,432 538 454 564 137 144 
Sacramento .............. 2,478 2,884 2,047 1,863 1,015 B44 9IY1 911 125, 128 
San Benito .............. 75 78 59 52 43 36 4 9 12' 7 
San Bernardino ...... 3,648 R2,749 2,491 1,657 752 595 1,616 941 123 121 
San Diego ................ 8,523 7,064 2,5&5 2,443 2,049 1,681 235 431 301 331 
San Francisco .......... 4,1~ 3,B04 2,697 2,3:10 1,8Q9 1,520 393 481 295 349 
San Joaquin .. , ........... 895 761 448 433 265 24B 84 117 79 68 
San Luis Obispo .... '663 689 ' 315 427 168 228 131 195 16 6 
San Mateo .... , ............ 1,680 1,786 847 903 612 735 96 62 139 106 
Santa Barbara ........ 1,339 795 B32 494 6Cil 329 160 95 72 70 
Santa Clarll ....... : .. , ... 4,484 4,338 1,426 1,509 fIJ1 762 566 491 253 256 
Santa Cruz .............. 423 434 261 227 lao 145 32 38 55 44 
Shasta ........................ 6i7 499 311 338 lao 219 64 oIlS 87 74 

,) 
Sierra .............. ~ ......... 14 20 6 6 0 0 2 ,6 .4 0 
Siskiyou .................... 303 218 174 139 98 91 ~ 26 33 22 
Solano ..... , ................ 257 263 143 157 Hl9 10.'5 18 29 16 23 
Sonoma .... ~ ............... 627 B87 380 309 268 189 :10 241 62 79 
Stanislaus ........ ~, ........ 1;235 722 468 398 315 194 112 i41 61 6,:;.\ 
Sutter ..... " .................. 210 242 198 136 134 10.'5 48 20 16 11 
Tehama .................... 298 263 103 93 50 65 28 14 25 14 
Trinity ...................... 50 45 46 3B 20 16 6 8 20 14 
Tulare ...................... 452 421 253 277 191 2GB 27 38 35 31 
Tuolumne ................ 204 156 170 122 129 65 26 20 13 17 
Ventura .................... 821 804 5&5 421 342 261 lao 106 43 28 
Yolo .......................... 335 327 246 172' 199 124 35 35 12 13 
yuba .......................... 246 242 l88 162 130 U7 32 23 e::, 22 

R Revised. 
"'} 
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"f.I\BLE 18-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGSANp DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL PETITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1£175-76 

r' 
DistlfMlHons o.fler henn'ng, 

TatBl TotBl Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filings dispositions before hesn"ng matters matters 

Count)' 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-761974-75 

State Total ........... 74,369 "56,518 58,722 11.41 ,349 33,202 R16,128 24,5l(j R24,296 1,010 9".:5 

AI~eda .................. 1,845 R 1,366 1,607 R 1,803 63 177 1,406 R 1,56.1 138 63 
Alpine ...................... 1 I 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 
Am.dor .................... 23 10 13 ,0 4 0 7 0 2 0 
Butte ........................ 647 301 274 22S 95 134 175 90 4 4 
Calaveras .....•.•...•...•.. 42 28 31 16 18 ~ 13 14 0 0 
Colusa ...................... 46 10 34 2 34 2 0 0 0 0 
Contra Costa .......... 2~ R 1,753 2,551 R 1,723 1,756 R696 730 R 1,009 65 18 
Del Notte ................ 77 47 66 36 34 10 30 23 2 3 
EI Dorado ................ 219 221 182 194 73 94 99 93 10 7 
Fresno ...................... 1,365 795 803 462 341 207 255 238 7 17 
Clenn ........................ 45 29 23 23 3 2 20 21 0 0 
Humboldt ................ 578 479 498 WI! 315 299 160 192 23 17 
Imperial .................... 177 101 77 167 6 98 69 63 2 6 
Inyo .......................... 86 30 50 15 19 1& 28 0 3 0 

. ~~~~':.:::::::::::.~:::::::::: 1,546 1,048 1,683 1,093 906 289 769 771 8 33 
323 255 254 233 51 15 203 218 0 0 

L.ke .......................... 123 43 101 41 37 4 62 37 2 0 
I..as~~n ...................... 95 60 63 34 27 18 24 16 12 0 
lA ,Angeles ............ 19,974 16,299 15,477 10,786 6,565 3,779 8,767 6,997 125 10 
Madera ........... , ........ 104 119 101 107 71 40 21 65 9 2 
Marin ........................ 791 640 396 373 209 198 184 174 3 1 
Mariposa .................. 14 12 ~ 10 0 0 5 10 0 0 
Mendocino, .............. 210 207 1~ 124 38 23 95 95 9 6 
Merced .................... 933 R878 419 ISO 147 13 262 162 10 5 
Modoc ...................... 42 8 25 4 17 0 7 4 1 0 
Mono ...... ., ................ 3 6 1 4 0 0 n 0 1 4 
Monterey ................ 1,282 776 1,128 572 627 128 492 430 9 14 
Napa .......................... 228 250 210 182 94 76 103 99 13 7 

" 
.. 

Nev.d ....................... 168 76 110 43 48 J'I 59 28 3 0 
Orange, ..................... 6,869 R4,174 5,372 R3,03O ,,;tl98 1,419 1,240 R 1,602 34 9 
PI.cer ........................ 113 68 114 61 27 1 86 59 1 1 
Plumas .............. , ....... 44 33 21 8 1 0 20 8 0 0 
Riverside . ...:: .............. 1,732 1,374 1,002 1,212 999 571 648 500 45 51 
Sacramento .............. 3,948 2,998 3,117 ~,430' 2,5OG 1,616 528 761 81 53 
San Renito ...... , .... 83 30 82 30 51 1 30 29 1 0 
San Bernardino ...... 2,966 R 2,353 1,983 ~,604 1,097 1,677 659 910 27 17 
San Diego ................ 5.301 5,539 5,643 5,481 3,587 2,408 1,995 2,980 61 93 
San Francisco .......... 1,978 1,248 1,368 835 734 98 607 699 27 38 
San Joaquin .............. 782 577 442 278 100 l6 333 252 9 10 
San Luis Obispo .... 362 363 257 210 136 129 119 SO 2 1 
San M.teo ................ 1,583 1,186 1,324 636 645 72 651 557 l!8 7 
Sont. Barbara ........ 835 704 495 700 216 323 263 350 16 27 
Santa CI.ra .............. 6,085 3,985 3,693 1,413 2,894 425 767 636 32 152 
Santa Cruz .............. 5!l8 372 456 309 141 50 306 246 9 13 
Shasta .... : ................... 442 324 315 267 38 12 274 243 3 12 
Sierra ........................ 1 4 0 1 I,) 0 0 0 0 1 
Siskiyou .................... 126 116 112 104 78 48 34 56 0 0 
SOinno •.. r .................. 542 464 438 380 244 131 165 222 9 7 
Sonoma .. ,' ................. 959 480 675 291 182 15 467 250 ~ 26" 26 
Stanisl.us .................. 821 741 613 1l'13 401 63 200 433 12 57 
Sutter ........................ 144 129 115 73 37 19 75 54 3 " Teh.ma .................... 197 182 189 181 . lOS 117 78 62 3 2 
Trinity ...... u, ............. 42 29 27 29 ,I 

, 
16 ~2 7 10' 4 7 

Tulare ................... , .. 596 553 538 368 384 174 92 187 62 7 
·fuulumne ................ 83 77 79 41 34 1 43 39 2 1 
Ventura ...... ~ ......... ' .. ,4 2,909 2,216 3,085 622 2,670 3U 369 200 46 111 
Yolo ............... .i .. : .... '. 258 ISO 219 143 86 7 127 131' 4 5 
yuba .......................... 199 132 134 94 70 56 62 38 2 '0 

.11 Revised. 
(~ 
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TABLE 19-CAlIF0I1NIA SUPERIOR COURTS G' 

INSANITY AND OTHER INFIRMITIES FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Disl1Qt/tlons an~r b,eanng 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filings dispositions before hearing matters mailers 

County 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 !975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 
0 

State Total. .... .,. .... ~ .. 6,514 116,009 6,108 115,989 305 11480 5,301 115,000 5112 11509 

Alameda ...................... .;s 45 1M 19 8 8 127 64 23 1 
Alpine .......................... 0 {) 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Amador ........................ 0 I 0 1 0 0 0 1 6 {) 

Butte ............................ 16 
,. -, 19 19 2 I 12 10 5 8 

Calaver .. ' ..................... 0 2 (} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Colusa .................... .,. .. 2- 2- I 2. 0 {) I 2- 0 0 
Contra Costa .............. 232- 219 231 258 22 4 192- 252 17 2 
Del Norte .................... 21 6 12 5 1 0 10 5 I 0 
EI Dorado .................... 25 6 25 6 7 0 18 6 0 0 
Fresno ~ ... "' .................... 233 216 223 236 32 .35 183 179 8 22 
Glenn ............................ 6 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
Humboldt .................... 34 12- 26 16 4 3 20 13 2. 0 
Imperial ........................ 77 64 79 72 1 1 14 71 4 0 
Inyo .............................. 6 4 3 3 I 0 2 2 0 1 
Kern .............................. 157 245 151 240 10 44 134 186 7 10 
Kings ............................ 61 38 41 40 {) I 41 32 {) 7 
Lake .............................. 12 II! 8 8 1 I 3 7 .( 0 
Lassen .......................... 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles ................ 995 1,187 910 1,194 60 !i6 900. 1,099 10 29 
Madera .... _ ................. 13 40 7 35 0 5 3 24 4 6 
Marin ............................ 37 Ii 27 4 17 0 3 0 1 4 
Mariposa ...................... 0 2. 0 1 0 0 0 0 \I 1 
Mendocino .................. 10 \; 10 11 0 I 7 7 3 3 
Merced ........................ 22 11 26 20 2 1 21 17 3 2 
Modoc .......................... 2. 2. 3 I 0 0 :I 1 0 {) 

Mono ...... , .................. / .. 0 {) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Monter"y .................... 193 88 170 95 2. 4 131 51 31 40 
Napa .............................. 2 18 2 17 0 0 {) 2 2 15 
Nevad ........................... 10 11 I I! {) 1 I 7 0 3 
Orange .......................... 161 177 IlS9 226 0 0 157 227 2 1 
PI.cer ... 8 10 8 8 0 0 8 8 0 0 
Plumas .......................... 0 0 0 0 {) 0 0 0 0 0 
Riverside ...................... 200 all 230 

11
273 26 44 172 J53 32 76 

Sacramento .................. 70 1I~1 61 41 I 111 41 34 25 116 

San Benito ................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
San Bernardino .......... 635 731 608 584 28 32 525 515 55 37 
San Diego .................... 828 745 768 611 0 0 744 652 24 19 
San Francisco .............. 261 381 349 264 12 24 318 248 19 12 
San Joaquin .................. 59 48 93 53 0 19 92- 33 1 1 
san Luis Obispo ........ 31 44 32 12 0 0 21 10 11 2. 
San Mateo, ............... _. 108 86 75 48 0 8 57 311 18 2 
Santa Barb.ra ............ 98 76 86 83 6 9 61 62 13 III 
s.mta Clara .................. 1,355 638 !l93 987 34 144 830 687 129 156 
Santa Cruz .................. 65 65 80 5{) 12 0 65 49 3 1 
Sh .. ta ...................... _ ... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sierra ............................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 
Siskiyou ...................... :. 7 1 1 1 4 0 3 1 0 0 
Solano .......................... 31 40 28 24 1 !I 26 2.'1 1 1 
Sonoma ........................ 11 6 20 4. ' 0 0 18 0 2 4 
Stanisl.us ................... :. 51 51 52 17 0 0 32 14 20 3 
Sutter ... ~ .. .., ... ~, ............... 8 0 1 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 
Teham ......................... 5 9 4 8 0 1 2 7 2 0 
Trinity .......................... 3 3 2 3 0 0 2 1 II 2 
Tul.re ........................... 75 114 70 61 4 16 59 45 7 0 
Tunlu.nne ................... 3 4 3 B 0 1 3 7 0 0 
Ventura ........................ 174 161 157 131 4 5 147 120 6 12 
Yolo .............................. 15 24 15 29 3 0 12 27 0 ,"'1.:11 

. " 
yuba .......................... ,," 0 0 !l {) 0 0 0 ; ·0 0 0 

11 Revised. 



TABLE 2O-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COU'RTS ~ 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 81'ld 1975-76 

rUin,rs /Jispmilions /Jispasilions IfItr hevinK 
till IY.t1 fl/iIY.t1 ToW Wrr. Uncrrff!kd flJoff!kd 

ToW1iIU>K!, ToW 0riginIl ~/ ToW 0riginIl ~/ ~Iions htviJw /DI1Iets I1lliIeI1 
0Jun/)' 1m.JC 101-15 1YlS-76 1YlS-76 1YlS-T5 1YlS-T5 1YlS-76 1m.76 1YlS-76 lPTl-lS 1YlS-76 lPTl-l5 1YlS-76 lPTl-lS 1YlS-76 101-lS 

State Total ............... 93,(l64 63,739 11,447 8,331 3,116 81,073 47,268 33,805 89,995 60,923 15,631 12,637 62,016 41,042 12,348 7,044 

Alamed ....................... 4,521 2,583 406 375 31 4,115 2,131 1,984 4,466 2,597 456 197 3:m. .2,248 433 152 

~ Alpine .......................... 2 16 0 0 0 2 1 1 i 16 0 1 1 7 0 3, 
Amador ........................ 22 7 1 0 1 21 18 3 12 4 0 0 8 2 4 2 
Butte ............................ 428 31B 83 68 17 345 229 116 429 317 70 54 335 245 24 18 C".l 

Calaveras ...................... 33 20 6 6, 0 27 26 1 45 23 '9 2 33 21 3 0 ;;: 
t" CQ\usa ................ , .. , ...... 38 16 7 6 1 31 17 14 33 23 2 4 27 14 4 5 
C".l Contra CosIo .............. 3,281 1,631 459 349 110 2,822 1,484 1,338 2,778 1,331 69 14 2,474 1,221 235 90 0 

Del N~-;:C .................... 101 38 33 .24 9 68 M 13 95 34 24 13 64 19 7 2 ~ El Dorado ...... , ........ ;!, .•• 195 86 20 12 8 175
b lllb 64 161 i 91 22 24 130 63 9 4 

Fresno ........... 1 .............. 1,344 1,588 b - b b b 1,213 1,223 219 154 726 800 2L'8 269 Q 
Glenn ..... ; ...................... 43 40 10 10 0 33 25 8 47 40 1 12 39 27 .~ 1 t" 
Humboldt .................... 320 227 114 46 68 206 113 93 329 163 80 32 222 lOB zt 23 0 
Imperial ........................ 442 279 60 49 11 382 201 181 451 311 104 30 269 222 58 59 "l 

o}; Inyo ., ............................ 51 30 7 5 2 44 35 9 27 25 0 7 26 17 1 1 

~ Kern .............................. 1,777 1,254 131 123 8 1,646 832 814 1,871 1,197 119 77 1,398 1,044 354 76 _. Kings ............................ 343 198 36 33 3 307 158 149 307 .187 24 21 244 151 39 15 
6 L.ake • .-.............. " ... ' ....... , 49 48 26 21 5 23 23 0 ~ 52 0 2 40 41 0 9 

Lu.ssen ..... _ .................. 24 39 ·c 17 15 2 7 7 0 33 44 8 21 24 22 1 1 ~ Los Angeles ................ 29,010 20,564 1,794 1.221 573 .27,216 16.001 11,015 28,614 20,274 9,746 8,553 12,599 7,811 6,9b7 3,910 ;;: Mv.dero. •• " .................... 480 271 57 54 3 423 164 239 461 279 33 23 385 234 43 22 
M.rln ............................ 817 512 391 197 194 428 161 265 646 421 71 37 532 381 37 23 
M.ripo ........................ 16 11 6 3 3 10 9 1 12 11 1 4 6 7 5 0 
Mendocino .... iI ••••••••••• 1 198 160 37 !~. j 3 161 132 29 199 110 37 35 ISO 69 12 6 • I 
Merced ." ..................... 469 241 34 '/, '~i 11 435 265 170 452 242 21 .' 23 332 176 99 43 
Modoc .......................... 22 27 1 ,I 0 21 14 7 19 33 2 16 14 15 3 2 
Mono ............................ 13 12 3 3 0 JO 10 0 7 16 1 1 6 15 0 0 
~lI'Iontere)' 0 • ., ............... ' 1,538 716 168 118 50 1,370 631 739 1,373 743 83 60 969 450 321 233 
Napa ..... ,u ...................... 326 225 74 51 23 252 167 85 282 235 9 21 240 189 33 25 
Nevada ..... ; ........ ! ••••••••••• 82 43 24 23 1 58 53 5 87 45 23 12 60 32 4 1 
Oronge ...••.. , .................. , ll,028 7,422 l,48S 1,177 311 9,540 5,774 3,768 10,654 7,283 se 87 10,396 7,044 200 172 
Placer ............... h ........... 572 210 82 42 40 490 253 237 477 186 36 38 363 141 78 7 
PIU(1lllS ........ lIu .............. 52 ~ 14 13 1 38 38 2 43 45 2 17 33 22 8 6 
Riverside ...................... 2,454 1,532 50S 397 III 1,946 1,123 823 2,404 1,486 281 252 2,044 1,!lO4 79 30 



Sacramento .................. 3,902 1,890 345 i1.58 81 3,557 1.581 1,976 3,124 1,801 58 28 2,706 1.629 360 i44 
San Benito .; .......•••...... 46 31 19 14 5 '0 17 10 .1 32 • 0 1 40 28 1 0 
San Bernardino .......... 2,998 2,751 462 293 169 2,536 2,005 331 2,600 2,313 289 392 2,084 1.710 257 211 
San Diego .................... 6,324 4,'07 417 391 20 5!X11 3,&11 ~100 6,384 4,241 355 353 5,570 3.612 459 '06 

Q 
San Francisco .............. 2,624 1,864 482 394 88 2,142 1,193 949 2,458 1,624 6'l:l 98 729 1.391 902 329 
San Joaquin .................. 1,332 705 466 349 117 866 482 384 1,128 683 22 54 888 513 215 116 
San Luis Obispo ........ 363 '02 64 47 17 299 163 136 342 321 51 32 264 '01 '0 18 
San Mateo .................... 2,531 2,144 744 360 ~ 1,781 1,015 772 2,308 1,403 80 0 2,008 1,307 220 96 
!'lenta Barbara ............ 1,330 798 326 202 124 1,004 546 458 1,444 913 52 88 1,241 766 121 59 

~ S§j, ta Clara .................. 4,378 4,049 701 546 219 3,611 2,033 1,578 4$1 3,264 610 322 3,337 2,734 310 208 
Sai\ta Cruz •...•........... " 329 178 73 66 7 286 142 114 311 195 2 28 233 159 76 11 
Shasta .........................•.. 443 239 III 63 48 ~> ,.}83 149 564 250 18 18 504 208 42 24 
Sierra ............................ 9 9 9 9 0 O .... ~· '0 0 14 7 0 2 14 5 0 0 ~() ti 

Siskiyou ........................ 33 42 14 12 2 19 16 3 33 45 5 12 23 31 5 2 
~ Solano .......................... 721 3S5 52 61 ',' 1 659 395 264 7fIT 361 134 76 51S:' 286 57 29 

Sonoma ........................ 935 6B2 260 223 :IT 015 437 238 1,011 695 265 201 494 326 282 102 ." 
0 

Stanisl.us ...................... 1,323 944 136 122 14 1;181 734 453 1,344 832 2fI1 251 !162 453 115 98 ei Sutter ............................ 103 99 II) 8 2 93 72 21 79 92 23 31 33 57 3 4 
Tehama ........................ 123 53 30 '0 3 93 59 34 128 73 14 1 106 68 8 <I 0 
Trinity .......................... 30 5 6 6 0 24 17 7 23 4 6 0 16 3 1 1 "l 
Tulare .......................... 1,387 503 132 114 18 1,285 594 661 913 465 52 55 6'l:l 381 64 43 ~ Tuolumne ............ , ....... 129 81 28 22 3 104 79 28 124 93 12 19 1m 72 5 2 
Ventura ........................ 1,870 1,029 242 150 92 1,626 1,009 619 2,011 1,564 812 856 1.104 681 35 21 

~ Yolo .............................. '05 147 106 52 54 169 85, 84 '09 169 0 14 243 136 36 19 
.Yuba .............................. 235 163 42 37 .5 193 123 70 '243 176 28 12 161 152 54 12 

~ 
• The filing IUId disposition figures for f15CN year 1915-76 i~c\ude, for the first time, subsequent petitions filed under Sections 601 and 602 of the Welfattl and. Institutions Code on wards and 

probationers of the court alleging additional crimes or delinquency. Previous to fiscal yeJir 1915-76 only filings and dispositio!)$ of original ~!itions were counted. I b This court did not report separately original and subsequent petitions filed under. Sections 601 and 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. 
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TABLE 21-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

JUVENILE DEPENDENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

TaIBI Origins! Subsequent 
1!llS-76 1!J71-75 1fm-76 1975-76 

TaIBI 
tlispo!ilions 

1975-76 1!J71-75 

Dispositions 
before 
hearing 

1975-76 1!J71-75 

Stat.e Total , .... : ......... , .......................... ,............. 14,053 13.983 902 13.669 

816 
o 
4 

149 
21 
7 

" 13,389 

770 
4 
6 

138 
21 
8 

1,987 " 1,871 

Alwncd ............................................................... .. 
Alpine ................................................................... . 
Amador ., ••....••••.......•..•••.•..•.•. , ........... , .•....••.••....... 
Butte, ............................................................. , .••.... 
Calaveras , .•...• , .......•.... , .•...•••...•.....••.....•....•......•.... 
Colusa .................................................................. .. 
Contr. Cost ........................................................ . 
Del Norte ........................................................... . 
EI Dorado .......................................................... .. 
Fresno .••..•..• , ....................................................... . 
Glenn ... , ................... , ........................................... . 
Humboldt ........................................................... . 
Imperial ............................................................... . 
Inya •••••••...•.•........•.••.... ! •••••• , .............. ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Kern ..................................................................... . 
Kings ..................................................................... . 
lAke .... \' .....•......•.........•.••.. , .••. ~.: .. :' •••.. 10 •••••••••••••••••• 

Lassen ..................................... ;:.~ ......................... .. 
Los Angeles ......................................................... . 
M.der ................................................................... . 
Marin .................................................................. .. 
M.riposa ...................................................... , ..... . 
Mendocino ••.•.....•.•...•. I •••••••••••••••••••••• ,.~~~ ••••••••••••• 
~ferccd ................ " ..••• , •...••.......••..•. , ..••..••••.•..•••....• 
Modoc ................................................................. . 
Mono .................................. , ............. I0 ..... , ........... "" 

~:~~i:~:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
N~'iJldn ••.• i .. I ••••••• I ..... , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oi'D.ngc" ••• ~ •••••• ~.jl •••••••• , ........................................ ';.; 
PI.cer .................................................................. .. 
Plumas •...•. ~ ....•.......•••....•• , .................. ! ................. . 
Riverside ................. ,t~ ....... '.! ................ , ••••••••••••••• j 

870 
o 
9 

190 
16 
13 

432 
150 
23 

240 
21 
74 
gr 
11 

316 
74 
17 
3 

3.147 
109 

!T7. 
o 

52 
18.5 

11 
5 

255 
93 
2[j 

780 
79 
14 
~5 

737 
4 
5 

119 
14 
14 

487 
49 
29 

154 
22 
66 

U8 
11 

1
387 

84 

'iJ 

!lO 
o 

3,524 
81 
64 

1 
44 

143 
o 
7 

'.1158 
80 
21 

:776 
76 
9 

649 

794 
o 
6 

187 
12 
13 

357 
44 l:b 
21 
55 
92 
11 

316 
68 
17 
3 

3,026 
l~ 
81 
o 

150 
179 
10 
5 

236 
82 
25 

756 
77 
14 
~3 

7'J 
o 
3 
3 
4 
o 

73 
6 

~b 
o 

19 
3 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 

121 
o 

16 
o 
2 
6 
I 
o 

19 
11 
o 

24 
2 
o 
2 

366 
38 
18 

222 
20 
82 

112 
7 

331 
68 
16 
5 

3.069 
109 
122 

o 
32 

170 
12 
5 

226 
81 
24 
~ 

B2 
11 

548 

513 
43 
35 

18.5 
20 
70 
99 
7 

356 
68 
8 
o 

"3,313 
81 
87 

1 
34 

112 
I 
2 

223 
78 
12 

609 
70 
17 

701 

.141 
o 
o 

18 
7 
o 
7 
B 
4 

35 
o 

11 
~ 
o 

42 
24 
o 
o 

400 
6 

19 
o 

13 
78 
o 
o 

14 
14 
o 
7 
7 
2 

87 

110 
o 
o 

22 
o 
2 
2 

20 
7 

21 
9 

10 
24 
o 

36 
10 
o 
o 

"363 
2 
o 
() 

4 
18 
o 
o 

10 
24 
6 
7 
3 
3 

69 

Dispositions slier hearing 
Uncontested Contested 

ma"ers 
J975-76 1!J71-75 

10,283 

621 
o 
4 

90 
10 
o 

479 
2[j 

13 
127 
l!l 
60 
3.9 
7 

264 
42 
13 
5 

2,328 
90 
gr 
o 

32 
a.:; 
12 
5 

196 
56 
22 

fHl 
60 
7 

474 

R10,305 

621 
4 
4 

62 
14 
6 

449 
23 
2B 

136 
9 

47 
65 
7 

283 
51 ' 

8 
o 

R2,487 
69 
60 
o 

25 
91 

1 
2 

M2 
43 
6 

565 
66 
12 

613 

1975-16 1!J71-75 

1,399 

54 
o 
o 

41 
4 
7 

80 
5 
1 

60 
10 
11 
J6 
o 

25 
2 
3 
o 

341 
13 
6 
o 
5 
6 
o 
o 

16 
11 
2 

55 
15 
2 
7 

R 1,413 

39 
o 
2 

54 
7 
o 

62 
o 
o 

2B 
2 

13 
10 
o 

37 
7 
o 
o 

R463 
10 
7 
1 
5 
3 
o 
o 

11 
11 
o 

:rr 
1 
2 

19 



Sacramento ................................................ / ......... 832 683 715 117 726 683 9 11 673 598 44 74 
San llenito ......................................................... '" 3 4 1 2 4 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 
San llernardino .................................................. 710 610 660 50 472. 471 84 69 359 388 29 14 
San Diego ............................................................ 1,147 1,073 1,127 20 1,153 1,035 142- 165 91Z 761 99 89 
San Francisco ........ : ..••................••......................• 374 499 388 16 573 ~24 241 29 232 437 100 58' 
San Joaquin .......................................................... 414 483 364 50 299 400 58 51 2.16 270 2.5 88 
San Luis Obispo .................................................. 66 61 58 8 BO 62. 8 7 59 46 13 9 
San Mateo ......................................... f. ................. 363 30S 312. 51 296 2.60 2- 0 265 239. 29 2.1 
Santa Barbara ...................................................... 241 211 203 38 219 222 36 51 162. 152 21 19 
Santa Clara .......................................................... 4B5 462.., 471 14 511 455 93 38' 389 393 29 24 
Santa Cruz .......................................................... 104 69 104 0 104 58 0 4 B7 61 1.7 3 
Shasta .................................................................... 136 59 126 8 161 65' 5 12 131 45 2.5 8 
Sierra .................................................................... 1 4 1 0 1 4 0 0 1 4 0 0 
Siskiyou ................................................................. 26 24 26 0 30 15 II U 12- 1 7 .3 
Solano .................................................................... 119. 130 100 19 110 97 18 17 81 66 11 14 
SOnoma ................................................... _ ............ __ •• 22.3 167 188 37 2.34 169 45 40 124 86 65 43 
Stanislaus .............................................................. 175 200 115 0 199 218 49 62. 130 124 20 32 
Sutter .................................................................... 36 73 32 4 38 65 12 11 2.5 2B 1 26 
Tehama ................................................................ 29 13 29 0 27 8 7 0 12 8 8 0 
Trinity .................................................................. 18 9 14 4 JO 8 2 6 3 fl 5 0 
Tulare .................................................................... 142 20B 142 0 111 78 10 17 99 50 B II 
Tuolumne ............................................................ 39 30 39 0 31 23 Ii 2 19 20 6 1 
Ventura ................................................................ 373 341 332- 41 398 510 164 209 216 279 18 22-
yolo ........................................................................ 74 164 58 16 88 167 0 14 76 132 12 2i 
yuba .............................................. , ....................... 40 65 40 0 36 f1( 2 39 2.5 56 9 2 

a,The filing and disposition figures for fiscal year 1975-16 Include, for the first time, subsequent petitions filed under Section 600 of the Welfare and Institutions COde on dependent cliildrlln 
alleging furthcr2cts of parental neglect. Previous to fiscal year 1975-76 only fllings and dispositions of original petitions were counted. 

b This court did not report original and subsequent petitions separately. 
R Revised. (i 
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TABLE 22-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS ~ CRIMINAL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1915-76 

DiPE!!.tions sRer trial" 
TotoJ TotoJ Dispositions before trial" Uncontested Contested 
filings dispositions Total Guilty e.leas Other matten matters 

County 7&-16 74-15 7$-,76 74-75 75-76 74-75 75-76 74-75 75-76 74-75 75-76 74-75 75-76 74-75 

State Total ~""."""".""""""., ...• """"""""""."". 54Jl(l6 155.6:15 00,094 50.714 41,606 R42,304 34,958 34,858 6.648 7.446 3,399 924 5.089 R7.486 

Alameda ." .. " ............. " ..... "" .. "" ......... " .. "."" .. " ..... 2.744 2..799 2.298 2,427 1,910 2,063 1.487 1.614 423 389 192 14 196 350 i ·!.Alpine ........ " ... " ...... " ... " ... " ..... " ................. " ........... 3 5 4 4 4 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 
: Amador ...... m ..................... " ....... " ..... " ..... ".""" •• ,,,. M 61 47 Il3 41 50 36 41 5 3 3 0 3 3 
Butte .............. ;", ...................................................... 271 2.'S2 223 214 134 123 110 98 24 25 7 0 82 91 ~ C"hveras ............ " ... " ... " ........ " ...... " ........ "."" .. " ..... 31 66 27 75 23 68 17 54 6 14 3 1 6 
Colusu ••...••. ; .•. , ..•.•..•. , ......•.. , ....•••. 1 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 31 29 30 39 26 30 24 29 2 1 3 0 9 C'l 

Contr. Costn ... " ... ""." .................... "" .. " ........ " ..... 1.110 1.195 1.103 985 1.003 859 656 716 147 143 8 92 125 ~ Del Norte ................................................................ :13 61 58 28 45 12 .43 8 2 4 0 12 16. 
F.I Dorado ............ " ..................... " ... " .. """"""",, ... 222 156 182 145 172 130 138 124 34 6 2 1 8 1:" Q 

t"' 
Fresno ..................... \ ......•.•................................•..•..• 1.030 938 1.029 754 646 6:13 517 452 129 201 11 0 372 101 0 
Clenll ......... " ..... """." .• ""."""."""""""".""."""" ... 61 82 82 57 45 56 35 45 10 11 33 0 4 1 '1j 

Humboldt ""." ............. " .. "".""""" ...... " ... "." ...... ,,. 259 331 273 245 231 213 158 195 73 18 23 0 19 32 g Imperial ..... """ ... " .. " .. " ........ " ... " ............. "",, ....... ,,. 318 243 304 260 265 229 235 198 31} 31 12 0 27 31 
lnyo .; •.......••.. \.~h ................ , ••••••• \ ................ , .............. 56 71 41 24 32 22 Z1 17 5 5 3 0 6 2 (5 
Kem .......................................................................... 650 735 611 680 477 588 440 491 37 97 20 4 114 88 
Kings· •••.•.• , •.•••.••. ~ ...................................................... 171 162 141 176 86 134 54 66 32 68 4 0 51 42 ~ 
l..ake ....... , .. ' .. "~ .. "' ............................... ~':~ .................... 112 144 127 129 103 108 86 95 17 13 2 0 22 21 !> 
L.nssen ....... \.:::; ................................. -.,' •••.••• ; .............. 26 28 31 23 20 19 9 14 11 5 6 0 5 4 

/1',\ Los Angeles ....... , ................................... ,. ............... 20.119 111,129 19,212 20,261 15,884 16.407 13,388 13.461 2,496 2,940 2,229 625 1.099 :;,235 
Madera ....................... I~ ....................... " ... ~ .............. 61 133 81 106 61 88 28 45 33 43 1 0 19 20 
M.rin .............. " ....................................................... 495 487 354 331 285 260 243 237 42 23 13 2 56 69 

"Mariposa ................................................... "" ............ 7 19 15 14 14 10 12 7 2 3 1 0 0 4 
Mcnc\ocino ....••. j ........................................ ~' .............. 150 285 173 237 128 210 92 151 36 59 13 2 32 25 
Merced .................................................................... 394 373 377 376 292 301 243 266 49 35 21 8 64 61 
:~todoc ...................................... , ........................... , ... , Z1 41 25 41 18 30 IS 26 0 4 3 0 { 11 
Mono .............. i •• I ........................................................ 48 36 40 84 13 25 9 21 4 4 10 34 17 25 
Monterey ................................................................ 912 948 940 8m 752 684 596 536 156 148 41 13 147 104 
N.p.· ................................................. " ....................... 115 139 109 131 69 106 67 98 2 8 17 0 2:l 25 
Ncv&da ...................................................................... 101 71 129 61 81 48 73 34 8 14 38 0 10 13 

() 

'<-:;, 



$ 

Orange ......... :, ........................................................... 2,045 2,022 2,1178 1,827 1,179 1,541 1,655 1,370 124' 171 B2 46 217 240 
PI.cer ........................... : ............................................ 186 203 191 Z13 169 256 140 '200 29 56 2 0 20 17 
Plumas ........................ : ............................................. 38 55 41 <.8 2.6 39 23 24 3 15 3 2 12 7 
Riverside •............................... ~ .. I ................................ 1,173 1,493 1,155 1,494 890 1,157 742 915 146 242 39 52 22.6 285 
Sacramento .............................................................. 2,256 1,651 1,289 1,141 1,1117 979 831 788 Z16 191 13 1 169 161 

(' ,I 

San Benito .............................................................. 29 82 43 81 35 78 31 64 4 14 7 0 1 3 
San Bern.rdino .... ; ..................................... ~ ............ 2,005 2,123 1,735 1,616 1,422 1,318 1,184 1,153 238 165 48 2 265 296 
San Diego ...... i".; ........ _ .......................................... 4,254 4,190 3,913 3,957 3,425 3,429 3,(174 21397 351 532 114 48 374 480 
San FranciscO .. :.. ..................................................... 2,649 2,384 2,110 2,109 1,888 1,909 1,591 1,635 297 Z14 47 10 175 190 
San Joaquin .............................................................. 755 836 662 170 608 R'700 436 490 172 210 1 1 53 R69 
San Luis Obispo .................................................... 170 247 167 196 138 170 110 153 28 17 8 1 21 25 
San M.teo .................................. : ............................. 979 l~c''', 757 1,226 648 1,147 568 884 80 263 6 0 103 79 

::: ~ta~ .. :::::::::::::<i.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
566 '~:12 \\576 502 478 449 352 328 

~'t 
126 121 18 2 80 51 

3,233 2,~,99 2, 'l35 2,297 2,504 " 1,980 2,293 1,843 ,/' 211 137 180 29 251 288 
Santa Cruz .............................................................. 416 4;.'2 1m 433 333 376 Z14 298 59 78 6 7 55 50 
Shasta ........................................................................ 474 453'C7-""';/531l 420 47() 378 402 342 68 36 1 4 61 36 
Sierra ................ ~ ....................................................... 8 9 1 10 0 4 0 4 0 0 O' 0 1 6, 
Siskiyou .................................................................... 86 95 '12 80 58' 86 40 61 18 5 0 0 14 14 
Solano ...................................................................... 443 519 383 505 310 436 260 406 30 30 8 4 65 65 
Sonoma .................................................................... 41:5 518 424 415 342 381 218 281 124 100 7 2 75 32 
Stanislaus .................................................................. W~\ 738 '&;3 541 525 382 428 229 97 ;153 Z1 ';' III 158 
Sutter ........................................................................ 166 206 141 188 130 174 128 17.1 2 3 0 2 11 12 
Tehama .................................................................... 130 157 117 190 105 170 89 136 (16 34 0 0 12 20 
Trinity .......................... ~ .......................................... 57 33 41 33 30 30 Z1 28 ,3 2 \I \I 9 1 
Tulare ......................... :: ........................................... 597 481 381 400 251 217 178 200 73 17 12 0 118 123 
Tuolumne ........................... ; ................................... 70 95 60 _, 69~ 50 57 39 53 11 4 3 0 7 12 
Ventur ...................................................................... 1,034 173 861 743 763 549 572 395 191 154 34 3 64 191 
Yolo ................................................................. : .... ; ... 185 233 144 241 128 224 100 191 £8 33 3 0 13 17 
Yub ............................... ~ ........................................... 183 222 162 140 134 119 109 105 25 14 8 0 ro 21 

• The number of deFendants who plead' gJlilty beFore the start of trial are sbown in o.:s table For the first time as a separate category. In .ddition, the definition of uncontested matters In criminal 
proceedings was changed due to a revision of the reporting regulatioits effective on July I, 1975. In fiscal ye/ll' 197~75 and prior years uncontested matters only included deFendants whose 
cases were dispoSe!i of on tile record ofthe preliminary hearing. Uncontested matters'commencingfisclil year 1975,.16 include all deFendants whose cases were dispo$ed offollowlng a !rial 
In which only one party introduced evidr.nce. . ',; 

R Revised. , 

\) 
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TASI.E 22A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER UNCONTESTED TRIAL 0 

Fiscal Year 1975-76 
TollIl disposed of lifter 

UI1l:CJ/lt~sted trilll 
Acquitted or 

disll1issed COlllicled 
All d"felldllllis By ro/lrl 

{-Ounty /975-76 /975-76 

Stute Total.......................................... 3.399 2.553 

Alameda ................................................ .. 
Alpine .................................................... .. 
Amador .................................................. .. 
Butte ....................................................... . 
Cala"eros .............................................. .. 
Colusa ..................................................... . 
Contra Costn ....................................... .. 
Del :-.:orte ............................................... . 
EI Dorado ............................................ .. 
Fresno ...................... ! .............................. . 
Glenn ..................................................... . 
Humboldt .............................................. .. 
Imperial ................................................ .. 
Inyo ........................................................ .. 
Kern ....................................................... . 
Kings ...................................................... .. 
Lake ........................................................ .. 
Lassen .................................................... .. 
Los Angeles ........................................... . 
Madera .................................................. .. 
Murin ....................................................... . 
Mariposa ................................................. . 
Mendocino ............................................. . 
~ferced ........... ; .....................•.................. 
Modoc .................................................... .. 
Mono •.........................••.........•.................. 
Mililterey .............................................. .. 
:-':.pu ...................................................... .. 
:-':e\'ada .................................................. .. 
Orange .................................................. .. 
Placer ..................................................... . 
Plumas ................................................... .. 
Ri\'erside ............................................... . 
Sacramento ...................• t ••• , ••••••••••••••••••• 

Sun Benito ............................................ .. 
Sail Bernardino .................................... .. 
San' Diego ...•.......•.........•..... " .••••.. ,~ ........... . 
San Francisco ....................................... . 
San Joaquin ........................................... . 
Sail Luis Obispo .................................. .. 
San Mateo ............................................. . 
Santa Barbara ...................................... .. 
Santa Clara .......................................... .. 
Santa Cruz ............................................. .. 
Shasta .................................................... .. 
Sierra ...................................................... .. 
Siskiyou .................................................. .. 
Solllno ............... , ................................ 1 .... . 

SOnomu ••• ~ .............................................. _, 
Stanislaus .............................................. .. 
Sutter •.. \.I ................................................. . 
Teh.ma .................................................. .. 
Trinit>' ........ , ........ , ........................... ~ ...... . 
Tulare ............................................ ,; ...... .. 
T""olumne .....• , .......••••.••...•.•.•......•........... , 
Ventura ................................................... . 
yolo ....................................................... , .. 
Yuba ................................ , ..................... .. 

192 
o 
3 
7 
3 
3 
8 
1 
2 

11 
33 
23 
12 
3 

20 
4 
2 
6 

2.229 
1 

13 

13 
21 
3 

10 
41 
17 
38 
82 
2 
3 

39 
13 
7 

48 
114 
47 
1 
8 
6 

18 
180 

6 
I 
o 
o 
B 
7 

ZI 
o 
o 
2 

12 
3 

34 
3 
8 

192 
o 
3 

3 
8 
o 
2 
5 

24 
17 
5 

19 
2 
o 
6 

1,529 
1 

11 

8 
21 
3 

10 
35 
16 
37 
82 
o 

36 
8 
6 

44 
103 
36 

8 
6 

15 
179 

3 
1 
o 
o 
6 

13 
o 
o 
2 
7 
2 

ZI 

Byj",:v 
/975-76 

B46 

o 
o 
o 
6 
2 
o 
o 
1 
o 
6 
9 
6 
7 
2 

2 
2 
o 

700 
o 
2 
o 
5 
o 
o 
o 
6 
1 
1 
o 
2 
2 
3 
5 

11 
11 
o 
(j 

o 
3 

3 
o 
o 
o 
2 
a 

14 
o 
o 
o 
5 

7 
2 
7 

Dycollrl 
/975-76 

673 

40 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 

o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
9 
o 
o 
1 

452 

2 
o 

9 
3 

8 
3 
o 

33 
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o 

14 
I 
2 

10 
20 
9 
o 
o 
o 
7 

25 
o 
o 
o 
o 
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o 
6 
o 
o 
2 
4 
o 
4 
o 

" 1 

By jury 
/975-76 

246 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 

o 

o 
o 

224 
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o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
:I 
3 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
b 
o 
o 
o 

ayrollrl 
/975-76 

1.880 

152 
o 
3 

1 
3 
6 
o 

5 
24 
17 
3 

10 
2 
o 
5 

l.m 
o 
9 
1 
7 

12 
o 
9 

ZI 
13 
37 
49 
o 

22 
7 
4 

34 
83 
ZI 
1 
8 
6 
8 

154 
3 
I 
o 
o 
6 
4 
7 
o 
o 
o 
3 
2 

23 

o 

By jury 
/975-76 " 

600 

o 
o 
o 
6 
2 
o 
o 

o 
6 
9 
3 
6 
1 

2 
o 

476 
o 
2 
o 
4 
o 
o 
o 

o 
2 

3 
5 

4 
8 
8 
o 
o 
o 
2 

o 
o 
o 
o 
I 
3 

14 
o 
o 
o 
5 
I 
'1 
2 
6 

• Fisclll year 1975-76 is the lirst year in which the result of a trial has been reported separately. Thus. this table shows. for 
the.lirst time, the number of defendants who were acquitted. dismissed .or ~'mvicted following a trial in which. only 

. one party introduced evidence. 

(, 
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TABLE 22B-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS. 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER CON'rESTED TRIAL· 

Fiscal Year 1975-76 
TotJlI disposed of 

"nt'r rontt';ted trilll Acqliltled 
All or dismissed Com'icled 

d"fendll11ts JJ.J·rolltt n ... jllry 8.1' collrt 8.1·jllr ... 8.1' COllrt lJYJU/:~' 
COlln(I' 1975-76 1975-76 1975-76 1975-76 1975-76 1975-76 1975-76 

State Total ........ 5.089 1,240 3.849 242 605 998 3,244 

: .. lameda ................ 196 11 185 4 28 7 157 
Alpine .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador .................. 3 2 0 0 2 
Butte ...................... 82 10 72 2 12 8 60 
Cula"eras .............. 1 0 1 0 I 0 0 
Colusa .................... 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Contra Costa ........ 92 5 87 3 3 2 84 
Del Xorte .............. 12 3 9 2 S; 7 
EI Dorado ............ 8 7 0 2 1 5 
Fresno .................... 372 199 113 2 9 197 164 
Glenn .................... 4 1 3 0 0 1 3 
Humboldt .............. 19 5 14 0 4 5 10 
Imperi.I ................ 27 3 24 1 1 2 17 
In}·o ........................ 6 0 6 0 2 0 4 
Kern , ..................... 114 13 101 6 17 7 84 
Kings ........ , ....... , ..... 51 4 47 3 6 I 41 
Luke ........................ 22 0 22 0 2 0 20 
Lussen .................... 5 0 5 0 0 0 5 
Los Angeles .......... 1,099 518 581 146 178 372 403 
!\fudera .................. 19 0 19 0 0 0 19 
Murin ...................... 56 8 46 1 15 7 " 33 
!\fariposu ................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
!\Iendocino ............ 32 14 18 0 6 14 12 
Merced .................. 64 16 4B 3 2 13 46 
Modoc .................... 4 J 3 0 0 I 3 
!\\ono ...................... 17 11 6 2 1 9 5 
!\fonterey .............. 147 21 126 4 18 17 108 
X.pa ...................... 23 1 16 0 3 7 13 
Xevada .................. 10 9 0 0 1 !l 
Orunge .................. 217 21 196 10 23 11 173 
Placer .................... 20 3 17 0 1 3 16 
Plumas .................. 12 0 12 0 2 0 10 
Riverside .............. 226 36 190 10 44 26 146 
Sacramento .......... 169 22 141 1 0 21 147 
San Benito ............ 1 , 0 1 0 0 0 1 
San Bernardino .... 265 19 246 0 54 19 192 
San Diego .............. 374 98 276 23 31 75 245 
Sun Francisco ...... 175 21 1M 2 13 19 141 
San Joaquin ......... : 53 I 52 0 6 1 46 
Sun Luis Obispo .. 21 2 19 0 4 2 15 
San !\lateo ............ 103 7 96 0 0 7 96 
Santa Barbara ...... 80 7 13 0 9 7 64 
Santu Clura .......... 251 51 200 5 17 46 183 
Santa Cruz ............ 55 2 53 0 8 2 .45 '.:;! 

Shasta .................... 61 20 41 0 3 20 38 
Sierrt' ...................... 1 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou, ................. 14 3 11 1 4 2 7 
SOla"o ...... ., .. ., ........ fl5 5 60 0 14 5 ~6 
Sonoma .................. 75 10 65 I 2 ~ 

<. 63 
Stanislaus ........... / .. ill 14 97 5 10 9 tr{ 

Sutter ........ , ............. 11 0 11 0 D 0 11 
Teham .................. , 12 4 8 0 2 4 6 
Trinity .................... 9 3 6 0 4 3 .2 
~~~~re ./ .................. lI8 24 94 4 26 20 68 

; .• uolumne .............. '1 0 1 0 1 0 6 
Ventura .................. 64 12 52 2 '3 10 49 

\ 

yolo.,., .................. ,. . 13 0 13 0 3 0 10. 

. Yuba .......... ., .......... 20 1 19 0 2 1 17 

• Fiscal ye.~ 197:;':76 is the first year in which thei.~esult of a trial has'been reported separately. Thus this table ~how .. f,or 
the flrst time, the number of defendants who were acquitted, dismissed or convicted follo",ing a trial in whish bOth 
the prose<:ulion and the defense Irltrildu<-ed evidenq,r' 

" ;:;, 
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TABLE 22C-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
LEVEL OF CONVICTION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS· 

Fiscal Year 1975-76 
Com;<tea before 
In'alonp~of Com,etea .neT. Com;<lea .ner 

TotsJ defendllllts rom;<tea of: guilty of: . rourl trisJ of! jUl)' trisJ of: 
County All types Felony Misdememor Felony Misdemellllor Feloo)' .l/isde_or Felony Misdemeanor 

State Total ............... _ .......... 41.6110 ~ 3.124 32,223 2,73.5 2,613 2M 3.7.20 124 
Alameda ..... _ ........................ _ ... 1,1m 1.7,53 :lO 1.4M 32 151 147 10 
Alpine ............. _ .. _ ..... _ .... __ • 3 2 2 1 0 0 
Amador .................................... _ 42 21 21 17 19 4 0 
Outte ......................................... _ 185 179 6 lOS 2 B 63 
Calaveras ..... _ ......... _ .......... _ ... .20 9 11 11 2 
Colusa ............ _ ........... _ ............. 26 27 I 23 1 
Contra Costa .............................. 94B BBB 60 797 59 83 I 
Del Norte .................................... ,53 19 34 15 26 1 5 
El Dorado ........... _ .... _ ............ 145 13.5 10 126 10 2 0 5 0 
Fresno .......................................... 889 '886 3 517 0 199 3 170 0 
GleM .......................................... 72 .20 52 7 26 2 23 11 1 
Humboldt .................................... 193 136 M 111 47 17 10 3 
1mperial .................. _ ................ 263 232 31 .206 29 22 
10yo._ .......................................... 33 .20 13 16 11 0 4 
Kem .............. _ .......................... 542 .534 B 43.5 5 17 0 B2 
Kings ........................... _ ........... 99 96 l' M 0 3 0 41 
lAke ............................................ lOS 105 84 2 0 21 
u.ssen .............. _ ....................... 19 19 0 9 0 5 0 5 
Los Angeles ................................ 15.716 14.400 1,236 12,311 1.077 1,321 126 84B :ll 
M.dera ........................................ 47 47 0 26 0 0 0 19 
Marin ............................................ 294 294 0 243 16 0 3.5 
Marl""' ........................................ 13 4 9 4 0 1 0 
Mendocino .................................. 129 fi2 0/ 41 51 8 13 13 
Merred ........................................ 314 20/ 47 197 46 25 0 45 
Modoc ............. _ .......................... 22 21 I 17 I I 
Mono ............... _ .......................... 32 26 4 7 2 16 0 
Monlerey .................................... 752 BBB 0/ .535 61 39 111 
N.pa ............................................ 101 96 5 84 3 19 1 13 
Neveda ........................................ 121 119 2 71 2 36 0 10 
Orange ........................................ 1,888 1,1llS 60 1,585 70 57 3 166 7 
Placer ............................. _ ......... 161 136 23 119 21 3 0 16 2 
Plumas ........................................ 3.5 34 I 22 11 
Riverside ...... _ .... _ .................... 939 909 30 723 19 41 145 
Sacramenlo ................................ 1.011 1.011 0 831 0 26 152 
San Benito _ .............................. 37 32 5 26 5 4 2 0 
Sanbtmardino .......................... 1.41-.1 1,339 94 1.094 90 51 194 2 
San Diego .................................... 3.465 3.082 403 2,715 3.59 127 31 £40 13 
San Fl'BI!cisco ............................ 1.786 1.721 65 1,530 61 44 2 147 2 
San Joaquin ................................ 464 473 11 425 11 2 46 0 
~.n Luh Obispo ........................ 13.5 126 9 101 9 10 i5 
San Mateo ............................. _ .. 0/1 iS58 119 449 119 13 96 
Santa Barbara ..... _ .......... _ ..... 433 414 19 335 17 15 0 64 
Santa Clara ................................ 2,0/1 2,:lO2 175 2,144 149 183 17 175 9 
Santa Cruz .................................. 324 2B2 42 234 40 4 44 I 
Shasta .......................................... 461 362 79 323 79 21 36 0 
Sierra ............................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sisldyou ........................................ 49 29 .20 22 18 2 
Solano .......................................... 338 315 23 259 21 10 46 
SOnoma .............. _ ............. _ ...... 297 293 4 217 12 64 
Sianislaw ......... _ ....................... 545 534 11 424 4 16 0 94 7 
Sutter ............... _ ..... , ............... 139 123 16 112 16 0 0 11 0 
Tehama ............... _ ..... _ .............. 99 81 18 73 16 2 2 6 0 
Trinity ................. _ .................... 32 22 10 .20 7 0 3 ~ 0 
Tulare .......................................... 274 250 24 157 21 22 1 71 2 
Tuolumne ............................. : ...... 4B 4B 0 39 0 2 0 7 0 
Ventura. .......... _ ............ _ ....... 661 661 0 572 0 33 56 0 
yolo .............................................. 113 96 15 85 15 12 0 
Yu~ ........................... _ ......... 133 103 30 79 30 23 0 

• Fisclil year 197~76 is the fir,! year in w~dch the number of deFendants who were convicted were reported separately. 
]'!!us. this table shows. For the first ti~e. not only the number of deFendants charged with Felonies who were convicted 
oHelonies but also the ,,"umber of deFendants charged with Felonies who were convicted of misdemeanors. 
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TABLE 24-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
HABEAS CORPUS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions 
Total Total Dispositions aIler hearing 
filings dispositions before hearing Contested matters 

County 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

State Total ............ 8,955 R8•827 8,309 8.082 5.684 5,945 2,62.5 2,137 

Allimeda .................... 219 274 284 291 198 210 86 81 
Alpine ........................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ::-:.' 
Amador ...................... 7 3 4 2 1 2 3 0 
lIutte .......... "" ............ 8 9 3 3 3 2 0 1 
Calaveras .................. 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Colusa ........................ 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
Contra Costa ............ 120 86 109 40 78 28 31 12 
Del Norte .................. 0 6 2 5 0 2 2 3 
EI Dorado ................ 12 7 12 6 8 4 4 2 
Fresno ........................ 88 40 45 40 44 33 1 7 
Glenn ........................ 3 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 
Humboldt .................. 28 20 15 17 4 13 11 4 
Imperial .................... 1 5 0 3 0 0 0 3 
Inyo ............................ 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 
Kern .......................... 169 119 187 115 163 97 24 18 
Kings .......................... 13 11. 4 3 0 1 4 2 
Lake ............................ 17 17 18 16 15 10 3 6 
Lassen ........................ 65 64 81 .58 74 .58 7 0 
Los Angeles .............. 2.1.53 1.932 1,559 1,553 1.150 1,276 405 277 
Madera ...................... 42 11 48 8 15 2 33 6 
Marin .......................... 249 4.5() 242 451 235 450 7 1 
Mariposa .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino ................ 23 10 23 8 10 3 13 /; 

Merced ...................... 11 7 15 14 8 1 7 13 
Modoc ........................ 0 5 2 5 1 1 1 4 
Mono .......................... 6 4 4 1 0 0 4 1 
Monterey .................. 329 441 36G 447 287 334 93 113 
Napa ............. : ............ 585 468 .588 459 221 137 347 322 " 
Nevada ....................... 4 2 4 1 2 0 2 1 
Orange ...................... 294 282 281 223 220 171 61 52 
Placer ........................ 9 12 7 8 2 2 5 6 
Plumas ...................... 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 
Riverside .................. 290 101 290 88 186 64 104 24 ;::::::1 
Sacramento .............. .571 R684 .537 686 4.58 632 79 34 
San Benito ................ 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
San Bernardino ........ 3.51 .544 ZoI1 528 148 479 93 ·47 
Sari Diego .................. 231 306 198 220 70 5.5 128 165 
San !:rancisco .......... 131 59 122 62 .58 23 64 39 
San Joaquin .............. 302 219 322 215 193 186 129 49 
San Luis Obispo ...... 542 639 .537 526 515 511 22 15 
San Mateo ................ 49 3Ii 48 36 28 3.5 20 1 
Santa Barbara .......... 265 312 259 298 217 236 42 60 
Santa Clnra .............. 167 146 165 159 III 8.5 54 74 
Santa Cruz ; ............... 3.5 45 36 45 21 23 15 22 
Shasta ......................... 23 21 25 21. 20 18 5 3 
Sierra .......................... 0 1 0 I 0 0 0 I 
Siskiyou ...................... 13 5 13 5 II 4 2 I 
Solano ........................ 29.5 369 298 303 260 272 36 31 
Sonoma ...................... .117 150. 134 150 104 117 30 33 
Stanislaus .................. 61 24 4:5 20 24 11 21 9 
Sutter .......................... 6 0 6 0 4 0 2 0 
Tehama ...................... , 6 0 9 0 3 0 6 0 
Trinity .. ,. .................... 3 6 2 3 I 0 I 3 
Tulare .... " ..... (' ........... 22 19 17 15 7 3 10 12 
Tuolumne .................. 59 142 86 1.53 65 136 .3 17 
Ventura ...................... 946 709 1.040 771 448 222 .592 549 
yolo ............................ 10 19 17 '17 12 11 .5 6 
Yuba .......................... 1 1 0 1 :~ 0 0 1 

R Revised. 
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TABLE .25-CALlfORNIA \~UPERIOR COURtS !/', 

NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN· 

Fiscal Years. 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Personal injury, 
deatband All other 

Total \'.eml!!rty damage Criminal eroceedin8!. 
County 1975-76 1974-75 1);75-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1!175-76 1914-75 

State.Total .............. 8,485 8,249 2,447 2,648 5,028 4,600 1,010 1,001 

Alameda ...................... 351 345 103 81 201 214 47 SO 
Alpine .......................... 1 3 0 2 0 1 1 0 
Amador ...................... 2 4 0 1 1 2 1 1 
Butte ............................ 55 61 6 9 44 44 is 8 
Calaveras .................... 7 6 3 0 3 5 1 1· 
Colusa .......................... 9 8 .3 2· '/ 4 :I 2 1 
Contra e!'sta .............. 176 193 62 frT /. 95 112 19 14 
Del Norte .................. 13 9 1 4 10 4 1t Ie 
EI Dorado .................. 24 24 14 13 7 9 3 2. 
Fresno ........................ 251 161 34 34 202 99 IS 28 
Glenn .................. _ ..... 10 8 2 2. 7 5 1 1 
Humboldt .................. 55 59 6 19 36 18 13 22 
Imperial ...................... 45 39 7 8 36 31 2 0 
Inyo .............................. 10 4 1 1 8 3 1 0 
Kern ............................ 156 116 12 26 125 /lO 19 10 
Kings ............................ 53 39 3 0 47 39 3 0 
Lake ............................ 27 37 4 8 16 18 7 11 
Lassen .......................... 10 12 :I 3 6 3 1 6 
Los Angeles .......... !(-"i:~.'\'\ 2,5if1 2,747 9M 98.5 1,393 1,499 239 263 
Madera .............. " .. :: ..... ·· 30 31 4 5 25 22 1 4 
Marin .......................... 78 100 17 34 53 SO 8 16 
Mariposa .................... 5 4 3 0 0 3 2 1 
Mendocino ................ 87 60 13 16 19 33 55 11 

'.' Merce<! ........................ m 70. 3 21 SO 45 12 4 
Modoc .......................... 7 6 3 1 3 5 1 0 
Mono ............................ 10 5 3 2 6 2 1 1 
Monterey .................. :. 172- 146 22 27 137 93 1a 26 
Napa ............................ 35 26 11 9 19 12 5 5 0 

Nevada ........................ 13 14 4 11 9 7 0 2 
Orange ........................ 422 419 160 .156 208 218 34 45 
Placer .......................... 40 33" 15 9 22 20 ,-3 4 
Plumas ........................ 14 9 1 2 13 6 0 1 
Riverside .................... 254 264 59 60 162 170 33 34 
Sacramento ................ 353 310 100 104 198 1M 55 52 
San Benito .................. 8 8 2 1 3 7 3 0 
San i~ ~'Tllardino ........ 303 299 17 61 264 202 22 36 
San'Diego .................. 4/lO 525 159 123 261 329 60 73 
San Francisco ............ 349 554 254 v:: 212 174 83 62 
San Joaqilin ................ 109 103 42- 52 61 15 8 
San. Luis Obispo ........ 38 33 13 

)~ 
19 16 6 6 ,f/ 

San Mateo ............. ; .... 191 166 45 112 M 34 40 
Santa Barbara ............ 103 112 17 

1* 
71 61 15 19 

Santa Clara ................ ~95 343 99 233 184 63 M 
Santa Cruz •• : ... ; ......... M 62~ 16 SO 33 19 • 14 
.Shasta· .......................... 57 46 II 18 39 26 i II 
Sierra .......................... 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ................ , ..... 19 18 7 7 9 11 3 0 
Solano .......................... 90 82. 15 24 M 53 10 :I 
Sonoma ..••......•..........•.• 76. 63 20 17 48 36 8 10 
Stanislaus ............ ; .... ,~. 187 ' 129 29' 29 131 81 7 '13 

~~~;.:::::::::::::::::::::/,I 26 16 9 7 17 7 0 2 
.15 24 5 3 10 20 0 1 

Trinity ........................ 10 7 0 3 10 ;\ 0 0 
Tulare .......................... 155 125 17 17 128 106 10 0 
Tuolumne .................. 15 17 6 6 9 10 0 1 
Ventura .............. ' .... '.1. 106 B8 12 28 1KI 49 14 11 
yolo .............................. 25 25 6 11 15 12- 4 2 
yuba ............................ 35 32 9 12 24 20 2 0 

• "Juries sworn" are not the equivalent of ~ases disposed of by. verdict since a single jury may try consolidated ~1ISeS or a 
settlement may ocCur following the swearing of the jury. ,," . 

{t 
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TABLE 26-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
TOTAL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

As of June:lO, 1975 and June 30, 1978 

Number Totsi csses 
oFjudicisi Cases awaiting trisi st end of month b per judicisi 

~tions· Totsi CMI Criminsi position 
County 6/30/76 6/30/75 6/30/76 6/30/75 6/30/76 6/30/75 6/30/76 6/30/75 6/30/76 6/30/75 

State Total .............. 619 R599 104.687 :-».856 97.149 82,941 7.538 6.915 169 150 

Alameda ...................... 30 ZT 6.340 4.878 5.017 4.415 663 463 211 181 
Alpine .......................... 1 1 5 7 4 6 1 1 5 7 
Amador ........................ 1 1 22 21 22 21 0 0 22 h 
Butte ............................ 3 3 549 436 516 415 33 21 183 145 
Calaveras .................... 1 1 87 43 64 41 3 2 87 43 
Colusa ....... :: ................. 1 1 17 25 17 25 0 0 17 25 
Contra Costa .............. 14 13 2,405 2.473 2,291 2,349 114 124 172 190 
Del Norte .................... 1 1 24 25 22 21 2 4 24 2S 
El Dorado .................. 2 2 254 221 2Z1 213 ZT 8 lZT III 
Fresno .......................... 10 10 1,369 1.001 1,232 921 137 80 137 100 
Glenn .......................... 1 1 6 12 6 12 0 0 6 12 
Humboldt .................... 3 3 452 404 419 368 33 36 151 135 
Imperial ...................... 3 2 180 125 151 99 !Ia 26 60 63 
Inyo .............................. 1 1 22 17 14 17 8 0 22 17 
Kern ............................ 11 9 961 553 878 488 83 65 87 61 
l{ings ............................ 2 1 118 81 91 68 ZT 13 59 81l 
Lake .............................. 1 1 36 68 35 50 ·3 10 38 66 
Lassen .......................... 1 1 65 41 65 41 0 0 65 41 
Los Angeles ................ 2Z1 2Z1 47.736 42.763 44.199 39.131 3,539 3.632 210 188 
Madera ........................ 1 1 104 56 86 48 18 8 104 56 
Marin ............................ 7 7 982 782 913 735 69 47 140 112 
Mariposa ...................... 1 1 41 24 40 21 1 3 41 24 
,Mendocino .................. 2 2 136 142 125 129 11 13 68 71 
Merced ........................ 3 3 182 217 150 187 12 30 54 72 
Modoc .......................... 1 1 10 10 8 9 2 1 10 10 
Mono, ........................... 1 1 35 28 32 24 3 4 35 28 
Monterey .................... 6 6 691 508 596 406 95 102 115 65 
Napa ............................ 2 2 ZT6 250 268 245 8 5 138 125 
Nevada ........................ 1 1 179 164 172 181 7 3 179 184 
Orange ........................ 38 R36 1.619 5,555 7,390 5.309 229 246 201 RIM 
Placer .......................... 3 3 409 447 371 424 38 23 136 149 : ~~ 
Plumas ........................ 1 1 40 30 35 ZT 5 3 40 30, .' 
Riverside .................... 14 14 1.895 1,715 1,788 1,603 1117 112 135 123 
Sacramento ................ 22 20 3.614 3,252 3.420 3.1172 194 180 164 163 
San Benito ................ ,. 1 1 11 21 10 20 1 1 11 21 
San Bernardino .......... 22 19 2,477 1.755 2,323 1,592 154 163 113 92 
San Diego .................... 36 36 6,879 5,513 6,472 ,5,252 4117 261 191 163 
San Francisco , ........... 31 31 5,551 5.714 5.435 5,599 116 115 179 184 
San Joaquin ................ 8 8 1,172, 1,209 1,064 1.106 108 103 147 151 
San Luis Obispo ........ 4 3 369 2B7 355 259 14 8 92 89 
San Mateo .................. 16 15 2,147 1.902 2,001 1.788 146 114 154 lZT 
Santa Barbara ............ 9 8 552 356 5117 329 45 ZT 61 45 
Santa Clara ................ ZT ZT 2,665 1,843 2.164 1,520 501 323 99 68 
Santa Cruz .................. 3 3 315 240 245 198 70 42 105 80 
Sha.ta .......................... 3 3 510 357 433 3117 77 50 170 119 
Sierra ............................ 1 1 1 4 1 4 0 0 1 ,4 
Siskiyou ...................... :. 1 1 76 39 74 35 2 4 76 39 
Solano .......................... 4 4 309 339 291 299 18 40 77 85 
Sonoma ........................ 6 5 1,447 9« 1,366 875 81 69 241 189 
Stanislaus .................... 7 7 702 732 .60\4 632 56 100 100 105 
Sutter ............................ 2 2 129 110 120 94 9 16 65 55 
Tehama ........................ 1 1 40 38 30 33 10 5 40 38 
Trinity., ........................ \ 1 33 39 32 38 1 I 33 39 
Tulare., ........................ 4 4 543 362 .436 285 105 77 136 91 
Tuolumne .................... 1 1 76 68 87 61 9 7 76 68 

~~l~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::: 9 9 1.701 1,247 1.618 1.174 83 73 18!l 139 
3 2 INA 244 INA 218 INA 26 INA 122 

Yuba ............................ 2 2 157 121 135 96 22 25 79 61 

• Jlldicial positions include full·time court commissioners and referees in addition to the number of judges authorized for 
the .c9urt. For a list of judgeships see Table n. " 

b Cases awaiting trial include criminal and civil cases set for future trial and ~ivil cases in which at-issue \nemoranda have 
been filed but no trial dates assigned. 

R Revised. 
INA information not available. 

~~\ 
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DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED'BY COURTS 
THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975:-76 

1!l75-76 1!l74-74 
Net days Net days 

Days Days ,·.received (or D"ys Days received (Ol' 

County received rendered rendered) received rendered rendered) 

State Total .......................................... 7.616.0 2.141.0 5,475.0 R6•675.0 2,105.0 R4$10 

Alameda ............................................. : ...• 50 31.5 18.5 220 12 2{)8 

Alpi"" ...................................................... 6 143 -137 6 93 ~87 
Amador .................................................... 75 15.5 59.5 16.5 30.5 -14 
Butte. • __ .................................................... 33.5 2.5 31 71 6 65 
Calaveras ..........•......•.•..•.............•........... 32 57 -25 33 32.5 .5 
Colusa ...................................................... 32 86 -54 36.5 62 -25.5 
Contra Costa .......................................... 51.5 5 46.5 71 49 22 
Del Norte ....... : ........................................ 24 70.5 -46.5 10 41 -31 
El Dorado .............................................. 89 9.5 79.5 52.5 14 311.5 
Fresno .... ; ................................................. 135 10 125 113 21.5 91.5 
Glenn ~ ..................................................... 93 12 81 69.5 10 59.5 
Humboldt ................................................ 90 14 76 29 30 -1 
ImJ)erial ••••...•.•.••••.•..•.••..•..•••••••••••.•.•..••••. 42.5 0 42.5 49 10.5 38.5 
Inyo .......................................................... 23 29 -6 43 84 -41 
Kern ..................................•..................... 37 41.3 -10.5 36 33.5 2.5 
Kings ........................................................ 92.5 13.5 79 SO 24 36 
Lake .......................................................... 116.5 22 94.3 121 1.8 103 
Lassen ...................................................... 22 .5 17 24 2.5 21.5 
Los Angeles ............................................ 2,360 435.5 1,924.5 Rl .143 599.5 R 1,143.5 
Madera .................................................... 86.3 13.5 73 157 25.5 131.5 
Marin ....•..................................................• 207.5 14 193.5 101.5 20 81.5 
Mariposa .................................................. 15 21 -6 20 31 -11 
Mendocino , ............................................. 23 "'1.5 -28.5 13 11 2 
Merced .................................................... 225 20.5 2 5 33 -28 
Modoc ...................................................... 18 55 -37 16 51 -35 
Mono ........................................................ 8 23.5 -15.5 6 39 -33 
Monterey .•.•••..••••..••.•.••. 1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 208.5 22 186.5 187 21 166 
Napa .................... , ................................... 108.5 'n 81.5 25 10 .. H5 
Nevada .................................................... 6,.'1 51.5 10.S 30 41 -'11 
Orange .................................................... 102 25 77 38 2 36 
Placer ...................................................... lIS 52 6 75 .5 70 
Plumas .................................................... 31 lIS.S -25.5 38 45 -1 
Riverside ........................•....................... 379 8.5 37o.s 235 2.5 232.5 
Sncr.amento ............................................ 338 9 329 393 2 391 
San Benito .............................................. 4 I~~ -98. 11.5 116 "':104.5 
San Bernardino ............. ; ........................ 146.5 1.5 145 300 2 298 
San Diego ................................................ 374 9 365 378.5 23 355.5 
San Francisco ........................................ 388 20 366 411 0 411 
San Joaquin ............ ; ................ ; .............. 17 4 13 .52 6.5 45.5 
San Luis Obispo .................................... lOS 9 96 157.5 12.5 145 
San Mateo ............•.....•..........•.....•.......•.. 51 0 51 8.'S 0 8.'S 
Santa Barbara ................................ f ....... 317.5 5.5 312 230 14 216 
Santa Clara ............................................ 356 .5 351 261 12.5 248.5 
Santa Cruz ., ............. / ...... , ........ ;; ............ , 100 0 ~. 100 52.5 0 5\>.5 
Shasta ..... -.................. , .................... , ......... 37.5 50.5 -13 11.5 'a2.5 -65 
Sjerra .............................. ~ ......................... 15 148 -133 12 73 -61 
Siskiyou .................................................... 38.5 22 16.5 23.5 16 7.5. 
Solano ....................................................... 12.5. 10 2.5 38.5 39.05 ~l 

Sonoma .................................................... 122 25 97 119 20 99 
Stanislaus .. '~·I .......................... r ................. 0 34 -34 0 0 0 
Sutter •...•...... ~j ...... ! ...... h ................... ! ........ 68.S 35.5 33 34;' 58.5 -24.5 
Tehama .................................................... 60 32 28 83 {:i 16 67 
Trinity ......................... ; ............................ 19 31.5 -12.5 10.5 lUI ';;.-1 
Tulare .......................... _ ......................... 66 109.5 (> -43.5· 35.5 33 ':"17.5 
Tuolumne ......................... , ............... ; •....• '20 6 14 36 1 '35 
VentUra ............. , ............ , .. ~ ......... -............. 51.5 0 31.5 '45 2 43 
Yolo; .......... _ .......................... , ................. 56.5 6.5 SO. 76,5 8.5 68 
Yuba ........................................................ 118 15 103 41.5 24.5 17 

• Minus sign (~) indicates the court rendered more days of assistance than it recei~ed during the year throuiih assignments . 
by the. Cltnirman of the 'udi~ial Council under Section 6 of "(Hole VI of the StateCO~Htutiori! Eacn day Work<!d.in 

R . eXcess of three hours .was repor\F as. full day with three hours 9r less as a half day.; . ,:. 
Revise<l. ,';, .;" 

,'j 
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TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL!excludes Parking) and CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOS~TIONS 

.\"umbt'r of TotnJ 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions 
before trial Count)'und 

judidnl district 
, judW!ships' filings 
197~76 1974-75 J!I7~76 - 1974-75 

TotnJ 
dispositions 

197~75 7i'4-75 197~76 i9i4-75 

State Total,........................ 425 

Alameda: 
Alameda ........................ , ..... .. 
Berkeley·Albuny ................ .. 
Fremont·:-iewark· 

Union C;ity ." ............... .. 
U\'ermorc~Pleusanton c ..... . 

. Oakland· Piedmont ............ .. 
Sun Leandro·Hayward, ..... .. 

Butte: 
Chico" ....... , .. : .. , .... , ............... ,,· 

Contra Co,ta: 
Delta .................................... .. 
~It. Diablo ........................... .. 
Richmond ................ " .......... .. 
Walnut Creek· Danville ..... . 
West ....................................... , 

fresilo: 
Fresno~ ......... i ........................ . 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ; ............. , ...... , .. " .... , ... .. 

Imperial: 
Imperial Count).R ............... . 

Kern: 
n~kerslield ........................... . 

Los' Angeles: 
Alhambra "" ......................... , 
Antelope .............................. .. 
Be\'erl)' Hills ....... " ............. .. 
Durbank ..... ~! ......... 01 .............. , ... 

Citrus ..................................... . 
Compton ... I ••••••••••• , ............... . 
Cut\'cr ..................... ' .. ~.I .. , ..... . 
Do\vney .... tt .......................... , .. 

I 
4 

3 
°2 
14 
6 

7 

6 

3 
I 
3 

d
2 
6 
6 
2 
4 

} 

406 

3 
I 

14 
6 

2 
3 
3 

°3 
2 

6 

3 
I 
3 
2 
5 

h6 
h2 

4 

5,766,431 

1l,662 
30,1141 

35,093 
35,901 

178,213 
75,584 

10.954 

18,657 
40,343 . 
29.458 
42,514 
25,643 

72,292 

12,118 

25,287 

74,167 

44,728 
27,965 
29.652 
24,738 
94.979 
99,330 
20,925 
47.009 

5.667,110 5,222,658 5,054,557 4,722,802 4,567,457 

10,813 
39,037 

41,895 
28,145 

166.614 
76,469 

10.477 

19,327 
38,074 
29,163 
39,702 
20,504 

75.669 

9,594 

o 

64,271 

41,745 
25,814 
30,661 
26,329 
94,704 
94,814 
18,621 
47,952 

10,392 
30,475 

32,894 
32,072 

171,824 
71,753 

10,178 

17,362 
39,590 
28,572 
39.965 
21,829 

66,867 

11,727 

15,024 

66,617 

43.570 
25.588 

.. 27,128 
21.012 
91,959 
88,310 
18.789 
46,132 

9.658 
30,912 

39.129 
24,278 

156,505 
65,666 

10.679 

19,744 
38,513 
24,538 
38,780 
20,870 

66.605 

9,770 

.0 

57,133 

38,285 
23.390 
27,667 
24.961 
90,785 
62,861 
16,262 
48,371 

9,396 
26,896 

29,190 
30.391 

156,606 
64,560 

8,146 

14,186 
32,919 
22,605 
33,468 
19.989 

62,606 

10,214 

13.899 

63,121 

39,055 
23,889 
23,922 
19,379 
84.876 
79,927 
16,410 
42,240 

8.661 
27,402 

,;';,146 
22,240 

140,912 
57,478 

8,595 

16,078 
29,639 
19,533 
32,121 
18,177 

59,980 

8,599 

o 

52,448 

34,885 
21,576 
23,984 
22,660 
83,785 
74,525 
14,312 
44,222 

. Dispositions after trinl JUI'enile 
Uncontested matters Contested matters ordersb 

-J9i~76 ~ . 1974-75' 197~76 1974-75 1975-70 1974-75 

263,048 

533 
1,994 

1,675 
681 

7,666 
3,481 

5m 

1,325' 
1,817 
1,412 
1,151 

652 

3,027 

976 

648 

3,658 

2,448 
863 

1,301 
795 

3,423 
6,2.'i9 
1,414 
2,238 

255,552 211,462 

580 
1,892 

1,766 
714 

9.386 
4,138 

514 

1,589 
1,672 
1,839 
1,402 

759 

3,790 

o 

3,067 

1,562 
742 

1,561 
1,043 
3,480 
6,337 
1,097 
2,290 

462 
1,585 

1,829 
1,000 
5,332 
3,709 

855 

715 
2,226 
1,513 
2,080 
1.120 

3,054 

537 

474 

1.838 

2,067 
838 

1,905 
838 

3,652 
2,122 

942 
1,654 

207,225 25,346 . 24,323 

417 
1.618 

2,215 
1,324 
6$1 
4,070 

826 

755 
2,066 
1,284 
2,110 
1,045 

2,835 

387 

o 

1,618 

1,838 
1,072 

• 2,322 
1,238 
3,520 
1,999 

853 
1,859 

I 
o 

o 
o 
o 
3 

580 

1,138 
2,628 
3,042 
3,240 

66 

o 

o 

3 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
8 
2 
3 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

744 

1,322 
2,938 
1,662 
3,147 

889 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
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East U;s Angeles •. , ............... 
;) 

4 4 55,2:i4 55,4m 46,121 45,900 41,651 42,304 2,965 2,339 1,491 I,:m 0 0 
Glendale ................................ 2 2 32,832 31,144 31,134 29,122 28,42B 28,423 1.297 1,344 1,408 1,355 I 0 

..... Inglewood .............................. 4 4 74,642 70,251 83,321 62,515 56,Q31 53,916 4,549 5,613, 2,.41 2,926 0 0 

! Long Beach .......................... 7 7 106,600 102,142 96,774 92,259 87,233 83,444 6,2.25 5$37 3,311 3,575 5 3 
Los Angeles .......................... 64 64 1.D40,458 1,099,704 897,701 897,412 804,673 ' 812,790 .:p.;~";=:' -lB,906 38,683 35,716 0 0, 

CI\ Los, C,erritos ••••...•.•.....••..•..•.•• 3 3 45,157 47,516 42,421 44,577 39'1~\ ,41.078 1,709 .,1,520 1,586 1,913 0 
~S(,p' ____ 

0 O\.~"i[ --t Malibu .................................... 1 I 21,170 21,!153 25,683 24,785 24,745~ 23,677 329 415 609 693 0 
0 :-.:ewh.II .................................. 2 2 30,426 36,757 21,712 34,417 32,950 654 656 587 799, 0 0 Ii 26,471"" 

Pasadena ................................ 4 4 56,888 56,280 44,924 52,284" 39,738 47,626 2,483 2,007 2,701 2,651 2 0 ~~::r:i'.:;~ 
Pomona ..... : ............................ 3 3 41,768 51,784 38,405 45,324 34,734 .41,573 2,173 2,111 1,498 1,640 0 0 
Rio Hondo' .......................... 4 4 31,010 58,008 42,026 53,3OB 38,460 49,326 2.076 2,261 1,490 1,721 0 ,0 
San Antonio! ........................ 3 21,621 46.261 25,913 41,071 23,910 37,349 1;170 2,343 773 1,379 0 0 
Santa Anita ............................ I 1 19,759 18,29l 19,084 16,322 17,190 14,539 757 8(1i 1,117 916 0 0 

:~ Santa ~1oniC'd ........................ .3 3 33,490 28,112 30,456 25,246 26,670 21,826 2,239 1,1163 1,547 1,559 0 11 

~~:~e~[J ::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5 5 102,919 100,491 95,021 89,658 85,523 81,371 4,587 3,466 4,911 4,801 0 0 
5 32,690 0 31,573 0 29,419 0 1,381 0 773 0 0 0 f: South Gate J .......................... 2 14.079 18,585 12,592 16,706 11,530 15,067 599 962 461 677 2 0 

Whittier .................................. 4 55,358 52,4.99 ;;0,579 47.395 45,008 42,382 2,265 2,011 2,7l!? , 3,002 0 0 I:d 

~Iarin: ~ 
Central .................................... 4 57,998 60,877 56,350 57,129 52,639 52,886 1,231 1,594 2,435 2,591 45 52 0 

~1onterey: ~ 
~10.n~er()'.Carmel ................ 3 3 24,703 23,441 21,891 22,240 19,313 19,753 1,244 1,111 1,334 1,376 0 0 ~, 
Salin .................................... 3 k3 31,530 31,360 31,806 30,525 29,I!l7 28,011 1,568 1,472 1,041 1,042 0 0 

:O;)lpa: 
12 ~ '·,Xapa·St. Helena.Calistoga' 8,658 0 8,295 0 7.104 0 315 0 230 0 646 0 

Orang'" 
E;' 

Centr.1 Orange County .... 11 11 132,068 129,445 115,433 U9,678 105,637 110,001 5,570 5,549 4,220 4,128 6 0 ~ :-':orth Orange County ........ 9 f9 123,062 115,022 117,119 101,124 104,910 89,262 6;158 6,117 5,691 .Ji 5,159 360 586 
Orange County Harbor ...... 5 f5 96,301 83,295 94,0'19 79,892 85,749 71,577 1,749 1,556 1,872,/ 2,216 4,709 4,543 

I South Qrange County ........ 3 3 +1,121 48~')20 41,813 42,435 37,416 38,0'23 1,018 998 I,3W 1,198 2.013 2,216 
West Orunge County .......... 9 f9 123,231 114;504 108,240 109.158 !l7,758 98,365 5.770 5,707 4.711 4,520 1 566 

Riverside: 
" 

Corona ............... ! ..................... d2 1 19,324 17,466 18,724 16,504 17,392 15,179 604 718 721 fIfl· 1 0 
Desert en ..... ~ .......................... m4 m3 60,451 52,247 48,487 , 44,525 45,1~ 41,200 1,857 1,735 1,685 1,690 0 0 ,,~ ~t. San Jacinto" .............. , ... n2 n1 21,396 4,259 23,308 3,642 21,774 3JXlO 657 151 877 191 0 .0 
Riverside ................................ 5 05 63,015 62,989 60,410 57,788 55,!!71 52,046 2,566 3,250 1,973 2,490 0 ' iJO 

~ 
Sacramento: 

Sacramento ............................ d14 13 163.131 159,652 140,896 138;:;94 129,332 lIl'1,73O 6,610 5,874 4,954' 4,990 0 0 

'0.-
Sun .Bernaruino: 

Sun Bernardino County .... 14 f14 173,769 '175;134 158,347 , 153,514 145,823 141,864" 1.652 7,084 4,866 4,580 6 0 

San Diego: () 
;\ 

EI CajonP .............................. 5 f5 52,460 51,364 49.477 48,980 44,!l78 43,373 2,296 3.036 2.199 2,571 4 0 
:-':orth County q , ................... 6 f6 88,563 86.839 85,635 86,167 79,403 79.702 2,7!l7 3,067 3,435 3,398 0 0 ~ Sun Diego r ................... , ........ r20 22 245.109 321,900 238,187 305,679 216,935 284,206 i2,.jOO 10,552 8.792 '11,121 0 0 
South Bay' ............................ '4 !Xi,I06 0 44,218 0, 40,774 ' 0 1,429 0 2,013 0 2 0 I) 

~ a. '" 
"l:l .. _ .. ': 

.J"-
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TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPA~~ COIJRTS-Continued 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (excludes Parking) and CIVIL FILINGS AND ,DISPOSITIONS 

~ f"';) Fiscal Years 1974-75 arrld 1975-76 
Number of :row ToW ~tions Dispositions slter lrilll Juvenii..: 

CountylWd iudReshi/!!.a RlinRs c/Isr>o$itions beIore trW Uncontested tnlltters Contested matters orders" 
judicilll district 1975-76 1!l74-1lJ 1975-76 1!l74-1lJ 1975-76 1!l74-1lJ 1:975-76 1!l74-15 1975-76 1!l74--1lJ 1975-76 1!l74-1lJ 1975-76 1!l74-7tJ 

Sun Francisco: 
San Francisco, ....................... 19 19 151,968 190,271 137,658 161,013 114,325 136,678 18,173 19,516 5,155 4,819 5 0 

San Joaquin: 
Locli ........................................ 14,880 ';3,662 13,739 13.200 113,384 10,789 696 702 547 485 1,112 1,224 
Mant()Ca·Ripon. 

Escalon·Tracy ...•.••....... 2 2 28,251 23,860 ,23,686 22.5f1.l 21,565 20,724 B84 686 631 545 606 614 
Stockton .. , ............................. 5 f5 56.066 53,501 50,730 5O,7:J8 46.594 46,020 2.618 3,084 1,518 1.634 0 0 § 

San Luis Obispo: .... 
San Luis Obispo County! .. 13 12 55.582 22,215 45,076 19.m9 39,514 16,828 1,334 366 1,224 557 3,004 1,268 

~ San Mateo: 
Central. ... :; .............................. 3 3 62,085 60,803 52,909 55,117 48,144 50,750 2,707 2.677 ,2,057 1.690 I 0 8 Xorthern ................. , .............. 3 3 54,584 52,536 '50,906 45.811 47,394 43,194 1,272 1,595 2,240 2,021 0 1 

~ Southern ................................ 3 3 51,450 47,478 48,906 411,969 43,706 40,153 3,228 3,068 1,972 1,728 0 0 
0 

Santa Barbara: t"' 
Lompoc"' .............................. "1 3,168 0 2,993 0 2,769 0 122 102 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Barbara·Colcta .......... 3 3 44.606 47,706 41,250 39.723 37,886 36.923 1.667 1,176 1,697 1.624 0 0 "'l 
Santa ~1aria .......................... 2 2 16.895 15.004 15.855 14.494 14,259 13.036 939 699 657 759 0 0 g 

Sa!!ta Clara: 

c' Los Catos·Campbell. ~ 
SUratogil •••....•.••••.•.. , •.•..•.••..• I I 29,289 28,525 27.986 25,563 25,515 23,428 865 636 1.606 1.497 0 0 

~ Palo Alto-Mountain Vi<:w., 4 4 56.546 51,928 51.667 47,448 48.654 44.045 1.025 1.427 1,978 1,976 0 0 
San Jose-Milpitas .................. II II 176.918 170,099 140.633 143,644 127.982 127.916 6,211 8,377 6.433 7,351 7 0 
Santa Clara ............................ 2 2 24,325 19.914 21.330 IS.724 18.632 16,305 945 1.017 1,553 1,402 0 0 
SUllnyvule'C;upcrtino .......... 2 2 28.365 25,727 28,938 23.845 24,361 20.837 848 1,189 1.729 1,819 0 0 

Santa Cruz: 
Sant ... Cruz County .............. 3 3 45.990 47;/57 42,719 43,326 37,073 37,281 2,021 1,697 I.BSI 2,084 1.764 2,264 

Solano: 
!l:orthern SoIl1no \' ................ \'3 2 43,542 38.175 40,256 35,106 38.451 33,340 646 829 1.159 ,937 0 0 
Vallejo-Benicia w .................. 2 2 IB,I92 15,682 16,435 14,530 14,502 12,620 805 972 1,128 938 0 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma C!lUnt)· .................... 4 4 68.848 64.114 70,781' 58,361 65,971 53,246 2,5fYT 2,793 2.303 2,322 0 0 

Stanislaus; " /; 
~odesto' .............................. 5 t '5 43.958 44,570 42,436 42.044 38.813 38.74.9 1,436 1'.615 '2.186 1,680 ) 0 

,I 

! 
,', .. <'- \. 
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Sutter: 
Sutter Count>J' .................... )'1 5,363 0 4,835 0 3,331 0 390 o· 792 0 322 0' 

Tulare: 
Porte"ille' .......................... 1 'I 9,851 5,509 9,261 4,910 B,307 4,540 582 208 367 162 5 0 
Visalia ...........•.•........................ 2 "2 21,834 20,883 19,540 17,366 17,569 15,635 1,005 91B 964 'B13 2 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................. fJ B 110,661 116,798 106,363 112,318 97,411 103,061 4,488 4,933 4,464 4,324 0 0 

• Xumber of authorized judgeships at the end of the fiscal year. 
b Orders of judges acting as traffic hearinK offii."rs pursuant to Section 563 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. 
C Pleasanton Justice Court District consolidated with Livermore Municipal Court District to become the Livermore-Pleasanton Municipal Court District onJuly.l, 1975, An additional judgeship 

was authori?ed upon consolidation. 
d Statute provided for increase effective January I, 1976. 
"Statute provided for increase effective January I, 1975. 
r Statute provided for inorease effective January 7, 1975. 
R Brawley, Calexico, Caliputria, EI Centro, Holtville, Imperial, Westmorland and Winterhaven Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Imperial CoUll.!), Municipal <;:Ourt District on 

January I, !976.·' , 
'h Statute provided for increase effective'March I, 1975. " 
i EI Mente Municipal Court District changed its name to Rio Hondo Municipal Court District on January I, 1976. ." 
J Sun Imtonio and South Gate Municipal Court Districts consolidated to become the Southeast Municipal Court District on February I, i976, 
k A portion of Gastro\ille-Pajaro Justice Court District was co,nsolidated with Salinas Municipal Co ... rt District on January 7,1975. An additional judge was authorized upon consolidation. 
I Xapa, St Helena, Calistoga Justice ~)rt Districts consolidated to become the Napa·SI. Helena·Calistoga Municipal Court District on March I, 1976. . ' 
m Coachella Justice Court District consolidated with Desert Municipal Court District on January 2, 1975. Statu.te, provided for an increase effective January 7. 1975. Palo Verde Justice Court 

District Consolidated with this municipal court on Jan)11lry I, 1976. An additional judgeship was authorized upon consolidatic'n. ' .. 
n Hemet and Sun Jacinto Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Hemet Sun Jacinto Municipal Court District on January 2. 1975. Beaumont and San .Gorgonio Justice Court' Districts 

, consolidated with Hemet SunJacinto Municipal Cnurt District, and the nameofthe district was changed to Mt. SunJacinto Municipal Court District on JanuarY 1,1976, An addifionliljudgeship 
was authorized upon consolidation. 

o Statute, .provided for increase effective July I, 1974. . ' 
P The sOutherly portion of Ramona JUstice Court District consolidated with EI <:4ion Municipal Court District on January 29, 1976;; ' .. 
q The northerly portion of Ramona Justice Court District consOlidated with North County Municipal Court District on January 29, Hl16. . 
r A portion of the Sun Diego, Municipal Court District consolidated with the new Scilth Bay Municipal Court District on July I, 1975. The number of judgeships was reduced by two. 
S Coronado and !IOational Justice Court Districts and a portion of the San Diego Municipal Court Distri'.t consOlidated to bec.ome the South Bay Municipal Court District on July I, 1975. Two 

j\ldgeships were authorized upon consolidation. Slatute provided for two additional judgeshlp~ effective January I, 1976, . 
t First, SeCond, Third, Fourth, and Fifth Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Sun Luis Obispo County Municipal Court District on January 6, 1975. Statute provided for an increase 

from two to three effective January I, 1976. 
U Lompoc Justice Court District became Lompoc Municipal Cour! District on Janu3l'Y 1. 1976.'. . ',' . . . I 

\. Dixon Justice Court District consolidated with Fairfield.Suisu"~V~Cavi\[e Municipal Court District and became theNorthem Solano Municipal Court District on January 1,1976. An additional 
judgeship was authorized upon consolidation. . ' " 

wBenicia Justice Court District coIlS'!lidated with Vallejo Municipal Cot/it District on July 3. 1975. , .' " .:, 
l Ceres Justice Court District consolidated ,with Modesto Municipal Court District on January 7, 1975~ Two additional judgeships were authorized upon eonsqlidation. 
l' Bulle and Yuba Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the SuU~rCounty Municipal Court District on January IS, 1976; . , " 
Z Porte"ille Justice .. Court District becam~ Porienille M,unicipal Court District on November 28',1974, .. • 



TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
FEI,lONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS too 

'Fiset;1 Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Totlll' , Total Dispositions Dispositions alter trial 
filings: dispositions before ,rial {/ncorllested matters Contested matters 

County /HId judicl'aI distnct 1!l75-76 19'14-75 1!l75-76 J!l74-75 1!l75-76 1!l74-75 1!7l5-76 1!l74-75 J!l75-76 J!l74-75 

State Total .......................................................................... 94,998 96,092 80,149 67,681 35,479 27,658 40,732 38,140 3,938 1,683 

Alameda: 
Alameda .......................................................... , .................•.. 246 256 142 59 114 59 Z1 0 1 (J 

i Berkeley·A1bany ................................................................ 962 1,065 792 579 223 11rT 568 374 1 18 
Fremont·Newark·Union City ........................................ 513 414 164 186 80 31 51 141 53 14 
Uvennore·Plensantona .........•............... , ..... ' .................... .:;00 351 370 241 ~15 128 138 112 17 1 

~ Oakland·Piedmont ............................................................ 3,711 3.553 3.188 2,029 1,773 594 1,358 1,435 57 0 
San Leandro-Hayward .................................................... 1.439 1,351 1.077 810 643 219 236 454 198 137 

~ Buttc: 
Chico .................................................................................... 268 234 247 201 134 lOS 113 92 0 4 

Contra Costa:' ~ 
Delta .................. , ........................ , .......... ; ... h ....... ,~ ............... 267 250 235 423 73 272 134 129 28 22 0 
Mt. Diablo .......................................................................... 555 486 427 398 145 1&5 213 136 69 77 

.., 
Richmond ............................................................................ 688 706 614 512 226 133 302 309 86 70 g Walnut Creek·Dnnville .................................................... 198 205 176 1118 55 72 97 76 24 20 
West ............ ,.! .......................................................... , ............ 268 34 83 79 8 22 71 56 4 1 

i Frcsno: 
Fresno ....................................... ! .......................... 1 ............... 2,366 2.324 1,967 1,469 1,244 938 621 490 102 43 

Humboldt: 
Eureka, ............................................. , ... \ ........................ , ..... 605 716 636 493 435 325 178 155 23 13 

Imperilll: 
Imperial County" .............................................................. 451 0 356 0 216 0 112 0 28 0 

Kern: 
Bnk~rsfield •••.•. h ................... h ••••• ! .............. ! .................... \ ••• 1,486 1,577 1,357 1.1&5 1.008 809 257 323 92 53 

Los Angeles: 
A~hilJllbra ~ .................................. t ....................... \u ............... 333 297 299 240 64 19 234 219 1 2 
Antclope, ............................................................................. 130 176 120 129 26 19 IrT 108 7 2 
Beverly Hills ...................................................................... 326 427 323 366 41 69 ,272 271 10 26 
Burbank , ............................... " ............ , ............................... 238 27t 165 235 35 29 104 174 26 32 

,) 



Citros ................................... m .. -. ......... -. ... m ........ ' ... m ...... .. 

Compton ........................................................................... . 
Culver ................................................................................ .. 
Downey ............................................................................. . 
East Los Angeles ............................................................. . 
Glendale ............................................................................ .. 
Inglewood ......................................................................... . 
l.Jing Beach ....................................................................... . 
Los Angeles ...................................................................... .. 
Los Cerritos ....... ; ............................................................... . 
Malibu' ............................................................................. . 
Newhall... ............................................................................ . 
Pnsadena ..... ! .... , .................................................. ~ ............... . 
Pomona .............................................................................. .. 
Rio Hondo· .............................................................. ; ....... .. 
San Antonio" ........... , ......................................................... . 
Santa Anita ........................................................... , .......... .. 
Santa Monica ....................................... , ................ : ........ : .. .. 

~~!~e~r.··:~~r:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
South Gate" ...................................................................... .. 
Whiltier; ........................................................................... .. 

Marin: 
Cenlral ............................................................................... . 

Monterey: 
Monterey·Qumel... ......................................................... .. 
Salinas ............................................................................... .. 

Napa: 
Napa·St. Helena·Calistoga· .......................................... .. 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ........................................ ;: ....... , 
North Orange County ................................................... . 
Orilnge County Harbor ................................................ .. 
South Orange County .................................................... .. 
West Orange County .................................... ,., .............. . 

Riverside: 

992 
1.64.~, 
180~\ 
591 \\ 

,810 ,\:' 
2dB 
960 

1,302 
14.257 

405 
no 
268 
763 
449 
1114 
398 
207 
424 
955 
1125 
268 
567 

784 

671 
721 

200 

1,934 
1,744 

535 
298 

1,427-< 

Corona .................................................................. , ........... r. ' '212 
Desert ................................................................ , •. ,.............. ,,644 
Mt. San Jacinto • ....... m' ................................... :................. 204 
Riverside .. ,......................................................................... 1,395 

Sacramenta, -, 
Sac:rarnento ...... _ .. _ ........... ..,.. .... , ..... ~ ....... " ......................... ~!~~ 5,406 

1,1OB 
1,863 

204 
656 
677 
359 
923 

1,015 
15,822 

454 
165 
256 
790 
327 

(; 1124 
619 
225 
360 

1,055 
o 

:m 
722 

839 

,617 
~ 

o 

1,810 
1,685 

673 
252 

1,1150 

306 
822 
60 

1,960 

4,360 

't] 

931 
1,627 

163 
525 
141 
263 
627 
860 

1U'lO 
370 
92 

149 
667 
:l43 
425 
437 
177 
:l65 
921 
488 
262 
507 

682 

695 
584 

104 

1,714 
1,604 

620 
242 

1,448 

184 
,363 

154 
1,206 

1,093 
1,576 

159 
411 
562 
323 
657 
821 

13,880 
300 
151 
89 

563 
275 
400 
562" 
236 
287 
930 

o 
322 
593 

538 
559 

1,095 
89i 
467 
221 
910 

216 
375 
,23 

1,400 

459 
342 
37 

163 
95 
62 

186 
35 

1,780 
60 
15 
40 
98, 
52 
87 

102 
22 
86 

215 
85 
39 
94 

238 

303 
188 

51 

1,285 
1,254 

409 
101 

1,005 

103 
183 
91 

841 

3,505 

721 
395 

19 
106 
125 
59 

157 
41 

3,097 
46 
71 
16 

172 
33 
88 
99 
52 
54 

242 
o 

62 
99 

178 

276 
159 

o 

159 i 

642 
:lOB 
too 
513 

91 
190 
21 

834 

1,767 

467 
1,137 

122 
356 
619 
184 
529 
799 

10,336 
292 
75 

100 
586 
252 
219 
1'.!16 
151 
263 
686 
372 
191 

,399 

378 

331 
39'2 

50 

485 
260 

71 
117 
:m 

61 
165 

19 
357 

1,039 

363 
1,164 

138 
294 
413, 
2M 
450 
162 

10,721 
330 

84 
00 

382 
234 
302 
449 
179 
210 
641 

o 
244 
494 

262, 
378 

o 

306 
194 
123 
105 
359 

115 
174 

o 
500 

783 

5 
146 

4 
6 

27 
17 

112 
26 

114 
18 
2 
9 
3 

39 
119 
39 
4 

16 
2D 
31 
32 
14 

<) 61 
24 

3 

4 
90 

140 
24 
86 

2D 
15 
44 
~ 

102 

]) 
17 
2 

11 
24 
2D 
50 
18 
62 
22 

1~ (r' ~ 
10 t"' 
14 " 
5 

23 
47 
o 

16 
o 

17 

~ ~ 
16 ,-, 
38 

10, 
II 
2 

86 

,~, 
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TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Cont!nued 

FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
Fiscal. Yea .... 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Tow Tow Dispositions Dispositions sRer trial 
RlinRS clispositions before trial Uncontested matters Contested matters 

County iAnd judicial district 1975-16 1911-7lJ 1975-16 1914-7lJ 1915-16 1914-7lJ 1975-16 1914-7lJ 1975-16 1914-7lJ 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardin" County .................................................. 3,910 3.720 3,561 2,988 2$1 1.722 1.130 1.168 194 98 

San Diego: 
El CaJon" ............................................................................ &51 896 742 589 459 306 223 9Z1 60 46 
North County' .................................................................. 1,360 2,350 1~ 1,535 774 1.066 431 417 49 52 

~ San Diego· .......................................................................... 5,672 5,266 4,355 3,595 2,141 1.721 1,919 1.790 295 84 
South Bay' ........................................................................ 355 0 160 0 43 0 &5 0 32 0 

San Francisco: ~ 
San Francisco .................................................................... 5,404 6,265 4,819 3,253 z:m 1,451 2,434 1,789 lOB 13 (") 

San Joaquin: ~ LodL ..................................................................................... ' 177 288 173 188 79 67 86 106 8 15 
Manteca·Rlpon·Esculon·Tracy ...................................... 321 454 303 249 199 u't &5 107 19 25 ~ Stockton .............................................................................. 1,382 1,569 1,448 908 893 424 519 4B2 36 2 

0 
San Luis Obispo, "l 

San Luis Obispo County' .............................................. S99 378 468 U2 347 52 121 60 0 0 g 
San Mateo: 

Central ................................................................................ 636 589 430 372 163 137 246· W 19 8 d 
Norlhern .............................................................................. 749 801 324 299 141 U9 169 160 14 20 

~ SOilthern .............................................................................. 1,028 1,183 823 660 472 320 307 329 44 U 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· .............................................................................. 34 0 29 0 2 0 'n 0 0 0 
Santa Barbara·Goleta ...................................................... 616 734 461 434 217 230 230 202 ~i/,. 2 
Santa Maria ........................................................................ 250 238 216 161 46 67 137 45 ~'~ < 29 

Santa Clara: 
Los Catos·Campbell·Soratnga ........................................ 'nl Zl9 249 192 118 81 129 UO 2 1 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ................................................ 553 555 448 443 1&5 147 267 Zl9 14 17 
San Jose-Milpitas ................................................................ 3,588 3,361 2,874 2,457 1,109 1,161 1,603 1,226 162 70 
Santa Clara ........................................................................ 439 Zl4 316 262 48 135 216 120 52 7 
Sunnyvale-Cupertirio ........................................ ~ .............. 412 419 320 300 100 lOB 217 191 3 1 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County .......................................................... 1,163 1,006 921 720 542 294 360 418 19 8 

/) 



J 

Solano: 
Northern Solano' .............................................................. 740 661 1123 2S1 401 156 68 90 54 11 
Yallejo-Benlciao ........................................................................... 635 661 478 435 324 Z78 91 131 63 26 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ................................................................ 1,045 837 789 723 395 399 301 321 Z7 3 

Stanislaus: 
Modest,," ............................................................................ 1~ 1,626 1,030 1,091 585 644 345 395 120 

Sutter: 
Sutter County" .................................................................. 120 0 75 0 U 0 0 0 64 

Tulare: 
Porterville' ........................................................................ 349 198 313 140 168 97 109 30 36 
Visalia .................................................................................. 304 401 l!91 199 101 81 109 102 75 

52 

0 I 
13 ~ 16 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................ , ....................................... 1,686 2,331 1,524 1,241 501 :l53 974 761 43 

" 
• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

~ 
l!1 0 

0 '"Z1 

@ 
.(:%l 

~ 

~ 
I' 

~I 



n 

0 

TABLE 3O-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 
[Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors by 17b PC] 

ToW ToW Disposibons 
filings disposibons before tnill 

Dispositions .ner trial 
Uncontested Contested 

matters matten 
OJUnI]'(Jqdjudiezill district 1!1TS-76 1971-7$ 1!1TS-16 1971-7$ 1!1TS-16 1971-7$ 1!1TS-16 1971-7$ 1!1TS-16 1971-7$ 

State Total ", .............. ,., .......................................................................... 541.712 525,89~ 499.663 484,942 483,845 471,967 5,259 2,383 10,559 10,592 

Alameda: 
Alameda ................................................................................................ 1,366 1,359 1.170 968 1,136 932 6 12 2B 24 
Berkeley-Albany .................................................................................. 3.103' 3,699 2,850 2,533 2,515 2,336 243 154 92 43 
Fremont-Newark-Union City ............................................................ 2,875 3,075 2,487 2,274 2,241 2,009 77 120 149 145 
Livermore-Pleasanton" .............................. : ....................................... 1.865 1,284 1,560 1.605 1,499 1,319 2B 64 33 222 
Oakllind-Piedmont .............................................................................. 12,541 9.884 11,590 8,072 11,282 7.788 120 82 ~P$ 202 
San Le""dro-Hayward ....................................... " ............................... 6,397 6,353 5,900 4,999 5,313 4,558 401 343 186 98 

.' 
Ilutte: 

\\ 

Chfco ............................................... " ..................................................... 1,224 1,588 1,208 1.604 1.114 1,513 12 0 82 91 

Contra Costa: 
Delt ........ , .................................................................................... , ......... 2,462 2,450 2,390 3.154 2,321 3.085 26 37 43 32 
MI. Diablo .. , ........................................................................................... 3,584 4,145 3.948 4,335 3,821 4,230 42 22 65' 63 
Richmond ...... : ................................................................... : ................... 3,271 3,864 2,869 2,924 2,788 2,830 13 6 88 88 
Walnut Creek-Danville , ................................ ; ................................... 2,~ 2,139 1,950 2,496 1.861 2,414 40 20 49 62 
West ........................................................................................................ 2.988 2,789 2,020 2,600 1,926 2,499 19 2 75 99 

Fresno: 
Fresn9 , ...... j ............................................................................................ 6.492 6,203 5,551 5,201 5.429 5,107 22 100 93 

Humboldt, 
Eurek ........................................... , ......................................................... 1.440 1,384 1.442 1.488 1.409 1.460 6 5 27 23 

Imperial: 
Imperial County" ................................................................ : ............... 1.801 0 1,341 O~, 1.179 0 119 0 43 0 

Kern: 
Bakersfield ............................................................................................ 11,124 9.103 11.735 10,603 11,588 10,339 18 38 129 226 • 

Los Ar.geles: 
Alhambra .............................................................................................. 2,873 2,035 2,678 1,892 2,439 1,826 184 1 55 65 
Antelope ......................................... , ...................................................... 1.632 1.747 1.643 1.662 1,564 1,561 21 3 58 98 
Beverly Hills, ...... , ................................................................................. 2,461 2,242 2,217 1,981 2,010 1,657 43 5 164 119 
Burbank ........................... : ...................................................................... 1.817 1,962 1.667 2,038 1.632. 2,011 II 6 24 21 

§ .... 
(") 

~ 
(") 
0 

~ 
'?,:, 

Q 
t"" 
0 
." 

g 
Cl 

~ 



Citrus ...................................................................................................... 7,818 7,300 7,600 7,050 7,385 6,829 31 6. 253 215 
Compton ................................................................................................ 10,996 7,558 7,928 7,294 7,728 7,046 6411 71 136 177 o 
Culver ............. ; ...................................................................................... 2,089 1,5.3 1,920 1,360 1,863 1,304 . 10 19 47 37 
Downey ... i' ..................................................................... n •••••••••••••••••••••• 4,402 4,602 4,369 4,373 4,239 4,142 91 141 39 90 

~~~,~~.~ .. ~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 4,512 4,776 'J 3,762 4,303 3,616 4,212 82 ·,30 64 610 
2,3fJ7 2,448 2,767 2,679 2,652 2poT 17 \\19 sa 93 

Inglew.,.;Id .............................................................................................. 9,090 8,377 7,!lB9 7,855 6,870 7,712 200 56 199 67 
Long Beach .......................................................................................... 14,236 11,796 12,340 10,478 12,001 10,167' 164 51 152 260 
Los Angeles .................. , ....................................................................... U16,097 106,817 96,838 92,568 95,093 90,945 464 279 1,281 1,344 
Los Cerritos ........................................................................................... 3,793 3,601 3,833 3,509 3,726 3,400 30 0 77 89 

~~~t~i·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::t~:::::: 1,954 2.236 2,004 2,198 1,947 2,098 24 36 33 64 
2,085 1,843 1,675 1,618 1,620' 1,546 7 2 48 .0 

Pasadena ........................................................ ; ....................................... 4,374 4,344 4,082 3,485 3,760 3,243 67 57 255 185 
Pomona .................................................. ~ ............................................... 4,455 3,439 2,933 3,735 2,798 3,636 26 21 109 78' 
Rio Hondo· ............................................................................................ 4,344 4,080 4,166 3,673 4,rm 3,538 23 14 66 121 
San Antonio· ........................................................................................ 3,554' 6,025 3,425 5,236 3,270 5,067 28 21 127 150 
Santa Anita ............................................................................................ 1,71:1 1,611 1,431 i:: 1';117 1,388 0 O. 114 901 
Santa Monica ........................................................................................ 3,757 3,707 3,477 3,331 3,4S1 58 11 88 79 
South BaJl .............................................................................................. 12,145 10,934 10,621 9,382 10,200 9,103 65 50 336 229 
Southeastll 

" ............................................................................................. 4lJ17 0 4,371 0 4,244 0 43 0 64 0 
South Gat,,') .......................................................................................... 1,750 3,200 1,632 3,043 1,600 :: 2.-<114 11 1 21 68 
Whittier .................................... , ............................................................. 5,133 4,988 4,353 4,608 4,142 4,268 \::,:, 31, 0 180 340 

Marin: 
Central .................................................................................................... 4,181 6,09..3 4,620 5,619 4,539 5,560 22 13 59 46 

Monterey: • \1 
Monterey·CanneJ..:: ........................................................................... .', 2,817 2,732 2,721 2,701 2,569 2,569 7 3 145 122 
Salinas· .................................................................................................. 2,472 2,710 2,463 2,860 2,362 2,774 37 23 64 63 

Napa: 
'Napa·St. Helena·CaIistoga· ........................ , ....................................... 914 0 904 0 860 0 22 0 22 0 

';':',j 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .................................................................... 18,709 16,796 18,456 15,335 18,l!33 15,179 83 44 142 132 
North Orange County ........................................................................ 12.927 10,911 12,265 10,585 12,005 1O,4U!I 32 4 148 172 
Orange County Harbor ...................................................................... 9,701 8,700 8,283 \1- 8,385 8,049 &.332 189 :i 45 5Q 
South Orange County ....................................................... _ ............... 5,s.W 4,214 5,138 3,395 5,067 3.3-'H 6 2 95 42 
West Orange County.; ..................................................................... , .. 13,7:;aj] 13,620 12.311 12,809 12,157 12,683 26 0 ,v 128 126 

D 

Riverside: 'J ;:::J[) "" 
COrona ....... ~ ..................... t. ............................................ , .............. ~,. .... !!. 2,!fi,,,1~ 3,OIJ3 2,779 3,040 2,716 3,007 3 1 60 32 
Desert a ........................................................... ; ................................... ~ .. I) 5,924 " 3,943 5,004 3,423 4,895 3,358 19 1 90 64 '0" 
Mt. San Jacinto ................................................................................... 1,7630 582 1,823. 535 1,503 533 135 0 185 2 
Riverside ................... ! ........ , •• ; ................................................................ " 7,280 7,121 7,271 7,059 7,150 6,676 11 

, 
13 113' pO <::J 

Sacramento: 
SacraIllento .......................................... : ..................... ~ ................... ~~;, .... ~ .!O,952 1~,555 11,614 15,002 11,461 14,627 4 2 149 173 

0 

\J '0. 
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TABLE 3O-CAlIFOR.NIA MUNICIPAL COUIRTS-Contlnued 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 

Fiscel Years 1974-75. and 1975-76 

[Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors by 17b PC] 

ToW ToW Disposl7ioDs 
Rlina:r ~tiOIl1 before IrUI 

County IDdjutlicUJ district J~16 1971-75 J~16 J!I!I-75 J~16 J!I!I-75 

San Bernardino: 
San Bern.rdino County .............................. "' .... "' ...................... "' ... 14.02.7 10.400 12,229 10.709 11,837 10,<WO 

San Diego: 
EI O\jon· ........................ ; ........................................ '" ............................ 4,395 4,995 4,775 4,82.2 4,646 4,622 
North CoUl1ty • .................................................................................... 6,216 6,686 5,799. 6,169 S;m 5,812 
San Diego· ............................................................................................ 2:l,346 34,518 23,811 31,379 22,779 30,137 
South Bay' ....... ; .................................................................................... 3,7SO 0 2,030 0 1,855 0 

:"/ 
San Fr.ncisco: 

San Francisco ....................................................................................... 16,243 25,182 •· •• .>,613 25,667 16,298 25,493 

San Joaquin: 
Lodl. ................ ; ...................................................................................... I.~IO 1,598 1,197 1,517 1,167 1,488 
l'Jantcca·Ripon·Escalon·Tracy .......... , ............................................... 1,446 1,268 1.475 1,799. 1,4t'7 1,693 
Stockton ................................................................................................ 8.886 7,334 7,396 6,489 7,341 6,~00 

San Lui. Obispo: 
San L~is ObiSpo County· ................................................................ 3,192 1,464 2,964 1,085 2,8Irl 1,067 

San M.teo: 
Central .................................................................................................... 1,688 1,714 1,975 1,938 1,909 1,894 
Northern ...................................................... , ................................. : ....... 3,529 2,971 3,184 3,142 3,100 3,099 
Southern ............................................................................... , ................ 2,680 1,903 3,518 1,865 3,234 1,790 

Sant. narbara: 
I..O,rnpoc· ................ I+j ............................... ; ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 423 0 431 0 389 0 
Sant. B.rbara·COlata ............... , .......................................................... 1,435 6.692 6,284 3,803 6,204 3,753 
.Santa Marla .................................................................... , ..................... 1,187 1,315 1,637 1,305 1,602 1,251 

Santa. Clar.: 
Los Galos·Carnpbell-Saratogii .......................................................... 1,379 1,465 1,567 1,050 1,521 1,004 
Palo Alto-Mountain VieW ..................... , ............................................ 2,636 3,2OB 2,531 2,980 2,479 2,858 
San !ose-Mllplt .................................................................................. ,. 11,096 10,980 9,389 10,015 9,063 9,819 
Santa Clar ............................................................................................. 1,071 B57 1.060 953 1,039 932 
Sunnyvolc-Cupertino .............................................................. , ........... 1,559 1,453 1,371 1,280 1,300 1,180 

Santa Cruz: 
Santo Cruz Cq~nt)' .•.. : ............................ , ............. 1 •• 1 ••••• ..... f •••••••••••••• ;. 5,553 5,359 5,094 '4,428 4,937 4,240 

,~ , 

',: 

n /7 

DispositiotiJ'. trW 
UDCMtested Ccol!!stet/ 

/DIffers /DIffers 

J~16 J!I!I-75 J~76 J!I!I-75 

SO 25 312 244 

8 16 121 184 

§ 35 99. 310 335 
ISO 99 912 1,143 -90 0 85 0 

~ 
166 18 149 156 g 

Z 
1 9 29 2:0 0 43 15 25 14 l:'" 

14 15 41 74 0 .., 
8 0 69 18 g 

~ 12 1 54 43 
15 10 69 33· 

175 24 I()-J 51 > 
31 0 11 0 
0 0 SO 50 

17 2 18 52 

99. 0 24 46 
18 21 34 101 

102 12 224 184 
2 3 19 18 

12 1 59 99 

51 33 106 155 



f.? 

Solano: 
Northern Solano" ............................................................................... . 
V,ulejo-Benicla" •........•. ~ ..................................................................... .. 

1,966 1,582 
1,889 1,591 

1,817 1,534 1,740 1,478 16 8 61 48 
1,908 1,616 1,762 1,446, 26 23 120 141 

5onoma: 
Sonoma COunty ..... , .............. ::li. ................................................. ,.:: ... . 

Stanislaus: ;?.-

6,400 5,rn7 6,487 3,394 6,049 5,339 389 6 49 49 

Modesto· ............................................. , .............................................. .. 3,661 2,669 3,001 3,080 3,497 2,973 9 28 101 79 

Sutter: 
Sutter County" ................................................................................... . 

Tulare: 

~?~t~~;~.~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

315 0 

1,639 
r/ 

678 
1,639 1,871 

244 0 $ ,0 80 0 95 O. ~ 

~ 
1,571 684 1,533 673 11 2 27 9 
1,385 1,568 1,325 ,!,481 0 43 50, 44 ~' \:;;:-, 

Ventura: 
Ve';tura County ................................................................................. . 10,645 12,524 

0 
9,543 12,079 9,284 il,817 23 32 236 230 ., ~ 

0 
• For, explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on. Table 28. "'l 

" 
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/~ 

TABLE(~A:'CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NONTRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year 1975-76· 
(Excludes felonie!l reduced to misdemeanors by 17b PC) 

Croul!. A Misdemeanors Croul!. B Mise/emeanon Infmetfons 
Counl»and Tolal Total Disp.JSitions Total Total Dispositions Total Tolal Dispositions 

J/ldldill Distncl Filillg; Dispos .lfter Trial FUing; Dispos Aller Trial FIling; Dispos Aller Trial 

\' St.te Total ................ 315,831 286,299 12,129 200,631 191,800 3,142 25,250 21,564 547 , 
) 

Alameda: 
Alamed ..................... 655 702 22 545 429 12 66 39 0 
Berkeley-Albany .... 2,202 2,133 295 855 616 35 46 101 5 
Fremont-Newark. 

Union City ........ 2,495 2,015 130 379 437 93 15 3 
Livermore-

Pleasanton b 1,616 1,322 49 143 115 7 106 123 5 
Oakland· Piedmont 8,215 7,457 269 4.326 4,133 39 0 0 0 
San Leandro-

Hayward .......... 5,279 3.745 407 I,ll, 2,144 180 11 0 

Butte: 
Chico ........................ 645 716 13 127 109 8 452 3B3 13 

Contr. Cost.: 
Delta .......................... 1,013 1,035 34 1,447 1,353 35 2 2 0 
Mt. DUtblo ................ 1,924 2,292 91 1,656 1,651 35 4 5 1 
Richmond ................ 1,788 1,533 72 1,418 1,336 29 5 0 0 
Walnut Creek· 

Danville ............ 893 656 62 1,1!l4 1,085 23 9 !l 4 
West .......................... 1,256 1,071 66 1,614 843 27 118 106 1 

Fresno: 
Fresno ...................... 4,353 3,756 121 1,863 1,648 276 147 0 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ............ , ......... 769- 750 23 629 640 5 49 52 5 

Imperial: 
Imperial County b .. 875 591 93 919 745 69 7 5 0 

Kern: 
Bakersfield .............. 5,915 6,124 113 3,217 3,630 34 1,992 1,981 0 

Los Angeles; 
Alh.mbr ................... 2,100 1,893 164 568 764 75 5 21 0 
Antelope .................. 1,485 1,469 56. 147 154 23 0 0 0 
Beverly Hills ............ 1,228 1,591 178 1,233 592 28 0 :l4 1 
Burbank .................... 1,127 9!l4 25 690 672 10 0 1 0 
Citrus ........................ 6,112 5,836 232 641 911 23 1,065 922 29 
COmpl,,!I .................. 6,195 4,238 196 3,426 2,645 4 1,375 1,045 0 
Culver City ............... 1,098 983 29 863 641 20 lOB 9!l, 8 
Downey .................... 2.814 2,644 100 1,588 1,725 30 0 0 0 
East Los Angeles .... 3,019 2,035 105 1,493 1,727 41 0 0 0 
Glendale .................. 1,323 1,785 'T1 982 974 30 2 8 8 
Inglewood ................ 5,893 4,543 256 2,941 2,636 95 256 '110 68 
.Long Be.ch .............. 6,941 6,056 312 7,295 6,£84 24 0 0 0 
.Los Angeles .............. 55,514 47,524 1,642 44,993 45,826 84 5,590 3,488 19 
Los Cerritos ............ 2,640 2,m 93 1,153 1,156 14 0 0 0 
Malibu ...................... B68 914 41 1,066 1,090 16 0 0 0 
Newh.II .................... 1,205, ".( 908 40 880 767 15 0 0 0 
Pasadena .................. 3,085 ( .2,6:14 263 1,289 1,416 41 0 32 18 
Pomona .... 'b ........... :, 2,606 1,936 125 1,649 996 10 0 1 0 
Rio Hondo b ........... 2,700 2,290 76 1,629 1,873 13 15 3 0 
San Anlonlo .......... 2,157 2,071l " 144 1,397 1,344 11 0 3 0 
Santa Anit ............... 1,2018 1,016 94 465 415 20 0 0 0 

~:;....~ Santa Monica .......... 1.532 1,837 102 859 743 14 1,368 897 30 
South B.~ ................ 4,810 4,3ro 290 7,335 6,318 III 0 0 0 
Southeast b.

Jj 
............. 2,422 2,388 " 121':. 2,555 1,983 6 0 0 0 

South G.le ............. 930 822 23 820 807 7 0 3 2 

\fi Whittier .................... 3,362 2,669 185 1,771 1,684 46 0 0 0 

(t. 
c.' 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA'MUNICIPALCOURT8-Colltinued 
NONTRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year 1975-76· 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors by 17b PC) 

Crou.e A Mktieme.IIJOI$ Croue. B Mi!deme.IIJOI$ lnIiIcIions 
County.",} ToW ToW J)jspositiOlU ToW ToW Dispositions ToW ToIRl Disposi/iGD$ 

Judid81 Distrkt F'i/iogs lJispos Aller TriU 1'1liIlp DIspos AherTriU F'i/iogs /)jspQr After 1naI 
Marln; 

Centrul ...................... 1,692 1,786 61 526 591 14 1.963 2,237 6 

Monterey: 
Mo.ntergy-Carmel .. 1,733 1,860 120 943 B82 25 141 119 7 
Salmns ..................... J.659 1,740 90 813 721 11 0 2' 0 

Napa: 
Napa-St. Hele~a-

Calistoga , ....... 464 487 29 450 413 15 0 4 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange 

County .............. Il.884 11,734 171 6.573 6:425 52 252 299 2 
North Orange 

County .............. 8,869 7,69..2 163 4,058 4,643 17 0 0 0 
9r!,"ge County 

. Harbor .............. 4,400 3,370 54 5,295 4.913 ISO 0 0 0 
South Orange 

County .............. 20378 2!;62 01 3.450 2,613 '34 0·' 13 0 
West Orange 

," County .............. 7,651 7;JJY'J. 124 5.095 4,416 25 787 693 4 

Riverside! 

~:~:b·:::::::::::::::::::: 564 755 31 2,072 1,980 26 39 41 0 
2.995 2,298 77 2,404 2,307 ZI 525 :199 5 

Mt. San Jacinlo b .... 750 799 184 1,013 1,024. 136 0 0 Q 
Riverside .................. 4,291 4,3.;7 U3 2,103 2.046 7 886 871 4 

Sacrsmento: 
Sacramento .............. 8,387 9,155 135 2,565 2,459 18 0 0 0 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino 

County .............. 6.803 6,320 293 7,125 5,735 !J9 96 174 0 

San Diego: 
EI Cajon b ...... b ........ 3,36/1 3,249 98 925 1,253 :30 102 243 1 
North Coucty ...... 4,126 3.974 290 " 1,355 1,112 44 735 636 11 
San Diego

b 
.............. 16.148 13.402 880 9,198 10.401 210 0 2 2 

South Bay .............. 2,639 1,289 129 1,135 741 46 6 0 0 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .......... 11.011 H,558 290 4.340 4,457 25 B92 598 0 

San Joaquin: 
Ladi ............................ 866 /~!'P 13 297 364 13 47 55 4 
Manteca-Ripon-

i!J Escalon-Tracy .. 1,042' l.~ 48 359 364 15 45 94 5 
Stockton .......... ~L .... 3,515 3:W 45 5,373 4,169 10 0 0 0 

""),) 
v 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo ,I' 

Countyb ................ 1.841 1,45:\ 50 1,551 1,511 ZI 0 0 il 
() 

San Mateo: 
Central ............. :" ...... 1,392 1.686 61 186 213 3 1:30 76 2 
Northern .................. 2,294 2,366 72 1,229 771 11 6 27 1 
Southern .................. 1,239 1,223 46 1,238 1,054 42 U13 1,241 196 

Santa nar~ra: 
Lompoc .................. 171 210 36 252 221 6 0 0 0 
&lnta Barbara-

JI Goleta ................ 3,243 2,936 75 2,925 2,344 5 1,267 1,004 0 
Santa Maria .............. 707 S98 24 480 739 It 0 0 0 

(.1 

xi:' <:,-,:; 
'l' 

'" 
, 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
NONTRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year 1975-76' 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors by 17b PC) 
~A~ Graue. B MistJemeMnon In!nctions 

Coun/y1lJiJ ToW ToW Disposi/ion.t ToW ToW Dispositions ToW ToW Dispositions 

JucIidJ District FiJirJp /JispM AJmr Trial FiJirJp /JispM Mer Trial FiJirJp /JispM AJmr TrW 

Santa Clara: 
Los Gatos· 

Campbell· 
0 Sar.toga ............ 974 1,101 29 257 426 17 148 40 

Palo Alto-Mountain 
View ...................... 1,576 1,549 42 258 246 10 802 736 0 

S.n Jose·Milpitas .... 8,552 7,034 260 1,702 2,258 42 842 99 24 
Sant. Cl.ra .............. 931 909 17 139 151 4 1 0 0 
Sunnyvale· 

Cupertino ........ 1,207 1,059 50 268 270 18 84 42 3 

Santa Cruz: 
Sant. Cruz County 2,705 2,471 93 836 731 29 2,012 1,892 35 

Solano: 
. Northern Solang b .. 1,686 1,526 66 265 2B2 11 15 9 0 

Vallejo-Benici. .; .. 1,318 1,316 102 571 592 44 0 0 0 

Sonoma: 
Sonom. County ...... 3,155 3,298 215 3,135 3,103 220 110 66 3 

Stanisl.us: 
Modesto b .................. 2,209 2,484 97 1,448 1,122 13 4 0 

Sutter: 
Sutter County b ...... 233 181 140 B2 63 35 0 0 0 

Tul.re: 
P6rterville b ............ 789 B55 34 850 703 2 0 13 2 
Visnli ......................... 975 686 46 684 499 14 0 0 0 

Venlur.: 
Ventura County ...... 6,893 6,336 194 3,538 3,095 55 214 112 10 

• The Summary Report Form (2-A) was revised July I, 1975 to permit collect;on of ilontraffic filings and dispositions by 
Group A and Group B Misdemeanors and Nonlraffic Infr.ctions .... two':year comparison of these categories will be 
presented next year. Some examples of Group A Misdemeanors are: Battery (242 PC), Disturbing the Peace (415 PC), 
Disorderly Conduct (647 PC), Joy Ride (499 b PC) and Trespass (602 PC). Group B Misdemeanors include Fish IX 
Game violations,lntoxication and city and county ordinances. Nonlr3ffic infractions are also city and county ordinances 
specified as infractions. 

b For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on table 28. 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPALCOURTS-Continued to 
SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS (excludes· Parking! ~ 

Fiscal Years 1!174-"75 and '1975-76 
/Jispmi/iom AIrer 1iUI 

ToIIJ ToIIJ IJiJpmi/iom 1I11COi11eded Coolt!sted JuveDile 
F1liDJrs /Jispmiiiam /Wore 1iUI J6tters M6tters Orr/er.r" 

O>unly 6IJd Judir:UI District /~T6 /97/-75 /~16 /971-75 /~T6 /97/-75 /~76 /97/-75 /~16 /97/-75 /~16 /97/-75 

Downey ............................................................ 35,540 35.849 36,505 36.704 35,929 38.112 112 81 464 SH 0 0 
East Los Angeles ............................................ 44.47.5 44.019 37.68.5 37,571 36.603 37.010 658 225 424 335 0 0 
Clendale ............................................................ 205.781 23,98.5 24.9.54 23.007 24,3.55 22,636 177 30 421 341 1 0 
Inglewood ........................................................ .51.110 46.901 46.824 4.5.0.52 4.5,596 43,296 611 880 617 876 0 0 
Long Be.ch ...................................................... 75 • .536 74.316 71,658 69,840 69,304 68,38.5 1,115 73 1,232 1,179 5 3 
Los Angeles ...................................................... 789.149 842.400 689.722 696,571 668.863 681.029 3,873 755 16,986 14.787 0 0 § Los Cerritos ...................................................... 35.734 38,520 34.420 37.102 33.768 36.177 40 0 592 859 0 66 
Malibu .............................................................. ;. 24.140 24,584 22.909 21.762 22,547 21,276 42 94 320 392 0 0 .... 
Newhall.. ............................................................ 26.793 33,374 24.~9 32,000 24.+17 31,266 266 322 246 412 0 0 ~ Pasadena ............................................................ 4.5.009 43.933 ~,213 43.639 34,074 42,609 149 131 968 899 2 0 
Ponlona ................. , ....................................... : .... 31.627 40,296 30,976 37.173 30,390 36,584 65 2 521 fIJ1 0 0 (') 
Rio Honc\o· ...................................................... 41.038 47.660 33,578 44.747 32,862 44.132 2059 49 457 566 0 0 0 
San /o.ntonio· ................... , ............................. 20.40.5 33,760 19,842 31,040 19.738 30.781 7 5 .97 254 0 0 ~ Santa Anita ...... , .................. ::: ..... t ........ , ........... 15,599 14,204 1.5.777 12,762 15,229 12,398 23 22 525 362 0 0 
Sarit. Monic ..................................................... 24,34.5 18,915 23,()89 17.765 21.731 16.747 651 559 5fJ7 459 0 0 Q 
South n.y .......................................................... 77.9.54 75.881 74,987 71.313 71,930 68.824 779 72 2,278 2,417 0 0 l"" 
Southeast" ........................................................ 24.136 0 24.398 0 24.192 0 5 0 201 0 0 0 ~ South C.te a .................................................... 10.865 12,682 9.709 11;:l98 9.458 11.3~ 68 2 185 201 0 0 
Whittier ............................................................ 43.713 40,522 41.104 37.423 39.138 35,920 539 0 1.427 1,503 0 0 

~ M.rln: 
Central .............................................................. 47,124 48,310 4.5,670 4.5,906 44.487 44.469 136 160 1.002 1,225 45 52 

~ Monterey: 
Monterey·l;:arinel ............. ;;.l ........................... 17.746 16.682 1.5.724 16,4.59 15.089 15,734 101 87 534 636 0 0 := 
S~llnas a •.. "'.; ..•••.......•.... !~.: ................................... 24,4.59 23.840 205,835 24.100 25,247 23.585 112 105 476 410 0 0 

N.pa: 
N.pa·St. Helen •. Cajistog. • ............. , ............ 6,862 0 6,9'El 0 6,071 0 119 0 91 0 646 0 

Orange; 
80,384 CenlTal Orange County ... ,. ........................... 92,236 91,076 81.727 89.875 88,550 52 101 1,285 1,224 6 0 

North Orange County .................................. 88,790 81.095 88.709 75,210 85.878 73,091 295 2 2,176 1,531 360 586 
Orange County Harbor ................................ 78,872 66,657 80.059 66.060 74.880 60,793 398 0 248 724 4,553 4,543 
South' Orange County .................................... 34.150 40.449 33,649 36,126 31.109 33,559 69 21 458 332 2,013 2,216 
West Orange Colinty .................................... 92,907 83,057 81.983 62,619 79,310 79.884 1,311 1,191 1,361 998 1 566 

,-

L:.~J 
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Riverside: 
Corona .............................................................. 14,681 12,090 14,392 n,622 14,100 n,464 30 4 262 154 0 0 
Desert a .............................................................. 47,990 42,280 38,605 36,574 38,190 36,128 69 W 346 426 '0 0 
Mt. San Jacinto a .............................................. i1.'l,996 3,031 W,368 2,959 19,844 2,850 241 28 281 81 0 0 
Riverside .......................................................... 46,571 45,061 45,835 " 42,750 45,280 42,194 76 51 479 505 0 0 

Sacramento .......................................................... 1W,112 117,299 104,124 102,729 103,596 101,974 3 24 525 731 0 0 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County ................................ 137,957 143,852 128,437 126,478 126,012 124,696 768 229 1,652 1,553 5 0 

I San Diego: 
ElCajon· ................................................ _ ..... 40,385 38,958 38,731 38,172 37,380 36,804 7ff1 694 552 674 2 0 

,North County a ................................................ 72,502 69,265 70,992 72,146 69,308 70,374 184 240 1,500 1,532 0 0 
San Diego' ...................................................... 187,398 252,422 188,100 'lA1,846 182,716 243,256 2,513 58 2,871 4,532 0 0 

~ South Bay· ...................................................... 46,944 0 38,600 0 37,413 0 357 0 834 0 0 0 

San Francisco: 0 
San Francisco .................................................. 102,008 132,095 95,932 112,488 88,940 101,469 8,616 10,830 371 189 5 0 ~ 

San Joaquin: ~ 
Lodi .................................................................... l1,7OS 9,940 10,856 10,109 9,493 8,672 26 41 225 172 1,1l2 1,224 '~ Manteca-Ripon-Escalon-Tracy .................... 24,662 20,254 20,454 19,135 19,415 18,316 235 43 20S 162 596 614 
Stockton ............................................................ 37,779 35,778 35,798 36,303 35,3Z7 35,7ea 67 71 404 469 0 0 

1; 
San Luis Obispo: 

~ :\ San, Luis Obispo County· ............................ 47.690 18,550 38,539 16;625 34,757 15,175 352 0 426 182 3,004 1,268 

San Mateo: () 

I Central .................................... , ......................... 55,524 54,035 46,804 49,181 44,479 47,178 1,281 1,266 1,043 737 1 0 
Northern ..... ~ ..................................................... 45,090 43,566 43,529 39,858 41,943 38,401 296 335 1,290 1,121 0 1 
Southern ........................................ , ................... 43,339 39,601 40,955 38,641 38,535 36,416 1,612 1,597 80S 628 0 0 

Santa Barbara: 0 
Lompoc· .......................................................... 2,345 0 2,317 0 2,243 0 3 0 11 0 0 0 ~, Santa Barbara-Goleta ............ ; ................... _. 31,543 35,153 30,088 31,134 29.686 30,777 12 32 330 325 0 0 
Santa Maria ...................................................... 12,896 11,091 11,777 10,827 11,522 10,612 44 15 2li 200 0 0 ~ 

Sania Clara: 
Los Gatos-Cruppbell ...................................... 25;1!J7 24,272 24,112 ZJ.lfEI 22,899 21;563 250 1 963 963 0 0 
Palo Mta-Mountain View .............................. 49,070 43,233 45,471 40,250 44,262 39,158 49 59 1,160 1,033 0 0 
San Jose-Milpitas .............................................. 135,012 128,958 109,169 112,191 106,299 IOS,!105 li1.'l 16 2,743 -'3,270 4 0 
Santa Clara ...................................................... 19,943 15,783 17,928 15,317 16,953 14,515 24 5 951 197 0 0 
Sunnyvale-Ctipertino ............. : ........................ 22,294 19,617 22,119 19,482 21,141 18,506 51 3 921 973 0 0 

Santa Cruz: 
~ Santa Cruz County ........................................ 34,555 36,168 32,942 34,158 29,803 30,792 516 198 199 904 1,164 2,264 
~., 

ci 



TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURT8-Contlnued 
SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS (excludes Parking) 

Fiscal Veana 1974-75 and 1~78 
/Jbpadliml Aller 7liJt1 

TotII TotII /JiIpaIi/Jom UDtXiIlIetted CcD"*<l 
ITJi;w:t DiIpod/Jom ~7liJt1 AbJtm ·MMten 

Oxmty IDd Jut/icUJ Distrit:t /!l15-16 J!1T1-1S /!l15-16 /971-1$ lm.'16 /971-1$ /!l15-16 J!1T1-1S /!l15-16 J!1T1-1S 

Solano: 
Northern Solano' .......................................... 38,999 33,833 36,382 31.620 35,.587 31.018 174 129 621 475 
Vallejo-Benicia· .............................................. 12,868 10,813 11,813 10.616 11,351 10.168 47 72 415 .;n6 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County .............................................. 51.603 49m8 . 57,s94 46.077 56.608 45,303 263 89 723 685 

Stanislaus: 
Modesto· .......................................................... 32,660 34.015 33.012 33.128 31.747 32,170 74 110 1.191 S48 

SuIter: 
.. Sutter County' ................................................ 4,399 0 4.081 0 3.043 0 193 0 523 0 

Tulare: 
Porterville ....................................................... 6,522 3,954 6,339 3.463 6.136 3.425 89 7 110 31 
Visalia .... f •••••••• ! ................. , ................................ 16,881 15,592 15.727 13,294 15.131 12,936 250 51 344 3f!1 

Ventura: 
Ventura Co~nty .............................................. 84.636 BUITS 84.761 68,l509 62,740 86,593 116 118 1.905 1.798 

• For explanation • .ree footnote applicable to. ~e court on Table 28. 
'::1· 

II 

JlIVr!Ilik 
Orr/tn. 

/!l15-16 /971-1$ 

0 0 
0 0 

§ 
0 0 .... 

~ 
0 0 

~ 322 0 0 
l:"' 

4 0 0 
'lj 

2 0 

§ 0 0 

! 
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TABLE 31 A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
TRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year 1975-16" -

Group G .\fisdeme:J/Iors Group D ,\lisliemelUlors InfTPctt'ons 
Coul1~I'll/ld Totlll Totll! Dispositi6ns To/Il! Totll! Dispositions TO/Ill ToM Dlspositlol1s 

judicill! dislricl filings dispos llRer trill! filings dispos llRer trill! filings dispos dtertnill 

State Total ......................................... 241,664 199,244 1%19 147,540 281,858 10,072 4,028,656 3,623,836 123,133 

~ Alameda: 
Alameda .............................................. 268 208 3 39 84 4 8,002 7,419 82 

~. 

Berkeley·Albany .............................. 611 572 85 611 742 94 21,528 22,193 411 ~ 
F~ell1ont.:-.;ew.rk.Uni'!,n City ......... 1,211 1,113 77 854 1,049 117 25,073 24,566 !l29 

~ Uvcrmore-Plcasanton .................. l,lIB frI/5 41 1.BB3 1,602 8 28,686 28,003 393 
Oakland-Piedmont .......................... 4,702 3,902 • 102 6,269 7,5!l1 102 128,276 128,939 1,977 
San Leandro-Hayward .................... 3,472 3,660 339 2,380 3,128 235 51,689 49,863 1,334 0 

~:. 
Butte: 0 

Chic-a .................................... , ............. 371 316 :so 355 m 31 6,frl4 6,46Il 911 .. "l 
" ~ Contra Costa: 

Delt ..................................................... 666 639 13 1,076 932 BB 11,514 10,850 1,341 
~t.·Diablo .......................................... 1,745 1,675 67 BBI 3,290 110 28,072 28,774 3,736 

' .. ~ . 
.Richmond ...... , .................................. 798 982 158 I,OBI 3,553 372 19,484 17,202 3,313 

, ~"') Walnut Creek-D.nville .................. 1.291 1,074 84 2,164 4,845 368 32,544 28,432 4,000 
West .............................................. ; .•... 959 414 39 743 1,029 53 17,961 16,291 594 

~ 
~ 

Fresno: 
Fresno ..................................... , .......... 3,072 2,795 64 905 1,961 36 46,049 46,341 490 

Humboldt: 
({-' 

Eureka ..... ; .......................................... B42 S43 17 ' .. 392 514 36 6,866 6,llD3 ·mo. 0 
Imperial: .~ 

i"1periul Counlyb ............................ , 1,026 1,413 280 725 1,012 58. ('--- 20,230 10,&06 167 ~ 
Kern: 

---) 

Bakersfield ................... , ...... " .............. 3,282 2,B12 85 741 .1,233 194 46.382 44~10 .632 

Las Angeles: 
'004 $.13.5 Alhambr ................... r ......................... 2,455 1,970 185 86 32,793 

.' 
'J9,079 1,068 

Antelope .......................... , ............. , ... 1,304 841 30 3(19 1;063 3.5. 22,016 I . 19,1198 ;l56 
Be\'erly Hills ...................................... 791 893 64 141 .,290 .4 IB,757 . 14,244 465 
Burbank : ............................................. 916 770 20 391 I;lll 31 .18,816 1~,369 200. !S .. Citrus ........... : ...................................... 4,798 3,864 ~ 1,988 14,7'J9 298 69,621 57,152 1,111 ", ;:) 

Campton ............................................ 3,000 2,7~ 81 SO!} 1,43B 30 70,404 6/i,431 1.186. 
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31 A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
co 

TABLE 00 

TRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 
Fiscal Year 1975-76" 

Croue. C MiJtJemenon Crooe.D~ Inmclions 
CouDtyud ToW ToW Di!po!iJionr ToIzI ToW Di!po!itkJos ToW ToW lJisposilioas 
.fut/idAI district Iiliap cIispos ARtrtmJ Iiliap cIispos 6f/ertmJ Iiliap dispos ~tmJ 

Culvcr ................................................ OOS 451 12 !/.'ID 374 10 13.846 13.118 552. 
Downey .............................................. 2.,462. 1,257 32- 712 1,2.37 48 32,366 34.0Jl 498 
East Los Angeles .............................. 2,846 1,432- 25 739 3,358 126 41.000 32.8% 931 
Glendale ............................................ 1m2 865 37 265 1,219 58 2.4.444 22.870 504 
Inglewood .......................................... 2.152 1.944 102 5,961 8,535 .-.. 135 42,997 36.345 991 § Long Beach ........................................ 4.199 3.860 289 1,263 4,366 \! 397 70.rrT4 63.4;30 1.666 
Los Angeles ........................................ 52.,901 41,929 3M 5.642 8.385 20 730.606 639.408 20.115 

~ Los Cerritos ...................................... 2.054 2.090 21 433 995 16 33,247 31,335 595 
~falibu ................................................ 89S 511 9 318 521 2 22,927 21.877 351 
;\cwhllll .............................................. 1,249 816 20 1,327 1.934 12 2.4,217 22,209 480 
Pasadena ............................................ 1,998 2.476 154 305 165 45 42,705 32.,571 940 

~ Er~~~:~~~::::::::::::;:::::::::=:::::::::::::: 
1,219 l,rrT6 32 1.018 588 17 29,390 29,312 537 

·3.082 2.,915 16 273 536 30 37,683 30.127 670 
1.628 1,677 23 6B5 4.465 II 18.092 13.679 70 0 

Santa Anita ........................................ 598 498 36 753 862 34 14,248 14.417 418 t'" 
Santa ~fonica .................................... 1,428 870 51 416 1.009 23 22,501 21,210 1,284 ~ 
~~:~e~~e~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

2.779 1,851 84 2.,304 14.640 237 72.,871 58.496 2.736 
1.902 1,834 22 813 _3,253 22 21.421 19.311 162 g 984 823 12 194 106 4 9.687 8.780 235 

Whittier ...... ! ....... , ............................... 3.654 2,953 94 956 1.015 85 39.103 37.136 1.787 

Marin, 
\\ ~ 

Centrul ................................................ 2.,456 2,025 59 1.886 2.572 115 42.,762 4·I.rrTa 1.009 ~ 
>: 

~Iontcrcy: 
~fonteLe>·.Carmcl ........................ , .. 1.081 889 81 1.441 1.710 112 15,22.4 13.12.5 442 
Salinas ................................................ 1,069 930 60 3,230 5.948 91 20.160 18.957 4.n 

Sapa 
:':apa·St. Helena.Calistogab ............ 450 4li 20 63 as 3 6.349 6.475 833 

Orange, 
Central Orange County ... ;;: ....... , .... 5.399 3,384 85 2.,411 2.603 29 84.426 75.760 1,229 
;\orth Orange County .................... 4.794 3,026 131 1,793 1,847 95 82,203 83,834 2.,605 
Orange Count>' Harbor .................. 2,22.4 1.496 51 92B 678 18 75,720 77.885 5.130 
Soulh Orange County ................ · .... 1,351 735 23 294 2,281 12 32,505 30.633 2,505 i), 

West 'Orange County ................... : .. 4,688 3,2.35 87 1.102 5.837 48 87.117 73,211 2,538 



,,:~,-- -~~-----. --- - ~.--.~.~, 

n 

'" 

Rivcside: 

~~;!:j:~~~;:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
613 370 9 23,'; 341 48 13,f\33 13,681 235 

2,257 1,955 32 1,902 !'-.I86 41 43,831 34,464 342 
1,207 702 156 1,344 1,594 76 ,21,445 18,070 290 

Riverside ......................................... , .. , 2,551 2,rm 52 1,552 5,176 62 ' 42,474 38,562 441 

Sacramento: 
Sacrwnento ........................................ 9,481 9,1OB III 10,451 7,344 60 .leo,7BO 1lI,672 357 

San Bernardino: \ 
San Bernardino County .................. 8,728 5,888 356 10,119 16,348 607 1

1
19,110 106,2.ll1 1,462 

'~ -. 
. San Diego: 0 

~~]~tt:~>:~:~:::~:~~~:~~~~~!~~~~~~~~~~~ 
2,756 2,106 58 3,010 4,680 183 ,~,617 31,945 1;130 .~ 3.817 2.989 112 6.115 14,626 91 '62,570 53,377 1,481 

13,069 6,843 417 7,060 23,195 201 167,249 156,002' 4,766 ~ 3,828 1.797 73 3,OBI 1.436 45 ,40.035 35,371 1,073 
0 

San Francisco: ~ San Francisco .................................... 5,482 5,448 146 2,419 5,481 1.soo ;94,107 85,003 7,:li11 
0 

San Joaquin: 
." 

Locli ...................................................... 485 494 4 360 422 60 PO,863 9,940 1,299 Sr 
~anteca·Ripon·Escalon·Tracy ...... 818 767 34 655 984 141 23,189 18,703 864 til 
St(.cklon .............................................. 2,105 2,048 24 1,438 1,354 14 '134,236 32,396 40'13 .~ " 

San Luis Ohispo: 
San Luis Obispo Countyb 1,433 1.222 39 1,004 812 67 45,253 36,505 3,676 I San ~ateo: 
Centrw ........... ; .................................... 1,990 1,732. 51 519 1,183 124 53,015 43,889 ~,,150 

';orthern ............................................ 2,022 1,556 46 4,900 3,315 96 38,168 
" 

38,658 1,1444 

~ Squlhern ; ......... , .......... ; ...................... 2~ 1,403 65 401 6,OBI 139 40,685-" 33,411 2,216 
~~,=-

Santa Bar\ara: 17 0 " ' m Lompoo: ............................... ~ .......... 171 165 4 129 173 6 r ;2,045 1,959 64 
Santa Barbara·Goleta ...................... 2,082 2,199 43 IlI7 895 54 :~:: 26,994 ,3(}5 

,~ &mta ~.ria .. : ................. , ................... 688 551 10 392 728 68 10,498 177 

" 
-IJ> 

Santa Clara: I: '" 

Los G.tos·Campbell·Saraioga ........ 1,003 901 48 825 1,069 42 '23.469 22,142 r,l!1J '~Y 

Palo Alto-Mountaln View .............. 1,353 1,360 44 275 815 5() 47,442 43,296 1,115 
'San. Jose-Milpitas .............................. 6,913 5,513 235 5,448 8,744 211 122,651 94,912 2,424 
Sp-ntn Clara .................................... : .. : 1,21li 1,122,., 38 1,844. 1,689 55 16,863 15.117 B82 
Sunnyvale·Cupertino ..................... :" l,rm 1,004 00 628 1,046 73 W,,496 20,069 ' 8.2S 

[:J 

fB ' Santa Cruz: ,~ 

Santa Cruz County.; ......................... "",,.,,1,935 , 1,567 98 m 1,597 350 31,869 29,778 2Ml 

\1 . ' 
~, () 
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TABLE 31 A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Contlnucd 
TRAFFIC FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Year'1975-76" 
Croupc~ ~D~ 

Cbun/ymd Tob! Tob! IJiJposiIioDs Tob! Tob! /JispaIitiobs 
MicUI cIistrid fiIiDs:t c/;spos .krtrW IiliIlgs c/;spos shrtrW 

Solano: 
Northern Sol~b ............................ 1.445 1,365 47 1.607 3.486 116 
Vallejo-Benicia ................................ 1,491 1,201 91 1,091 1,907 60 

'Sonoma, 
Sonoma County ................................ 2,152 1,472 39 2,836 5,3OB 80 

Stanislaus, b 
2,869 2,629 73 2,743 1,989 .\31 Modesto ............................................. 

Suiter: b 
Suiter County .................................. 228 189 181 1,943 1,844 463 

Tulare! 
Portervilleb ........................................ 628 550 18 450 685 42 
Visalia .................................................. 914 741 149 1,250 984 93 

Ventura, 
Ventura County ................................ 4.753 5.751 140 4,863 [jl 937 213 

!JJfnJ:tkms 
Tob! Tolal 

R/ingI dispo.t 

35,947 31,531 
10,286 8.705 

46,615 50,814 

27,046 28.394 

2,228 2,046 

5,444 5,104 
14,71'1 14,002 

75,020 70,073 

IJiJposit/iis 
.krtro/l 

632 
3U 

B67 

1,1l6! 

394 

143 
354 

1~668 

§ 

~ 
~ 
Q 
t"' 

~ 

§ 
• The Summary Report Form (2·A) was revised July I, 1975 10 permit collection of traffic filings and di~positions by Group C and Group D Misdemeanors and, TraffIC Infractions. A tWei year Sl, 

comparison of these categories will be presentE!d next year. Group C is comprised of the followine miSdemeanors: Hit and run (20002 VC), Drunk driving (23102 VC), Reckless dri,illg-injury ~ . 
(23104 VC) and Dri\ing under the influence of drugs (23105 VC). Group D Misdemeanors are considered less serious than Group C.' Some examples of Group D M~demeanors are, 
Unlicensed driver (12500 VC). Speed contests (23109 VC) and F.xceed allowable lood limit (3565iSa). F..xamples of Traffic Infractions are: Exceed speed limit (22350 VC); Run stop sign, 

b (21453 VC), Failure to drive on right (21650 VC) imd Following 100 closely (21703 VCl. 
For explanation, see footnole applicable to the court on Table 28. 

o 
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TABLE 32--cALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUlMMARY OF $,lIJIALL CLAIMS I;,ILlNGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fisca.! YE!ara 197~75 and 1975-16 
Disposibons Alter TriiJ 

'loIs! Tots! Dispositions Uncontesred C,,,!lIesteti 
CountylU1d Ri~ disposjtiom beroretniU mlltien mstter:r 
judicis/ distni:t JfJ16-16 1!1l-l-7lJ lfJ16-16 J!1l-l-7lJ lfJ16-16 J!1l-l-~'$ JfJ16-16 J!1l-l-7lJ 19'('5-16 ' J!1l-l-7lJ 

Slale Tolal .......................................... , ..... 300,423 410,019 298,112 301,16.'5 70,798 6.'5,244 121,680 129,485 105,634 100,4:)6 ?i 
Alameda: cr'~ Alameda ............ ;.~ .......... ; ................ _ .... ,.; 1,084 1,272 882 992 153 278 ,\04, 43G 325 284 , 

Berkel'ey.Albany ..................... , ................ 2,140 2,~ 2,~ 1,825 , 392. 3IlS 1U 621 926 899 
Fremont-N~wark-Unicn City ................ 2,423 2,138 2,ml 2,321 353 414 848 1,038 806 Bel ~ Livermo.e-,l'leo.unlon" ... , .... , ................. 1,149 ,,902 I,m 1,062 188 241 352 3H 537 507 
Oaklaild·Piedmont ......... , .......... , ............. 13,122 12/117 9,533, <i9,701 1,529 1,463 4,936 5,004 3,08&' 3,234 
San J..eandr.,.H~yWB1d ............................ 5!110 3,796 4,799 4,295 972 969 2,032 1.894 1,795 I,4§.\! ;:j 

Bulle: 
~) ~ 

Chico .......................................................... 1,111 !189 853 749 168 139 335 273 350 ,337 '51 
, C<lntra Cosla 

(, 
ttl 

Delia ............................... _ ........................ 1,709 2,255 1,6!S1 i!119 451 431 823 1,1lill 383 ;188, ~ MI. Diablo .................................................. 3,518 ,3,616 2,846 2,796 660, '750 1,146 t!;)6 1,040 940 
Richmond, ................ ~ .................. _ ...... , 2,027 U92 1,626 1,884 3l'l 381 194, ',1,000 :11.5 494 1 Walnut Creek-Danville .......................... 2,871 3,(61 2,398 2,527 .714 734 839 924 M5 /l69 ,\ 

Wesl ............................................................ 1,579 1,:159 1,134 1,084 228 148 438 447 410 ~ '.If 

Fresno: 
Fresno ......................... , ................... ~ .. ~ ........ 7,192 8,024 ~,430 .5,585 1,1&5 1,124 2,0'/0 2,52.'5 2,~7t:1 1,936 ~ 

Humboldt: 
,,;;ureka ........................................................ 1,177 1,157 1,051 1,588 218 839 539 509 29(. 240 0 

-~ 
Imperial f.1 Imperllll County" .................................... 6.'52 0 411 0 131 0 172' 0 102 0 

" 
Kern: 

Bakersfield ................... _ .......................... 5,7415 1$,295 .,.00 3,89() 1.084' 770 2,642 2,431 743 889 

Los. Angeles: 
0 

" 
Alhambra ......................................... , ........ 4,006 3,611 3,1&5 2,® sao 711 1,24:1 1,0'13 l.~ 909 
Antelope ................... : ................................ 1,749 1,657 1,315 1,315 361 306 .S4L 496 413 5/3 
Beverly Hills .......... _ ............................... 3,338 3,589 (2.600 3~ on 665 1$10 1,206 1.089 1,334 ... ~ \:) 

DBllrbank ..................................................... ,· i,477 1,731 1.10'/ 1,339 1&2 (1M c-. 415 480 510 .504 
Citru. ..... : ........... _._ ... _.~ ......... _ ......... 6,161 7,135 ".774 5~005 941 1,066 2,022 2,143 I~ 1,796 "'"' " 

(~ () 



-,' 

TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
Co) 

SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS ~ 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions AJrer Trial 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

County and filinKs dispositions ',"<-- before trial mstte~ matters 
Judicial district 1975-76 1974-75 1~76 1974-75 1~76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1975-7a 1974-75 

Los Angeles (cont.) 
I ' 

1,334 Compton .""""""" .. :"".~"""""".""" ... " ... 7,109 7,7&5 5,001 5~ 1,203 945 :a,533 2!T19 1,265 
Culver ................ " ...................................... 2,2:24 1,981 103M 1,365 416 2!lO 562 538 58$ 537 '{? 
Downey, .............................. " ... ""."" ... " .... 4,22.'5 4,620 3,057 3$1 769 740 1,250 1,350 1,038 1,177 
East Los Angeles"" .. " ...... "."""",, ........... 4,238 4,614 2,007 2,756 553 505 1,350 1,410 904 841 

~ Glendnle ..... :: ............. "",, .......................... 2,874 2,912 2,146 2,0.58 509 429 825 798 812 831 
Inglewood ................ : ................................. 7,457 8,620 4,302 5,4<14 510 1,053 2,217 2,879 1,575 1,712 
Long Beach .................. "" .. " .. " .. "" .. "" .. " 9,261. 8,884 7,084 6,777 1,592 1,329 3,752 3,523 1,740 1,925 C5 l-:i Los Angeles ;"""""" .... "" .... " ... " .• " .. "".". 53,212 58,024 38,963 39,888 7,573 6,067 14,654 16,901 16,736 16,920 ~ Los Cerritos """"'''''''''''''" .. "" ... " .. """ .. " 3:;m 2,889 2,302 1,984 596 329 883 823 823 832 
MnJibil ""." .. " .. "" .. " ..... """ .. ""y"",, .. ,, .. "" 5B6 575 392 405 45 49 129 150 218 206 () 

Newhsll .. "." ......... """ ...... " .......... "" ....... ,,. 8SS 838 682 604 160 61 260 'JRT 262 276 ~ Pasadena .. "" .. "." .. " ... "" ... " ... " ..... " ... """.i 3,789 4,336 3,118 2,919 498 153 1,320 1,350 1,300 1,416 
Pomona· •.••.••••••....•.....•••..•.••.••..........•.••...... ~ 2,882 3,525 2,061 2,398 359 355 915 1,137 787 906 0 
Rio, Hondo· .. "" ...... " ... " ... ""."" ........... "" .. 3,058 3,562 2,281 2,844 481 538 1,038 1,366 762 940 t"' 
San Antonio· ,,, .. ,, ...... ,, ........... ,, ................ 2,160 4,042 1,400 2,979 264 534 632 1,510 504 935 0 
Sani. Anlt .............. "" ... "" ...... " ...... "."."" 1,321 1,382 938 1,091 171 201 331 400 436 490 '1j 

Sant. Monica ."".".""" .. " ................ ,, .. ;"" 2,737 3,025 1,928 2,129 425 481 667 739 838 909 g Scuth Bay""" .. """.""""." .. " ...... " ... " ....... 6,819 7,767 5,175 4,801 1,154 1,225 1,974 1,787 2,047 1,789 
Southeasta ..................... ' .... , ....................... 1,835 0 1,456 0 352 0 672 0 432 0 
South Gote a ......... """"." ........... " ...... ,, ..... 784 -1,495 658 1,245 209 338 242 849 2J11 358 

i Whltti~r .. " .......... """ ... "" .... " ... " ... " ........... 3,397 3,706 2,517 2,880 545 711 995 1,122 977 1,047 
'i' c· 
I Morin: ,";-" 
h 

Central ........................................ , ............... 3,203 3,366 3,125 3,264 1,274 1.1. ;i 673 701 1,181 1,151 
t. t 

Monterey: 
Monterey·Carmel ................. " ................. 1,8&5 1,787 1,416 1,299 300 269 615 512 501 518 
Salinas" ., ............................... ,.:; ................• 2,489 2,320 1,709 1,693 431 415 860 797 418 481 

Q 

Napa: 
N.pa·St. Helena·Ca!iS!<>k\.a _ ................. 416 0 253 0 2B 0 115 0 110 0 

OraUlge: 
Central Orange County ........................ 12,364 12,825 8,800 8,534 2,495 2,004 3,820 • 4,044 2,485 2,486 
Nort~ Oran,se County :"1' ....... "' .............. 12,977 14,980 10,008 10,400 2,598 2,269 4,401 4,932 3,009 3,199 
Orange Cpunty Harbor ........ :.:; .............. ,4,[67 4,706 3,043 3,196 604 723' 1,141 1,198 1,298 1·,275 
South Orange County ................... ; ........ 2.362 2,704 1,763 1,873 433 433 601 692 729 7411 
West Orange County .............................. 9,831 11,521 8,902 9,487 2,948 3;083 3,073 3.240 2,881 3,184 

. ,;;.~ 
.. \';" 

0 
0 _./'-to? ..... 

'Z:? '.-i.J...it,,:-:,'. ",~,....t 



Riverside: 
Corona ....................................................... . 
Desert" ..................................................... . 
Mt. San Jacinto a ..................................... . 
Riverside ................................................... . 

&cramento: (\ 
Sacramento .••. ~: .................................. , ...••... 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County ....................... . 

San Diego: 
EI Otion" .... : ........ ; .................................... .. 
North County· ......................................... . 
San Diego' ............................................... . 
South Bay" .................. ,.. ............. " ........... . 

San FrWlclsco: 
San Francisco ........................................... . 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi ........................................................... . 
Manteca·Ripon·Esca!on·Tracy ............. . 
Stockton .............................. ; .................... . 

San Luis Obispo: , 
San Luis Obispo County" ..................... . 

San Mateo: 
Centrlll ....................................................... . 
Northern .................................................. .. 
Southern ....................... , .......................... .. 

Santa Barbara: 
LompOc· ................................................... . 
Santa Barbara·Goleta ............................. . 
Sanla Maria ............................................. . 

Santa Clara: 
Los Catos·Campbell·Saratoga ............. . 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ..................... . 
San Jose-Milpitas ........................... " ....... .. 
Santa Clara .............................................. .. 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ............................ .. 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ......... ~ ...................... .. 

1,309 
4,304 
1,137 
5,579 

12,597 

12,847 

4,363 
6,130 

15,079 
3,470 

12,923 

1,346 
1,168 
4,042 

2,764 

2,041 
2,iS9B 
2,427 

258 
3,270 
1,794 

1,450 
2,180 

13,6S9 
1,751 
2,281 

1,008 
3,872 

475 
6,521 

12,281 

12,66.3 

4,266 
6,254 

18,480 
o 

12,977 

1,470 
1,268 
4,896 

1,119 

2,3.'l8 
2,797 
2,710 

o 
3,509 
1,612 

1,451 
2,541 

13,662 
1,951 ' 
2,492 

3,005 

1,044 
3,331 

781 
4,305 

9~ 

10,055 

3,379 
6,018 

12,516 
2,470 

8m2 

1,080 
963 

3,140 

2,01\1 

1,935 
1,999 
1,951 

138 
3,029. 
1,454 

1,222 
1,690 
9,271 
1;:l-\l9 
1,698 

2,056 

1,161 
3.075 

293 
5,021 

9,438 

10.078 

3,678 
4,707 

14,474 
o 

9,523 

1,039 
1,021 
3,878 

883 

1,996 
1,981 
2,048 

o 
2,967 
1,344 

962 
1,917 
9,117 
l,olIIl 

" 1,649, 

. 2,304 

218 
647 
211 
962 

3,re.o; 

775 
2,783 
3,749 

558 

1,579 

267 
215 
801 

593 

347 
419 
461 

351 
458 

2,302 
264 
458, 

245 
756 
70 

1,083 

2,100 

2,658 

669 
1,391 
.4,407 

o 

1,612 

273 
229 

1,132 

394 
420 
497 

o 
!l9O 
348 

186 
498 

\ 1,395 
300' 

11351 , 

600 

456 
1,348 

232 
2,070 

3,722 

4,513 

1,254 
1,758 
4,467 

8B7 

3,455 

551 
480 

1,380 

779 

759 
788 
629 

59 
662 
663 

309 
537 

3,985 ,. 
M3 
557 

751 

536 
1,222 

119 
2,308 

4,908 

1,437 
1,918 
5,111 

o 

3,940 

510 
419 

1,841 

817 
775 
683 

o 
796 

11550 

341 
679 

4,289, 
600 
611 

~o 
.1,136 

338 
1,273 

3,701 

2,517 

1,350 
1,477 
4,300 
1~ 

3,938 

262 
288 
893 c> 

629, .J 

792 
861 

20 
1,205 

376' 

562 
695 

2,984 
502 
66.3 

820 

386 
.1,097 

104 
1,630 

3,670 

2,512 

1,572 
1,398 
4,958 

o 

ami 

2s6 
313 
905 

785 
786 
868 

o 
1,181 

446 

-435 
740 

3,433 
531 
881 

o 



'" TABLE 32~ALlFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued ~ 
SUMMARY'OF 'SMALL CLAIMS F.ILlNGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 
Dispositions Mer Trisl 

Total Total DIspositions Uncontested Contested 
CoWltysnd Iil1nRs dispositions before trilll matters matters 
judldlll dJstrict 197~16 1974-75 1975-16 1974-15 1975-16 1974-75 1975-16 1974-15 197~16 1974-15 

Solano: 
Northeni Solano' .................................... 1,144 1,328 9!T1 1,089 231 217 367 498 399 374 
VoIlej()-Beniciaa ........................................ 1,695 1,530 1,321 1,083 235 169 5&5 '548 501 366 

...... 
Sonoma: § 

Soiloma County ........................................ 4,710 5,616 3,581 4,216 781 812 1,413 1,920 1,387 1,484 

~ Stanislaus: 
Modesto·., .................................................. 2,023 2,266 1,481 1,627 '161 203 678 812 642 612 

t"' 
(") 

Sutter: 0 r.:: 
Sutler County' ........................................ 301 0 219 0 8 0 114 0 97 0 z 

Q 
Tulare: 't"' 

Porterville" ................................................ '672 357 506 329 115 73 221 154 170 102 0 
Visalia. ......................................................... 1,272 1,339 1,097 1,131 143 190. 566 568 388 373 '%J 

(") 

Ventura: > 
£:: 

Ventura County ...................................... 9,2615 9,735 7,048 7,086 1,675 1,717 3,292 3,283 2,079 2,086 6 
• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

=0 
Z 
:> 



, TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 0 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (EXCLUDES SMALL CLAIMS) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 
Dispositions After Trial 

Total 
filings 

County and juwdal district J975-76 1974-75 

State TotBi ~....................................................................... 317,438 

Alameda: 
Alameda ..•.....•.............••......• :............................................ m 
BerkeleY·Albany .................................... 1......................... 1,888 
F~emont.Newark.Uniog City........................................ 2,144 
Livermore-Pleasanton ................................................ 691 
Oakland·Piedmont .......................................................... 12.592 
San Leandro-,Hayward ........... 1,....................................... 4$n 

Bulle: , 
Chico .......... / .......................... :............................................ 751 

Contra Costa: 
Delta .................................................................................. 963 
Mt. Djablo.......................................................................... 2,008 
ffichmond'.......................................................................... 2,109 
Walnut Creek.Danville ................................................ " I,~ 
West ....... , ................................................ /........................... 1,145 

Fresno: 
Fresno ............... _.............................................................. 6.216 

Humboldt: 
Eureka •• ,............................................................................. 796 

Imperial: 
Imperial County b............................................................ 402 

Kern: 
Bakersfield .................... ,:l ........................................ _..... 3,4(11 • 

Los Angeles: ,. 
Alhambra ...... _ ................. _ ..... : ... _ ............................. . 
Antelope ........................................................................... . 
Beverly HlIIs ........................ ; ......................................... .. 
Burbank ................. _ ........................ : ................................ . 
Citrus ................................................................................. . 

1,664 
82;'5 

.J 3,832 
1,083 
3,ilQ5 

302,053 

643 
1,804 
1,631 

521 
12,010 
3,586 

725 

889 
1,822 
2,000 
l,li03 

990 

5,989 

728 

o 

3,11ll8 

.1,.566 
766 

3,885 
1,127 
3,765 

Total 
disposib'ons 

197$-76 J974-75 

239,796 

487 
1$1 
1,5.28 

S84 
9,061 
3,326 

7m 

859' 
1,630 
1,726 
.l,!lOO 

858 

633 

135 

1,224 " 
606 

2,561 
823 

2,840 

415 
"~ 

< i~i83 
663 

9,574 
2,763 

666 

681 
1,529 
1,1568 
1,003 

71B 

600 

o 

2,693 

1,221 
4S9 

,'2,005 .... 
701' 

3,'!49 

Disposib'ons 
before trial 

J975-16 J974-75 

168,846 

371 
909 
931 
450 

7,771 
2,889 

562 
1,467 
1,400 

959 
i7ii 

4,441 
(l 

i517 

91 

sz7 
457' 
~, 

621 
1,835 

148,236 

260 
964 
664 
464 

6,471 
1,670 

457 
1,125 
1,066 

§!;5 
471 

4,192 

495 

o 

913 
339-

2,067 
533 

1,9i56 

Uncontested Contested 
mstten 

1975-16 1974-75 

81 
281 
497 
67 

984 
200 

30 

2.58 
89 

~'.\r 
47 

311 

70 

326' . 
109 
86 

161 
&51 

61,590 

130 
456 
429 
65 
~ 

999 

149 

208 
334 
419 
2.43 
217 

750 

,83 

o 

274 

268 
B2 
73 

136. 
.961 0 

{nsllen 
197$-16 1974-75 

12,747 11,073 
::::J 

35 25 
107 120 
100 90 
67 134 

306· l!94 
234 94 

58 57 

39 22 
74 70 
49 63 
87 95 
32 30 

90 1M 

46 22 

9 0 .. 

79 

, 71 
+2 

139 
41 
I~ 

&5 

40 
36 

165. 
32 

132 



TABLE 33-CAL,FORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Con'tinued c.:I 

SUMMARY OF CIVIL (EXCLUDES SMALL CLAIMS) FILINGS AND DISPQSITIONS· ~ 
Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Dispositions After TrisJ 
ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

RUngs dispositions before trim matters matters 
County and judicisJ district 1975-76 .1974-75 197~76 1974-75 197~76 1974-75 197~76 1974-75 197~76 1974-75 

Los Angeles (cOnt.) 
Compton .................. : ......................................................... 5,633 5,596 4,105 4,076 2,302 2,374 1.655 1,575 148 127 
Culver .............................................................................. :. 1.722 1,598 1.117 1.112 665 672 419 402 33 38 
Downey ~, ..................................... I ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• : ••••••• 2,251 2,225 1.676 1.616 1.140 1.122 429 424 107 70 
East Los Angeles .............................................................. 1,239 1,321 1.132 768 764 452 276 260 72 56 
Glendale ............................................................................ 1,582 1.440 1.004 1.055 650 732 94 253 60 70 .... 
Inglewood .......................................................................... 6.025 5.430 4,079 3,507 2,869 1.758 972 1,548 238 201 ~ Long Beach ...................................................................... 6,26.5 6.131 4.634 4,543 4,298 3,522 375 828 161 193 n 
Los Angeles ...................................................................... 77.743 76;515 59.948 54,505 31,364 31.652 25.018 20,250 3,566 2,603 :;: Los Cemtos ...................................................................... 2.018 2,052 1.496 1,584 956 1.106 464 367 76 Ill. t"' Malibu ................................................................................ 380 393 286 263 191 183 59 51 36 29 n Newhllll .............................................................................. 392 446 247 106 204 61 21 17 22 28 0 Pasadena ............................................................................ 2,953 2.877 1.824 1.678 1,308 1.449 361 B7 155 142 c: 

~m~~~::~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,355 2,196 2,092 1.743 1.135 985 915 717 42 41 Z n 
2.056 2,182 1,576 1.644 953 1.030 537 530 86 64 r 1.104 1.815 BOO 1,252 596 868 207 35B 6 26 

Santa Anita ........................................................................ 919 869 741 731 451 500 252 206 38 25 0 
~ta Monica .................................................................... 2,227 2,105 1,597 1,526 1.117 1.093 380 344 100 89 ~ 

E~:~e~~:·~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
5.048 4,BM 3,317 3,232 2,004 1m 1.083 936 230 319 ~ 1,217 0 860 {) 54B 0 289 0 25 0 

'412 831 331 498 224 298 91 166 16 34 ~ Whittier .............................................................................. 2,548 2,561 2,098 1,891 1.689 1,364 301 395 lOB 112 0 = Marin: Z .... 
Central ... i ....... ~ ......... ~ ••• , .. t .................... " ............................. 2,706 2,319 2,270 1,B09 2,101 1,267 22 364 147 158 > 

{\ 

('= 
Monterey: 

Montercy·Cannel ............................................................ 1.604 1,573 1,335 1,243 1.052 905 190 247 93 91 
Sillinas b ............................................................................... 1,389 1.868 1,215 1,313 989 1,078 167 '169 59 66 

" Nopa: b 
~ Napa-5t. Helena·CaIistoga .......................... : .. " ........... 264 0 107 0 94 0 9 0 4 0 

(> 
Orange: 

Central Orange County ............................................ ; ... 6.825 6.938 4,674 4,819 3,240 3,509 1.130 1.054 304 256 
North Orange County .................................................... 6.824 6,351 4,533 4.032 3.095 2,851 1.170 985 268 196 
Orange County Harbor .................................................. 3.026 2,559 2,074 1.764 1,827' 1,42f 106 232 141 131 South Orll{lge County .... : ............................................... 1,469. 1,301 971 818 6B6 580 22s 178 60 60 
West Orange County ...................................................... 5,333 4.756 3,596 3,333 2,33B 2,222 983 917 275 194 



:,'"1'1_. "":!,, V 

"," 

Riverside: 

~~Zbi;~;;;~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
447 459 325 459 255, 372 55 62 15 25 

1,589 1,530 1,184 ,1,078 1,050 768 56 218 78 92 
296 105 184 '32 125 26 30 4 29 2 

Riverside ............................................................... ." .......... 2,184 2,326 1,790 1,558 1,638 1,Q61 52 378 100 119 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ........................................................................ 13,464 12,157 10,523 8,875 8,21)6 7,062 1,842 1,397 477 416 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County ................................................ 5.or.a~-\ 4,496 4,065 3,261 2,712 2,348 1,162 734 191 179 > 

Z 

San Diego:
b 

\.",.,J 

~ 
E~~~:;;i~i~~~~~~~~~~:::::::::~~:~:~:~:::::i:~~~~::~~~~~~::~~~~~~~::: 

2,466 2,249 1,850 1,719 1,718 972 16 652 1.16 95 
fI 2,335 2,284 1,649 1,610 1,161 1,059 389 470 99 81 = 11,614 11,274 9,345 8,385 5,550 4,685 3,381 3,294 414 406 ttl 

1,557 0 954 0 905 0 12 0 37 0 "d 
C? 0 

San Francisco: c'~ 
San Francisco ............................................................... : .... 15,390 13,752 11,322 10,062 7,231 6,653 3,502 2,939 sea 490 0 

'~ ""l" 
San Joaquin: '" ~ Lodi •..... , ................................. , ........................................... 439 366 433 347 378 269 32 36 23 22 

Manteca-Ripon-EscaIon·Tracy." ................................... 654 616 491 442 329 369 71 42 91 31 ttl 
~) 

Stockton ............................................................................ '3,975 3,924 2,948 3,160 2,166 2,301 638 675 144 184 > 
tj 

? San Luis Obispo: ' :::' 
San Luis Obispo County b ........... , ......................... ." ...• 1,337' 704 1,093 394 930 331 74 41 '89 22 ~ 

San M.teo: ~ Central ................................................................................ 2,196 2,127 1,765 1,630 1,246 " 1,147 407 366 112 117 
Northern ............................................... : ............................ 2,618 2,401 1,870 1,531 1,791 1,155 4 315: 75 61 ~" Southern ............................................................................ 1,996 2,081 1,659 1,755 1,01J4 1,130 505 455 150 170 

Santa Barbara: 
0 

Lompocb .. " ...................................................................... 108 0 78 0'; 76 0 2 0 0 0 ~ 
Santa Barbara-Goleta ......... : ............................................ 1,742 1,618 1,388 1,385 817 1,173 503 146 68 66 ~ Santa Maria' ..................................................... " ............... 768 748 771 657 674 738 78 67 19 32 

Santa Clara: (~) 

Los Gatos-CarnpbeU-Saratoga ...................................... ,892 1,052 836 832 626 594 155 186 55 52 
Palo Alto-Mountain 'View ...• "." .................................... 2,107 2,391 1,529 1,8S8 1,300 1,384 154 3B9 75 85 
San Jose-Milpitas .............................................................. 13,563 13,138 9,930 9,864 9,209 6,636 401 2;834 320 394 
Santa, Clara .: ........................................... ; .......................... 1,115 1,049 717, 741 528, 403 160 269 " 29 49 
Swmyvale-Cupertino ...................................................... 1,819 1,743 1,43(l () 1,134, 1,362 686 5 383" 63 ,65 

tl 

Santa Cruz: '\ '~ 
Santa: Cruz County .......... .-......................................... ." •.• 2,134 2,217 1,706, 1,716 1,306 1,355 2B3 296 117 65 

!':. U 

C 



TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (EXCLUDES SMALL CLAIMS) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS' 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

11Utt.s 
lfi7l1..16 19'T4-'flJ 

Solano: 

~~~:.~~~,,:g ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 693 771 537 606 492 471 21 
1,103 1,087 915 700 830 ssg 56 

104 
198 ' 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ............................................................... . 3,090 2,606 2,330 1,951 2,138 1,393 75 457 

Slanhlaus: 
Modesto b ........................................................................ .. 4,081 3,994 3,286 3,118 2,823 2,759 331 270 

Sutler; 
Sutler County b ............................................................... . 228 0 216 0 200 0 3 0 

Tulare: 
PortervlUe b .................................................................... .. 669 322 532 294 3M 272 153 15 
VIsalIn ................................................................................ .. 1,538 1,680 ~ 1,040 1,174 863 947 80 154 

Ventura: 
~~1ntura County ....... "" ........ ~i ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,429 4,333 , 3,489 3,403 3,200 2,481 83 739 

~ The report fonn WQS revised July I, 1975 and no longer col1ects separate information on torts. 
For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

"" '-.& __ ' ___ ...A.-.... __ '"' __ ~ __ ~ _____ ~ _____ ""-_ ~_, ____ ~_ 

0JJIlttIn 
ItmJ-16 19'T4-'flJ 

24 31 
29 23 

C! 
117 101 

~ 

~ 
t"' 

132 89 C".l 
0 c:: 

13 0 Z 
Q 
t"' 

24 7 0 
"ZJ 

97 73 g 
201 183 "ZJ 

0 = Z -,> 



TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS AND AND DISPOSITIONS· 

FiscalYears 1974-75 and 1975-76 
I Dispositions Mer Trial 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filiJlgs dispositions before triilI mstters m8tters 

County and jucJ;cial cJ;strict 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 1!J15-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 If17'5-76 1974-75 

State Total ............................................ 8,403,381 7,675,114 7,226,615 6,l167,655 7,177,362 6,561,674 46,476 3,467 2,777 2,314 iZ 
Alameda: ~ Alameda ................................................ 1,444 1,835 1,943 1,(117 1,930 1,066 6 2 7 9 

Berkeley-Albany .................................. 306,467 295,129 299,232 280,455 299,148 280,177 24 244 60 34 
Fremont-Newark-Union Cjty ............ 8,171 5,789 1,~ 896 1,029 898 4 0 23 0 ~ Uvertnore-Pleasanton ................ _ ....• 4,962 3,483 , 3,599 2,131 3,574 2,130 15 0 20 1 

~: Oakland-Piedmont .......................... _. 3!11,579 4(16,471 406,286 433,249 405,929 432,986 276 29 81 234 0 
San Leandro-Hayward ........................ 25,725 24,249 23,229 22,647 23,095 22,l586 114 48 20 13 eJ 

Butte: ~ 
,Chico ...................................................... 47,86.5 46,505 48,109 47,14.5 48,065 47,~ 0 0 44 89 ;! 

Contra Costa: t<) 

Delta ...................................................... 4,339 3,603 4,259 4,011 4,244 3,996 14 3 1 12 ~ Mt. Diablo .............................................. 34,966 36,610 34,517 35,888 34,478 35,846 19 12 20 30 
Richmond .............................................. 19,001 16;815 16,254 13,870 16,211 13,866 15 0 28 4 

~ Walnut Creek-Danville ...................... 46,390 48,555 46,386 49,043 48,341 49,016 11 3 14 24 
West ........................................................ 10,oI5 12,096 9,618 12,837 9,586 12,799 13 6 19 32 

I Fresno: 
Fresno .................................................... ,97.543 89,995 83,173 83,160 83,133 83,160 0 0 40 0 

Humboldt~ 0 Eureka .................................................... 40,572 34,850 39,771 33,570 39,769 33,568 2 0 0 2 
~ 

Imperial: c'n 
1mperial County ., ............................... 6,080 0 3,331 0 3,323 0 2 0 6 II trl 

I' Kern,. 
\ Bak~rsfield ................ ~~;':y ..................... 38,794 26,932. 35,392 ' 25,981 35,s92 25,981 '0 0 (l 0 

\ '\ ' i::; 
Los Angell:>': \" 

~, 

g~~~ 
26,722 25,173, . 27,605 23,499 27,1582 23,493 7 0 16 S 

\\ 2,033 1,726 1,834 1,420, ro!~\ 1,420 0 0 0 0, 

'\ 249,571 164,175 2A!4,l1B 150,380 150,375 0 1 11 .. 
~. 1\ 59,127 55,436 1l8,851 52,929 58~lB 52,881 25 21 8 27 \\ 25,301 16,300 19,411 15,515 19,382 15,501 11 0 18, 14 

, \1 \ 

0 \i~ '» 
," " 

-: _\ < 



\\ \\ 
\ \\ 

\\ 
,I 

\\\':. 
cJ,imIJ', and judiciaidistrict 

II '. 
La" Ang<iles Aeont.) . . 

~~ .• ~~ 
f~(~~:' 
E'~:~~;;~';:i;;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa Anit. ; .......................................... . 
Santa Monica .. '.1 ................................. .. 
South Bay ........... \ ................................ .. 

~~~~~.~.~:::::::~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Marin: \ 

Central ............. " ...... ~ ........................... .. 

w 
1\ , G . . 

. ; TABlE:~A~,IFO,~I~~f' MUNICIPAl. COURTs,,-Conl:inuod c.:l 
..... ' SUMMARY Qr- I~LEG.,\L I~~~IR':<ING FILINGS AND AND DISI~OSIT!ONsa 0 

Pill-eal VOBis 1974-75 and 1975-76 
\i \1 • __ '.~_.!!!!l!!!!itions After Trial 

Totsi , i~ Totl, DispositiOM Un.r:ontested ; Contested: 
mt!8!. __ ..J~\ns ___ before trisl tJJstters mstters , 

1975-'15 19,,,,-.,5 19.75-76 '1.1914-75 1975-.,6 191 .. ,-.,5 19'J'5-.,6 1914,75 1975-.,6 1!l!4-ir5 
L 

" 
42,786 35,100 24,lll, \\22.,770 24,089 2-,2:70 14 0 8 O. 
ZI,768 2..5,241 2.~,04jr '~,574 24,941 24,35.; 51 .0 51 19i 
37,443 28,176 31,1311 1~,406 31,115 29,391 2 0 21 15 ... 
47,716 44,665 42,211' 39,187 42,184 39,186 3.~ ,1 1 0 ...... 
72,364 87,483 71,95!! 51.),859 71,925 .58,817 6 ,2 21 401 § 107,368 106,199 . 93;141. 84;208 93,336 1J4,208 1 0 7 0 

318,085 194,282 !lro~13CI 166,1.188 2.53,735 166,881 U82 ,,0 13 7' 5 1,603,958 1.~35.675 1,1I97,4TI' !;159,673 1,095,'l94 1,1.53,839 540 15 1,143 819 > 35,287 . 1H,S73 :~8,5,~i 17,7l\'l 28,511 17,685 1 P 10. 18 t"' 
1,018 6,121 ~'6\~, 5,25,~ 5,603 5,248 '3 2 19 61. (') 

2,190. 1,731 1:.w~i 1,52li 1,839 1.~07 9 '6 ,1. 13 i' 0 
00,237' 95,774 '54,111\1, 72,565\, 54,12'{ 72,5.~7 8 2 47 16 c:: 

Z 35,487 31,5150 32,00:.; 30,183 \ 31,961, 30,1'74 8 0 35 9 

~ 15,196 17,469 15,85~, 14,687 15,849': 14,6:11 1 0 0 0,: 
39,970 65,05.5 .32,7711 61,633 32,772.', 616,2 (.) ',P 3 1 ' 0 7,666 7,947 8,34<\ . 7,354 8,343 , 'l:a:~S 1 J 0 7 >:rJ 

255,B07 195,299 216,120: 191.1,558 , 215,644 198tllS1~ 401 268 75 138 Q 215,180 227,143 2l'A,749 , 213,165 224,544 212,9!~ 42 1 163 171 
33,542 0 1!6,161 0 28,160 '0 0 0 1 0 C 
11,251 16,607 ·.8,411; . 13,408 8,398 13,~XI. 7 3 6 5 Cl 23,203 19,495 21,7flii. 18,165 21,684 18,H15 59 til 28 10 !:Xl 

163,962 147,104 16 11; 68 44 Ii ~ 
146,456 147,186 134,742 134,6112 

Monterey: c' ; 

Monter:y.Carmel .. ~~ ......................... .. 
SalilUlS ...................... 1 .......................... .. 

m,458 87,574 m.,396~ 87,623 .112,312 fI1~i4 54 40 30 40. 
23,164 21,900 . 23,029: 21,370 23,023 21,~iO 1 :I 5 < 

Napa: 
Napa-St. Helena.CaIlStoga· ............ .. 10,542 0 8,795 0 .8,793 0 2 0 1\ 0< 

Orange: 
Central Orange Couniy .................. " 
North Orange County ;, .................... .. 
Orange County Harbor., ................... .. 
South Orange County .. , ................... .. 
West Orange <\:.ounty ......................... . 

II ',' 

42,765 40,182 38,817 39,230 38;'6io 3!,\,2i~ 0" i 7 '10 
119,487 101,047 107,863 100,2.11 107,788. 1(l!1,!97 ,9 q. 66 34 
122.,855 10:\,356 1Z1,332 72,249, 128,048 72,l.'.3S 1,283 , l' 1 12 
54,841 47,338 46,180 38,581 45,176 :j8,5.'l:a' .0 0 4 9 
86,139 S2,1B5 87,719 39,743 fiT,f1i11 39,7~~r 5 (, 17 5 

.:.J 
<.> ~, 

" n' 



RIverside: 
1\ 

.;; 

Corona' ............ ; ....................................... 888 648 754 542 754 542 0 0 0 0 
Desert· .................................................. 15,634 13,980 15,166 11,921 15,157 11,906 2 2 \\ 7 ia 
Mt. San Jacinto" .................................. .470 250 470 173' 4fjf 173 3 0 \\0 0 
Riverside ................................................ 35,684 48,082 ~13,09(/' 44,1UV a3,!l83 44,704 0 1 \7 5 [) 

SIlcramento:. I' 
\\ ~:-, 

SIlcramento ............................................ 203,138 182,860 192,083 182,299 192,072 182,292 0 0 Iii. 1 
San Bernardino: 

16 \ ~ San Bernardino County .................... 35,445 30,772 25,286 24,7&5 26,269 M,770 14 

San Diego: \\ ~ 
El OIion· .............................................. 14.470 11,209 7,755 8,910 7.746 8,888 7 14 2 8 ~ 

. 
North County a .................................... 23,132 22,334 -22,410 22,548 22,407. 22,52S 3 2 0 \. 18 \', 

~ San Diego .................. , ......................... 417,648 399.151 375,812 360,652 375,303 360,598 448 1 61 

\ 
53 

South Bay· ............................................ 19,780 0 16,153 0 16,148 0 6 0 1 0 
0 

San Francisco,' \ ~ 
San Francisco ........................................ 1,303,496 1,393,224 1,228,373 J,OOl,2{SO 1,186,621 999,304 41,752 1,956 0 \\ 0 0 \~ 

'''<1 
San Joaquin: \1 

Sl Lodi. ....................................................... 38,739, 29,645 37.198 21,954 37.195 21,950 2 3 1 \~ 1 
Mant"".·Ripon·Esca!on·Tracy .......... 4,269 2,777 3,625 2,367 3,622 2,340 1\ 23 1 'h4 J:1l Strkton ..................... : .......................... w,roS 101,606 103,Dl8 91,473 103,004 91,470 1 0 13 "3 > \ ~ San'LuisObispo: . 

0' ~ sa" Luis Obispo County· ................ 29,236 41,542 28,398 0 28,557 0 0 0 41 

San \\!.teo: \ ~ ~ntral .................................................... 101.466 90,707 81,949 71,637 81.479 71,258 469 377 I 2 \~ Northern ................................... , ........ : ... 91,692 8O,1~ 78,748 67,722 78,743 67.721 2 0 I 1 
Southern ................................................ 43,339 45,090 33,025 38,001 32,634 :rr,667 a57 315 34 5 

Santa' Blirbilra: \~ Lompoc· ........... , .................................... 786 0 638 0 631 0 1 0 6 0 
'Sani'a Barbara·Goleta· .......................... 65~0 68,077\ 60,429 54,575 80,379 54,554 19", 0 31 .,,,21 ~C') 
San~a Maria ..... ~., ............ , ..................... 5 .1 3,609\1 5.583 2,176 5,578 2,175 2 0 3 1 ,J:1l 

:; 
Santa Clata: 

\\ Los ~~atos-Campl:iell-5aratoga ...... ; ... ro,7~ 18,939 17.469 17.793 :17,425 17,777 0 43 . 16 
Palo 'n'lto-~o~n,l~n View .................. 91;026. 74,197 'II 72,496, 71,441 72,431 71,416 1 56 24 
San J.,..,.Mdp,tas , ....................... , ......... 162,39~ '167.409 \1 135,372 122,706 135,371 122,705 0 1 1 \1 Santa,'Clara ................ ; ........................... 11,983 4,045 

~ 
11,334 4,roo :.' 11,322 4,176 0 12 24 

$unny:vale·Cupertino .......................... 9.17!? 
;\ 

11,153 8,414 ' 8,059 ( 8.413 8,029 0 1 30 

;\ I' i' 
.\ 

.1 

'" Sainta Crux: \1 iiI, .... 
r"",ta Cruz County .... ; ......................... 

. , 
'.' :106,106 28 W .... 110,728 \1 107,688 ,. 106,301 106,637 106,549 99 

I " \ \\ 

~ 
I' 0 

II 
1\ II 



CountyandjudJdsJ district. 

Solano: 
Northern Solano' .... : .......................... . 
Vallejo-Benicia • ................................. . 

Sonoma: 
, Sonoma County ................................... . 

Stanislaw: 
Modesto' ............................................. . 

Sutter. 
SuIter Gount)' .................................... . 

Tulare: 
Porterville' ........................................ .. 
Visalia ... : ................................................. . 

Ventura:. 
Ventura County ........... ; .................... .. 

TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
SUMMARY OF ILLEGAL PARKING .FILINGS AND AND DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 
Di:positions Alter TrisJ 

Total Uncontested Contested 
filings 

Total 
dispositions 

Dispositions 
before trisJ matters matters 

1975-16 1!l74-'/5 1975-16 1!l74-1S 1!J'l$-16 1!l74-'/5 1975-16 1!l74-1S 1975-16 1!l74-'/5 

6,1515 4,333 5,124 3,282 
12,365 13,415 10,604 12,913 

75,757 68,118 61,587 67,558 

37,194 33,391 34,001 32,298 

578 O· 1,143 0 

3,257 565 2,810 651 
14,169 8,200 8,480 5,855 

53,s69 42,663 43;473 37,329 

5,123 
10,593 

61,586 

33,970 

1,143 

2,809 
8,479 

43,469 

3,280 
12,906 

67,554 

32,298 

0 

651 
5,855 

37,327 

o 
1 

4 

o 

1 
o 

o 

o 
1 

o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

1 
10 

0 

27 

0 

0 
1 

4 

2 
6 

3 

0 

0 

0 
0 

2 

• For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 
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TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN· 

. Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

Reduced lelonies 
(includes traHic 

Total and nontraHic) iVontraHic 

Juries selected and swom 
Misdemeano1'$ 

Tota/ 
County andjudicia/ district 1975-76 197'4-75 1975-76 1975-76 1974-75 1975-76 1974-75 

State Total................................................ 10,264 

Alameda:. 
Alameda .................................................. .. 
Berkeley·A1bany .................................... . 
Fremont-Newark-tlnion City _ ............ . 
Livermore-Pleasanton d .. __ ...... _ .... _ 

Oakland-Piedmont ................................. . 
San Leandro-Hayward ........................ .. 

Bulle: 
Chico .........•.............•....•......••..••........•......• 

Contra COsta: 
Delta ........................................................ .. 
MI. Dishl., ............................................... . 
Richmond ................................................. . 
Walnut Creek·Danville ........................ .. 
West; ......................................................... . 

Fresno: 
Fresno ....................................................... . 

Humboldt: 
EurekD: .................................................... .. 

Imperial: 
Imperial County dc, ............................... . 

Kern: 
Bakersfield ................................................ . 

14 
38 
84 
23 

323 
165 

35 

30 
108 
101 
68 
1fT 

196 

27. 

22 

119 

Los Angeles: . •• 
Alhambra .. E:::.......................................... 84 
Antelope ...... ~ .......................... ;................. 92 

10,730 129 5,436 

6 0 2 
43 0 25 

113 0 63 
40 0 12 

29B 9 17. 
124 3 65 

30 0 12 

44 0 15 
63 0 43 

132 0 63 
'62 J 13 
lOB 0 35 

200 15 104 

°34 0 8. 

0 0 10 

202 Q 68 

102 0 48 
92 0 61 

1),692 4.193 4.547 3,892 

3 0 2 0 
33 5 3 5 
78 21 30 20 
17 11 16 11 

152 123 129 114 
55 86 61 84 

c' 
12 20 15 19 

16 13 26 13 
19 64 43 62 
57 34 66 29 
11 50 48 49 
43 51 64 43 

93 70 105 65 

14 16 18 15 

0 11 0 11 

164 ., .9 34 44, 

52 34 50 28j 

50 31 39 tJJt· 

;" 

4,270 

2 
3 

30 
16 

129 
59 

15 

26 
43 
57 
48 
63 

105 

18. 

Q, 

~ 

.;13 

49 

~, 

(l 

Other Civil" 
J!Tl5-'/6 1974-'/5 1975-76 1974-'/5 

301 277 

o 
o 
1 
o 
9 
2 

o 
2 
5 
1 
8 

o 

5 

6 
11 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 

o 

o 
o 
9 
o 
1 

o 

o 

1 
6 

li06 

12 
8 
0 
0 

17 
11 

3 

2 
1 
4 
4 
1 

, 9 

3 

2 

2 
o 

,;, 

491 

1 
7 
5 
7 

17 
B 

3 

2 
1 
9 
3 
J 

8 

2 

o 

4 

o 
3 

Il 



TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN" 

C.:l 
I-' 

Fis\':)al Years 1974-'-75 and 1975-76 
0/:0. 

luries selected Imd swom 
Mistleme8/1ors 

Reduced felorner 
(includes fraRic Trsi1ic 

Cof!Ilty andjudicial district Total and nontrsi1ic) Nonfraffic Total Selected S Other Civil" 
Los Angeles (cont.) 1975-76 1!7T4-'T5 1!7T5-76 19'T5-76 1!7T4-'T5 1975-76 1~4-'T5 1!7T5-76 J!7T4-'T5 1975-76 1!7T4-'T5 1975-76 1!7T4-'T5 

Beverly Hills ................... ; .............. " ........ 160 150 0 103 77 50 62 47 62 3 0 7 11 
Burbank .................................................... 21 36 0 12 7 9 28 8 28 1 0 0 1 
Citrus .......... , ............................................... 200, 164 1 116 93 79 615 55 64 24 1 4 6 
Compton .................................................. 164 132 0 115 107 40 37 39 22 1 15 9 8 ..... 
Culver ........................................................ 29 53 0 18 29 10 23 8 23 2 0 1 1 ~ Downey .................................................... 68 67 0 3.~ 42 35 24 29 23 6 1 1 1 
f.ast Los Angeles .................................... ' 67 112 0 47 53 18 55 13 9 5 46 2 4 ~ Gle.ndale .................................................... 91 108 0 SO 64 37 43 27 40 10 2 4 2 
Inglewood ................................................ 96 67 0 615 57 26 24 28 21 1 3 5 6 t"' 
Long .Be.ch .............................................. 164 194 0 100 104 57 79 56 76 1 3 7 .,11 (") 

LosAnl!el~ .............................................. 1,565 1,604 1 954 1,032 481 455 458 431 23 24 129 117 0 
L.o5· Cerritos .... '-.... :: .. ! .................................. 52 63 0 38 41 14 19 14 16 0 3 0 3 ~ 
Malibu ...... ; ................................................. 35 38 0 18 16 11 18 8 17 3 1 6 4 (") 

.' Newhall. ..................................................... 48 63 3 19 31 26 30 22 28 4 2 0 2 F 
Pasadena.j ...•.•.••••••••• ~l...\ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 140 153 0 83 80 56 70 55 64 1 6 1 3 0 
~?:~~~d·~·a:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 88 74 0 68 51 18 22 18 21 0 1 2 1 '%J 

49 116 1 32 88 8 29 8 29 0 0 8 r 
&? San Antonio d .......................................... .100 120 7 78. 98 15 22 13 19 2 3 0 0 

c~·. Santa Anlt ............................. " ............... 94 85 0 615 53 26 29 24 26 2 3 3 3 t: 
Santa Monic ............................................. 81 80 3 37 52 37 26 34 23 3 3 4 2 '%J 

0 

' .. ~~:~e~l!~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 203 180 0 139 92 54 81 ,46 79 8 2 10 7 = 79 0 3 53 0 23 0 23 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 30 615 0 20 53 10 11 9 11 1 0 0 1 
Whittier .................................................... 127 239 0 63 137 57 102 47 100 10 2 7 0 

Marin: 
Central ...................................................... 80 86 28 30 46 52 39 52 7 0 8 4 

Monterey: 
Montersy·Carmel .................................... 122 122 0 56 67 61 53 60 52 1 1 3 2 
Salinns i .................. ~ ................................ 123 98 0 54 4ll 69 53 56 47 13 6 0 0 

Napa: 
N.pa-St. Helena-Calutoga d .................. 17 0 0 9 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 

a 



Orange: .. ;.'~ 
Central Orange County ........... , ........... 173 175 Ii " '11, 94 71 75 70 66 I 9 5 6 
North Orange County ..................... , ... , 180 181 10 

'(, 
lOS 84 59 92 56 89 3 3 3 5 

Orange County Harbor ...•.•..........•••....• 69 48 0 33 23 30 22 28 15 2 7 6 3 

South Orange County ............................ 82 44 0 ru 20 23 23 19 22 4 I 2 I 
West Orange Colmty ............................ 193 178 10 74 68 104 106 101 101 3 5 5 4 

Riverside: {~ 

t~2d;~~~:;~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
30 36 0 24 16 6 18 4 15 2 3 0 2 ~ 
81 97 0 43 48 as 44 34 43 I I 3 5 Z 
20 14 0 6 5 6 9 5 7 I 2 8 0 c: 

:ftiverside .................................................. 138 232 0 98 138 .39 94 ?5 75 4 19 1 0 ~;. 
Sacramento: ~ 

Sacramento' ............. " ............................... 273 229 14 111 98 133 119 131 118 2 15 12 "I:l 
q, 

0 
San Bernardino: ~ 

San Bernardino C'.ounty ........................ 421 425 8 163 193 245 224 233 202 12 22 5 8 0 
"%J 

San Diego: d 
116 210 2 58 123 50 63 48 80 2 3 6<' ,',4 ;j 

El Cajon .................................................. 
North Cou~ty d " ...................................... 200 116 0 69 59 lOS 56 106 54. 2 2 3 I t%J 

~t~i~!; d :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 599 666 10 340 399 230 241 222 233 8 8 19 28 ,'> 
106 0 0 54 0 52 0 44 " 0 8 0 0 0 Ij 

::: 
0 ~ San Francisco: 

San Francisco .......................................... 214 337 4 119 203 44 79 40 75 4 4 47 55 

I San Joaquin: 
LQdi ............................................................ 14 16 0 9 4 3 9 I 9 2 0 2 3 

Manteca·!lipon·EscaIon-Tracy ............ 29 27 2 16 18 4 8 4 8 0 0 7 1 
Stockton ., ................................................... 55 63 1 27 36 25 15 24 15 0 1 0 12 12 

,.t%J 

0 

San Luis Obispo: ,.~ 
San Luis Obispo County. d .................... 52 41 0 16 14 33 25 31 25 2 "0 3 .2 C') 

t%J t! 

San Mateo: 
Central: ..................................................... 60 55 0 27 11. 32 33 32 '1 51 0 2 1 1 

:::::::::E:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
82' 

.",),:. 

4S I 44 22 33 20 28 19 5 1 4 3 

82 8() 0 24 .22 38 33 37 ~~ - 33 1 0 O. 5 ,-:;:. 

Santa. Barbara: 
Lompoc d .................................................. 5 0 0 ." I 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 .,0 0 '~<1-~ 

Santa Barbara·Goleta ............................ lOS 42 0 60 25 48 15 4S 15 1 0 ,:;. .2 2 

Santa M • .ria .............................................. 21 42 0 13 19. B 23 7 22 "I ·1 <J 0 
'(,) 

.' I-' en 



County IlI1d Judidal district 

Santa CIIlf.., 
Los Gatos-Campbell·Saratoga .............. 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ...................... 
San Jose-Milpitas .... " ................................ 
Santa Claro .............................................. 
SunnY,Yale-Cupertino .............................. 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ................................ 

Solano; 
Northern SOlanSd ................................... 
Vallejo-lIenicia ...................................... 

Sonoma; 
Sonoma County ...................................... 

Stanislaus; 
Modesto d .................................................. 

Sutter: 
Sutter County d •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• n 

,Tulare; 
Porterville d .............................................. 
Visalia ........................................................ 

Ventura; 
Ventura County ...................................... 

'-'---

TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COUaT~ontinued 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 
Juries selecteclllI1d swom 

Misdeme<U1ors 
Reduced felonies 
(includes trsHic TnlIlic 

ToW IlI1d nontnlf1lc) NontrsHic Total Selectecl 5 

1975-76 1974-'l!J 1975-76 1975-76 1974-'l!J 1975-76 1974-'l!J 1975-76 197~:7J .. ~~----
24 118 0 7 15 17 41 13 37 
47 78 0 14 30 30 44 28 42 

317 302 10 111 127 186 156 173 150 
2lI 30 0 3 5 21 2lI 21 2lI 
47 44 0 10 16 34 22 3,1. 22 

80 81 0 29 30 48 48 45 48 

58 79 0 19 2lI 37 54 37 50 
75 94 3 17 29 53 65 52 64 

90 57 0 42 54 41 22 37 22 

147 161 0 64 47 78 111 74 100 

15 (':, 0 4 0 10 0 10 0 

39 13 2 20 7 17 6 15 6 
110 123 4 56 37 45 77 44 76 

86 193 0 37 82 45 110 40 104 

o 

Other Civile 
1!175-76 1974-'l!J 1975-76 1974-79 

4 4 0 2 
2 2 3 4, 

13 6 10 19 
0 0 1 0 
1 0 3 6 

3 0 3 3 

0 4 2 0 
1 1 2 0 

4 0 7 1. 

4 11 5 3 i;J 

0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 
1 1 5 9 

5 6 4 

~ "juries selected and sworn" are not the equivalent or cases disposed or by verdict since a single jury may tTy consoliaated cases.or ~,selthiment may occur rollowing the swearing orthe jury. 
Violations or Sections 14601. 20002, 23102, 23103. 23104 and 23U16 or the Vehicle Code ror 1974-75 and 20002, 23102, 23104 and 23105 ror 1975-76. 

~ Data ror 1975-76 are ror jury trials ralher than Juri", sworn. 
, For explanation, see rootnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 
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TABLE 36-CALiF.oRNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIG~MENTS·' 

Fiscal Years 1914-75 and 1975-76 

If/15-76 1f/14-75 
'iVetdsys Net days 

Days Dsys received (or Days DsY' received (or 
County and judicial district received rendered rendered) • received rendered rendered) • 

State Total .............................................. 4,372.!I B13.0 3,559.0 4,298.5 R726.0 R3,572.5 
'.!.,' 

Alameda: 
Alameda ............................. ~ .....•..••.••••••. 10 0 10 34 2 ,'~ 
Berk .. ley-Albany .................................... 0 1B -IB 0 2 ~2 
Fremont.Newark-Union City .............. 10 2 8 13 3 10 
Livermore-Pleasanton b ...................... 34 1 33 27 3 24 
Oakland.Piedmont ...................... ; ......... 263.5 0 263.5 179.11 0 179.3 
San Leandro-HaYWard .......................... 126 3 123 169 1 168 , 

Butte: 
Chico ........................................................ 19 0 79 26 0 26 

Contra Costa: 
Delta .................. i ..................................... 7 0 7 B 0 B 
Mt. Diablo ................................................ 241.5 0 241.5 217,5 0 21'1.5 
Richmond ................................................ 68 0 68 0 0 0 
Walnut Creek·Danville ........................ 17 1 16 iii 1 60 
·West .......................................................... 47.5 37.5 10 lOB 0 lOB 

Fresno: 
Fresno •.....•..........•...••.........•.. , ..............••.. 264 30 234 314 2 312 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .....•...••...•........•...•........•.•......•........ 116 0 116 94 0 94 

Imperial: . 
Imperial County b .................................. 21.5 -20.5 

Kern: 
Bakersfield .............................................. 110 4 106 U 2 II 

LOs .Angeles: 
Alhambra ................................................ 0 2 -2 0 1 -I 
Anlelope .................................................. 8 10 -2 45 0 45 
Beverly Hills .......................................... 11"- 19. -ll 12 0 12 
Burbank ............................................. : ...... 103 0 103 10 0 10 
Citrus ........................................................ 0 10 -10 21 3 ,. 18 
COmplon .................................................. 22 19 3 13 17 -4 
Culver ........................ _ ........................... 26.5 0 26.5 24 0 24 
Downey ............................................... , .... 0 18 -18 0 4 -4 
East LOs Angeles ................................... , 28 0 28 0 0 0 
Clendale ............................................ : ..... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Inglewood ................................................ 47 0 47 31 20 17 
Long Beaoh ............................................ 0 0 0 :I 0 .5 
LOs Angeles ............................................. 59 6 33 22 80 -5& 
Los Cerritos ............................................ -zl7 0 i7 0 0 0 
Malibu ...................................................... 19 0 19 23 0 23 
NewhalL ....................................... : ......... 0 B -8 2 3 -1 
Pasadena ............••.......•.....•.....••...• ~ ... I ...... 0 0 0 4 1 3 

E£~~~~;:~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~ 
36 33 3 !Sf :lO 7 
29 95 -68 23.5 H2O R3.5 
35 0 35 :) 0 3 
40 0 40 24 8~ 15.5 

Santa Monioa .......................................... 0 ~2 -2 CJ 0 0 0 

e~:~e~!~·~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
0 9 -9 1 59 ~58 

11 0 H 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

Whittier.; ..........•... "" ................................ o' 0 0 0 10 0 to 

{:~':J 

if 

d 

," 

i."'L. 
\'''') 
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TABLE 36-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-CoJi~j~~.ued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BYUOURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS· 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 and 1975-76 

197tJ-76 1974-75 
Net days Net days 

Days Days rece{ved (or Daft Days received (or 
County and judicial district received rendered rendered) • received rendered rendered) a 

Marin: 
Central ...................................................... 36 0 36 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey·Carmel .................................. 26 37.5 -11.5 59 19.5 39.5 
Salinas b .................................................... 64 11.5 52.5 149 3.5 145.5 

Napa: 
Napa-St. Helena-Calistoga b ................ 17.5 0 17.5 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ...................... 0 71 -71 0 0 0 
North Orange Co'.mty .......................... 0 0 0 3 0 3 
Orange County Ii.rhor ........................ 22 7 15 47 0 47 
South Orange County ........................ 37 2 35 53 0 53 
West Orange County ....... : .................... 69 9 60 134 0 134 

Riverside: 

m~~bj~~i~i~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
100 i W 69 i ~ 
141 U.S 129.5 216 12 204 
36 0 36 1 0 1 

Riverside .................................................. 56.5 0 56.5 68 7 61 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento .............................................. 165 3 162 112 5 107 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County ...................... 326 0.5 325.5 390.5 0 390.5 

San DiegO:
b 20 EI Cajon ....... b ....................................... 0 20 10 3 

North Coucty ...................................... 0 0 0 18 0 r", 

~t~i~~; b .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
10 18 -8 184 222.5 -~ '.J 
60 0 80 • '~J 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .......................................... 22 37 -15 18 29 -11 

San Joaquin: 
Ladi .......................................................... 35 0 35 26 2 24 
Mantec •• Ripon·Escalon.Tracy ............ 32 17 15 59.5 2.5 57 
Stock!on .................................................. 35 10 25 77 0 77 

Sa" Lub. Obispo: b 
San Luis Obispo County .................. 167.5 12 155.5 82.5 2 80.5 

San Mateo; 
Centra!. ............................................... ; ..... 25 0 25 35 0 35 
Northern· .................................................. 106 0 106 52 0 52 
Southern .................................................. 57 0 57 73 1 72 

.. ., Santa Barbgra: 
I..o~poc ••••.••.••• ; •....•••••••• , .• 1 ••••••••••••••••••• 8 ,12 -4 
SantaB.rb.ra·Goleta ............................ 106.5 7 99.5 29.5 V,s.5 1 
S:1OtO Maria .. : ......................................... 4 90 -86 5 58.5 -53.5 

Santa CIani: 
Los Catos·Campbell.Saratoga ............ 32 0 32 60 0 60 
Palo Alto-Mountain View .................... 6 2 4 0 0 0 
San Jose·MlIpit3S .................................... 46 23 2.1 35 10 25 
Santa Clara .............................................. 0 15 -15 0 16 -16 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ............................ 0 17 -17 7 0 7 
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TABLE 36--CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED .AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 0 

Fiscal Years 1974-75 IIInd 1975-76 

1!J'T$..'l6 J!J14-75 
Net,days Netthys 

Days Days received (or, Days Days received (or 
County andjudiclaJ district received rendered rendered) .. TeC!Bived rendered rendered) • 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ................................ 1117 0 1117 194 8.5 185.5 

Solano: b 
71 1 70 90 4' B6 Northern Solano .................................. 

Vallejo-Benicia b .................................... 5 4.5 0.5 77 1 76 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ...................................... S5 8 47 66 16 sa 

Stanislaus: 
Modesto b ............................... , ................ 46 2 « 21 0 21 

Sutter:
b Suiter County ...................................... 102 0 102 

Tula~e: b ' 
Po:rterv!lle ........... ~ ... =."'''' ....• '''' ....... , 35 II :;0 S 0 1S 
Vi!:aJia ........................................................ 70 22 4B 92 a 89 

VeQiura: 
Ventura County ............ " ...................... 109 6.5 102.5 81 2 79 

a Mimls sign (- ) indicates the court rendered more days of assistance thlUllt received during .the year through assignments 
by the Chairman of the JudiCial Council under Section 6 of Article VIaf the State Constitution. Each day worked in 0 

b excess of three hours Was reported as ';:full day with three hours or less as a half day. ' 
For explanation. see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

R Revised 
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Fresno: 
Caruthers .......................................................... , ......... 831 678 38 74 15 0 73 49 509 13 70 3 
Clovis ............................................................................ 4,394 4,452 176 289 137 0 192 195 3,009 '1,~ 'm 52 
Coalinga ..................................................................... 8,880 10,529 91 290 406 0 248 589 7,000 4B3 • 73, 
Dunlap ................................... , ...................................... 192 203 17 32 54 0 0 is 69 a 13 0 2 
Firebaugh .................................................................... 9,2BO 10,938 148 396 9ro Ii;' 772 701 6,ll16 247 143 29 
Fowler .......................................................................... 4,379 3,935 25 40 27 0 141 177 3,902 18 64 3, 
Kerman ........................................................................ 1,967 2,407 90 198 71 5 117 14li 1,183 23 146 31 
Kingsburg .................................................................... 2,866 2,147 23 107 60 0 94 81 2,360 32 126 is 
Parlier ......................................................... _ .............. ~ 1,647 1,420 30 220 180 0 88 225 864 242 '35 is 
Ponderosa .................................................................... 1,327 1,247 1 44 102 0 27 214 909 60 29 1 ~ Reedley ........................................................................ 3,411 2,980 78 388 2s 20 241 419 1,540 3,120 883 37 e Riverdale ..................................................................... : 1,078 1,020 22 64 12 0 63 64 740 8 95 18 
Sanger ......................................................................... 3,175 2,B39 91 217 233 0 146 103 'J 1,905 518 450 30 ~ Selma ............................................................................ 5,002 4,l1iS7 69 160 221 1 172 73 4,035 743 ~ 39 

~ 

Glenn: ~ 
Orland ........................................................... : ..... ~ ........ 3,009 3,832 5!) 100 80 0 225 133 2,293 72 16 43 0 
Willows ........................................................................ 4,615 5,183 34 61 94 0 211 0 3,970 22 191 54 ,~ 

Humbo"I!: 'fil 
~:~~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::r:'!. 9,347 9,225 0 478 234 183 331 158 7,214 19,836 425 :l24 ;l 4,371 4,071 0 296 141 0 322 294 2,770 355 395 153 

~> 
Garberville ........................................................... ~ ...... "2,043 2,145 0 75 95 0 125 I, ~: 

1,393 91 188 32 t>l 
Klam.th·Trinity .................................................... , ..... 1,629 1,192 0 188 116 0 92 701 23 301 24 

I Imperial: f'~ ~,r .. ~ 

~:~~: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,716 4,922 129 88 209 0 101 54 1,955 645 150 32 
'I) 

1,957 4,469" 116 209 1/14 0 211 88 1,059 2,183 102 28 

I Calipatria • ............................... ; .......... ; ............ ,.:: ....... 872 1,738 12- 50 249 0 33 26 480 0 15 T 
EI Centro· .................................................................. ,8,2-,1) 13,315 157 95 35 0 396 252 6,819 113 314 161 
Holtvine" .................................................................... '1,213 4,623 2- 13 41 9 13 26 1,07/i 41 15 lIi 
Imperial· .................................................................... 1,l185 3,660 20 78 42- 0 119 49 1,1116 255, 79 92 
Westmorland • ............................................................ ' 1,917 3,316 9 27 65 0 36 210 1,551 0 9 4 
Winterhaven e ................................................... : ........ 3,117 6,436 11 88 ~ 0 88 425 2,290 $8 " 6 0 

~ 
lnyo: C'l 

Northem Inyo ................................................. , .......... 5,319 3,920 77 161 1215 234 213 203 4,019 1,050 2Ii3 34 l"l 
Southern Inyo, ............................................................ 3,311 3,450 48 tOol 91 50 49, 'J!ZT 2,6lI6 22 79 7 

" 
Kern: .;, 

\I 

Arvin:Lamont ........................................................ : ... 5,651 5,911 0 311 376 1 296 479 3,!lO6 21St 279 3 
" Buttonwillow ................... ~, ...................... ; ... :.;:; .......... 2,878 3,961, 0 42- '/3" 0 19 32 2,637 8 69 6 

Delano-McFarland ............................... , ................... 7.103 7,181 0 543 730 173 174 482 4,312- 863 385 304 
Indian W"Ils ......... ; ............................. ; .... ,.;: ................ 5,171 3,l14O 0 253 ,307 0 166 2B3 3,l13O 96 549 83 F. 
Kern Ri'Ver·Rand •• u •• i •••• ~ •••••••••• "" ••••• ,'; ....... ,~':, •••••••• i ••••••• ,li09 1,838 0 0 () 0 34 0 413 14 154 6 

,~ 

~:~~:~~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 19,893 23,142- 0 546 ~ 0 365 541 17,541 ~ " '24& 189 'toO 
7,f61 8,515 0 328 89 25 267 'J!ZT ," 6,434 12 2ITf 10 I-' 

,9 

1:--

ti Q '3 



TABLE.37-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURT8-Contlnued 
rg 

SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILlNG~ , 
FISCAL YEARS 1974-'15 ANI) 1975-78 c 

1!lT5-76 RUngs bye.rr:ceedings 
Total Criminal 

,;..-:- nonp8l'king Nontrallic TraJ1ic Civil 
filings b MisaemeanoT$ MisdemeanoT$ Illegal Small 

Count}· and judicial district 1975-76 1974-7$ Felonies Group A GroupO Infract. GroupC GrpupD Infract. p81'king claims Other 

Shafter .......................................................................... 7,'ZT1 7,136 0 244 242 2 &I 238 6,'l:T7 196 163 41 
Tehachapi. ................................................................... 6,001 7,rHT 0 180 &I 7 4S 147 3,447 89 83 8 

.~ Wnsco ............................................................................ 6,448 6,018 0 410 24S 0 143 1,310 4,143 34 88 U19 

Kings: i(") 
;;: Avenal ...... , .................................................................... 4,336 5,917 52 139 63 0 'J!Z1 134 3,615 1 '70 36 r Corcoran ...................................................................... 1,948 2,073 60 229 243 48 57 176 736 69 :149 50 (") Hanford ........................................................................ 9,0&1 8,219 417 730 515 0 1:29 0 6,394 4,954 441 358 0 I..cmoorc ...... , ... , ......•...... , ........... ~ .... " ............................ 4,103 4,143 91 'ZT7 ~ 0 284 365 2,S8O 501 141 70 c:: 
Z 

Lnke: . ~, ~~ 
Clearlake Highlands .................................................. 1,536 1,809 lOB 66 27-! 0 127 120 M6 51 221 &I ["' 

Kelseyville .................................................................. '104 757 0 12 170 0 35 77 353 0 43 14 0 
Lnkeport ...................................................................... 2,043 1,808 131 220 135 0 203 94 839 344 364 57 "'l 
Middletown·Lower Lnke ........................................ 1,091 970 1 34 27 0 39 12 640 01 305 13 ("). .. 

> \ Upper Lnke ................................................................ 1,176 1,226 0 77 116 0 82 94 711 25 89 7 t: \ 

Lassen: Cl 
Big Valley .. : ................................................................. 58 66 0 4 3 3 0 1 23 0 22 2 = Central .................... " .................................................... 4.092 4.496 ff1 193 110 43 134 203 2,566 1,105 710 46 ~ ') 

I'Los Angeles: 
., Catalina .......... , ............................................................. 1552 309 5 71 116 0 0 3 289 507 60 8 

Madera: 

E1li~f~!.;.;.:~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~ 
5,604 5,798 34 189 62 0 101 1&1 4,7155 194 214 65 

0 8,739 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
12,143 2.234 251 506 389 12 938 336 8,365 4,779 1,110 216 

0 1,360 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mariposa: 
Coulterville .................................................................. 66 76 0 16 1 0 1 0 40 2 6 '2 

,Mariposa ............................. , ........................................ 1,616 1,4ff1 15 137 107 0 95 71 1,091 103 86 14 



':::-;::::::::::::;.::::::::::~~~-::::~ 
\"p" --::;:~~-.~~~,~'~"!'''' 

\) 
{r 

Mendocino: 

~:~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~ 255 324 \l 61 :I 0 4 6~ 151 1 20 10 
\ 376 4l.'4 0 17 160 0 6 21 133 243 26 0 15 
\' Big River ...•............. , .. , ..• , .. """, ........ " .......... , ............... , 813 814 0 159 37 6 16 49 551 559 36 19 \ » Little Lake ......................................... ; ........................ 2,146 3,169 0 252 44 0 106 154 1,324 150 222 42 

Long Valley ................................................................ 1,014 966 0 76 49 0 36 43 766 1 31 11 
Round 'Valley .............................................................. 244 180 0 34 56 0 4 10 81 0 45 14 
Sanel..; .................................. ; ........................................ 250 435 0 4 10 0 11 17 196 7 9 3 
Ten Mile River .......................................................... 2,777 2,698 0 137 156 0 122 39 1,922 948 325 76 ~ Uki~.h .. ~I. .............................. t •• , .................. .. ······.·····.f· .. · 0,966 9,626 30'2 292 592 0 504 350 6,163 7,953 1,476 267 

~ Merced: 
Atwater ........................................................................ 5$.\4 6,697 151 337 199 0 570 599 3,816 319 192 70 
Dos Palos .................................................................... 3,166 3,658 57 95 149 0 126 235 2,351 363 112 39 = Gustine .... , ........ _ ......... , ........... , ......... ,." ... " .... , ... " ..... 5,665 7,492 17 129 145 0 68 231 4,945 103 112 18 t"l 

.", 
Le Grand .................................................................... 4,542 4,470 27 53 84 0 222 223 3,837 11 92 4 0 

~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 12,708 12,639 96 227 177 0 521 1,036 10,445 239 152 S<l =l 8,331 11,670 68 346 257 0 406 38 6,732 563 312 150 
Merced .... ~ ................................................................... 15,073 13,442 350 781 300 0 896 418 10,580 22,496 953 757 0 

"'l Snelling ........................................................................ 111 124 ;) 32 16 0 11 2 46 13 0 1 
:d' CJ 

::".Modoc: t"l. 
Adin-Lookout ................................. : ............................ 24 15 0 0 7 0 0 0 1 0 15 1 :i-

:,Alturas .......................................... ; .............................. , 1,468 1,634 36 109 56 1 22 26 850 90 327 41 t:I 
f:/ewell ............................. : ........... : ................................ "'758 853 0 0 27, 0 4 3 679 0 39 6 ~. 
SUI-pdse Valley, ....................................... ; ................. '.48 43 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 45 1 ~ 

Mono: J\ ~ Morio ............................................ , ............................... 3,657 3,902 38 103 342 239 84 161 2,403 701 233 , 
~ Montere)': ~..., 

39 t~ Castroville-Pajaro g .................................................... 8,543 ",.7,311 76 276 114 20 544 1,101 6,203 214C·jI 
King City-Greenfield ................................................ 11,286 n,l63 40 192 75 0 196 390 10,027 ., 51 .. '304 60 I{ 0 
Pacific Grove ................ , ............................................. 3,165 2,335 84 141 75 309 119 39 2,229 5,856 156 J~ ~ San Ardo •..• ~ ..................... _ ...... __ ......................... ". 3J?Jf1 4,562 15 101 156 0 18 50 3,451 19 13 
Soledad·Gonzales .............. : ....................................... 6,502 8,258 49 176 63 17 150~ 768 5,059 76 176 .. " ~ ),~ 

Nap.: ., 32 

:~~;~;~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
791 1,184 21 7 20 1 22 579 596 iOl 10 

11,458 18,670 222 614 20B 0 909 23 8,525 17,321 650 301 
2,110 2,697 46 15 10 0 28 0 1,9Q4 .52!J I) 85 20 

Nevada: C<\ 0 
Nevada .. : .................................................................... ::.:- 5,829 5,931 165 300 192 0 463 i'54 3,107 7,150 657 191 
T~~kee ..................................... , .................................. 6,828 7,097 28 77 138 0 U6 115 6,136 343 160 38 Ci:)o 

~, 

,:' 
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37....cALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURT8-Contlnued 
c.:> 

TABLE ;~ 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKDNG AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILING. 

fiSCAL YEARS 1874-7$ AND 197&-78· 
1!lT5-76 mings bye.roceedin(f! 

Total Criminal 
nonparking NontralTic Trallic Civil 

fiJings b Misdemelll10rs Misdemeanors Illegal Small 
County Ill1d judicial district 1!lT5-76 1974-75 FeJonies Group A GroupB Infract. Groupe GroupD Infract. parking claims Oth<!r 

Pla""r: 
Auburn ........................................................................ 9,oro 9,402 342 0105 2:12 0 166 325 6,835 4.005 492 183 
Colfax.A1ta·Dutch F1.t ............................................ 9.602 8,499 0 96 69 32 65 338 8,883 324 104 13 i Foresthlli ...................................................................... 216 233 0 41 53 0 1 16 83 3 16 6 
I.Jncaln ........................................................................ 733 770 0 62 68 0 58 84 358 30 79 24 
Loomis ......................................................................... 5,258 6,353 I) 306 48 0 149 153 4,385 667 168 49 
Roseville ...................................................................... 6,782 8.757 92 289 281 0 312 64 5.043 4.790 384 317 .f= 
Tahoc ............................................................................ 4.654 4.462 105 496 192 0 160 202 2,683 1,923 705 III C'l 

0 
Plumas: ~ 

~:k:~~;lh\::::::r :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1.r: 1,2901 18 162 331 0 69 110 696 31 283 19 
460 13 51 97 86 16 24 2:19 110 37 4 Q 

Plumas ................ :.: ....................................................... 1,826 1,822 3S 143 96 169 53 438 friO 163 175 45 t"' 
0 

River.Jde: 
>:j 

. ~~hel~tJ' :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3.934 9,926 0 136 3S 0 101 258 3,301 10 84 19 ~ 
0 2,176 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 t: 

~:~~~t:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3.186 3,824 0 333 S44 52 '160 9J1T 1,595 12 251 44 cg 0 3.063 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~~:~!~ci~r:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,854 2,390 0 162 36 16 29 59 2,3S9 16 170 23 " 5,372 11.422 68 297 SOB 6 215 210 3.783 54 2:15 12 ~ 
=i~~i~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

6.887 8,33S 0 732 516 247 ISS 422 4.470 148 282 62 
9,970 31,9m 0 174 30 0 162 713 8.7$ 54 132 30 

0 1,320 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Sacramento: 
Elk Grove·CaIt ...... ~ ................................................. 4.057 3:JK/ 0 m5 103 0 206 5 3,204 412 315 17 
Fair Oaks·Folsom ...................................................... 8.753 6,916 2 318 221 59 342 882 6,lm 76 97 29 
Walnut Grove-Isleton .............................................. 1,348 1,341 0 157 SSO 0 18 104 <471 19 45 3 

Sun Benito: 
Hollister ....................... ~ ............................................. 3.431 3,571 70 294 410 4 383 411 1.136 1.750 '''S8'I 136 
San Juan ....................................... 1 ...... 1 ................. 1 ••••• 1,990 2,396 13 86 SS 0 82 187 1,528 36 25 11 

G 



San Bernardino: 
Bear Valley ................................................................. . 
Bloomington ............................................................... . 
Calzona ....................................................................... . 
Colton ........................................................................ .. 
Crest Forest .............................................................. .. 
Cucan1onga ................................................................ .. 
Etiwanda ..................................................................... . 

~~":~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Needles ...................................................................... .. 
Trona ..................................... I •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Twentynine palms ............. , ..................................... . 
Yucaipa ....................................................................... . 

San Diego: 
Coronado m ............................................................... . 
East County ............................................................... . 
Fallbrook .................................................................... .. 
National m ................................................................... . 
Ramona" .................................................................. .. 

San Luis Obispo: 
First 0 .......................................................................... .. 

~d~ : .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Fourth 0 ............... : ...................................................... .. 

FiI\ho ........................................................................... . 

Santa Barbara: 
Carpint"ria·Mor:tecito ....... ; ..................................... . 
Gwidalupe ................................................................. . 
LompocP .................................................................. .. 
Solvang ...................................................................... .. 

Santa Clara: " 
Gilroy·Morgan Hill ................................................... . 

Shasta: 
Anderson .................................................................... .. 
Burney ... ; ..................................................................... . 
Castella .............................................. : ........................ . 
Central Valley ........................................................... . 
Cottonwood .......... , .................................................... . 

~~u~~':.' .. ~~~!.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Redding ... , ....................................... : ........................ ~ .. . 

3,9a9 
5,4!Kl 
1,6.'52 

11,094 
2,9JlO 
3,519 
2,2S3 
4,159 
4,860 
5,789 
7~ 

5,953 
4,372 

o 
1.165 
2,944 

o 
2,l'.'l6 

o 
,ll o 
o 
o 

4,517 
99S 

2,619 
7,283 

19,478 

3,458 
1,179 
1,1l86 
7,9i58 

103 
247 
157 

11,594 

3.671 
4,752 
1.117 

14,511 
2,654 
2,934 
3,722 
3,579 
4,923 
7.629 

630 
lI,649 
4,370 

5,348 
1.'140 
3,130' 
9,344 
3,544 \, 

5.067 
2,152 
6,913 
5.415 
4.754 

5,529 
1.065' 
5,243, 
6.1115 

18.465 

50491 
1,281 
2,114 

10,270 
, 790 

313 
2m 

10,203 

o 
o 
4 

31 
o 

65 
o 
o 
o 

39 
o 
~ 
46 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
3 

26 
9 

139 

1 
,9 
o 

482 
4S 
8 
1 

2S9 

178" 
14 

121 
25B 
240 
113 
10 

273 
33 

161 
21 

232 
121 

o 
49 

ISO 
o 

lOB 

0, 
o 
o 
o 
o 

262 
83 

262 
103 

573 

490 
262 
202 
702 
417 
404 
14 

300 
530 
159 

2 
182 
23 

o 
42 
41 
o 

348 

o 
" 0 o 

o 
o 

351 
27 

184 
324. 

sso 

.294 
140 
18 

531 
48 
42 
15 

285. 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
4. 
o 
o 
o 

120 
o 
o 

183 

o 
o 

29 
o 

20 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
67 
o 

22 
o 

12 
o 

191 

107 
583 

18 
341 
00 

331 
58 

267 
141 
93 
33 

344 
331 

o 
5 

89 
o 

99 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

271 
102 
188 
152 

602 

m 
51 
18 

256 
30 
16 
3 

630 

244 
400 
202 

2,114 
41 

153 
8 

431 
600 
173 

3 
32 

127 

o 
2 

447 
o 

102 

o 
o 
o 
o 
Q 

206 
00 
82 
96 

1515 

Ill! 
29 
3 

~9 
8 
1 
o 

1.089 

2,407 
3$67 
1.102 
6,1l5O 

993 
2,124 
1,813 
2.696 
3,373 
4,930 

001 
4.727 
3,351 

o 
99S 

1,881 
o 

1,341 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

3,231 
693 

1,576 
6.403 

15.795 

2,201 
6B4 

1.502 
15.458 

40f 
88 

124 
6,225 

D· 

702 
79 
o 

1.413 
343 
883 

o 
668 

5.601 
586 

3 
4Il 
o 

o 
o 

39 
o 

92 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

82S 
1,335 

422 
124 

4.100 

22B 
11 
7 

1,751 
o 
1 
o 

38,279 

S33 
256 

a 
691',. 
414 
22B 
J2 

140 
83 

",111 
, 113 

323 
165 

o 
68 

2M 
o 

201 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

173 
23 

225 
182 

9SO 

295 
136 
26: 

219 
106 
49 
8 

1;161 

30 
38, . 

95 

o 
4 

53 
o 

11 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

23 
4 

56 
14 

,354 

115 
13 
8 

143. 
24 
12 
1 

800 
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TABLE 37-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS-contlnued 
CJ) 

SUMMARY OF NONPARKINO AND ILLEGAL PARI5ING FILINGS 
FISCAL YEARS 1974-75 AND 197&-76· 

1975-76 Rlinf!!. bYeroceedings 
Tots! Crimins! 

nonparking Nontrallic Trallic Civil 
Rlinf!!.b Misdemeanors Misdemeanors Illegal Smsll 

County and judiciRl district 1975-76 1974-7:: Felonies Group A GroupB Infract. Groupe GroupD Infract. parking claims Other 

Sierra: ...... 
Sierra' COunly ....................................................... , ...... 912 791 27 60 263 0 155 85 385 26 34 3. c: 

0 
Siskiyou: ~ Dorris q ......................................................................... 477 976 0 30 -is 0 10 72 295 2 11 14 

Oorris·Tulelake q ........................................................ 607 0 0 38 38 5 26 60 404 28 29 7 t"' 

Ounsmuir·MI. Shasla ............................................... 7,828 7,766 0 172 118 89 148 388 6,565 725 306 40 8 
Happy Camp .............................................................. 958 773 0 73 60 0 16 38. 701 8 60 12 .C: 
McCloud ................................ .; .................................... 350 385 6 -is 18 3 28 64 83 17 93 10 Z 
Scotl Valley ................................................................ ... 425 466 0 33 27 0 25 9 162 38 160 ·,·9 Q 
Shasta Valley .............................................................. 4;142 3,633 0 192 137 1117 64 502 2,510 731 581 49 t"' 
Tulelake q .................................................................... 233 466 0 38 24 0 4 16 124 16 22 7 0 
Yreka ........................................................................... 6;100 7,170 176 208 151 38 125 98 4,956 1,404 214 134 "l 

(") 

Solano: > 
Benicl. f ...................................................................... 11 2,681 0 0 0 0 I 0 10 3 0 0 t:: 
O"'on' .. ,. ...................................................................... 2,900 5,161 34 8 58 0 64 175 2,479 581 72 10 6 
Rio Viola ...................................................................... 8S8 1,064 23 38 155 2 33 81 535 88 110 11 = Z 

Stanfslaus: ;;: 
~ I . 

,:iJCres ................................ , ......................................... 0 2,835 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Newman·P.tterson .................................................... 4,490 5,744 23 90 212 23 121 780 2,988 97 204 49 
Oakdale.W.terford .................................................... 3,464 2,858 54 3117 285 97 174 367 1,906 1,507 152 122 
Riverbank .................................................................... 1,694 1,294 13 148 87 211 182 122 828 60 64 39 
Turlock ........................................................................ 7,635 7,915 64 314 20 58 415 870 5,053 9,771 280 561 

Sutter: 
BuUe u .......................................................................... 938 1,260 3 9 34 0 28 50 789 155 22 3 
Yuba u .......................................................................... 5,622 8,456 142 175 140 0 150 239 4,229 788 328 21.9 

Tehama: 
Coming ........................................................................ 3,889 4,:w8 97 168 78 0 149 174 2,957 353 239 27 
Red BlufT ...................................................................... 10,E!46 11,589 173 499 185 8 232 408 8,428 412 529 184 



Trinity: 
H.yfork , .................................................................... .. 
H.yfork·M.d River Y ............................................... . 

Junction City.SaIyer W ............................................. . 

M.d River Y 
............................................................... . 

:::~~:g·~~~e~ .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Weaverville w ............................................................ .. 

Tulare: 
Dinub ......................................................................... .. 
Exeter·Fannersville ................................................. . 
LJndsay ....................................................................... . 
Pixley ..... , ..................................................................... . 
Porterville' ............................................................... . 

Tulare ........................................................................ .. 
Woodlake ................................................................... . 

Tuolumne: 
Firsl ......................................................... , ................... . 
Second .......... _ .............. _ ......... _ .......................... .. 
Third .......................................................................... .. 
Fourth ......................................................................... . 
Fifth ............................................................................. . 

Yolo: 

=t~ .. ::=::::::::::::::;,:i:.:::::::::::::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Grafton ...................................................... , .. ; ............. .. 
Wasbington ........... : .................................................... .. 
Winters ........................................................................ . 
Woodland .......................................... _ ..................... . 

Yub.: 
camptonville ............................................................. . 
Marysville ....... ; .. ~ ........................................................ .. 
Wheatland ................................................................ .. 

o 
430 

o 
o 

59 
1,387 

\I 

8,278 
3,209 
1.9-13 
7.436 

\I 

10,914 
1,394 

1,305 
736 

1,924 
399 

2,:!28' 
" ,~ 

6;167 
'53:) 

146 
9,279 

699 
14,953 

22 
8,946 
1,388 

2J!T 
121 

9 
101 
61 

240. 
~,,051 

10.011 
3,288 
2,036 
7.623 
3,336 

12,695 
1.690 

1.625 
513 

1,997 
438 

2,196 

8,037 
583 
144 

11.662 
525 

13.769 

27 
10,292 
1.243 

o 
o 
o 
o 
\I 

71 
o 

190 
67 
76 

115 
o 

132 
72 

46 
1 
o 
6 

33 

107 
17 
1 

Z7\1 
15 

173 

o 
284 

l5 

O. 
34 
o 
o 
2 

72 
o 

l.I32 
262 

80 
212 

\I 

3!11 
76 

154 
16 

109 
Z7 

125 

208 
:lO 
23 

494 
41 

55!" 

2 
773 

415 

2:JO 
174 
112 
166 

il 
2Z7 
293 

74 
:lO 

232 
156 
50. 

71 
49 
29 

619 
55 

596 

1 
333 
39 

'\ o 
ill 
\I 
o 
(l\ 

o 
0,. 

o· 
198 

o 
o 
o 

179 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
8 
o 
o 

o 
89 
o 

o 
14 
\I 
o 
o 

64 
o 

397 
302 
183 
128 

\I 

348 
a:> 

70 
12 
98 
10 

123 

218 
36 
1(l 

871 
29 

508 

o 
(i88 

48 

'2,.~ .. 

0 0 0 0 0 
7 266 8 69 2 
0 0 0 0 \I 
0 0 0 0 0 

,0 29 0 12 2 
.'lO 788 31 159 34 
0 0 \I 0 0 

136 6,272 ITT 458 63 
365' 1.646 52 177 18 
58· 1,270 192 149 15 

258 6.451 11 72 34 
\I \I 0 0 0 .. 

224 8,547 674 696 164 
\I 720 263 133 15 

46 500 4.770 255 160 
7 545 31 121 4 

61 1,310 Z78 92 ,22 
9 124 1 62 IS 

,89 1,804 101 89 15 

59 5.016 29.119 39t 97 
26 283 4 76 16 
0 76 0 5 2 

126 6,300 549 "418 173 
106 350 132 B2 21 

1:un 10.461 6.653 761 516 

0 19 3 0 0 
299 5.171 15.012 660 669 
32 1.191 61 22 6 

~. \\ !' 

• The summary Report Form (2-a) was revised July 1. 1915 to permit coll~tion of Il<lntraffic filing and dispositiollS by Group A and Group B misdemeanors and.nontralllc lnfracllon"/A"d to 
b collect data in traffic proceedings by Group C'l!IId Group 0 misdemeanor. and trilffic infractions.,see footnotes on Table :lOA and 31A for definitons 'and exampl~ 'of types of pr~¥llngs. 

Excludes illegal parking filiJ>gs. ' 
~ Pleasanton ]llStice ~urt DiStrict, consolidated witlll:.ivermoie Municipal Court DIstrict to ~me LJvermore-Pleasanton JuStiCe Court Dl5trict on July I, 1!175, 

Colwa and ,Williams ]wtice Coart .Districts,consolidated to become Colusa·Williams Justice Court Dl5trict on May 15. 1975, 
e Jwtice Courts of Brawley, Cak'Xico. CUipa!ria. EI £;entro. Holtvjlle, Imperial" Westmorland. and Winterhaven consolidated to become Imperial County MuniclpalCour~ D~trict on Jariu!"Y 
1.1976,. " 

r M.dera and Sierra Jwtice Co,lirt Pistrict~'consoUdated to become Madera.Sierra Justice Court Dl5\rict on"May 1. 1975; this court has two judgeships. 
I A portion of CastroviUe-Pajaro Justice Court district was annexed to Salinas Municipal Court Dl5trict on January ,7. 1975. 
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h Napn-5t. Helena-Calistoga Jwtice Court Districts consolidated to become Napn-5t. Helena-Calistoga Municipal Court District on March I, 1976. 
I Beaumont and San Gorgonlo Jwtice Court Districts consolidated with Hemet San Jacinto Municipal Court District, and the name of the district was changed to Mt. San Jacinto Municipal 

Court District on January I, 1976. 
J Coachella Jwti(.'e Court District consolidated with Desert Municipal Court District on January 2, 1975. 
~ Hemet and San Jacinto JwticeCourt Districts consolidated to become Hemet San Jacinto Municipal Court District on January 2, 1975. 
Palo Verde Jwtice Court District consolidated with Desert Municipal Court District on January 1, 1976. 

In Coronado and National Jwtice Court Districts and sportion uf the San Diego Municipal Court District consolidated to become South Bay Municipal Court District on July I, 1975. 
n The southerly portion of Ramona Jwtice Court District consolidated with EI QUon Municipal Court District; the northerly portion consolidated with North County Municipal Court District 

on January 29,1976. ' 
o First, Second, Third, Fourth.and Fifth Jwtice Court Districts consolidated to become the San Luis Obispo County Municipal Court District on January 6, 1975. 
P Lompoc Jwtice Court District become Lompoc Municipal Court District on January I, 1976. 
q Dorris and Tulelake Jwtice Co,!rt Districts consolidated to become Dorris·Tulelake Jwtice Court District on January 9, 1976. 
r Benicia Jwtice Court District ci,,'ISOUdated with Vallejo Municipal Court District to become Vallejo-Benicia Municipal Court District on July 3, 1975. 
I Dixon Jwtice Court DIstrict consolidated with Fairfield-5uisun-Vac.Qville Municipal Court District and becsme Northern Sclano Municipal Court District on January I, Uf7tl. 
t Ceres Jwtice Court District co .. .solldated with Modesto Municipal Court District on January 7, 1975. 
U Butte and Yuba Justice Court District! consolidated to become Sutter County Municipal Court District on January 15, 1976. ' . 
v Hayfork and Mad River Jwtice Court Distri~ts consolidated to become Hayfork-Mad River Jwtlce Court District on April 28, 1975. . 
W Junction City-Salyer and Weaverville Jwt:ce"Court Districts consolidated to become Trinity River Jwtlce Court District on April 2B, 1975. 
• Porterville Jwtice Court District become Porterville Municipal Court District,on November 28, 1974. 
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