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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS 
FOR THE JUDICIAL COUNCil 

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

Sec. 6. The Judicial Council consists of the Chief Justice and one other judge of the 
Supreme Court, 3 judges of courts of appeal, .5 judges of superi,)r courts, 3 judges of 
municipal courts, and 2 judges of justice courts, each appointed by th(~ Chief Justice for 
a 2-year term; 4 members of the State Bar appointed by its governll~g 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 cease$ 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 incon­
sistent with statute, and perform other functions prescribed by statute. 

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

Judges shall report to 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 VII, 
section 4. There are also a number of statutory provisions referring to the 
Judicial Council. * 
• Statutory provisions are found in: Civ. Code §P259, 4001, 4356, 4:Ml3, 4:Ml3.1{a) , 4450, 4530; Code Civ. Proc. H 75, 77, U6, 

117.1,117.10, li9(fj, 1;;'1, Hm.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, 1Il23.3-.7,1833, 1833.1. 
End. Code § 451; Goy. Code §§ 18004, 68070-72, 68110, 68500-12, 685-W-4Il, 68551-52, 68701, 69508, 69752, 69796, 69894.3, 
69899.5, 71042, 71180.4, 71601, 71601.3, 71610, 72274, 72450, 72602.14, 72624, 72631, 73105, 73106, 75002, 75003, 75028, 
75080.6, Pen. Code§§ 853.9, 1029,1038, 1050,I053,1l70(a) (d) (I), 1170.1,1l70.3-.6, 1213.5,1235, 1238.5,1239, 1241, 1246, 
1247k, 1428b, 1432.1, 1468,1471, 1506, 1507,3041, 13810, 13830, 14003; hob. Code §§ 303, 1232, 1233; Veh. Code §§ 40513, 
40600, 40653; WelF. Ie Inst. Code § 265. 
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1978 REPORT OF THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL 
OF CALIFORNIA 

INTRODUCTION 

The Judicial Council in the discharge of its constitutional duty is re- ! II 
quired to survey the condition of business in the several courts and to 
report and make appropriate recommendations to the Governor and the 
Legislatu:re at the commencement of each general session. (Cal. Const., 
art. VI, sec. 6.) This 1978 Judicial Council Report contains the Council's 
report and its recommendations to the 1978-1979 Regular Session of the 
Legislature for amendment of certail} 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 
contains summaries of the continuing activities of the Judicial Council and 
its staff. It also includes detailed statistical data 011 the volume of business 
in all the courts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1977. 

* * * 
The 1978 Report was produced under the general editorial supervision of Donald E. 

Sanchez, attorney, Administrative Office of the Com-ts. Electronic composition assistance 
was prOvided by Catherine D. Rodgers. , ... , .... ;;'.,. .; ........ , ... ~ ,.."'" 

..... - ....... ~ .. ' ."' .... 

x 
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1978 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 3 

CHAPTER 1 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DETERMINATE 
SENTENCING ACT 

When the Governor approved the Uniform Determinate Sentencing 
Act of 19761 on September 20, 1976, the Judicial Council had already begun 
preparing for its role in implementing the new sentencing law, which 
assigned extensive responsibilities to the Judidal Council. 

A. STATUTORY RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE JUDICIAL COUNCil 

The Judicial Council's primary responsibility lL.'"1der the new sentencing 
law is to adopt rules providing criteria for the consideration of judges in 
deciding whether to grant or deny probation in felony cases, and in decid­
ing on the length of prison terms when probation is denied .(Pen. Code, 
§ 1170.3). 

The Judicial Council is required to collect, analyze and publish informa­
tion quarterly concernil'lg sentencing practices in California and in other 
jurisdictions (Pen. Code, § 1170.4). 

Penal Code section 1170.5 requires the Judicial Council to conduct annu­
al sentencing institutes to assist trial judges in imposing appropriate sent­
ences. 

The Judicial Council is also required to (1) continually study ~d review, 
and report to the Governor and Legislature, on statutory serit~nces and 
the operation of the system of criminal penalties; and (2) review and 
analyze, and report to the Governor and Legislature, on all proposed 
legislation affecting felony sentences (Pen. Code, § 1170.6). 

B. ADOPTION OF THE SENTENCING RULES 

The Judicial Council's first priority was to develop the sentencing rules 
called for by Penal Code section 1170.3, so that they could become effec­
tive on July 1, 1977, the date the substantive portions of the statute were 
to become operative. ChieU ustice Donald R. Wright appointed a Sentenc­
ing Practices Advisory Committee2 which, in a series of pnblic meetings, 
developed a comprehensive set of proposed sentencing rules. These were 
tentatively adopted by the Judicial Council at a special meeting on January 
21,1977. The tentatively adopted rules were widely distributed, and com­
ments were solicited at meetings of superior court judges and at public 
hearhigs held throughout the state. Mter further review by the committee 
the sentencing rules were adopted by the Judicial Council at its May 19, 
1977 meetIDg, to be effective on July 1, 1977. 
IStats. 1!l16. ch. 1139. 
2nte ChIef Justice,~as ex officio chainnantwas assisted by Hon. Jerome H. Berenson of the VenlUr" Superior Court, 

vice-chalnrum of the committee and, at many of its /Ileetings, acting chairman. In March 1f117, Hon. John T. Ra~elli 
of the Santa Clara Superior Court (now of the Court of Appeal for the First Appellate District) assumed th~ chair of 
the c;ommittee. 
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At the same time, the Legislature was considering possible amendments 
to the new sentencing law and one such bill passed both houses on June 
24 and was signed by the Governor on June 29, 1977, as urgency legislation. 
operative Jl.UY 1.3 One effect of the new legislation was to relieve the court 
system of some of the time pressure caused by the original Determinate 

. Sentencing Act, because the amendment made it clear that the new law 
applied only to crimes committed on and after July 1, 1977, regardless of 
the date of sentencing. The amendment made various changes in sentenc­
ing procedures, however, and these changes required corresponding 
changes in the senteMillg rules. These changes were adopted by the 
Judicial Council on August 2, 1977, pursuant to recommendations of the 
Sentencing Practices Advisory Committee. 

The text of the sentencing rules, as amended, and the advisory commit­
tee comments to the rules, appear at the end of this chapter. 

C. SENTENCING PRACTICES QUARTERLY REPORTS 

In implementing Penal Code section 1170.4, the Judicial Council con­
cluded that the quarterly publication should includl:) not only statistical 
information concerning sentencing practices in California and other juris­
dictions of the United States, but should also include summaries of new 
developments in sentencing law and research on felony sentencing. 

The Judicial Council concluded that there was no existing information 
system which could provide complete and timely statistical data on Cali­
fornia felony sentencing. It therefore authorized the creation of a new 
felony sentencing statistical system, based on individual case reports sent 
directly from the sentencing court to the Judicial Council. The data from 
the reporting forms4 are being computerized, and will permit an analysis 
of such questions as: 

The number and proportion of defendants convicted of each crime who receive proba­
tion, probation conditioned on a jail term, prison sentences, and other dispositions author­
ized by law; 

For those defendants determinately sentenced to prison, the overall length of their 
term and the various components of the term, including such questions as 

whether the upper, middle or lower base term was imposed, 
whether the tern for enhancements was imposed or was stricken, and 
whether the terms on multiple counts were ordered to be served concurrently Qr 

consecutively. 

D. SENTENCING INSTITUTES 

For many years, the Judicial Council conducted sentencing institutes in 
which groups of judges were given identical hypothetical cases and were 
asked to discuss how they would sentence each convicted defendant. 
During these discussions the judges would !leek to resolve differences of 
opinion on sentencing policy. The discussions of sentencing policy were 
continued as part of the criminal law institutes which have been con-
3sbts. urn, ch. 165. 
·Copies of Fonns CR 290 and CR 291 appear at the end of this chapter. 

I 
I 
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ducted by the Center for Judicial Education and Research ("CJER") since 
its creation. 5 The statutory requirement (Pen. Code, § 1170.5) for annual 
sentencing institutes contemplates a c~;:ntinuation of these discussions, 
modified and expanded in view of the discretion which the new law gives 
to superior court judges in determining the length of prison terms. This 
aspect of judicial education falls within CJER's responsibilities; for ~at 
reason, and because of CJER's accumulated experience in conducclng 
sentencing institutes, CJER will perform this function on behalf of ilie 
Judicial Council. 

CJER's Criminal Law Institutes in 19776 were designed, in cooperation 
with the Sentencing Practices Advisory Committee and the Judicial Coun­
cil, to inform superior court judges of the provisions of the Uniform Deter­
minate Sentencing Act and to secure their comments on the ten­
tentatively adopted sentencing rules. CJER is soliciting the views of the 
Sentencing Practices Advisory Committee and the Judicial Council in its 
planning for future sentencing institutes. 

E. REVIEW OF STATUTORY SENTENCES AND 
OPERATION OF THE PENAL SYSTEM 

Because relatively few cases had resulted in determinate state prison 
sentences when this report was prepared, it was not possible to prepare 
a comprehensive appraisal of the operation of the new sentencing system. 
A full evaluation and report will appear in the 1919 Judicial Council Report 

F. REVIEW AND ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION 

Penal Code section 1170.6 calls for the Judicial Council to review and 
analyze all proposed legislation affecting felony sentences, taking into 
consideration the nature of offense, the degree of danger the offense 
presents to society, and the proposed penalty compared to penalties for 
more serious offenses, a .. well as penalties for the same offense 'in other 
jurisdi.ctions and penaltits recommended by national commissions ~d 
other bodies. Although this section did not become operative until atter 
the period covered by this report, the Judicial Council began preparation 
for complying with the statutory mandate by employing the National 
Center for State Courts, as a consultant, to survey sentencing information 
from other states. These data will be used in preparing the reports re­
quired by the Penal Code. 
5Center for Judicllll Education andResearch is u" ~onproflt organization sporuored jointly by the Judiclru Cowtcil:and th<! 

California Judges Association; funded primarily by monles appropriated to the Judicial Council. ' 
~wo iJlslitule5 were held in February of 19'17, one in San Oiego for judges in the southern portion of the state: another 

in Monterey, for Judges in the northern portion of the state. 
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G. SENTENCING RULES AND COMMENTS 

The following are the sentencing rules and forms adopted by the Judi­
cial Cmmcil, as amended through August 2, 1977. The advisory committee 
comments have been approved by the Judicial Council. 
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SENTENCING RULES FOR THE SU.PERIOR COURTS7 

CHAPTER 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Rule 401. Authority 
Rule 403. Applicability 

Rule 405. Definitions 
Rule 407. Rules of construction 
Rule 408. Criteria not exclusive; sequence not significant 

Rule 409. Consideration of criteria 

CHAPTER 2. PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO All 
SENTENCING DECISIONS 

Rule 410. General objectives in sentencing 

CHAPTER 3. PROBATION 

Rule 414. Criteria affecting probation 
Rule 416. Criteria affecting probation in unusual cases 
Rule 418. Presentence investigationS and reports 

CHAPTER 4. AGGRAVATION, MITIGATION 
AND ENHANCEMENT 

Rule 421. Circumstances in aggravation 

Rule 423. Circumstances in mitigation 
Rule 425. Criteria affecting concurrent or consecutive sentences 

CHAPTER 5. PROCEDURAL PROVISIONS 

Rule 431. Proceedings at sentencing to be reported 
Rule 433. Matters to be considered at times set fOl sentencing 
Rule 435. Sentencing upon revocation of probation 
Rule 437. Statements in aggravation and mitigation 
Rule 439. Selection of base term of imprisonment 
Rule 440. Procedure on plea,s of guilty specifying the punishment 
Rule 441. Dual use of facts; prohibited use of facts 
Rule 443. Reasons by sentencing judge 

7Title Twa, Division I-A, CallforIlia Rules of Court, adopted effective July 1, 1971. 
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Rule 445. Procedure in striking enhancements 
Rule 447. Limitations on enhancements 
Rule 449. Sentencing on multiple counts 

Rule 451. Sentencing consecutive to indeterminate term or to term in 
other jurisdiction 

Rule 453. Commitments to nonpenal institutions 
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SENTENCING RULES FOR THE S~PERIOR COURTS 

Rule 401. Authority 

The rules in this division are adopted pursuant to Penal Code section 
1170.3 and pursuant to the authority granted to the Judicial Council by the 
Constitution, article VI, section 6, to adopt rules for court administration, 
practice and procedure. 

Rule 403. Applicability . 
These rules apply only to criminal cases in superior courts in which the 

defendant is convicted of one or more offenses punishable as a feliony by 
a determinate sentence imposed pursuant to chapter 4.5 (coffiI"Aencing 
with § 1170) of Title 7 of Part 2 of the Penal Code. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The sentencing rules do not apply to offenses carrying a life term or 

other indeterminate sentences for which sentence is imposed under new 
section 1168. 

The operative portions of section 1170 deal exclusively with prisonsent~ 
ences; and the mandate to the Judicial Council in section 1170.3 is limited 
to criteria affecting the length of prison sentences and the grant or denial 
of probation. Criteria dealing with jail sentences, n.."1es, or jail time and 
fines as conditions of probation, would substantially exceed the mandate 
of the legislation. 

Rule 405. Definitions 
As used in this division, unless the context otherwise requires: 
(a) "These rules" means the rules in this division. 

(b) "Base term" is the determinate prison term selected from among 
the three possible terms prescribed by statute or the determinate 
prison term prescribed by law if a range of three possible terms is not 
prescribed. 

(c) "Enhancement" means an additional term of imprisonment added 
to the base term. 

(d) "Aggravation" or "circumstances in aggravation" means fatlts 
which justify the imposition of the upper prison term referred to in 
section 1170 (b) . 

(e; "Mitigation" or "circumstances in mitigation" means facts which 
justify the imposition of the lower prison term referred to in section 
1170(b). or facts which justify the court in striking, pursuant to sec~ 
tions 1170 (a) (2) and 1170.1 (g), any additionai term of imprisonment 
as an enhancement under sections 667.5, 12022, 12022.5, 12022.6 or 
12022.7. 

(f) "Sentence choice'l means the selection of any disposition of the case 
whjch does not am(lUnt to a dismissal, acquittal, or grant of a new trial. 
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It includes the granting of probation and the suspension of imposition 
or execution of a sentence. 

(g) "Section" means a section of the Penal Code. 

(h) "Imprisonment" means confinement in a state prison. 

(i) "Charged" means charged in the indictment or information. 

(j) "Found" means admitted by the defendant or found to be true by 
the trier of fact upon trial. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
"Base term" is used in section 1170.1 (f) to describe the term ofimpris­

oninent sele~ted under section 1170 (b) from the three possible terms. 
"Enhancement." The facts giving rise to an enhancement, the require­

ments for pleading and proving those facts, and the court's authority to 
strike the additional term are prescribed by statutes. See sections 667.5 
(prior prison terms), 1170.1 (a) (consecutive prison terms), 12022 (being 
armed with a firearm or using a deadly weapon), 12022.5 (using a fire­
arm), 12022.6 (excessive taking or damage), 12022.1 (great bodily injury) 
and 1170.1 (e) and (g) (pleading and proof, authority to strike the addi­
tional punishment). 

"Sentence choice," section 1170 (c) requires the judge to state reasons 
for his sentence choice. This general requirement must allude to all possi­
ble dispositions since the act specifically requires reasons for decisions as 
to length of prison sentences in other sections. (See, for example, 
§ 1170 (b) , 1170.1 (g).) 

"Imprisonment" is distinguished from confinement in other types of 
facilities. 

"Charged" and "found." Statutes require that the fads giving rise to 
most enhancements be charged and found. See the comment to the defini­
tion of "enhancement." But the enhancement arising from consecutive 
sentences results from the sentencing judge's decision to impose them, 
apd not from a charge or finding. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 407. Rules of construction 
As used in these rules: 
(a) "Shall" is mandatory, "should" is advisory, "may" is permissive. 

(b) The past, present, and future tenses include the others. 
(c) The masculine gender includes the feminine gender; the singular 

includes the plural. 

Rule 408. Criteria not exclusive; sequence not signjficant 
(a) The enumeration in these rules of some criteria for the making of 

discretionary sentencing decisions does not prohibit the application of 
additional criteria reasonably related to the decision being made. Any 
such additional criteria shall be stated on the record by the sentencing 
judge. 
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(b) The order in which criteria are listed'does not uldicate their rela­
tive weight or importance. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Enumerations of criteria in these rules are not exclusive. The variety of 

circumstances presented in felony cases is so great that no listing of criteria 
could claim to be all-inclusive. (Cr., Evid. Code, § 351.) 

The relative significance of various criteria will vary from case to case. 
This, like the question of applicability of various criteria, will be decided 
by the sentencing judge. 

Rule 409. Consideration of criteria 
Relevant criteria enumerated in these rules shall be considered by the 

sentencingjudge, and shall be deemed to have been considered unless the 
record affirmatively reflects otherwise. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Relevant criteria are those applicable to the facts in the record of the 

case; not all criteria will be relevant to each case. The judge's duty is 
similar to the duty to consider the probation officer's report. Section 1203. 

In deeming the sentencing judge to h;ave considered relevant criteria, 
the rule applies the presumption of Evidence Code section 664 that official 
duty has been regularly performed. See People v. Moran (1970) 1 Cal.3d 
755 (trial court presumed to have considered referring eligible defendant 
to California Youth Authority in absence of any showing to the contrary, 
citing Evidence Code section 664). 

Rule 410. General objectives in sentencing 
General objectives of sentencing include: 

(a) Protecting society. 
(b) Punishing the defendant. 
(c) Encouraging the defendant to lead a law abiding life in the future 

and deterring him from future offenses. 
(d) Deterring others from criminal conduct by demonstrating its 

consequences. 
(e) Preventing the defendant from committing new crimes by isolat-

ing him for the period of incarceration. 
(f) Securing restitution for the victims of crime. 
(g) Achieving uniformity in sentencing. 
Because in some instances these objettives may suggest inconsistent 

dispOSitions, the sentencing judge shall consider which objectives are of 
primary importance in the particular case. 

The sentencing judge should be guided by statutory statements of pol­
icy, the criteria in these rules, and the facts and circumstances of the case. 

o 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Statutory expressions of policy include: 
Welfare and Institutions Code section 1820 et seq., which provides a 

subsidy to counties based on their reduction in prison commitments; 
Section 1203 (a) which requires that eligible defendants be considered 

for pr~bation and authorizes probation if circumstances in mitigation !lIe 

found or justice would be served; 
Section 1170 (a) (1), which expresses the policies of uniformity, propor­

tionality of prison terms to the seriousness of the offense, and the use of 
imprisonment as punishment; 

Sections 1203.06, 1203.07, 1203.11, 12311 and Health and Safety Code 
section 11370, which prohibit the grant of probation in particular cases. 

Rule 414. Criteria affecting probation 
Criteria affecting the decision to grant or deny probation include: 
(a) Statutory provisions authorizing, limiting or prohibiting the grant 

of probation. 
(b) The likelihood that if not imprisoned the defendant will be a dan-

ger to others. 
(c) Facts relating to the crime, including: 
(1) The nature, seriousness and circumstances of the crime. 
(2) The vulnerability of the victim and the degree of harm or loss to the 

victim. 
(3) Whether th~ defendant was armed with or used a weapon. 
(4) Whether the defendant inflicted bodily injury. 
(5) Whether the defendant planned the commission of the crime, 

whether he instigated it or was solicited by others to particip~.~e, and 
whether he was an active or passive participant. 

(6) Whether the crime was committed because of an unusual circum­
stance, such as great provocation, which is unlikely to recur. 

(7) Whether the manner in which the crime was carried out demon­
strated criminal sophistication or professionalism on the part of the de­
fendant. 

(8) Whether the defendant took advantage of a position of trust or 
confidence to commit the crime. 

(d) Facts relating to the defendant, including: 
(1) Prior record of criminal conduct, including the recency and fre­

quency of prior crimes, age at which first convicted as an adult or ad­
judicated to have committed a crime as a juvenile, age at which first 
confined for prior crimes, and whether the record indicates a pattern of 
regular or increasingly serious criminal conduct. 

(2) Prior performance on probation or parole and present probation or 
parole status. 

(3) Willingness and ability to comply with the terms of probation. 
(4) Age, education, health, mental faculties, and family background and 

ties. 
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(5) Employment history, military service history, and financial condi­
tion. 

(6) Danger of addiction to or abuse of alcohol, narcotics, dangerous 
drugs, or other mood or consciousness-altering substances. 

('7) The likely effect of imprisonment on the defendant and his depend-
ants. 

(8) The possible effects on the defendant's life of a felony record. 
(9) Whether the defendant is remorseful. 
(10) Whether a financially able defendant refuses to make restitution 

to the victim. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The sentencing judge's discretion to grant probation is unaffected by 

the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act (§ 1170{a) (2». 
The decision whether to grant probation is normally based on an overall 

evaluation of the likelihood that the defendant will live successfully in the 
general community. Each criterion points to evidence that the likelihood 
of success is great or small. A single criterion will rarely be determinative; 
in most cases, the sentencing judge will have to balance favorable and 
unfavorable facts. 

Under criterion (d) (3) ("willingness and ability") it is appropr,iate to 
(!onsider the defendant's expressions of willingness to comply and their 
apparent sincerity, and whether the defendant's home and work environ­
ment and primary associates will be supportive of his efforts to c\?mply 
with the terms of probation, among other factors. 

Rule 416. Criteria affecting probation in unusual cases 
When the granting of probation is prohibited by statute' except in unusu­

al cases where the interests of justice would best be served by granting 
probation, the following facts may indicate the existence of an unusual 
case: 

(a) If the defendant was armed with a deadly weapon at the time of the 
perpetration of the crime or of arrest, the fact that the crime was 
committed without adv:ll'lce planning or under circumstan(~es of 
great provocation, and the defendant has no recent record of commit-
ting crimes of violence. ." 

(b) If the defendant inflicted great boclliy injury or used or attempted 
to use a deadly weapon in the perpetration of the cltime, the fact that 
the crime was committed without advance planning or under circum­
stances of great provocation and the defendant has no recent r,ecord 
of committing crimes of violence. :) 

(c) If the defendant has suffered one or roo\\e previous felony convic­
tions, the fact that the last felony conviction and release from incarc­
eration occurred a substantial time prior to the current crime,and 
during the interim the defendant led a life free from serious violation 
of the law. 

(d) The fact that the defendant participated in the crime under cir-



14 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

cumstances of coercion or duress not amounting to a defense. 
(e) The fact that the crime was committed because of psychological 

problems not amounting to a defense, that psychological or psychiat­
ric treatment will be required as a condition of probation, and that the 
court is convinced that the treatment has a high likelihood of being 
successful and that the defendant will not be a danger to others. 

(f) The fact that the defendant is youthful or aged and has no signifi­
cant l'ecord of prior criminal offenses. 

(g) The fact that the dei:,"!ndant or a member of his immediate family 
is in extremely poor health, and imprisonment of the defendant 
would be likely to seriously worsen that health problem. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Section 1203(d) specifies situations in which probation shall not be 

granted except in unusual cases where the interests of justice would best 
be served if the person is granted probation. 

Subdivision (a) of this rule corresponds to section 1203 (d) (1), which 
limits the grant of probation if the defendant was armed with a deaciUy 
weapon other than a firearm either at the time of perpetration of enumer­
ated crimes or at the time of arrest. 

Subdivision (b) of the rule corresponds to section 1203 (d) (2), which 
applies to the use or attempted use of a deadly weapon other than a 
firearm in the perpetration of the current offense, and to 1203 (d) (3), 
which applies to the wilful infliction of great bodily injury or torture in the 
perpetration of the crime. 

Subdivision (c) corresponds to sections 1203 (d) (4), 1203 (d) (5) and 
1203 (d) (6), all of which limit the grant of probation to persons with speci­
fied prior records. 

Probation should be considered in these cases only if it is indicated upon 
evaluation of the generally applicable criteria (rule 414) and the case is 
determined to be "unusual" within the meaning of section 1203(d). 

Rule 418. Presentence investigations and reports 
Regardless of the defendant's eligibility for probation, the sentencing 

judge should refer the matter to the probation officer for a presentence 
investigation and report. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Section 1203 requires a presentence report in every felony case in which 

the defendant is eligible for probation; but the defendant sometimes 
waives this requirement. This recommendation is intended to discourage 
acceptance of waivers, in order to assure a complete and timely investiga­
tion. 

Under sections 1203.06, 1203.07, 1203.11 (added Stats. 1976, ch. 1135), 
12311 and Health and Safety Codel section 11370 the defendant may be 
wholly ineligible for probation, but a presentence investigation report 
would be of assistance to the judge in deciding motions in aggravation and 
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mitigation and in determining whether a punishment added as an en­
hancement should be stricken. 

Rule 421. Circumstances in aggravation 
Circumstances in aggravation include: 

(a) Facts relating to the crime, including the fact that: 
(1) The crim.e involved great violence, great bodily harm, tHreat of 

great bodily harm, or other acts disclosing a high degre~ of cruelty, vicious­
ness or .callousnlBss, whether or not charged or chargeable as an enhance­
ment under section 12022.7. 

(2) The defendant was armed with or used a weapon at the time of the 
commission of the crime: whether or not charged or chargeable as an 
enhancement under section 12022 or 12022.5. 

(3) The victim was particularly vulnerable. 
(4) The crim.e involved multiple victims. 
(5) The defe~ldant induced others to participate in the commission of 

the crime or occupied 2:;, position of leadership or dominance of other 
participants in its commission.

c 

(6) The defendant threatened witnesses, unlawfully prevented or dis­
suaded witnesses from testifying, suborned perjury .. or in any other way 
illegally interfered with the judicial process. 

(7) The defendant was convictedi;~ other crimes for which consecutive 
sentences could have been imposr;if but for which concurrent sentences 
are being imposed. c-' 

(8) The planning" sophistication-or professionalism with whichfhe 
crime was carried out, or other facts, indicate premeditation. 

(9) The defendant used or involved minors in the commission oLthe 
crime. 

(10) The crime involved an attempted or actual taking or damage of 
great monetary value, whether or not charged or chargeable as an en­
hancement under section 12022.6.'-' 

(11) The crime involved a large quantity of contraband. 
(12) The defendant took advanfage of a position of trust or confidence 

to commit the offense. 
(b) Facts relating to· the defendant, including the fact that: 
(1) He has eng~ged in a pattern of violent conduct which indicates a 

serious danger to ~~ty. ~~ 
(2) The defenaant's prior convictions as an adult or adjudications of 

commission of crimes as a juvenile are numerous or of increasing serious­
ness. 

(3) The defendant has served prior prison terms whether or not 
charged or chargeable as an enhancement under section 667.5. 

(4) The defendant was on probation or parole when he committed the 
crime. 

(5) The defendant's prior performance on pro~:ilion or parole was 
unsatisfactory. e ____ _ 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Circumstances in aggravation may jmtify imposition of the upper of 

three possible prison terms. Section 1170 (b) . 
This list of circumstances in aggravation fncludea some facts which, if 

charged and found, may be used to enhance the sentence. The rule does 
not deal with the use of the facts; the statutory prohibition against dual use 
is incorporated in rule 44l. 

Conversely, bodily harm, being armed with or using a weapon, and 
great value may be circumstances in aggravation even if not meeting the 
definitions for enhancements in sections 12022, 12022.5,12022.6, or 12022.7. 

Facts cOIlcerning the defendant's prior record and personal history may 
be considered. By providing that the defendant's prior record and simulta­
neous convictions of other offenses may not be used both for enhancement 
and in aggravation, section 1170 (b) indicates that these and other facts 
extrinsic to the commission of the crime may be considl;lred in aggravation 
in appropriate cases. This resolves whatever ambiguity may arise from the 
phrase, "circumstances in aggravation ... of the crime." The phrase, 
"circumstances in aggravation or mitigation of the crime" necessarily 
alludes to extri..nsic facts. 

Refusal to consider the personal characteristics of the defendant in 
imposing sentence would also raise serious constitutional questions. The 
California Supreme Court has held thllt sentencing decisions must take 
into account "the nature of the offense and I or the offender, with particu­
lar regard to the degree of danger both present to society." In re Ro­
driquez (1975) 14 Cal.3d 639, 654, quoting In re Lynch (1972) 8 Cal. 3d 410, 
425. In re Rodriquez released petitioner from further incarceration be­
cause "[I]t appears that neither the circumstances of his offense nor his 
personal characteristics establish a danger to society sufficient to justify 
such a prolonged period of imprisonment." Id. at 655. (Footnote omitted, 
emphasis added.) "For the determination of sentences, justice generally 
requires ... that there be taken into account the circumstances of the 
offense together with the character and propensities of the offender." 
Pennsylvania v. Ashe (1937) 302 U.S. 51, 55 quoted with approval in Gregg 
v. Georgia (1976) 428 U.s. 153, IS9, 49 L. Ed.2d 859, 883. 

The scope of "circumstances in aggravation or mitigation" under) sec­
tion 1170 (b) is, therefore, coextensive with the scope of inquiry undiJ'r the 
similar phrase in section 1203. 

Rule 423\ Citcllm,jtances in mitigation 
Circumstances in mitigation include: 
(a) Facts relating to the crime, including the fact that: 
(1) The defendant was a passive participant or played a minor role in 

the crime, 
(2) The victim was an initiator, willing participant, aggressor or provok­

er of the incident. 
(3) The cnme was committed because of an unusual circumstance, such 

as great provocation, which is unlikely to recur. 
(4) The defendant participated in the crime under circumstances of 

c()ercion or dUress, or his conduct was partially excusable for some other 

~ , 
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reason not amounting to a defense. 
(5) A defendant with no apparent predisposition to do so was induced 

by others to participate in the crime. 
(6) The defendilllt exercis·:;d caution to avoid harm to persons or dam­

age to property, or the amounts of money or property taken were deliber­
ately small, or no harm was done or threatened against the victim. 

(7) The defendant believed he had a claim or right to the property 
taken, or for other reasons mistakenly believed his conduct was legal. 

(8) The defendant was motivated by a desire to provide necessities for 
his family or himself. 

(b) Facts relating to the defendant, including the fact that: 
(1) He has no prior record or an insignificant record of criminal conduct 

considering the recency and frequency of prior crimes. 
(2) The defendant was suffering from a mental or physical condition 

that significantly reduced his culpability for the crime. 
(3) The defendant voluntarily acknowledged wrongdoing prior to ar­

rest or at an early stage of the criminal process. 
(4) The defendarlt is ineligible for probation and but for that ineligibili­

ty would have been granted probation. 
(5) The defendant made restitution to the victim. 
(6) The defendant's prior performance 011 probation or parole was 

good. 

Advisory -Committee Comment: 
See comn.ent to rule 421. 
This rule applies both to mitigation for purposes of motions under sec­

tiOll 1170 (b) and to circumstances in mitigation justifying the court in 
striking or specifically not ordering the additional punishment provided 
as an enhancement. 

Some listed circumstances can never apply to certain enh:;mcements; for 
example, "the amounts taken were deliberately small" can never apply to 
an excessive taking under section 12022.6, "no harm was done" can never 
apply to intentional infliction of great bodily injury unqer section 12022.7. 
In any case, only the facts present may be considered for their possible 
effect in mitigation. 

See also rule 409; only relevant criteria need be considered. 
Since only the fact of restitution is considered relevant to mitigation, no 

reference to the defendant's Hnancial ability is needed. Cf.} rule 
414 (d) (10). The ommission of a comparable factor from rule 421 as a 
circumst~ce in aggravation is deliberate. 

Rule 425. Criteria affecting .concurrent or consecutive sentences 
Criteria affecting the decision to impose consecutive rather than con­

current sentences include: 
(a) Facts relar.ng to the crimes, including whether or not: 
(1) The crimes and their objectives were predominantly independent 

of each other. 
() 
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(2) The crimes involved separate acts of violence or threats of violence. 
(3) The crimes were committed at different times or separate places, 

rather than being committed so close in time and place as to indicate a 
single period of aberrant behavior. 

(4) Any of the crimes involved multiple victims. 
(5) The convictions for which sentences are to be imposed are numer-

ons. 
(b) Any circumstances in aggravation or mitigation. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The sentencing judge should be aware that there are some cases in 

which the law mandates consecutive sentences. Section 654 generally 
proscribes imposing double punishment for one course of conduct. The 
possibility of imposing consecutive sentences may be addressed only after 
a sentencing judge has determined that a sentence on each of the convic­
tions would be legal. 

Rule 431. Proceedings at sentencing to be reported 
All proceedings at the time of sentencing shall be reported. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Reporters' transcripts of the sentencing proceedings are required on 

appeal (rule 33 (a) (2)), and when the defendant is sentenced to prison 
(§ 1203.01). 

Rule 433. Matters to be considered at time set for sentencing 

(a) In every case, at the time set for sentencing pursuant to section 
1191, the sentencing judge shall hold a hearing at which the judge 
shall: 

(1) Hear and determine any nlatters raised by the defendant pursuant 
to section 1201. 

(2) Determine whether a defendant who is eligible for probation should 
be granted or denied probation, unless consideration of probation is ex­
pressly waived by the defendant personally and by counsel. 

(b) If the imposition of sentence is to be suspended during a period of 
probation after a conviction by trial, the trial judge shall make factual 
findings as to circumstances which would justify imposition of the 
upper or lower term if probation is later revoked, based upon evi­
dence admitted at the trial. 

(c) If a sentence of imprisonment is to be imposed, or if the execution 
of a sentence of imprisonment is to be suspended during a period of 
probation, the sentencing judge shall: 

(1) Hear evidence in aggravation and mitigation, and determine, pursu­
ant to section 1170(b), whether to impose the upper, middle or lower 
term; and set forth on the record the facts and reasons for imposing the 
upper or lower term. 

(2) Determine whether any additional term of imprisonment provided 
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for an enhancement charged and found shall be stricken. 
(3) Determine whether the sentences shall be consecutive or concur­

rent if the defendant has been convicted of multiple crimes. 
(4) Determine any issues raised by statutory prohibitions on the dual 

use of facts and statutory limitations on enhancements, as required in rules 
441 and 447. 

(5) Pronounce the court's judgment and sentence, stating the term 
thereof and giving reasons for those matters for which reasons are re­
quired by law. 

(d) All these matters shall be heard and determined at a single hearing 
unless the sentencing judge otherwise orders in the interests of jus­
tice. 

(e) When a sentence of imprisonment is imposed under subdivision (c) . 
or under rule 435, the sentencing judge shall inform the defendant, 
pursuant to section 1170 (c) , that he will be on parole for up to one 
year after expiration of his sentence. [As amended effective July 28, 
1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
This rule summarizes the questions which the court is required to con­

sider at the time of sentencing, in tLtr logical order. 
Subdivision (a) (2) makes it clear that probation should be considered 

in every case, without the necessity of any application for probation, unless 
the defendant is ineligible pursuant to sections 1203.06, 1203.07, 1203.11, 
12311 or Health and Safety Code section 11370. 

Pursuant to the last sentence in section 1170 (b), under subdivision (b), 
when imposition of sentence is to be suspended, the sentencing judge is 
not to make any determinations as to the possible length of a prison term 
upon violation of probation. If there was a trial however, he must make 
findings as to circumstances justifying the upper or lower term based on 
the trial evidence. ' 

Subdivision (d) makes it clear that all sentencing matters should be 
disposed of at a single hearing unless strong reasons exist for a 
continuance. [As amended effective fuly 28, 1977.] 

Rule 435. Sentencing upon revocation of probation 
(a) When the defendant violates the terms of probation or is otherwise' 

subject to revocation of probation, the sentencing judge may make . 
any disposition of the case authorized by section 1203.2 including a 
continuation on probation with a modification in the terms thereof. 

(b) Upon revocation and termination of probation pursuant to section 
1203.2, when the sentencing judge determines that the defendant 
shall be committed to prison: 

(1) If the imposition of sentence was previously suspended, the judge 
shall impose judgment and sentence after consid,ering any findings previ­
ously made aIld hearing and determining the matters enumerated in rule 
433(c). 
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The length of the sentence shall be based on circumstances existing at 
the time probation was granted, and subsequent events may not be consid­
ered in selecting the base term nor in deciding whether to strike the 
additional punishment for enhancements charged and found. 

(2) If the execution of sentence was previously suspended, the judge 
shall order that the judgment previously pronounced be in full force and 
effect and that the defendant be committed to the custody of the Director 
of Corrections for the term prescribed in that judgment. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Subdivision (a) makes it clear that there is no change in the court's 

power, upon finding cause to revoke and terminate probation under sec­
tion 1203.2 (a) , to continue the defendant on probation. 

The restriction of subdivision (b) (1) is based on In re Rodriquez (1975) 
14 Cal.3d 639, 652: "[T]he primary term must reflect the circumstances 
existing at the time of the offense." 

A judge imposing a prison sentence upon revocation of probation will 
have the power gran':ed by section 1170(d) to recall the commitment on 
his own motion within 120 days from the date of commitment, and the 
power under section 1203.2 (e) to set aside the revocation of probation, for 
good cause, within 30 days after the court has notice that execution of the 
sentence has commenced. 

Rule 437. Statements in ttggravation and mitigation 

(a) Statements in aggravation and mitigation referred to in section 
1170 (b) shall be filed and served at least four days prior to the time 
set for sentencing pursuant to section 1Hn or the time set for pro­
nouncing judgment upon revocation of probation pursuant to section 
1203.2 (c) if imposition of sentence was previously suspended. 

(b) A party seeking consideration of circumstances in aggrava.tion or 
mitigation may file and serve a statement pursuant to section 1170 (b) 
and this rule. 

(c) A statement in aggravation or mitigation shall include: 
(1) A summary of facts which the party relies upon as circumstances in 

aggravation or mitigation justifying imposition of the upper or kJwer term. 
(2) Notice of intention to dispute facts or offer evidence in aggravation 

or mitigation at the sentencing hearing. The statement shaH generally 
describe the evidence to be offered, including a description of any docu­
ments and the names and expected substance of the testimony of any 
witnesses. No evidence in aggravation or mitigation may he introduced ·1 

at the sentencing hearing unless it was described in the statement, or 
unless its admission is permitted by the sentencing judge in the interests 
of justice. 

(d) Asserti()ns of fact in a statement in aggravation or mitigation shall 
be disregarded unless they are supported by the re('!ord in the case, 
the probation officer's report or other reports properly filed in the 
case, or other competent evidence. [As amended 1f1H'ective July 28., 
1977.] 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
Section 1170(b) as amended by Assembly Bill No. 476 (Stats. 1977, ch. 

165) states in part: 
At least four days prior to the time set for imposition of sentence either party may 

submit a statement in aggravation or mitigation to dispute facts in the record or the 
probation officer's report, or to ptesent addition.J facts. 

This provision means that the statement is a document giving notice of 
intention to dispute facts in the record or the probation officer's report, 
or to present additional facts. 

The statement itself cannot be the medium for presenting new facts, or 
for rebutting facts already presented by competent evidence, because the 
statement is a unilateral presentation by one party or counsel which will 
not necessarily have any indicia of reliability. To allow its factual assertions 
to be considered in the absence of corroborating evidence would, there­
fore, c,onstitute a denial of due process of law in violation of the United 
States (Amendment 14) and California. (art. 1, § 7) Constitutions. 

[I]t is now clear that the sentencing process, as well as the trial itself, must satisfy the 
requirements of the Due Process Clause. Even though the defendant has no ~bstantive 
right to a particular sentence wiLW the range authorized by statute, the sentencing 
is a critical state of the criminal proceeding at which he is entitled to the effective 
assistance of counsel. ... The defendant has a legitimate interest in the character of 
the procedure which leads to the imposition of sentence ... Gardner v. State of FJon'da 
(1977) 45 L.Week 4275, 4m. 

The ,!USe of probation officers' reports is permissible because they are 
trained objective investigators. Williams v. New York (1949) 337,U.S. 241. 
Compare sections 1203 and 1204. People v. Peterson (1973) 9 Cal.3d 717, 
727, expressly approved the holding of United States v. Weston (9th Cir. 
1971) 448 F.2d 626 that due process is offended by sentencing on the basis 
of unsubstantiated allegations which were denied by the defendant. Cf., 
In re Hancock (1977) 67 Cal.App.3d 943, 949. 

The requirement that the statement include notice of intention to rely 
on new evidence will enhance fairness to both sides by avoiding surprise 
and helping to assure that the time limit on pronouncing sentence 
is met. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 439. Selection of base term of imprisonment 
(I},) When a sentence of imprisonment is imposed. or the execution of 

a sentence oflmprisonment is ordered suspended. the sentencing 
Judge shall select the upper, middlel or lower term on each count for 
which judgment is to be pronounced, as provided in section 1170 (b) 
and these rules. 

(b) Selection of the upper term 1$ justified only if, cohsidering the 
entire record of the case, including the probation officer's report, 
other reports properly filed in the case, and other competentevi- _ 
dence, circumstances in aggravation are established by a preponder- ' 
ance of the .. evidence ',' and outweigh !circumstances in mitigation. 
Selection of the lower term is justified' only if, considering the same 

! ') . 
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facts, circumstances in mitigation are established by a preponderance 
of the evidence and outweigh circumstances in aggravation. 

(c) Th~ f~~" a..~ "'''''asons for selecting the upper or lowel" term shall be 
stated orally on the record, and shall include a concise statement of 
the ultimate facts which the court deemed to constitute circum­
stcmces in aggravation or mitigation justifying the term selected. 

(d) Selection of the middle term does not relieve the court of its obliga­
tion under section 1170 (c) to state the reasons for imprisonment as its 
sentence choice. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
As amended by Assembly Bill No. 476 (Stats. 1977, ch. 16.5), the determi­

nate sentencing law authorizes the court to select any of the three possible 
prison terms even though neither party has requested a deviation from 
the middle term by formal motion or informal argument. Section 1170 (b) 
retains the requirement, however, that the middle term be selected unless 
there are circumstances in aggravation or mitigation of the crime, and 
requires that the court set forth on the record the facts and reasons for 
imposing the upper or lower term. 

Thus, the sentencing judge has authority to impose the upper or lower 
term on his own initiative, if circumstances justifying that choice appear 
upon an evaluation of the record as a whole. 

The legislative intent is that, when imprisonment is the sentence choice, 
the middle term is to constitute the average or usual term. The rule 
clarifies this intent by specifying that the presence of circumstances justi­
fying the upper or lower term me ,be established by a preponderance of 
the evidence, and that those circ ...... 'Ilstances must outweigh offsetting cir­
cumstances. Proof by a preponderance of the evidence is the standard jn 
the absence of a statute or a decisional law to the contrary (Evid. Code, 
§ 115), and appears appropriate here, since there is no requirement that 
sentencing decisions be based 011 the same quantum of proof as is required 
to establish guilt. See Williams v. New York (1949) 337 U.S. 241. 

[As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 440. Procedure on pleas of guilty specifying the punishment 
If a plea of guilty or nolo contendere pursuant to section 1192.5 specified 

a prison term other than the middle term as the punishment and the plea 
was accepted by the prosecuting attorney in open court and was condi­
tionally approved by the court, the sentencing judge may impose the 
specified term provided there is evidence or a factual stipulation in the 
record justifying that term and appropriate facts and reasons for imposing 
that term are set forth on the record. [As amended effective 
July 28, 1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
This rule does not relieve the sentencing judge of any statutory require­

ment that reasons be stated on the record. 
This rule does not f,fect the I>0wer of the court to reject a plea of guilty 
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or to r~ject the defendant's specification of a prison term. 
Whether sentence is imposed on an unconditional plea of guilty, a condi­

tional plea pursuant to section 1192.5, or a verdict of guilty, rule 433 must 
be complied with. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 441. Dual use of /acts; prohibited use of /acts 
(a) A fact considered and used by the sentencing judge in deciding to 

delilY probation, or in determining that the defendant is ineligible for 
probation, may be used to impose the upper term or for enhance­
ment. 

(b) A. fact charged and found as an enhancement may be used to 
im:pose the upper term, whereupon the additional term of imprison.­
me-nt prescribed for that fact as an enhancement shall be stricken. 
Thl~ use of the fact to impose the upper term is an adequate reason 
for striking the additional term of imprisonment. 

(c) A~ fact used to enhance the defendant's prison sentence may not be 
usell to impose the uppel:' term. 

(d) AI fact which is an element of the crime may not be used to impose 
the .upper term. [As amended effective July .88, 1977.] 

A.d~fJ's('.lry Committee Comment: 
Present law prohibits dual punishment for the same act (or fact) but 

perntits that fact to be considered in denying probation. People v. Ed­
wards (IH'7b) 18 Cal.3d 796 (prior felony conviction, an element of the 
offense, a.\so brought defendant within former § 1203 (d) (2) limitation on 
probation~o persons with prior felony convictions); citing People v. Perry 
(1974) 42 tCal.App.3d 451, 460 and other cases. 

The rule.makes it clear that a fact charged and found as an enhancement 
may, in th\ll alternative, be used in aggravation. This may work to the 
defendLnt'~\ benefit, when the enhan(~ement would carry an added term 
of three yea\~s or more, as aggravation cannot increase the term more than 
one year. " 

Note that'\1nder section 1170 (b) anthule405 (definitions), thead.dition­
al term resulting from ordering sentences to be served consecutively is an 
"enhancemel\\t." Section 1170(b) therefore prohil~its using the same fact 
to decide to isnpose consecutive sentences and to decide to impose the 
upper term. Siubdivision (c) applies to that case as well as to enhance~ 
ments arising .tram facts charged and found. [As amended effective July 
28, 1977.] " . 

Rule 443. Rt.~asons by sentencing judge 
Whenever the,giving of reasons by the sentencing judge is required, the 

judge shall state in simple language the primary factor or factors, that 
suppport the exercisB of discretion or, when applicable, state that the 
judge has no discretion. The statement need not be in Ole language of 
tpese rules. It sha1~ be delivered orally on the record. \ 

.t~ '. ~ 
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Advisory Committee Comnlent: 
Reasons are required for a sentence choice, as defined in rule 405 

(§ 1170 (c) ). They are also required for the sentencing judge's decision to 
impose the upper or lower prison term (§ 1170 (b) ), and to explain the 
circumstances in mitigation which led the judge to strike an enhance­
ment. Section 1170.1 (g) . 

The oral statement of reasons should be complete in itself, and should 
not refer to a motion or a written document for clarification. 

Neither section 1170(c) nor these rules requires the judge to give rea­
sons explaining why possible dispositions were rejected; for example, the 
judge must state his reasons for imposing a prison sentence, but need not 
explain why he denied probation and did not commit an eligible youth to 
the Youth Authority. 

There is no change in the requirement that the court state that it has 
considered the probation officer's report (§ 1203) nor in any requirement 
of statutory or case law that the court state that it has considered another 
disposition authorized by law. [A.s amended efFective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 445. Procedure in striking enchancements 
The sentencing judge should not strike an allegation that was charged 

and found under section 667.5, 12022, 12022.5, 12022.6, or 12022.7. If he finds 
that there are circumstances in mitigation, he may strike the additional 
term of imprisonment provided as an enhancement by the applicable 
section. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Under the law in effect prior to July 1, 1977, the court had no discretion 

concerning the imposition of additional terms prescribed for being armed 
with a deadly weapon or using a firearm. The practice therefore arose of 
striking the allegation giving rise to those additional terms, when the 
sentencing judge felt the additional term would be excessive; this action 
was taken under section 1385. See, for example, People v. Dorsey (1972) 
28 Cal.App.3d 15. 

Because the court now has discretion to strike the punishment 
(1170 (g) ) , there is no necessity offollowing the old practice of striking the 
allegation; and by urging that it be left intact this section should help 
ensure that the record accurately reflects the fact found by the judge and 
jury in the event that defendant commits further crimes. E.g., section 
1203 (d) (6) (effect on probation eligibility of prior felony while armed). 

This rule applies only when the court mer,ely determines that the adi­
tional term of imprisonment provided as an .enhancement should not be 
imposed. The advisory "should" is used, and there is no intention to negate 
the inherent and independent judicial powe:t, under section 1385, to strike 
the allegation when that action is deemed :necessary "in furtherance of 
justice." People v. Tenorio (1970) 3 Cal.3(i 89 (§ 1385 dismissal as an 
exercise of judicial sentencing discretion); but see People v. Orin (1975) 
13 Cal.3d 937 (power must be exercised rerulonably). [As amended effec­
tive July 28- 1977.] 
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Rule 441. Limitations on enhancements 
No allegation or finding of a fact giving rise to an enhancement shall b~ 

stricken or dismissed because imposition of the additional term therefl;>f 
is prohibited by section 1170.1 (a) or 1170.1(d), or because the aggregate 
for enhancements would exceed the limit established by section 1170.1 (a.) 
or because the overall aggregate term of imprisonment would exceed ill;:: 
limit established by section 1170.1 (f). The sentencing judge shall impose 
sentence for the aggregate term of imprisonment computed without ref­
erence to those prohibitions and limitatibns, and shall thereupon stay 
execution of so much of the tern as is prohibited or exceeds the applicable 
limit. The stay shall become permanent upon the defendant's service of 
the portion of the sentence not stayed. [As amended effective July 28, 
1971.] 

Advisory Committee Commentr 
When consecutive terms are imposed, section 1170.1 (a) prohibits apply­

ing enhancements to the "subordinate terms" for crimes which are not 
listed in section 667.5 (c) > but directs inclusion of one-third of the enhance­
ment under section 12022, 12022.5 or 12022.7 in the "subordinate terms" 
for crimes listed in section 667.5 ( c) . 

Section 1170.1 (d) permits imposing both a 12022.7 and either a 12022 or 
a 12022.5 enhancement to a count for actual or attempted robbery, rape 
or burglary. In other cases, it permits application of only the greatest one 
enhancement under sections 12022, 12022.5 and 12022.7 to a single offense, 
even though more than one might have been charged and found. 

Section 1170.1 (a) limits the aggregate of enhancements for consecutive 
" terms for crimes not listed in section 667.5 (c) to five years. 

Section 1170.1 (f) limits the aggregate prison term (base term plus en­
hancements), to double the base term, with specified exceptions. 

Present pr!'.lctice of staying execution is followed to avoid violating a 
statutory prohibition or exceeding the statutory maximum, while preserv­
ing the possibility of impOSition of the stayed portion should a reversal on 
appeal reduce the unstayed portion of the sentence. See People v. Niles 
(1964) 227 Cal.App.2d 749, 756. 

Only the portion of a sentence or component thereof that exceeds a 
maximum is prohibited, and this rule provides a procedure for that situa­
tion. [As amended effective July 28, 1971.] 

'-~, ,,' :<\ 

Rule 449. Sentencing on multiple coulie.· 
When a sentence of imprisonment is imposed upon a defendant-convict­

ed of more than one crime, the judgment shall set forth the sentence to 
a base term and applicable enhancements for each of the crimes, comput­
ed independently. If reqUired by statutory limitations on the: enhance­
ment resulting from consecutive terms or by the limitations of section 654, 
the judgment shall stay execution of so much of the term, or on those 
crimes, for which the imposition of the full sentence is prohibited. The stay 
shall become permanent upon the defendant's service of the portion of 
the sentence not stayed. 
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Advisory Committee Comment: 
The computation of sentence and pronouncement of judgment en each 

count is necessary to protect the record in case of a partial reversal. See 
comment to rule 447. 

Rule 451. Sentence consecutive to indeterminate term or to term in 
other jurisdiction 

(a) When a defendant is sentenced under section 1170 and the sen­
tence is to run consecutively to a sentence, other than a life sentence, 
imposed under section 1168 in the same or another proceeding, the 
judgment shall specify the determinate term imposed under section 
1170, shall order that the determinate term shall be served commenc­
ing upon the completion of the sentence under section 1168, and shall 
identify the proceedings in which the indeterminate sentence was 
imposed. The term under section 1168 and the date of its completion 
will be determined as provided by law. 

(b) When a defendant is sentenced under section 1170 and the sen­
tence is to run consecutively to a sentence imposed by a court of the 
United States or of another state or territory, the judgment shall 
specify the determinate term imposed under section 1170 computed 
without reference to the sentence imposed by the other jurisdiction, 
shall order that the determinate term shall be served commencing 
upon the completion of the sentence imposed by the other jurisdic­
tion, and shall identify the other jurisdiction and the proceedings in 
which the other sentence was imposed. 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
The 9rovisions of section 1170.1 (a) limiting consecutive terms to a "sub­

ordinace term" consisting of one-third of the middle term for the addition­
al crimes (in some cases plus one-third the enchancements) can logically 
be applied only when all the sentences were imposed under section 1170. 
Indeterminate sentences under section 1168, will continue to be imposed 
for some years, considering probation violators. Since the duration of the 
indeterminate term cannot be known to the court, subdivision (a) sets 
forth the only feasible mode of sentencing. 

On the authority to sentence consecutively to the sentence of another 
jurisdiction and the effect of such a sentence, see I;n re Helpman (1968) 
267 Cal.App.2d 307 and cases cited at note 3, id. at 310. The mode of 
sentencing required by subdivision (b) is necessary to avoid the illogical 
conclusion that the total of the consecutive sentences will depend on 
whether the other jurisdiction or California is the first to pronounce judg­
ment. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Rule 453, Commitments to nonpenal institutions 
When a defendant is convicted of a crime for which sentence could be 

imposed under section 1170 and the court orders that he be cO:rnrD:ltted: 

II! 
I 
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(a) To the California Youth Autp!')rity pursuant to Welfare and Institu­
tions Code section 1731.5, the order of commitment shall specify the 
term of imprisonment to which the defendant would have been sen­
tenced. The term shall be determined as provided by sections 1170 
and 1170.1 and these rules) as though a sentence of imprisonment 
were to be imposed. 

(b) As a mentally disordered sex offender pursuant to Welfare and 
Institutions Code section 6316, the order of commitment shall specify 
the maximum term of commitment, computed as provided in section 
6316.1 of that code. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 

Advisory Committee Comment: 
Youth Authority commitments cannot exceed the maximum possible 

incarceration in an adult institution for the same crime. People v. Olivas 
(1916) 17 Cal.3d 236. A commitment as an MDSO may not exceed the 
maximum term of imprisonment for the offenses of which the defendant 
was convicted. Welfare and Institutions Code section 6316.1 added effec­
tive July 1) 1977 (Stats. 1977, ch. 164). 

Under the indeterminate sentencing law, the receiving institution 
knew, as a matter of law from the rec(jrd of the conviction, the maximum 
potential period -of imprisonment foI' the crime of which the defendant 
was convicted. 

Under the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act, the court's disc:retion 
as to length of term leaves doubt as to the maximum term when only the 
record of convictions is present. [As amended effective July 28, 1977.] 
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FOAM CA'211 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF ____________ _ FOR COURT USE ONLY 

I""i" ". I BRANCfi _______ _ 
.. I \I I . 

PEOPLE OF THE STAle OF CALIFORNIA 
DEFENDANT: 

AKA. 

vOt'sus 

!)E!'ORT TO JUOICIAL COUNCIL OF: 0 INOETERMINATE SENTENCE TO STATE PRISON 
LJ SENTENCE CHOICE OTHER THAN STATE PRISON CAS~ NUM.ER: • 

He8rlng~"-=....,,,-- Dept. No. Judge Clerk ~~M _____________________________ ___ 
Counsel forPeople ____________________ _ 

Counse\ f01 Oefendtant cobet\on Numbef Ot Probation Ofhc'l!' 

Add"'O","'''p t .. Oefendant wtts convfCted of the corrwnisslon of tho following crimes: t t:nhanclI'l'IWnt. due 10 clrcl,lmatancea 
Con.lllctJon IJV: Chllrgtld .nd Found '"mltlo·Un" o Additlonsl ~unts EIre listed on 8tt~chment 1,8. :4"~~~~ $:~"i.·~O'1'11 £~lIseellon 

Dale .of 

Crime and O. UII! Ccn~~C~'O~r ~~J;:~~ •• ~ 1C.'\~ ftG\'"c.fJ' q,r:-"\C'-' 'fe'" 

2. Tht;l defendant was charged and found to h!l'lP served prior prison terms: ___ terms (or violent (elonles:_~t8frns tor other folonies. 

3, 0 Oe(en.~ant was sentenced In Stato Prison for tM -t4tm prescribed by law on count~_. __ ._. 

4. DCount5_4_. __ W8f&d&emtd misdemeanof1O_ 
A. 0 Dtlfendant sentenced to~days in county jail for aU counts. 

(1) Execution of~dByS suspendede 

B. 0 Defendant fined In sum of , ___ • 

5. Dfor counts_ ... __ • __ the defendant was. pl&C~ on PfObM.t(n. 

A. (1) 0 Sentento J:(onouncad and execution of seoteoco was suspended; or 
(2) 0 lmpositton ~f santenQl was suspooded. 

B. Cooditlons of probation includad 0 Jail Time __ days DFine 

6. Othel' piS;Wsltions 
A. C30etendant was COJmlitted to Cehfornla Youth Authority. 
B. DProceedlnOS suspended. and defendant was conmltted to CaHfotnill Rehabilhetion C&nter. 
C. DProceedinas suspended, end defend8llt was committed 8S 0 Mentally Olsordorl!ld Sol( Offender .. 
O. DProc&f!ldings SU5plS'\ded, -aod-deferoant IffllS COCM\ttted as mentallY tncompatsnt. 
E. DOth., ISpecify) ______________________ _ 

NOTE: PURstJANTTO ARTiClE VI. SECTION 6 OFTHE CALifORNIA CONSTITUTION AND SEcTION 68505 OFTfIE 
CODE. THE CHIEF JUSTICE REOUIRES THAT EACH SUPERIOR COURT SHALL COM'LETE THIS FORM FOR 
MINATE SENTENCE TO STATE PRISON OR SENTENCE CHOICE OTHER THAN STATE PllfOON. THE REf 0 
SECTION 1170.4 OF THE PENAl CODE AND SHALl. BE MAIL.O TO: ADMINISTRATIVE OFACE OF 
4200 STATE BUILDING. SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94102 

PATE ___________ SIGNATURE OF CLEAK _________________ _ 

Form Adopted by the 
Judlelal Council of California 

Eff.ctl\ltl J\lly t. 1971 

White copy to Adrrdnlatr.Uvo OHlce of the CGUrta 

REPORT-INOETERMINATE SENTENCE. 
OTHER SENTENCE CHOICE 

FORM ell 291 I7Ilnl, 

;Or'i.t.~ Art~ VI. t • 
Pen C .. 1170.", 1170.4 
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FORM eR 290 

SUPERIOR COURT Of CAlIFORNIA. COUNTY Of ___________ _ Filft COURT USE ONLY 

I
COUIIT 10, I BRANCH _____________ _ 

11111-

PEOPlE Of THE STATE Of CALIFORNIA versus 
OEFEND~: DP,esont 0 Not Pr •• ent 

COMMITMENT TO STATE PRISON P.C. § 1170 
ABSTRACT Of JUDGIoIENT CASE NUMB~ 
".,Ning ".11. OAY 1'Jt. Dept. No. ___ Judge ______________ Clerk ___________ _ 
Reporte.-__________________ Counsel (or Peoplo ________________ _ 

Counsel for Defendant Probation Nurrber or Probation Officer. 

1. Defendant was convicted of tno commisSion of tho following crimes! EnhlnC8ln1nt. 

I /2~ /.:edA~~ o Additional oounl are listed on attachment 1.8. 

£~LnNO 
Oata of ~~dl~V~ 

Crime lind Degree lA;Of1ri:ctl~r ~~\~ ,c' ~c.\ ,e.' fG\'\ ,e'''' 

2. A.. Number of prior prison tOfms chDloed CI'Id found: ___ eS7,5{cl falonlos; ___ Olhorlhan 687,61cl felonies. 

8. Punlahma"lt for prior priJ'.on tarms olrlckfHl! ___ 867.fi!c) 'olonloo.; ___ olhllf than 667.5{cl folonl8ll, 

3. The Grim wilt! 1t1p glealDU "prlnClplIl" hum gf tm(lrl'oom&mt lIocludlnlJ 5 17022·BerI01. onha.;cemCInla) 10: 

A. 0 In tho JlrOsont Pfoc;oedJng. Cou", __ o IL 0 In e prior uncOl'f'PIOlOd sentollee Identlfl~ on ne_1 IIno. 

eDUlifi ~~"<>u ..... ,, ..... , ...................... .. 

due 10 clrcunwtlncel A~~ ~"."Ion 
~ ... ",.,,:l, CI:\.').. 

fC\',.C.\\~c.\\~ 

1.10., D" ... , U;"II I 
~ .... ,!u"""~. 

>I. Defendant Is aantonced on the Clime with tho prutollt o'prlnclpl5l" tDrm to atote PllllOn 'or tho D lowvr Omlddlo DtJPPer ~ term of •• __ --'-vears. 

s.. Un'laVlld end unstrlck.n onhancemanls Imposed: 
A, DPonel Codl J 12022 ePenel ("odo 1 12022.5 o Penel Coda § 12022.7 ...................... , ____ "'Ior •• 

D. OPonal Code 112022,~ •• ~ ........................................... j ••••••••• 0-" .................... , ____ Veala, 

C. 0 Penal Code J C67.6{01 0-, ••••••••• ' .................... < ••••••••• * ••••••• " ................. , ••••••• ____ ylll'S. 

D. DPenol CW" I Q67.~lbl ................ 0 0 ••••• 0 ..................... 0 •••• : .............................. ____ vellla. 

E. Tauna for cO(!stlcutlve sllntonceo: 
It I DDthllr convictions In tho presenl t:ooo '~r folonIU.!!.2!...!!!!!!! In § C67.5{c) on. countO __ • __ • __ o _____ •••• o. o ___ -'--Yt.tn .• 

12, 0 Other cOnvictions '1'1 prior uncompleted IIlIntcneo. fer felonies not listed In § 667.6(cl 

"gUM', --mno.----'-nuRt.--.--· .. ··· .................... , · __ -L-.VDars. 
(31 DOttler cOhvlcl/ons in the pUlllont cue for folanlo0!!.!..!!l! '1'1 I B67.Slcl on caunbl __ • ____ • __ 0 ••••• ~ ••• __ --'-.... ea'i. 

,4, DOlhor cqnv\c;:J/anl In prior uncClnDlated eentllncu for felonl .. !.1..!.!!'2 In § 667.51cl 

C.OIl"" --t~--·~'-----·········· .... ,."." ...... ~.o • __ --L-.... ear •• 
6, 0 Cencu"anl Sentencesjto be served 'YWllh sentence on count Identified on line 31: 

A. CJFar conviction a of tha preaant case. ca\lnta ____ • __ • __ 

8. 0 FOf convictlona of prillt unCOl'flJ!lelad 10ntlrCI. 

7. YlIia,a .1.Ved !"urtlllni te C.II'orn!. Rul .. of Court ,Me .... 7 to complv with Penal Code Sf 1nO,1(a' and t17D.1tfJ; ...... ~ •• ~ .......... 1 __ -L-.vears.1 

8. 1M hQ!l unstayed' prison tarm Impe.ed trv thla Judgme,nt Is ......... " ................ 0- ............................ , ._~yetu'a. 

S, becutloo of santerce Imposed: 

Oat InlUel notlflclng tHtllt/ng D.t resentencing pursuant 10 d.cllllC:h on appeal 

Dafter ,awcetle" 0' proba'ion 0 purlllant to rllca" of conmltment IP.C. t 1170ldll 

10, Tho court PJoneunce!i aentent:1I Of\ I ",'d. I alv 1 il~'" I ~and ci.t'andant was held In custody .through and Including the datil of pronouncement of 
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CHAPTER 2 

REINSTATEMENT OF TIME FOR FILING A PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AFTER A PROSECUTION APPEAL 

The Judicial Council recommends that the Legislature amend section 
1238.5 of the Penal Code l to provide that the time for the defendant to 
seek a writ reviewing the denial of an independently reviewahle motion 
shall begin to run anew from the date the prosecution files a notice of 
appeal, regardless of whether the notice is filed before or after the dead­
line for seeking a writ. 

Section 1238.5 now provides a remedy to a defendant who did not, 
within the time allowed, seek review of the denial'of an independently 
reviewable and related motionS! if the prosecution files a notice of appeal 
after the expiration of that time. If, however, the prosecution's notice of 
appeal is Bled within the time allowed for the defendant to seek a writ, 
no provision is made to extend the time for the defendant to prepare and 
file his petition. The time may be unreasonably short if, for example, the 
defendant's attorney receives notice of the prosecution's appeal on the last 
day allowed to file a petition for a writ. The defendant willl?,e denied his 

. right of review if the time limits for seeking It review are jurisdictional.3 

The Judicial Council has concluded that the proposed amendment 
would provide substantial relief to defendants Without causing any delay 
in the appellate process. There is no apparent reason for the present 
restriction upon defendant's right to seek review when the prosecution 
has filed an appeal.4 ; . 

The text of the proposed amendment to section 1238.5 of the .P6nal Code 
follows: 

1238.5. Upon appeal by the prose~ution pursuant to section 123&, where 
tfte tteaee at ~ is f.Med aftel' tfle ~ at Mle flffi.e tW'&ilftble ~ 
defendtmt ~ see!E re¥iC'+'" €if an atftel"{liso rerAe,>vable ~ at' Mffig Etftd 
the appeal br t-he pf8seet:ffien relates to a matter decided during the time 
available to the defendant to seek review of tfte anyotherwisereviewable 
order or ruling, the time for defendant to seek such review is remstated 
COJ1l111ences to run anew hem on the date the clerk's notification of the 
filing of the notice of appeal was is mailed to the defendantfiled with preaf 
ef ser"Aec ~ defendtmt or his counsel. 

The Judicial Council shailprovide by rule for the consolidation of such 
petition for review with the prosecution appeal. 
lMJ references jUe to the Penal Code. 
2For example. a motion under section 995 to set aside an indictment or information or ~ motion under section 11!38.5 to 

suppress evidence on the ground It ""lIS obtalne<l.m lin unreasonahle Si~rch. 
3800, Bernstein v. Superior Court (1955) 45 QtI.2d 774, 775; GQmcs y. ('up'.rior Court (1969) Z12 QtI.App.2d '102, '704. 
~u1e 56 (a) (3) of the CalIfornia Rules of Court, which was adopted punrl!l.U1t to section 1238.5, facilitates the consoUd4tion 

of original writ petitions and related appeals. No change in the ruJi!! would be required. 
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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 the report, represent only a small 
proportion of the work undertaken by the Judicial COlmcil and its commit­
tees and staff, some of which are summarized in this section. 

Workshops 

During the past year, the Judicial Council organized and presented 
eight major management workshops for judges and court personnel, as 
well as two regional workshops for traffic court commissioners and re­
ferees. In chronological order, the workshops were held on the following 
dates: 

1. Workshop for Presid41g Judges of Municipal Courts-March 10-11, 
1977 

2. Workshop for Presiding Judges of SuperioI' Courtc;-April15, 1977 
3. Workshop for Cow County (judges from the predominantly rural 

areas of the state) Superior Court Judges-June 17-18, 1977 
4. Workshop on Superior Court Statistical Reporting-June 24,1977 
5. Workshop on Municipal Court Statistical Reporting--October 7, 

1977 
6. Workshop for T1.'affic Court Cormnissioners and Referees-Northern 

Region, Octobe:r 14 and 15, 1977 
7. Workshop for Superior Court Administrators.-October 20-211 1977 
8. Workshop for Traffic Court Commissioners and Referees-Southern 

Region, October 28-29, 1977 l . 

9. Arbitration Worshop-November 4,1977 
10. Workshop for Municipal Court Administrators-December 1 and 2, 

1977 
These management workshops constitute a significant part ot the Judi­

cial Council' s long~-standing programs to assist courts in achieving a high 
standard of administrative performance. The discussions that take place 
are focused on important aspects of judicial administration and have as 
their goal the redu~~tion of existing case backlogs and concomitant delays 
in bringing cases to trial. Accordingly, considerable attention is paid to 
calendaring practices and procedures, innovative techniques to reduce 
delay, and effective use of nonjudicial staff. The workshops also provide 
an opportunity for an exchange ofideas on solutions to common problems. 

o· 
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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 reports on the 
actions of the California Supreme Court and Judicial Council. 

In 1977, the Administrative Office issued 161 news releases. Of these, 49 
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),24 concerned Judicial Council activitie» and 36 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
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 and telephone inquiries 
concerning background data, related legal and judicial procedures, the 
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 personnei 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 recipients. The Newsletter 
focuses on repo:rting Council actions, programs and publications and 
proposed and adopted rules, standards and forms. Also noted are judicial 
appointments, statistics, important legislation and key court rulings. 

Economical litigation Proiecf 

Chapter 960 of the Statutes of 1976 added Part 3.5 (commencing with 
section 1823) to the Code of Civil Procedure. The law directs the Judicial 
Council to conduct a pilot project in selected trial courts utilizing experi­
mental procedures for handling civil actions. The goal of the experiment 
is to determine if simplified procedures which would substantially reduce 
the cost of litigation can be developed for civil actions in which the 
amount in controversy does not exceed $25,000. 

With the assistance of a special advisory committee,l the Council has 
IThe colTUl)ittee which worked on the development of these rules was composed of: Judge Richard Schauer. Chainnan, 

Los Angeles Superior CO\lrt;Justice Robert S. Thompson, CoUrt of Appeal (Los Angeles); Judge Eli H. Levenson, San 
Diego Superior Court; Judge Geo~ge Brunn, Berkeley-Albany Municipal Court; Judge William J. Harris, Jr., San 
Jose-MUpitas Municipal Court; and Mr. Francis M. Wheat, Attorney at Law, Los Angeles. 
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adopted rules for implementation of the project in the courts selected for 
participation.2 Initially the rules provide for simplified pleading, limit 
pretrial motions and discovery, require a pretrial exchange of specified 
information, and in cases tried to the court, broaden admissibility of evi­
dence and eliminate findings of fact and conclusions of law. 

The Judicial Council, pursuant to statutory directions, will monitor the 
project, study its effects and make an annual report of its findings to the 
Legislature. 

Small Claims Experiment 

Chapter 1285 of the Statutes of 1976 added Chapter 5-B to Part I of the 
Code of Civil Procedure. The law directs the Judicial Council in coopera­
tion with the Department of Consumer Affairs to conduct a small claims 
experiment in three municipal courts. The objective of the experiment is 
to determine whether steps can be taken to stimulate the use of small 
claims courts and reduce the number of defaults "by untrained individual 
litigants unfamiliar with the judicial system who might have previously 
considered small claims courts an inconvenient or unsatisfactory forum for 
the resolution of disputes."a , 

An advisory committee has been appointed," and the Judicial Council 
has selected the Sacramento, San Diego, and San Francisco Municipal 
Courts, with the concurrence'ofthejudges of those COtlIts, to serve as sites 
for the experimental small claims procedures. These procedures will in­
clude the use of small claims advisors to assist litigants outside of court, a 
postfiling mediation service, and the expanded use of law clerks to assist 
the court. Statiatics are being accumulated in the experimental courts, and 
also for control purposes in the small claims divisions of the Oakland­
Piedmont, Fresno, and West Orange Municipal Courts> .. ~\ 

Rules and forms to implement the experimental proj~,\ . ) ,Vill be adopt­
ed by the Judicial Council. The advisory committee and i"xle Department 
of Consumer Affairs are to evaluate the results of the program, and report 
to the Legislature in 1979. 

Judgeship Reports 

As part of its ongoing service to the Legislature and to the executive 
Znte Council selected the superi~r and municipal courts in Fresno and Los Angeles as tho) participating courts. 'rile 

presiding judges of the Lo. Superior and Municipal Courts were authorized to designate those branch courts which 
would participate within their respective Jurisdictions. Pursuant to that authority, the Southwest District (T6ITance) 
was selected as the branch superior court ill whiCh the rules would initially apply. All bflU1che. of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Court will participate at the commencement of the project. 

3Code Clv, Proc., 4 U8(a). 
4.rhe members of the advisory committee are: Judge Robert Beresford, Chairman, SanJose-Mllpitas Mu.'licipal Court; Judge 

Charles E. Goff, San Francisco Municipal Court; Judge !rmond M. Jewell, Los Angele~ Municipal Court; Jlidge Ken 
Kawaichi, Oakland-Piedmont Municipal Court; JudgeJudlth N. Keep, San Diego Municipal Court;Judge Armando O. 
Rodriguez. Fresno Municlpal Court; Ms. Elizabeth Br'8d1ey, Attorney, San Diego; Ms. LaDon. Cordell, Attorney, East 
Palo Alto; Ms. joyce G. Cox, Administrl'tive AssUtant, The Rouse Company, Santa MOnica; Mr. Wilson Curle, Executive 
Director, Shasta County Legal Ald Society, Re(!ding; Mr. Andrew M. Gr .... ley, Credit Service Center Manager, 
Montgomery Ward, Walnut Creek; Mr. Mortimer Herzstein, Attorney, San Francisco; Mr. Christopher May, Associate 
Deaq\1.oy01a University School of Law, Los Angeles; Mr. GUbert A. Moret, Attorney, Lor Angeles; Mr. John Porter, 
Der(ty Attorney General, Office of the Attorney General, San Francisco. 

" )) 
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branch of government, the Judicial Council prepared statistical reports on 
the judgeship needs of courts seeking additional judgeships. In preparing 
these reports, the Council utilized a weighted caseload system to measure 
judgeship needs, developed on the basis of time shldies of various judicial 
proceedings. 

In the 1977 session of the Legislature, the Judicial Council prepared 34 
such reports, 16 of which applied to the superior courts and 18 to the 
municipal courts.5 

B. SUMMARY OF 1977 LEGISLATIVE ACTION ON 
JUDICIAL COUNCIL RECOMMENDATIONS AND OTHER 

SELECTED LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 

The Judicial Council recommended seven measures for enactment by 
the Legislature duri!1g the first year of the 1977-1978 Regular Session. Of 
the seven measures, five received favorable action by the Legislature and 
the Governor; two measures, both concerning mandatory retirement of 
judges, failed to pass the Legislature. 

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 summa­
rizes a few of these other measures that were enacted into law in addition 
to reporting legislative action on measures sponsored by the Judicial 
Council. The Judicial Council measures are summarized first; thereafter, 
selected Senate and Assembly measures of particular interest to the judici­
ary and the administration of justice are summarized chronologically in 
order of their introduction, with Senate measures preceding Assembly 
measures. Unless otherwise indicated, all measures are effective January 
1,1978. 

Senator Alfred H. Song and Assemblyman John Miller were the legisla­
tive members of the Judicial Council at the time these measures were 
introduced and, with certain minor exceptions, were responsible for han­
dling all of the measures sponsored by the Council. 

1. JUDICIAL COUNCIL MEASURES 

Mandatory Judicial Retirement at Age 70 

Senate Constitutional Amendment 31, introduced by Senator Song, to­
gether with a companion measure, Senate Bill No. 464, by the same author, 
provide for tile mandatory retirement of judges of courts of record at the 
age of 70. Both measures were amended to provide that a judge who is 70 
years of age and in office on January 1, 1979, would be permitted to serve 
until the expiration of his or her term. These measares passed the Senate 
100> courts Cor which judgeship reports Were prepared Vi ere: Superior Courts: COWlties of San Bernardino, Madera, 

Riverside, Santa Clara, Sacramento, Orange, Contra Costa, Lo. Angeles, Tulare, Alameda, Napa, San Diego, Ventura, 
San Joaquin, Fresno and Solano. Municipal Courts: Districts of San Jose-Mllpitas, Desert, North (San Diego), South Bay 
(Lo.Angeles) , South Bay (San Diego), Riverside, S'lnoma, Los Angeles, Fremont-Newark-Union City, South Orange, 
Orange CoWlty Harbor, North Orange, West Orange, Lodi, Inglewood, EI Ct\jon, Sacramento and San Bernardino. 
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Judiciary Committee, the Senate Finance Committee and the Senate floor 
but failed passage in the Assembly Judiciary €ommittee on a 3 to 6 vote. 
Reconsideration has been granted to both measures. 

Probation Reports 

Senate Bill No. 118, introduced by Senator Song, was sponsored pursu­
ant to the Judicial Council's responsibility to adopt felony sentencing rules 
to implement the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Law (Sen. Bill No. 
42) (Stats. 1976, ch. 1139.) 

That law requires courts to hold sentencing hearings to consider matters 
in aggravation or mitigation of the statutory middle term of imprison­
ment. The Judicial Council adopted a rule which requires four days' notice 
of facts to be presented at the sentencing hearing (rule 437 (a)) if those 
facts go beyond the facts contained in the probation report and any evi­
dence heard at the trial. The four-day notice was considered to be the 
minimum amount of time for adequate preparation for the sentencing 
hearing. 

In order to provide adequate time for ~he four-day notice, it was neces­
sary to extend the time for judgment ana sentence from 21 to 28 days and 
to e'l(tend the time for receipt of the ptobation report from two days to 
nine days before judgment and sentend~. These changes were made in 
Senate Bill No. 118 by amending Penal' Code sections 1191 and 1203, 
respectively. 
, This measure was enacted as an urgency measure6 to take effect July 1, 
1977, the operative date for Senate Bill No. 42. 

Registration Hold Procedure in Parking Cases 

Sen.ate Bill No. 914, introduced by Senator Foran, was amended to effect 
a Judicial Council recommendation that no warrant of arrest be issued in 
cases where a hold is placed on a vehicle registration due to delinquent 
parking citations. In cases where the registration hold procedure might 
not be effective, a warrant may be issued instead of utilizing thE).. registra­
tion hold procedure. This measure was enacted as chapter 804. 

Small Claims Court Pilof Proiects-local Costs Reimbursed 

Chapter 1287, Statutes of 1976, established a two-year small claims court 
experimental program commencing July 1, 1977, in three small claims 
courts selected by the Judicial Council and in three additional courts 
designated as recordkeeping courts, As a result of participating in this 
state-mandated small claims court pilot p~oject, the six courts involved 
will incur additional costs. Senate Bill No.·~074, introduc~d by Senator 
Holden, appropriated $81,000 from the General Fund to the judicial Coun­
cil to reimburse the six counties for these additional local costs. Themeas­
ure was enacted as an urgency measure effective September 14, 1977.7 

6s!ats. 1977, ch. 162. 
1 Slats. 1977. ch. 008. 
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Ventura County Superior Court Sessions 

Assembly Bill No. 852, introduced by Assemblyman Keene, effectuates 
a Judicial Council recommendation that the Ventura Superioll Court be 
authorized to conduct sessions at the City of Santa Paula utilizing facilities 
of the municipal court there with the consent of that court Wltil the 
superior court is able to occupy new quarters in Ventura. The measure was 
amended to effectuate this recommendation and enacted as an urgency 
measure effective September 3, 1977.8 

Jurisdiction of Justice Courts 

Chapter 1288, Statutes of 1976, equalized the jurisdiction of justice and 
municipal courts. Assembly Bill No. 1941, introduced by Assemblyman 
Miller, is a cleanup measure to chapter 1288, and revises various provisions 
of the law to make procedures, practice and fee provisions for justice 
c("lrts tt.!e same as those for municipal courts. Because of legislative dead­
lines and the need for these revised provisions to take effe~t immediately, 
Assembly Bill No. 1941 was amended into Assembly Bill No. 1189, intro­
duced by Assemblyman Thurman. This measure was enacted, without the 
Governor's signature, as an urgency measure effective October -I, 1977.9 

2. OTHER MEASURES 

Alternative Disposition of Drunk Driving- Cases 

Senate Bill No. 38, introduced by Senator Gregorio, governs the disposi­
tion of second offender drunk driving cases through post-conviction 
rehabilitation programs rather than imposing license suspensions. Under 
1975 legislation (ch. li33), four counties (Kern, Santa Clara, Yuba and 
Ventura) for demonstration purposes have permitted persons convicted 
of driving under the influence of intoxicating liquor, or under the com­
bined inf1-uence of intoxicating liquor and any drug, to participate in pub­
lic or private programs for the treatment of problem drinking or 

. alcoholism, in lieu of suspending driving privileges. Each program is re­
quireq, to meet certain standards. set by the Office of Alcoholism, and 
courts are required to supentise those participating. Senate Bill No. 38 
recasts the provi~ions of chapter H33 to: 

(a) Specify additional standards and authorize the Office of Alcoholism 
to approve programs pursuant to the standards. 

(b) Specifically authorize courts to require proof of ability to respond 
in damages as a possible condition to participation in a treatment program. 

(c) Permit transfer of jurisdiction over a convicted person to' another 
county for participation in its approved program. . 

(d) Permit the establishment of joint programs by two or more counties 
and the furnishing of program services under contract. 
Bgtats~ 1977. ch. 512. 
95tats• 1977. ch. 1257. 
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(e) Give county ~d,coholism administrators responsibility for assuring 
compliance with the standards by any program designated by the county 
and approved by the Office of Alcoholism. 

Existing lliw prescribes a term of imprisonment of not less than 48 hours 
nor more than one year for a second or subsequent conviction for driving 
while under the influence. This measure authorizes a Cl')urt to suspend 
execution of the sentence of any person convicted of a second offense who 
consents to participate in a program approved pursuant to this measure. 
The measure was enacted as chapter 890. 

Blind Jurors Permitted Subject to Challenge for Cause 

Senate Bill No. 152, introduced by Senator Garcia. provides that no 
person shall be deemed incompetent to act as a juror solely because of the 
loss of sight in any degree. 

The measure adds to existing grounds for challenges for cause any visual 
or auditory defect if the court determines that the challenged person's 
service as a juror might prejudice the substantial rights of the challenging 
party. The measure was enacted as chapter 591. 

Restoration of Death Penalty 

Senate Bill No. 155, introduced by Senator Deukmejian, restores the 
death penalty in California. Court decisions had invalidated former laws 
under which the death penalty could be imp oiled because they lacked 
provision for consideration of mitigating circulnstances. This measure pro­
vides a procedure for consideration of mitigating circumstances and impo­
sition of life imprisonment in cases formerly subject only to the death 
penalty. The measure also reclassifies the crimes subject to the death 
penalty and prescribes life imprisonment without parole or life imprison­
ment with parole in other cases. The measure passed the Legislature as 
an urgency measure but was vetoed by the Governor on May 27, 1!j77. The 
Senate overrode the Governor's veto on a vote of 27 to 12; the Assembly 
overrode the veto on a vote of 54 to 26. The bill became law on August 
11,1977.10 

Aliens: Advisement Required Before Acceptance of Plea 

Senate Bill No. 276, introduced by Senator Garcia, requires the court, 
prior to accepting a guilty or nolo contendere plea to a felony or misde­
meanor, to advise the defendant that deportation, exclusion from admis~ 
sion to the United States, or denial of naturalization may result from 
convictio~. The court then is r~quired to permit the defendan~ reasonable 
opportunity to reconsider the plea, if requested. Failure of the court to set 
forth on the record that it has complied with these requirements is 
grounds for vacation of the judgment and withdrawal of the guilty plea, 
if defendant shows that conviction of the offense to which defendant 
pleaded guilty or nolo contendere might have the consequences for the 
IOStats. 1f1J7, ~h. 316. 
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defendant of deportation, exclusion from admission to the United States, 
or denial of naturalization. The measure was enacted as chapter 1088. 

Mandatory Imprisonment 

Senate Bill No. 518, introduced by Senator Holmdahl, provides that any 
person convicted of a felony committed while the person was on parole 
for the commission of a previous felony shall not be granted probation or 
have the execution or imposition of sentence suspended, if either the 
current or the previous felony is a 'violent felony' as defined by the Uni­
form Determinate Sentencing Act of 1976. The measure was enacted as 
chapter 1153. 

Peremptory Challenges 

Senate Bill No. 618, introduced by Senator Song, reduces the number of 
perez:.uptory challenges from 13 to 6 in trials for an offense punishable by 
a maximum term. of imprisonment of go days or less. In joint trials for such 
offenses the defendant~\ are entitled to the same number of challenges 
jointly as a single defendant; each of the defendants is entitled to four 
additional challenges to be exercised separately. The state is allowed an 
equal number of challenges. The measure was enacted without the Gover­
nor's signature.ll 

Intensiff:Jd Proseculi,!n of Career Criminals Encouraged 

Senate Bill No. 683, introduced by Senator Deukmejian, encourages 
prosecutors to adopt programs that intensify prosecutional effort on "ca­
reer crimincils." Subiect to reasor-able discretion, prosecutors adopting 
such programs are urged, with r,~gard to "career criminals," to seek pleas 
of guilty or trial convictions, to resist pretrial release, to seek the most 
severe sentence authorized under the law, to press for speedy dispositions 
of cases, to resist plea or sentence bargaining and to arrang~ for "vertical" 
prosecution of "career criminals" by highly qualified investigators and 
prosecutors who are permitted to carry reduced caseloads to maximize 
prosecutorial effort. The measure appropriates $1.5 million to be disbursed 
by the Offi('e of Criminal Justice Planning, in accord with guidelines and 
procedures to be established by that office, to the various counties apply­
ing for funds under the California Career Criminal ProsecutioIll Program. 
The measure was enacted as chapter 1151. 

Experimental Municipal Court with Expanded Jurisdiction 

Senate Bill No. 1134, introduced by Senator Wilson, designates the EI 
Cajon Municipal Court of San Diego County as an "experimental" munici­
pal court with expanded jurisdiction to hear criminal felonies, family law 
matters lUld civil matters where the damages claimed range from $5,000 
Ilstnts. 1m, ch. 1260. 
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to $30,000. The authority to decide whether to hear any matter within the 
court's expanded jurisdiction rests exclusively with the Presiding Judge of 
the EI Cajon Municipal Court. Matters not heard are to be transferred to 
the San Diego County Superior Court. The measure was amended exten­
sively to work out constitutional and other technical problems and was 
enacted as amended.12 

. 

;,mall Claims Court 

Assembly Bill No, 311, introduced by Assemblyman Chel, revises the 
small claims law to restrict the permissible methods of service, to author­
ize transfer or dismissal for incorrect venue, and to restore the authority 
of a bookkeeper to appear and prove an account without the presence of 
the plaintiff or defendant. The bill was enacted as an urgency measure 
effective May 14, 1977.13 

Installment Payments of Money Judgments 

Assembly Bill No. 439, introduced by Assemblyman Chd, provides con­
tinuing jurisdiction for a justice or municipal court to amend a judgment 
to provide for installment payments for good cause upon motion and 
notice to all affected parties. The measure was enacted as chapter 71. 

Determinate Senfencfng 

Assembly Bill No. 476, introduced by Assemblyman Boatwright, is a 
cleanup bill which makes various conforming, corrective, and substantive 
changes to the provision~ of the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act of 
1976. The measure appropriates $9,583,200 from the General Fund to the 
Department of Corrections and the Comml,Inity Release Board to imple­
ment the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act. The bill was enacted as 
an urgency measure operative June 29,1977.14 

. 

Court Interpreters 

li1gtats. 1977, ch. 1051. 
13Stats. 1977, ch, 46. 
14stBts. 1977, cb. 165. See chapter l ofPatt Olle of this report. 
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Judges: Service After Retirement 

Assembly Bill No. 1735, introduced by Assemblyman Imbrecht, provides 
that ajudge who has been defeated in an election and who, before his term 
of office expires, elects to leave his accumulated contributions in the 
retirement fund or to receive benefits shall not be deemed a retired judge 
vyithin the meaning of section 6 of article VI of the California Constitution. 
This makes such judges ineligible to be considered for assignments. The 
measure was enacted as chapter 551. 

C. CHANGES IN THE CALIFORNIA RULES 
OF COURT DURING 1977 

During 1977 the Jud;cial Council adopted a number of amendments to 
the appellate and trial cburtrules and recommended Standards of Judicial 
Administration designed to improve court administration and expedite 
court proceedings. 

The appellate rule amendments provide procedures for appeals from 
the juvenile court and for the dismissal of a civil appeal when the appellant 
fails to procure the preparation of the record, and authorize inclusion of 
the probation officer's report ill the record on appeal. 
, The trial court rule amendments delete provisions governing the format 

of interrogatories and requests for admissions which were rendered inop­
erative by 1977 legislation; require that in ,cases involving multiple parties, 
an answer, response or opposition, or a notice of a ruling or order, must 
identify the opposing party and the matter being answered, opposed or 
ruled upon; clarify the rules regarding personnel regulations for court 
employees; implement the Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act; and 
implement 1977 legislation expanding the list of courts in which court 
reporters must file reports and keep business records for inspection by the 
Judicial Council. 

Other rule changes authorize the Commission on Judicial Performance 
to release certain information concerning its proceedings to a person who 
complained about the conduct of a judge, or to a public entity under 
limited circumstances; and authorize the Executive Committee of the 
Judicial Council to act on the Council's behalf between meetings of the 
Judicial Council. 

The family law rules were amended to clarify certain aspects of the 
procedure to be followed in applying for orders in family law cases; and 
to provide a separate procedure for joinder of an employee pension bene­
fit plan. Thejuvenile court rules were amended to conform to 1977legisla­
tion, and to incorporate suggestions received from the State Bar of 
California. 

The Judicial Council also adopted rules to implement 1976 legislation 
aQthorizing pilot projects in selected trial courts using experimental 
procedur~s for handling civil actions. IS 

II Slats. 1976. CII. 960. 
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During 1977 the Judicial Council approved 23 new and revised forms for 
statewide use which are discussed in section F of this chapter. 

The amendments to the Standards of Judicial Administration concern 
management and pretrial procedures for municipal andjustice courts and 
recommend that superior courts provide for the granting of a continuance 
in a civil action when the trial attorney is lengaged in the investigative or 
formal hearing of a State Bar disciplinary proceeding. 

1. APPELLATE RULES 

Dismissal of Civil Appeal When Record is Not Perfected (Rule 10) 

The Judicial Council amended rule 10(c), effective July 1, 1977, to re~ 
quire the s'uperior court clerk to notify 31'1 appellant of his default if he fails 
to take the necessary steps to procure the preparation of the record. The 
clerk of the reviewing court would then dismiss the appeal if the appellant ,~ 
failed to file a timely application for relief. 

Probation Officer's Report as Part of Record on Appeal (Rule 33) 

To assist the appellate courts in the review of matters arising under the 
Uniform Determinate Sentencing Act, and to eliminate the need for 
record augmentation requests in those cases, the Judicial Council 
amended rule 33(b), effective July 1, 1977, to authorize inclusion of the 
probation officer's report in the .record on appeal. 

Juvenile Appeals (Rule 39) 

Rule 39 was adopted effective July 1, 1977, to provid~ sPecific time limits 
for filing a notice of appeal from a judgment or order of the juvenile court, 
and to specify the contents of the record on appeal. 

2. . TRIAL COURT RULES AND STANDARDS 

Interrogatories and Requests forAdmissions (Rules 201,501) 

In response to 19771egislati~it/6 the Judicial Council amended ~es 201 
and 501 effective January 1, 1978, to delete provisions relating to the form 
of interrogatories and requests for admissions. The deleted provisions 
were rendered inoperative by the new legislation, Which provides for"ac 

single document containing/both the questions and answers. It need not 
necessarily be filed with the court. 

Responses and Notices of Ruling in Multiparty Action (Rules 207, 204, 501, 504) 

At the suggestion of the Board Qf Governors of the State Bar, the Judicial 
Council adopted amendments effective January 1, 1978, to reqUire that in 
any case involving multiple parties an answer, response or opposition, or 
a notice of a ruling or order, must specifically identify the complaining or 
IGstats. 1m, ch. 500. 
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moving party and the particular complaint, motion, or other matter being 
answered or ruled upon. 

Duties of the Presiding judge-Personnel Regulations (Rules 244.5, 532.5) 

Effective January 1, 1978, existing rules that require trial court presiding 
judges to prepare personnel mles and regulations were clarified regarding 
the adoption of affirmative action programs. 

S:;nfencing Rules 

The Judicial Council adopted sentencing rules and approved advisory 
committee comments implementing the Uniform Determinate Sentenc­
ing Act,17 effective July 1, 1977.18 

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

To conform to 1977 legislation, the Judicial Council amended rule 860 
effective January 1, !.978, to extend its applicability to each official reporter 
and temporary official reporter in Alameda, Butte, EI Dorado, Kings, 
Lake, Mariposa, Mendocino, Sacramento, San Benito, Siskiyou and Yuba 
Counties. 

Application for Orders in Family law Cases (Rule 1225) 

A July 1, 1977, amendment to the family law rule on applications for 
orders specifies that an endorsed copy of an appUcation for an order must 
be served on the opposing party only when relief is sought by an order to 
show cause, and requires that the original application and order be re­
tained at all times in the court's file. 

Family law joinder (Rules 1250, 1253, 1291.15, 1291.25, 1291.40) 

Effective January 1, 1978, the Judicial Council amended the family law 
rules in response to chapter 860 of the 1977 Statutes, which establishes a 
new procedure for joinder of an employee pension benefit plan as a party 
in an action for dissolution of a marriage. The rules were amended to 
provide two separate procedures for joining claimants in family law pro­
ceedings, one applying exclusively to employee pension benefit plans, the 
other applying to all other claimants. Two new family law joinder forms 
were adopted and the form Summons (Joinder) was redesigned in light 
of the new legislation. 

juvenile Court Rules 

The Judicial Council adopted several amendments to the juvenile court 
rules effective July 1, 1977, to conform to new legislation and to incorpo­
rate suggestions received from the State Bar and others who reviewed the 
rules following their adoption in November 1976.19 Among the changes are 
11Stats, 1976, ch. 1139. 
IIIsee Part One, chapter 1 of this report. 
19See Part One, chapter i of the 1971 Annual Report. 
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amendments that (1) provide for the immediate granting of a request for 
rehearing of unreported referee proceedings; (2) recognize the potential 
conflict of interest for the prosecuting attorney in representing a minor 
in dependency proceedings; and (3) require that probation reports be 
made available 48 hours before a disposition hearing. 

New provisions adopted effective July 1, 1977 require that a petition for 
appellate review of a finding of unfitness must be filed within 15 days and 
permit required felony-misdemeanor determinations to be postponed 
until the disposition hearing. A new rule 1373 was subsequently amended 
effective January 1, 1978, in response to chapter 1238 of the 1977 Statutes, 
to refer to newly amended Welfare and Institutions Code section 726 
which sets forth procedures for determining the maximum period of 
physical confinement of a minor. Rule 1392 was amended effective Janu~ 
ary 1, 1978, to specify that a supplemental petition is to be filed by the 
probation officer where the minor has been declared a dependent child 
or ward of the court uncier section 601 of the Welfare and Institutions 
Code, and by the :prosecutlng attorney at the request of the probation 
officer where the minor has been declared a ward under section 602. 

Economicallifigation Rules 

The Judicial Council adopted rules effective January 1, 1978, to be fol~ 
lowed in the economical litigation pilot projects authorized by 1976legisla­
tion.20 The goal of the experimental projects is to determine if simplified 
procedures can be developed to reduce substantially the expense of litiga­
tion in those civil actions in which the amount in controversy does not 
exceed $25,000. 

The courts selected for participation in the project are the Fresno Su­
perior and Municipal Courts, the Los Angeles Mun.icipal Court, and the 
Terrance branch of the Los Angeles Superior Court. 

The new rules are based upon the work of the Jurlicial Council's Advi­
sory Committee on Economical Litigation and include many suggestions 
submitted by interested organizations and individuals who reviewed the 
proposed rules tentatively adopted in May 1977. As contemplated by the 
Legislature, changes in the rules will be considered as the experimental 
projects progress (see Code Civ. Proc, § 1823.4). 

The rules (1) provide for simplified pleadings; (2) limit pretrial motions 
and discovery; (3) require a pretrial exchange of specified information; 
and (4) in cases tried without ajury, broaden admissibility of evidence and 
~liminate written findings of fact and conclusions of law . 

. Municipal and Justice Court Management (Standards of JlldiclaJ Administration, 
Sections 4, 10, 10.5, 11) 

The Judicial Council adopted several recommended standards for mu­
nicipal and justice court management, criminal pretrial procedures and 
traffic calendar management effective July 1, 1971. These proposals were 
based primarily upon recommendations developed at a 1973 municipal 
.~ Stat •• 19'16, ch. 960. 
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court management workshop and the subsequent experience of various 
courts and the Judicial Council's team of calendar management consult­
ants. The amendments adopted were revised in several respects because 
of comments received from the State Bar and others following publication 
of the proposed amendments as tentatively adopted in November 1976. 

Granting Continuances in Civil Cases (Section 9(b) (3), Standards of Judicial 
Administration) 

The Judicial Council adopted an amendment to section 9(b) (3) of the 
Standards of Judicial Administration, effective January 1, 1978, to provide 
for the granting of a continuance in a civil case when the trial attorney is 
engaged in the investigative or formal hearing of a State Bar disciplinary 
proceeding. 

3. OTHER RULES 

Release of Information by the Commission on Judicial Performance (Rule 902) 

Hule 902 was amended effective January 1, 1978, to permit the Commis­
sion on Judicial Performance to disclose to a person who complained 
against a judge that after investigation of the charges the Commission 
either found no basis for action, took appropriate corrective action (with­
out disclosing the specific nature-of the action) or filed a recommendatio7': 
for censure, removal, or retirement. The name of the judge is not to be 
used in any written communication to the complainant unless a record has 
been filed with the Supreme Court. 

The Judicial Council also adopted an amendment effective July 1, 1977, 
that authorizes the Commission on Judicial Performance, under certain 
circumstances, to release to a public entity information concerning ajudge 
who resigned or retired after formal proceedings were instituted against 
him, ifrelease of the information would promote the interest of justice and 
maintain confidence in the administration of justice. 

Authority of Executive Commiffee to Act on Judicial Council's Behalf (Rule 997) 

The Judicial Council adopted rule 997, effective January 21, 1977, which 
authorizes the Executive Committee of the Judicial Council to act on the 
Council's behalf with respect to any matter which requires action 
between meetings, except for the adoption of rules of court or Standards 
of Judicial Administration and for the making of statutory appointments. 

D. JUDICIAL REDISTRICTING 

As reported in the 1977 Judicial Council Report, in the period between 
July 1,1975 and January 3,1977, there were major changes in the composi­
tion of municipal court and justice court districts in California. Realign­
ments and consolidations eliminated 79 judicial districts 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 
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created during this period. 
There was no further change in the total number of judicial dismcl;s in 

1977, but one justice court district (Castroville) became a municipal court 
district during the year. 

Table A gives the total number of judicial districts as of January 3, 1978 
and for each year since the lower court reorganization in 1953. 

The number of districts served by justice courts has decreased since the 
reorganization 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. 

TABLE A-CALIfORNIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 
As of June 30. 1953 through 1977 

Total Number 
juciMaJ a/justice 

Year districts courts 
1953 .............................................................................................................................. 400 349 
1954 .............................................................................................................................. 400 348 
1955 .............................................................................................................................. 395 M~ 
1956 .............................................................................................................................. 395 341 
1957 ............................................................................................................................... 393 335 

19l5B .............................................................................................................................. 390 329 
1959 .............................................................................................................................. 374 312 
1960 .............................................................................................................................. 374 3rf( 

1961 .............................................................................................................................. 371 302 
1962.............................................................................................................................. 370 298 

19& .............................................................................................................................. 365 293 
1964 .............................................................................................................................. 361 288 
1965 .............................................................................................................................. 349 276 
1966.............................................................................................................................. 339 266 
1967 .............................................................................................................................. 336 263 

1966.............................................................................................................................. 326 253 
1969 .............................................................................................................................. 319 245 
1!170 .............................................................................................................................. 319 244 
1971 ......................................................................................................................... _.. 309 232. 
1!172 ........................................... .................................................................................. $03 Z2tl 

l!17a ...... _..................................................................................................................... 'l!R 22,1 
l!174 .............................................................................................................................. 291 ll14 
1!175 .............................................................................................................................. 279 199 
1!176 .............................................................................................................................. 259 175 
1977 .............................................................................................................................. 200 110 

Number 
o/munif)ipal 

courts 
51 
52 
33 
54 
58 

61 
62 
61 
69 
72 

72 
73 
73 
71 
73 

73 
74 
73 
77 
77 

16 
77 
80 
84 
00 
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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 ajustice courtjudgeship.21 During the 
191"l calendar year one oral examining board was appointed to interview 
candidates for the office of justice court judge.22 

F. JUDICIAL COUNCIL LEGAL FORMS 

During 1977, the Judicial Council approved 24 new or revised forms for 
statewide use. Fifteen of the forms were approved for optional use in 
conservatorship, guardianship and probate proceedings pursuant to 1976 
legislation,23 effective July 1, 1977: (1) Citation for Guardianship (In­
competency) and Proof of Service; (2) Citation for Conservatorship and 
Proof of Service; (3) Citation (Probate) and Proof of Service; (4) Order 
Appointing Guardian for Incompetent; (5) Order Appointing Conserva­
tor; (6) Proof of Service by Mail of Order Appointing Guardian or Conser­
vator; (7) Letters Guardianship/Conservatorship; (8) Order Appointing 
Court Investigator; (9) Declaration of Medical or Accredited Practitioner; 
(10) Petition for Appointment of Guardian (Incompetency); (11) Petition 
for Appointment of Conservator; (12) Order Appointing Temporary Con­
servator; (13) Letters of Temporary Conservatorship; (14) Notice of Hear­
ing of Petition (Probate); (15) Orde~' for Probate. 

The Judicial Council also adopted for mandatory use two new criminal 
forms: (16) Abstract of Judgment-Commitment, and (17) Report to the 
Judicial Council. A revised form of (18) General Denial was adopted 
effective January 1, 1978, pursuant to 1977 legislation24 

Four existing Writ of Execution forms were consolidated into two forms 
effective January 1, 1978, and approved for optional use pursuant to 1976 
and 1977 legislation:2.5 (19) Writ of Execution, (20) Writ of Execution 
Against DweHing House (Money Judgment). A revised (21) Application 
for Entry of Judgment on Sister State Judgment form was approved for 
optional use effective January 1, 1978, pursuant to 1977 legislation.26 

Three new or revised farnily law forms wete adopted for mandatory use 
effective January 1, 1978 pursuant to 1977 legislation:Z7 (22) Summons 
Goinder) and Proof of Service; (23) Request for Joinder of Employee 
Pension Benefit plan and Order; and (24f Notice of Appearance of Em­
ployee Pension Benefit Plan. 

The Judicial Council revoked three existing probate forms and one 
family law form: (1) Lstters of Conservatorship; (2) Letters of Guardian-
21Gov. Code. U 71180.4, 71601.3; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 765-770. 
22An oral examination was given in San Bernardino County for a vacancy in the TronaJustice Court District. Only attorneys 
""- were eligible to al'ply for the position. Seven attorneys filed statements of candidacy and six were interviewed. 
-:.tats. 1976, ch. 13.57. 
I14stats. 1977, ch. 93. 
lllSgtats. 1976, ch. 1000; Stats. 1977, ch. 3OS. 
26stats. 1977, ch. 232. 
J!7Stats. 1977, ch. 860. 
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ship; (3) Order Appointing Guardian and Order Appointing Appraiser; 
and (4) Summons (Joinder) which were replaced by revised forms. 

An explanation of the new forms and background of the changes in 
Council forms follows: 

Probate Forms 

The Judicial Cti:.Incil approved 15 new or revised probate forms for 
optional use, effective July 1, 1977. Twelve of the forms are for use under 
the new guardianship and conservatorship law (Stats. 1976, ch. 1357) 
which became effective on that date. 

The new law substantially revises the procedures for creating guardian~ 
ships and conservatorships. It changes terminology and the definitions of 
persons eligible for guardianship and conservatorship, requires theap­
pointment of counsel to represent the interests of a proposed ward or 
conservatee under designated circumstances, provides for jury trial on the 
issue of whether a wardship or conservatorship should be established, and 
provides for the utilization of investigators in those prci6eedings. 

The Citation for Guardianship (Incompetency) and Citation for Con­
servatorship forms contain various notices required by the statutes (see 
Prob. Code, §§ 1461, 1754). The Citation (Probate) form is a separate 
general citation constituting an order to show cause for removal of repre­
sentatives, examinations undar Probate Code sections 613-15 or for other 
purposes. It can also be used if a citation is needed in the guardianship of 
a minor. The general citation fonn is often addressed to banks and corpo­
rations, as well as to individUals, so the service provisions generally appli­
cable to service of summons have been incorporated. 

The findings and orders required by the statute are incorporated into 
the Order Appointing Guardian for Incompetent and Order Appointing 
Conservator forms (see Prob. Code,§§ 1460, 1606, 1751, 1853,2(06). Since 
service of the order appointing the guardian or conservator is necessary 
before the clerk can issue letters, a separate form of Proof of Service by 
Mail is provided to trigger the clerk's action on the issuance of letters. 

The Judicial Council adopted a proposal to combine various types of 
letters into one form, Letters of Guardianship/Conservatorship. Letters of 
conservatorship or guardianship are rarely seen by the ward, conservator 
or minor, so there is little possibility of confusion resulting from the use 
of a multipurpose form. The new statui:or~'provisions on the use of inves­
tigators are incorporated into the Order Appointing Court Investigator 
form (see Prob. Code, §§ 1461.1, 1500.1, 1754, 1851.1). The new legislation 
permits accredited practitioners of 9(irtain types of religious healing, as 
well as medical practitioners, to cer!my to medical inabilities. The termi­
nology of the Declaration of Medical or Accredited Practition(!r fonn 
follows the statute. 

The Petition for Appointment of Guardian (Incoinp(!tency) and Peti- "! 

tion for Appointment 01 Conservatorforms l(lt1>ntain the necessary informa-
tion to enable the court investigator to prep;Vre for the hearing. The forms 
provide space to indibate at the time of filirlg~ whether or not the proposed 
incompetent or conservatee is likely to appear at the hearing, so that the 
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court investigator can immediately start to work and avoid unnecessary 
continuances. The intent of the legislature is to have these matters heard 
as quickly as possible. 

In many instances a temporary conservator will have to be appointed 
without a full scale hearing and without a full determination of the condi­
tion of the conservatee. The Order Appoinbng Conservatorform provides 
for certain findings that are inapplicable to a temporary conservatorship, 
for which the Order Appointing Temporary Conservator form should be 
used. 

A temporary conservatorship can last only 30 days unless extended by 
further order of the court. The Letters of Temporary Conservatorship 
,form provides for an extension. 

The Notice of Hearing of Petition (Probate) form is baseti on several 
notice of hearing forms that have been adopted by individual courts. The 
revised Order for Probate provides for an entry wdicating that the will 
was admitted to probate by minute order on a specified date. See Wolfson 
v. Superior Court (1976) 60 Cal.App.3d 153. The Judicial Council encour­
ages the use of existing supplies of the previously approved Order for 
Probate form if appropriately modified to conform to the Wolfson case. 

Criminal Forms 

In order to collect the statistical information required by Penal Code 
section 1170.4 relating to sentencing practices, the Judicial Council adopt­
ed two new forms for mandatory use effective July 1, 1977. These are Form 
CR 290, Abstract of/udgment-Commitment, which is used for all defend­
ants sentenced to state prison for determinate terms; and Form CR 291, 
Report to the Judicial Council, which is used in all other cases (e.g., proba­
tion, indeterminate prison term, "wobbler" made a misdemeanor). These 
reporting documents were revised several times prior to their final ap­
proval as a result of consultation with the Department of Corrections, with 
court clerks, and with others who would be involved with the use of the 
forms. The Abstract of Judgment-Commitment form was revised effec­
tive July 28, 1977 to incorporate changes made necessary by chapter 165 
of the Statutes of 1977. 

General Denial 

The form of General Denial adopted for mandatory use by the Judicial 
Council in 1976 was revised because of an amendment to Code of Civil 
Procedure section 431.40.28 

The revised form is for use in actions where the demand or value of the 
property does not exceed $1,000. The form may also be used pursuant to 
Code of Civil Procedure section 431.30 as a g~neral denial in actions where 
the demand or value of the property exceeds $1,000 and the complaint is 
unverified. The Judicial Councii authOrized continued use of existing sup­
plies of the General Denialform if overprinted to substitute $1,000 in place 
of the previous $750 limitation, until existing stocks are exhausted. 
2Ilstats. 1917" ch. 93. 
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Writ of Execution 

Recent legislation29 amended section 690.31 of the Code of Civil Proce­
dure and other sections to require that a Writ of Execution issued against 
a dwelling house must specify the amounts of distribution under the levy, 
the names and addresses of persons having encumbrances against the 
dwelling, the names and addresses of exempt debtors and the exempt 
amount. 

The four existing Writ of Execution forms were consolidated into two 
forms: one is for execution on property containing a dwelling house and 
the other is used for execution on all other types of property. The Judicial 
Council authorized continued use of existing supplies of the present Writ 
of Execution forms if overprinted with a statement that the form may not 
be used for execution on a dwelling house. 

Application for Entry of Judgment on Sister State Judgment 

Chapter 232 of the 1971 Statutes amended Code of civil Procedure 
sections 1710.15, 1710.25, 1710.30 and 1710.40 to require that an application 
for entry of judgment based on a sister state judgment must include a 
statement of the interest accrued on the sister state judgment computed 
at the rate of interest applicable to the judgment in the sister state (not 
to exceed 7 percent), a statement of the sister state's rate of interest and 
a citation of the law of the sister state establishing the rate of interest. The 
existing form was revised to comply with these requirements. 

family law Forms 

To implement the provisions of chapter 860 of the 1977 ,Statutes, the 
Judicial Council revised the existing Summons (joinder) forrrr.rnd .adopt­
ed two new forms for mandatory use, effective January 1, 1978. 

The Request for Joinder of Employee Pension Benefit Plan and Order 
(rule 1291.15) form complies with the statute's requirement for a joinder 
request addressed to the clerk, who must enter an order and issue art 
appropriate summons. Data to identify the employee is included for the 
plan's convenience. The pension plan is required to be served a blank copy 
of a notice of appearance, the joinder request a..YJ.d order, and the sum­
mons. The Notice of Appearance (rule 1291.25) form provides space for 
the plan to make the election provided by the statute regarding its desire 
to be governed by new Civil Code section 4363.2. c 

The Joinder Summons (rule 1291.40) was redesigned to provide the 
notice required to be given the plan, that it has 45 days to answ~r, without 
misleading other joined claimants who have 30 days to respon:d. In addi­
tion, provision was made for showing proof of service of a copy of the 
Request for Joinder and Order."as well as a blank copy of the Notice of 
Appearance. The proof of service was updated to conform to statutory 
changes since it was last revised effective January 1, 1975. 

All of the new and revised forms were prepared and recommended for 
Judicial Council approval by the Judicial Council Advisory Committee on 
ZlStats. 1!r16, ch. 1000; Stats. 1m, ch. (lOS. 

3-76612 
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Legal Forms, a statewide committee with representation from the State 
Bar, the judiciary and the court clerks' organizations. In accordance with 
the Judicial Council's long-standing policy, the new forms were submitted 
to the State Bar Board of Governors for the Board's review and approval 
prior to final approval by the J urucial Council. 

Copies of the new and revised forms were sent to trial courts throughout 
the state so that each court might reproduce the for::ns 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 1977: 

1. Judicial Criminal Justice Planning Committee (CCCJ 8035-77) 
$67,336 CCCJ (LEA..I\.) / $74,818 total project cost. 

I 

,I 

This grant continued to support the Jufficial Criminal Justice Planning Ii 
Committee organized pursuant to sections 13830-13833 of the Penal Code. 
The committee reviews and makes recommendations to the Office of 
Criminal Justice Planning on any California court project submitted for 
funding. It also develops planning material for trial court use and serves 
to provide direction for court projects. 

2. Trial Court Criminal Justice Coordinator (CCCJ 8036-77) 
$34,120 CCCJ (LEAA) /$37,911 total project cost. 

Many improvements in the administration of justice are trial court mat­
ters that require implementation through a local court or courts 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 grant applications for funding, 
and coordinates the implementation of such funded projects in suitable 
trial courts. He also assists ccq regional boards in preparation of judicial 
components of their comprehensive plans, assists trial courts in the prepa­
ration of additional applications for federal funding and distributes perti­
nent information to all appropriate trial courts under the direct 
supervision of the Judicial Planning Committee. 

3. New Trial Judges Orientation (CCCJ2576-1 and 2) 
$61,500 CCCJ (LEAA) / $75,000 total project cost, first year; 
$135,000 ccq (LEAA) /$150,000 total project cost second year. 

This grant financed the first two years of a three-year experimental 
effort to institute a year-round, individualized orientation program for 
new California trial judges and to prepare the related training materials. 
The effort was developed by the California Center for Judicial Education 
and Research. 
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4. Statewide Calendar Management Technical AfJ3istance Team 
(Ccq 1340-4) 
$166,894 ccq (LEAA) 1$185,438 total project cost. 

This grant implemented the proposition that improvements in calen­
daring and management techniques provide a primary means of reducing 
delay in the judicial proc.ess. The Calendar Management Technical ~sist­
ance Team offers its services upon request to superior, mwlicipal and 
justice courts throughout the state. Staff members assist local courts in 
analyzing calendar management problems and in implementing recent 
developments in calendar management techniques. The project was in­
cluded in the Judicial Council's 1977-1978 budget as a continuing, state­
funded operation. 

S. Language Needs of Non-English Speaking Persons (Ccq 2096-2) 
$91,700 ceq (LEAA) I $101,289 total project cost. 

Pursuant to 1973 Assembly Concurrent Resolution 74, the]udicial Coun­
cil commenced this project to identify and ~yaluate, at every stage of the 
judicial process, bot..l:t criminal 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 
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. A bill to implement these recom­
mendations was passed by the Legislature but was vetoed by the Gover­
nor.so 

6. Um'foml Juvenile Cour~. fiules Project (CCCJ 1873-2) 
$45,547 ceq (LEAA) 1~-io,608 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 Cede 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 rules were distributed 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 
guidance to judges, referees, attorneys and probation officers in the state's 
58 juvenile courts. 

7. Management Standa'1\¢s for Jurors and Witnes{)es (Ccq 2792-1) 
$90,000 CCC] (LEAAr)~~I00,OOO total project cost. 

This project was designed t&:irileet the critical peed to improve manage­
ment and treatment of jurors ~~d witnesses in criminal proceedings by 
analyzing the major managemeil::WE~blems involved with jurors and wit­
nesses at the trial court level, devb'!Qping standards to address the prob­
lems, and testing, implementing and~~uating these standards in a pilot 
:JOse., dlscwsion In part B of this chapter. . . . ".. 
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program for possible statewide application. Surveys have been conducted 
and preliminary reports have been drafted. A final report is due in May 
1978. 

8. Workshops on Criminal Caseloads (CCG] 2790-1) 
$54,000 eccJ (LEAA) / $60,000 total project cost. 

This project funded a series of workshops specifically designed tQ assist 
courts in dealing with criminal backlog and delay, and the needs of de­
fendants, ,rjctims and witnesses.The workshop design was to assist judicial 
and nonjudk'ial personnel of the state's courts in carrying out their respon­
sibilities mOre effectively by familiarizing them 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. 

B. The following Judicial Council projects have been approved for fund­
ing during 1978 by the California Council on Criminal Justice as a part of 
the 1978 State and Private Agency Plan. 

1. New Trial Court judges On'entation (CCC] 2576-3) 
$130,500 CCC] (LEAA) / $145,000 total project cost. 

This project will fund the third year of the experimental effort to insti­
tute a year-round, individualized orientation program for new California 
trial judges. 

2. Workshops on Cnminal Caseloads (CCC] 2790-2) 
$54,000 CCC] (LEAA) / $60,000 total project cost. 

This project will fund the second year in a series of workshops specifi­
cally designed to assist courts in dealing with criminal backlog and delay, 
and the need!> of defendants, victims and witnesses. The workshop design 
is to assist judicial and nonjudicial personnel of the state's courts in carry­
ing out their responsibilities more effectively by familiarizing them with 
recent developments and innovations in court management and by pro­
viding a forum for discussion of the most pressing problems facing the trial 
courtG. 

3. judicial Criminal justice Planning Committee (CCC] 8035-78) 
$101,000 CCCJ (LEAA) / $112,222 total project cost. 

These funds wiU continue the operation of the committee pursuant to 
sections 13830-13833 of the Penal Code. The Trial Court Criminal Justice 
Coordinator position, previously funded by a separate grant, will now be 
incorporated within this project .. 

H. COORDINATION OF MULTICOURT CIVIL ACTIONS31 

The rate of filing of petitions for coordination of civil actions continued 
to grow during 1977: A total of 131 petitions were received during 1977 by 
31Code Clv. Proc., H 404--404.8; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1501-1550. Coo-Jination is basically a tw0-5tep procedure: on 

petition, the Chairperson of the Judicial Council assigns a coordination motion judge to detennine whether coordina­
tion of cases pending in different courts and sharing a common question of fact or law is appropriate (Code Clv. Proc., 
§ 404; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 15£1, 1524); and If coordination Is ordered, the Chairperson assigns a trial judge to hear 
and determine the coordinated actions (Code Civ. Proc., § 404.3; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1329, 1540). 
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the Chief Justice as Chairperson of the Judicial Council. Altogether 284 
individual actions pending in 29 superior courts, 35 municipal courts, and 
2 justice courts were included in petitions for coordination. 

The distribution of coordination business in general categories remains 
substantially the same as in earlier years. Most numerous were petitions 
for coordination involving actions for personal injury, death and property 
damage arising out of automobile collisions32 and otherwise.a3 Other types 
of litigation in order of frequency were real property actions,34 commer­
cial disI?autes,35 multiparty claims in construction and subdivision 
projects, public law questions,37 miscellaneous torts,38 fire casualties,39 and 
family law matters.40 

As in earlier years, a large number of the petitions for coordination 
involved "vertical" coordination of superior court actions with mU1licipal 
or justice court actions.41 Most often this combination arises out of automo­
bile collision litigation when one or more parties m.e a personal injury 
action in the superior court, while other parties m.e personal.{njury or 
property damage actions for lesser anlounts in the municipal court. An· 
other frequent source of vertical coordination involves unlawful detainer 
actions in the municipal court with actions for equitable or other relief 
relating to occupancy of the same property in the superior court. There 
are numerous other combinations of less frequent occurrencf. 

Usually, petitions included only two or three cases.42 However, in tWj 
instances in personal ~iury proceedi~s 24 separate actions were includ­
ed: The "School Bus Collision Cases" involving death and injuries to a 
number of school children after a bus crashed through a bridge railing; and 
the "Chemical Spill Cases,,44 brought by a number of policemen and fire­
men exposed to toxic chemicals in the courp,;! of cleaning up after a high­
way truck accident. 

An eight-month trial in the "U. S. Financial Cases" was concluded 
during 1977, with a 30 million dollar verdict given in favor of 22 leading 
institutions in the United States and Europe and against an accounting 
fum on the claim of a negligent audit of the books of failed U. S. Financial 
Inc.4S The proceeding coordinated actions originally filed in th~ Los Ange­
les, Sacramento, and San Diego Superior Courts. 

Since the January 1, 1974 effective date of the coordination statute and 
rules of court, the proportion of proceedings in which coordination has 
been ordered has remained steady at 77-78 percent. In the remainder of 
the proceedings, petitions for coordination were either denied, with­
drawn, or became moot before the hearing on the petition. 
32:;2 Petitions. 
33s Petitions. 
~ 'Petitions. 
3517 Petitions. 
3511 Petitions. 
:rt7 Petitions. 
386 Petitions. 
393 Petitions. 
402 Petitions. 
4'75 Petitions. 
42115 Petitions. 

~
Ud. Co. No. 356. 
ud. Co. No. 309. 
uti. Co. No. 01$. Coordination trial judge Verne O. Warner, San Diego Superior Court. 
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I. ARBITRATION OF SUPERIOR COURT CAUSES 

The statute and rules of court46 permitting arbitration of superior court 
causes upon stipulation of the parties or upon the election of the plaintiff 
in causes where the award is limited to $7,500 were operative July 1, 1976. 
In the first fiscal year of operation, 4,396 cases statewide were placed on 
the arbitration hearing lists, approximately 82 percent by way of the plain­
tiffs election. 

Most of the cases were lower dollar value personal injury actions. In 
about 94 percent of the cases, the arbitrator was selected by a random 
process from the list of arbitrators appointed by the superior court arbitra­
tion administrative committe€". 

A total of 2,119 cases were removed from the arbitration list during fiscal 
1976-1977, almost equally divided between cases in which an award was 
made and cases which were settled prior to the date of the arbitration 
hearing, except for a few cases removed for administrative reasons. A trial 
de novo was requested in 22 percent of the cases where an arbitrator's 
award was made: no statistics are as yet available to show how many of 
these cases will settle prior to trial. 

!n almost all cases, the arbitrator received a standard fee of $150. 
46Code Civ. Proc., §§ 1141.10-1141.20; Cal. Rules of Court, rules 1601-1617. 
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CHAPTER 2 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS 

A. SUPREME COURT 

1. SUMMARY OF FILINGS AND BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

In 1976-1977 the Supreme Court recorded 3,665 filings, almost the same 
number as in the two prior years. The composition of these filings was 
quite similar to that in 1975-1976. Habeas corpus petitions filed originally 
in the Supreme Court declined, but civil original proceedings increased 
somewhat, as did petitions for Supreme Court hearing of original proceed­
jngs decided in Courts of Appeal. 

There were 27 direct appeals in death penalty cases automatically ap­
pealed to the Supreme Court. 1 

TABLE I-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
SUMMARY OF FILINGS 

~iscal Years 'i966-67 through 1976-77 
J!lfi6- 1967- J968- 1961F 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976-

Type of Filing fH 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 78 77 
Total filings .................................. 2,716 2,959 3,322 3,400 3,179 3,238 3,139 3,513 3,668 3,704 3,665 

Petition for hearing of cases 
previously decided by the 
Courts of Appeal .................. 1,319 1,769 1,874 2,064 2,198 2,417 2,386 2,571 2,566 2,894 2MJ 

Civil appeals .............................. 4!11 523 533 564 636 649 6ffT 771 872 1,233 1,230 
Criminal appeals ...................... 429 62B 665 ~1 624 741 770 915 1,029 1,077 1,033 
Civil original proceedings .... 252 393 457 635 766 849 759 709 598 314 341 
Criminal original proceed· 

ings .......................................... 34 57 11 72 51 as 44 80 m ZTO 323 
Miscellaneous ............................ 1m 168 148 152 111 93 126 96 _a _a. -" 

Dire<:t appeals .............................. 2U 49 15 rl :l8 11 0 0 18 21 ZT 

Original proceedings 
Civ'J ............................................ 91 B3 84 84 lOB 178 loo 185 207 1!11 235 
Criminal .................................... 1,025 1,057 1,349 1,235 B35 632 593 757 Fm 592 476 

Motion to dismiss on clerk's cer-
tificate .................................... 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

• Due to small number, there llIings were included in listing by character of underlying proceeding. 

DUring the fiscal year, the Supreme Court disposed of2,927 petitions for 
hearing, 609 original proceedings and M executive clemency ttpplications, 
in addition to numerous motions and petitions for rehearing.! The Court 
disposed of 85 appeals and 59 original proceedings by written opinion, a 
total ofl44 cases decided on the merits, in addition to the Court's workload 
of reviewing petitions for hearing, original proceedings and other matters. 

lDirectappeals to the Supreme Court are'Permitted only in criminol caseS where judgment of death has been pronounced. 
Cal. CollSt., art. VI, ~ 11. In those cases, the appeal is alltomatic. Pell. Code, § 1239 (b). , 

.\ 
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TABLE II-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINEeS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 196&-67 through 1976-77 

1966- 1961- 1968-· 1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- J976-
Business lr11nsacteci 67 ,W 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 

Total business transacted .h....... 4,135 4,296 4,124 4,772 4,637 4,673 4,691 5,288 5,646 6,035 6,065 

Appeals 
By written opinion ..............•... 140 116 140 114 116 
Without opinion (by dlsmis-

sal, affirmance or reversal 
on stipulation, motion, 
etc.) ........................................ 8 8 2 0 11 

Original proceedings (includ­
ing habeas corpus) • 

86 117 79 105 112 B5 

7 2 4 6 6 

By written opinion.................. 58 58 86 91 86 76 62 76 84 79 59 
Without opinion ...................... 1,028 1,048 1,180 1,121 911 802 588 860 840 735 550 

Petitions for hearing 
Granted...................................... 157 168 158 191 204 230 181 198 172 229 231 
Denied........................................ 1,222 1,601 1,716 1,873 1,994 2,187 2,205 2,373 2,394 2,665 2,696 

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

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

Orders" 

35 

1 
106 

1 
86 

20 

5 
93 

67 

o 
95 

67 

1 
87 

30 

1 
55 

68 

2 
62 

64 

3 
50 

89 124 113 

310 
72 B3 69 

Transfers :md retransfers ...... 749 452 157 177 169 198 231 189 221 252 258 
Altern.tive ~ts or orders to 

show cause .......................... 52 60 61 59 
Miscellaneous............................ 606 717 551 997 948 940 1,161 1,331 1,567 1,650 1,885 

Executive clemency applica-
Hons e ........................... j ......... . 23 30 36 46 43 61 12 9 36 36 54 

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

b Excluding granted motions. to dismiss reported under appeals. 
" Not reported elsewhere. 
d D~ta previous to 1973-7,(, included in mISCellaneous. 
e (',.II!, Const., Art. V, §8. 

The Supreme Court's workload also included several disciplinary prD­
ceedings against attorneys, as reflected in Table III below. A per1i!entage 
of the attorneys subject to disciplinary proceedings did not seek review 
of the State Bar's recommendations and, as noted in Table III, a number 
resigned while proceedings were pending. Even when the attorney in­
volved did nqt challenge the recommendation, however, the Supreme 
Court reviewed the record and made its own determination of the appro­
priate disciplinary sanction. 
2when an attorney files a petition for a writ of review in the Supreme Court, the disciplinary matter is docketed as a civil 

original proceeding, IIIId the case Js reflected both in the sununary of filings and, when decided, in the business 
transacted tables. 
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TABLE III-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

1976-77 
Record of conviction of crime filed 

Suspension ordered because offense involved moral turpitude .............................................. 24 a 
Referred to State Bar for determination whether offense involved moral turpitude ...... S 

State Bar recommendations of suspension or probation............................................................... 55 c 
State Bar recommendations of disbarment ...................................................................................... 4 
State Bar filing without specific recommendation.......................................................................... 1 
Resignation while disciplinary proceedings pending...................................................................... 10 
Petitions for reinstatement.................................................................................................................... 1 
Accusation filings .......................................................................................... _ ........ _............................. 1 e 

Total.................................................................................................................................................... 104 

1975-16 

16" 
18 
Md 
10 
1 

15 
3 

• Petitions to set aside or stay suspension filed in eight. Objections or writ of review filed in one. Two were referred to State 
Bar after suspension ordered. Two resigned and one was disbarred in another proceeding while disciplinary proceed­
ings were pending. 

b Petitions to set aside or stay suspension filed in three. Objections or writ of review filed in three. One was referred to 
State Bar after suspension ordered. 

~ Writs of review filed in ten. 
Writs of review filed in ten. Petition to stay suspension filed in one. 

e Accusations, seeldng independent review by the Supreme Court without Ii prior recolnmenaation of the State Bar, aN 
nOW filed as disciplinary proceedings. . . 

2. PETITIONS FOR HEARING 

Petitions for hearing set another new record, exceeding last year by 33 
(1.1 percent). The numbers of petitions in civil and in criminal appeals 
were virtually unchanged; Supreme Court review was sought in more 
habeas corpus matters than in any recent year, and in more civil original 
proceedings than last year. 

Appeals decided Petitions for 
by Courts of Appeal Hearing in Appeals % 

1976-17 ................................................................................................. 5,626 2,263 40.2 
1975-76 .................................................................. _ .. _....................... 5,592 2,310 41.3 
1974-75.................................................................................................. 5,240 1,901 36.3 
1973-:14.................................................................................................. 4,389 1,686 .38.4 
1972-73................................................................................................. 3,890 1,457 :r.::5 

As noted in last year's report) petitions for hearing in appeals are 'a fairly 
constant percentage of appeals decided by Courts of AppeaL 
As appeal filings have increased in the Courts of Appeal to an extent not 
yet fully reflected in their dispositions (compare Tables VI and VIII, 
infra), it may be anticipated that the Supreme Court will receive a sub­
stantially greater number of petitions for, hearing in the next few years. 

The Supreme Court agreed to review 231 cases which had previously "' 
been before Courts of Appeal, or 7.9 percent of the petitions. 

The percentage of petitions granted in each category did not differ 
greatly from the prior year. 
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TABLE IV-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING IN SUPREME COURT-NUMBER 

FILED, GRANTED AND PERCENT GRANTED 
Fiscal Years 1966-67 through 1976-77 

1965- 191»- 1967- 1968- 1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1975-
66 6'T 66 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 

Filed .................... 1,2t)5 1,379 1,769 1,8'14 2,064 2,198 2,417 2,386 2,571 2,566 2,894 2,927 
Granted .............. lZT 157 168 158 191 204 230 181 198 172 229 231 
Percent granted 10.5 11.4 9.5 8.4 9.3 9.3 9.5 7.6 7.7 6.7 7.9 7.9 

TABLE V-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT 
PETITIONS FOR HEARING GRANTED AND DENIED 

BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1913-77 

1976-77 1975-76 
Granted Granted 

Type of Proceeding Filed No. % Denied Filed No. % 
Total .................................................................. 2,927 231 7.9 2,696 2,894 229 7!:J 

Civil appeals ........................................................... 1,230 133 10.8 1,fST 1,233 153 12.4 
C?~&;l ~ppeals ........ : ........................................... 1,033 61 5.9 972 1,077 35 3.2 
CiVil ongmal proceedings .................................... 341 24 7.0 317 314 32 10.2 
Criminal original proceedings a .......................... ~ :~ ~g 3:g ~g J ~g Mi \Cellaneous motions and applications ............ 

a Habeas Corpus 
b Due to small number, these petitions were included in listing by character of underlying proceeding. 

3. ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

Denied 

2,665 
1,080 
1,042 

282 

~~ 

Filings of criminal original proceedings ll1 the Supreme Court de­
creased as they did in 1975-1976, and civil original proceedings increased 
only slightly. The continued decrease in criminal original proceedings 
(habeas corpus) is particularly significant, and appears related to the 
increased number of habeas corpus matters in which Supreme Court 
revi~w was sought by petition for hearing; it suggests a tendency to file 
these matters in a lower court in the first instance. Although relatively 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 pre­
sents a question of substantial merit. A significant number are found to be 
sufficiently meritorious to require a full hearing, which the Supreme 
Court may direct should be held in a lower court.3 

"Civil" original proceedings include petitions for the writs of mandamus 
and prohibition, and may arise from criminal cases as well as civil cases and 
other proceedings. Legal questions of great significance may arise and be 
decided in these matters; for example, the case4 in which the Supreme 
Court determined that California's 1973 death penalty lawS was unconsti­
tutional came before the Court as a petition for a writ of prohibition, a 
~'civil" original proceeding. 
3Se;;-:;:.ble II. Tronsfers and Rerronsfers. 
·Rockwell v. Superior Court (1976) 18 Cal.3d 420. 
SPeno Code. ~~ 190-190.3. 
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4. APPEALS 

Twenty seven direct appeals were filed6 in 1976-1977, representing 
criminal cases in which the death penalty was imposed. When the death 
penalty was held unconstitutional, however, these and other pending 
cases appealed directly to the Supreme Court were transferred to the 
approJ?riate Courts of Appeal for decision.7 The appeals shown as disposed 
of in Table II, therefore consisted entirely of cases which had previously 
been decided by a Court of Appeal and in which a hearing was gTanted 
in the Supreme Court pursuant to petition or on the Court's own motion, 
rather than cases within the Supreme Court's original appellate jurisdic-
tion. . 

B. COURTS OF APPEAL 

1. FILINGS 

Summary 

Filings of contested matters8 in the Courts of Appeal increased more 
sbarply than in any year since 1969-1970; the 11,460 such matters filed in 
fiscal 1976-1977 represented an increase of 1,148, or 11.1 percent over the 
previous year. The bulk: of this increase (+ 761) was in the category of 
criminal appeals, and is closely related to the increased number of crimi­
nal cases being tried in superior courts (see Table VII, infra). 

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

FROM SUPREME COURT) 
Fiscal Years 1966-67 Through 197&-77 

1966- 1967- 1968- 19fi!J- ImO- Iml- Im2- Im3- Jm4--
Type of R/ing 67 68 69 7n 71 ~ 7'3 "" 7d. ,~ 

Total iilings ._ .... _ ............ M38 6,411 6,87( 8,039 
Appeals 

8,684 8,548 9.18/! 9,805 10,349 

Civil ...... , ........................ 1,478 1,664 1,751 1,981 1,921 2,191 2,ZrT 2,380 2,6B6 
Criminal ........................ 1,948 2,037 2,120 2,562 3,025 2,764 3,106 3,300 3,229 

original proceedings 
Civil ................................ 973 1,347 1,608 2,172 2,520 2,492 2,520 2,593 2,730 
Criminal ...... , ................. 861 1,073 l,f~"/.J 1,006 er.', 747 903 1,145 1,291 

Total contested matters S,262 6,121 6,530 1,721 8,3ll1 S,I94 8,806 9,418 9,936 

Motions to dismiss on 
clerk's certificate 

Ovil ............. _ ...... , ......... 273 286 33'1: 317 357 353 377 384 411 
Criminal ................... " ... 3 2 1 1 0 1 3 3 2 

1m5- 1m6-
76 'l7 

10,797 11,939 

3,183 3,283 
3,279 4,040 

2,642 3,211 
1,008 926 

10,312 11,461) 

464 41& 
l 3 

Court of Appeal filings in 1976-1977 included 7;39;3 appeals, which como: 
prised 63.9 percent of all contested filings in those courts. The comparable 
figure was 59.6 percent in 1974-1975 ~d 62.7 percent in 1975-19"i6, 
;A crirninlll appeal Is deemed "filed" when the record, Including a reporter's IrMscnpt, is received by tlu' revieWing court. 
Except for one case, still pending, whIch arose under Pen. Code, § 41SOO, the validity of whIch. was not decided In fue 

Rockwell case. 
a.·Contested matters" includes all appeals and original proceedings; It excludes motionS to dismiss on ~Ierk'. certificate, 

whIch dll not significantly add to the courts' workload. 
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Appeals-Civil 

The 3,283 civil appeals filed in 1976-1977 reflect a return to the trend 
depicted in Figure 1,9 which shows civil appeals increasing at a relatively 
constant annual rate averaging around 7 percent since 1967-1968.10 

c;OURTS OF APPEAL-STATF, TOTAL 
50001,-----~----~----_,------~----~----~----~----_r----~----_, 

4000+_----~-----+----_+----~------+_----~----4_----~--~-~~~--~ 

30aa.l-----.-L------J----.. -.. ~ ..... ;_::_=-::_-. _-I-~-::~=--~t-:-:.:~:-::~~-~-:._:-.:-4: ~-~-.:-~-::t==::f.----~ 
Criminal .... -- --

25aai----~t:~~~----t_----Ir~:::t=====f~~~------j_----t_----1 .. " 
2000 I---=~ -!--

I-- Civil 
1500+_-----l------+----_+----~'------+_----+_----4_----_+----_+----~ 

Civil Appeals 
Civil Appeals 

1000..L ____ -L ____ --'-____ --1 ____ ___I'--____ .l-. ____ .l-____ ..L ____ -'-___ --'-___ ---I 

67·68 68·69 69-70 70·71 71-72 72·73 73·74 74·75 75·76 76·77 77·78 

Figure 1 

Appeals-Criminal 

The 23 percent increase in criminal appeals filed in 1976-1977, to 4,040, 
1975-1976, was not unexpected, as this number represents a return to the 
trend depicted in Figure 1. As indicated in prior annual reports,11 the 
cause of the temporary stability in criminal appeals was the decline in 
felony trials. Table VII indicates the relationship between trials and ap­
peals. 

COURTS OF APPEAL-STATE TOTAL-ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

.. " .. " " 
lDOOI~~~~~~_4~--~------~----+_~~;~;~----~--'--,~~--_+-----
9004------+-----4-'~~~~------~----~~;--_4-----~----+--~-~-~-~----~ 
80014------+-----4----_4~~~~~~~~-.. ~~+-----4-----~------+-----4----~ 
7004------+-----4----_4------~----+_----4_----~----_+----_4----~ 
6001J-____ ~ ____ __1 ____ ___I ______ L-____ ~ ____ ..L __ . __ -'-____ --'-____ ---I ____ ~ 

67·68 68·69 69-70 70·71 71·72 72·73 73·74 74·1"5 75·76 76·77 77·78 

Figure 2 

Bnus and other charts in this section are plotted on "semilog" scales so that a constant slope represents a constant percent 
of change, and equal vertical distances represent equal percentage difference,. 

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

IlSee 1976 Judicial Council Report at 104, 112-13; 1977 Judicial Council Report at 184. 

,I 
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TABLE VII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CONTESTED SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

AND APPEALS FILED 
Fiscal Years 1967-68 Through 1976-77 

Fiscal YCiir J!J67-C8 l!lOB-69 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-1977 
State totals: 

Superior Court Con-
tested Disposition.. 

Rm,l85 CIVIL .............................. 15,903 14,612 15,898 1'(,641 19,185 20,074 20,996 20,008 23.851 

Courts of Appeal civil 
appeals filed-
Number .................. 1,664 1,751 1,981 1,921 2,191 2m 2,380 2,686 3,183 3,283 

Percent ............................ 10.5% 12.0'7". 1\!.5% 10.9% 11.4% H.3% 11.3% 1:1.4% R 13.7% 13.9% 

Superior Court Con-
tested Disposi-
tions-

CRIMINAL .................... 5,704 6,490 7,203 7,015 6,114 6,189 6,509 6,:)73 5,089 6,133 

Courts of Appeal crimi-
nal appeals filed-
Number .................. 2,037 2,120 2,562 3,0"..5 2,754 3,100 3,300 3,229 3,279 4,040 

Percent·· ...................... 35.7% :32.7% 35.6% 43.1% 45.2% 50.2% SO.7% SO.7% 64.4% 85.9% 

Convictio1l3 after cen-
tested trial FN ........ NIA NIA NIA NIh NIA NIh N/A N/A 4,242 \5,030 

Criminal appeals filed, 
% of above .............. 77.3 80.3 

- EJ<c\udo!s cbange o;plea or dismissal following start of trial for years 1967-61 through 1974-15. The 1975-76 figure includes 
cbanges of plea . 

•• Note that this does not necessarily reflect the precise percentage of appealable dispositions actually appealed, For 
example, "superior court contested dispositions" include nonappealable acquittals and excludes convictions on pleas 
of guilty, a few of which are appealable. The table is, therefore, presented only to show the general relationship 
between appellate workload and superior court dispositions. 

~evised. . 
See Appendix Table 22 B; first avaUaLla in 1975-76. 

Original Proceedings-Civil 

Civil original proceedings consist primarily of petitions for the writs of 
mandamus and prohibition_ These writs are used to seek appellate review 
of trial court decisions when an appeal is not permitted or would be an 
inadequate remedy, as is often true of interlocutory rUlings. Although the 
increase in civil original proceedings was greater than in recent years, it 
does not seem disproportionate in light of the increased number of cases 
being handled at the superior court level, giving rise to questions on which 
review would be sought. 

Original Proceedings-Criminal 

By contrast, criminal original proceedings (habeas corpus) continued 
the decline noted last year_The beginning of the upward trend shown on 
Figure 2, coincided with the United States Supreme Court decision in 
Morrissey v. Brewer/2 which established certain hearirtg rights in parole 
revocations, and would appear to be attributable to petitions for habeas 
corpus based upon that decision. The continued decrea~e suggests that the 
effects of that decision have been further assimilated, 
12408 u.s, 471, 33 I.E<I.2d 484, 92 S.Ct. 2593 (1972). 
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Filings-Highlights by District 

District 1. Civil appeal filings in the First District increased 7.9 percent 
to 1,110. 

Criminal appeal filings have resumed the upward trend that 
characterized the period 1965-1972, increasing even more sharply (24.1 
percent to 978) than in the preceding year. 

1 ST DISTRICT 
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Figure 3 

District 2. Civil appeals had been increasing at a fairly constant annual 
rate of about 12.5 percent. This year, however, they declined by 142 to 962. 
This decline is apparently related to a decreased number of civil cases 
being brought to trial in the Los Angeles Superior Court. 

The increase in criminal appeals (up 290 or 21.1 percent to 1,665) more 
than compensated for the decrease in civil caseload. This increase, like the 
civil decrease, appears to be the direct result of the nature and volume of 
cases being tried in superior court. 

2nd District 
2000.-----.---~----_.----.-----r---~---_r----.-----r---,-, 

;;;; " ;; 
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~~ 
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Figure 4 

District 3. Civil appeals continue to increase at the sharp rate first noted 
in 1971-1972; the average annual rate of increase since 1970-1971 is 14 
percent. 

As was true throughout the state, criminal appeals increased more rap­
idly than in recent years (+ 23.9 percent to 373). 

, 
,I 
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District 4. Civil 'lppeals continued to increase (by 10.7 percent), al­
though not at the extraordinary rate (33 percent) shown in 1975-1976. 

Criminal appeals increased by 19.8 percent to 641. 
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District 5. Criminal filings increased even more sharply (by 36.8 per­
cent) than the district trend of an average annual increase of about 14.5 
percent or the statewide average increase of 23 percent. 

Civil appeals totflled 182, J:lhnost double the number filed three years 
earlier (97 in 1973-74). 
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Summary 
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2. BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

In 1976-1977 the Courts of Appeal set a new record in disposing of 6,003 
contested matters13 on the merits by written opinion. Of these, 2,656 were 
civil appeals, 2,970 were criminal appeals (5,626 total appeals), and 377 
were dispositions of original proceedings. Each of these figures slightly 
exceeds the corresponding figure for 1975-1976. 

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 
siightly (377 in 1976-1977 compared to 351 in 1975-1976), the 3,7(N. 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 
Chairperson of the Judicial Council. Even considering this assistance, 
however, the average number of dispositions on the merits per judge 
showed a marked increase. 

Outcome of Criminal Appeals 

A tabulation of the outcome of criminal appeals shows that relatively 
few are successful. As might be expected, however, once the Supreme 
Court has decided to exercise its discretionary power to review a criminal 
appeal by granting hearing, a reversal becomes more probable. 

3. BACKLOG AND DELAY 

Total Appeals Pe'nding 

There were 5,163 appeals pending in the Courts of Appeal on June 30, 
1977, an increase of 619 (13.6 percent) over the number pending a year 
earlier. An appeal is treated as "filed" for statistical purposes when the 
record on appeal is transmitted to the Court of Appeal. It is not ready for 
action by the court, however, until briefing has been completed, which is 
normally several months after the appeal is filed. During the intervening 
period, a significant percentage of appeals is dismissed as a result of settle­
ment or abandonment. 

Accordingly, while total appeals pending indicate the courts' potential 
workload, only those in the category "argued, calendared or ready for 
ca!endar" represent appeals ready for judicial action. 

13"Contested matters" means appeals and original proceedings. While some motions (e.g., a contested motion to dismiss) 
may ilddsignificantly to the courts' work, the ml\fority of motions do not do so to any great extent. 

I 
,I 

I 
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TABlE VIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL ~ 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED ~ 
Fiscal Years 1966-77 Through 1976-77 '"t:I 

0 
11l$- 1967:" 1968- 1969- 1970- 1971- 197JJ-. 1973- 1974- 197:;'- 1976- ~ Business transacted $1 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 'l$ 76 .,., 

Total businesS transacted .............................. 10,293 13,403 12,808 14,l5OO 15,891 16,482 17,315 18,639 18,946 18,912 22,223 C3 
\) 

Appeals ~ By writtel1 optnlon .................... "" .. 2,32.'! ~f;9.5 2,9.58 3,22! Sy5¥. 3,f!!!! 3,BOO .... "" 5~ 5,592 fS,E-~ 
Without opinion (by dlsmissaI, affinnance or 

.,...... 
c;') rever5al on stipulation, motion" etc.) ~ ...... 935 1,190 1,428 1,6.'3 1,769 1.495 1,614 1,655 1,575 1,966 .~ 0 

Origirutl proceedings (including habeas cor· <: 
tr.i 

pus) 
~ By written opinion ............................ _ ............... 121 161 245 221 269 321 ZT1 296 331 351 377 

Without opinion .......................... _ ..................... 1,641 2,118 2,319 2,8'n 2,975 2fIj2 3,014 3,455 3,641 3,+18 3,763 0 
~ 

Total by written opinion ............ " ....................... 2,444 2,856 3,2ro 3,M2 3,813 4,3111 4,161 4,685 5,571 5,943 6,003 :> 
Z~ 

Motions (miscellaneous)" .~ t:l 
Denied or granted .............................................. 223 302 324 317 382 396 436 52,~ 670 736 929 

~ 
Rehearings tTl 

Granted ........................................................... _ .... 53 63 42 65 51 73 65 62 96 89 127 t"' 0 
Denled .................................................................... 651 740 785 720 8U 9!lO 933. 1.03Q 1,138 1,274 1,2S(l /.'%l 

"''::::-- £3 
Orders (miscellaneous)b ........................................ 4,34lt 6,134 4.647 5,44!I MOO 6,3'l8 7;086 "j~~ 6,249 5,456 7,783 

'"~ 'I}' 
_'i 

~ Excluding granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. ':C. 

~ Not reported elsewhere. 

/.'%l 
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District 
1 .................. 
2 .................. 
3 .................. 
4 ........•.....•... 
5 .................. 

St..t ................ 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

TABLE IX-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
DISPOSITIONS PER JUDGE-EQUIVALENT 

Fiscal Years 1975-1976 and 1976-1977 
Orig. 

proceedinlfS TotaJ appeals 
Full·time Appeals disp. disp. by &- orig. proc. 

judg't!- by written written by written 
!!9.uivaJents • oe/mon o2..inion De/mon " 

76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

14.8 16.3 1,571 1,686 105 129 1,676 1,815 
20.5 21.9 2,117 2,131 119 84 2,236 2,215 
6.8 6.0 517 5201 62 74 679 596 
9.4 9.0 979 670 59 33 1,038 903 
4.2 U 442 381 32 31 474 412 

55.9 57.4 5,626 5,592 377 351 6,003 5,9'.3 

Perjudge· 
!!9.uivaJent 

76-77 75-76 

113.2 lll.3 
109.1 lOLl 
85.1 99.7 

110.4 100.3 
11M 96.1 
107.4 103.;; 

• "Full·time jud'!~"'Itiivalents .. includes a court's regular justices p).us the time reported for judges assigned to the court, 
minus tI1., time reported for assignments of the court's regular members to another court IIIld for extended absence . 

.. Note that"csses disposed of by written "pinion" l5 a somewhat higher number than "majority written opinions" (see 
Table X) because soma opinions dispose of two or more consolidated cases. 

TABLE X-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
MAJORITY OPINiONS WRITTEN 

Fiscal Years 1968-69 Through 197&-77 
M/ficrity oplnio;J$ written L96fJ...09 1969-70 1!170-71 1!171-72 1!172-73 1!173-74 1!174-75 1!175-76 1!176-77 

Total opinions................ 3,148 3,384 3,746 4,259 4,120 4,605 5,449 5,815 5,905 
"By the Court" opinions .... 57 225 532 672 990 1,138 1,369 1,708 1,792 
Authored opinions................ 3,091 3,159 3,214 3,587 3,130 3,467 4,<:80 4,107 4,113 

By court of appeal judges .2,680 2,814 2,990 3,128 2,783 3,116 3,575 3,613 3,675 
By assigned judges ........ . 411 345 224 259' 347 • 351 • 505 a 494 • 438· 

a The number of opinions written by judges who were assigned to cover vacancies or extended absences have been reported 
since 1971-72 and are as follow.: 

1971-72 127 
1972-73 84 
1973-74 131 
1974-75 185 
197~76 108 
1976-77 149 

Commencing NO'/ember 1974, a speclal program assigned iour additional judges to the first appellate district; ml\iority 
opinions v .... ritten und~r that program are as follows: 

197~7!1 138 
197~76 223 
1976-77 173 

TABLE X-A 
CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 

OUTCOME OF CRIMINAL APPEALS TERMINATED 
BY WRITTEN OPINION, FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 

State tow 
aU rourts 

Numbw. % 
Total cases.......................................................... 2,932 100.0 

Affirmed in full ................................................ 2,379 a1.1 
Affirmed with modifications .......................... 323 11.0 

Total affirmed .................................................. 2,702 92.1 
= 

Reversed for expected retrial ...................... 215 7.3 
Reversed, no retricl possible ........................ 15 0.5 

Supreme Court 
Number % 

20 100.0 

4 20.0 
9 45.0 

13 65.0 

5 25.0 
2 10.0 

Courts of Appeal 
Number % 

2,912 100.0 

2,375 81.6 
314 10.8 

YJP,9 92~ 

210 7.2 
13 0.4 
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TABLE XI-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS PENDING 

June 30, 1976 and June 30, 1977 

lune3(J, 1977 lune 30, 1!1l6 
Total Total 

Courts of .~ppeal pending Civil Criminsl pending CiVil Criminsl 
State Total ..•. " ............................................ 5,163 2;nT 2,566 4,544 2,555 1.989 

District i-Total ................................................ 1,590 B!!7 693 1,311 838 539 

Division 1· .: .................................................... 406 216 190 389 ~34 155 
Division 2· ...................................................... 4Z1 243 184 300 217 152 
Division 3' ...................................................... 391 226 165 3CY7 192 115 
Division 4" ...................................................... 366 212 Itl4 312 195 117 

District II-Total , ................................................... 1,761' 778 983 1,609 862 747 

Di .. 1 b 346 149 197 313 172 141 

EEi1~~~~ 
305 130 175 293 151 136 
346 159 189 314 159 155 
371 162 209 303 169 134 
391 178 213 386 2IJ5 181 

District III c ................. ...................................... 534 299 235 462 287 175 

District IV-Total .............................................. 841 473 368 694 405 289 

g::~: ~ ~:::==::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 370 240 130 383 251 132 
471 233 236 311 1M 157 

District V e .......................................................... 437 150 287 402 163 239 

• Effective JanWlJ'y I, 1976 four judges were added, one to each division, for a total of sixteen positions. T/lese judgeships 
were unfilled as of July I, 1977. 

b Division. with four authorized JudgeS. 
C Seven authorized. positions. 
d Division with five authorized Judges. 
e li1fective ]anWlJ'y 1. 1976 one judge was added for a total of four positions. 

TABLE XII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
APPEALS ARGUED, CALENDARED OR READY FOR CALENDAR 

June 30, 1976 and JUnfJ 30, 1971 
,[yne 30, 1!ff/ lune 30, 1!1l6 

Courts of Appeal Total CiVil CriminsJ Total CiVil 

State total ............................................................ 1,868 1,019 849 1,556 92.:1 
District I-Total ....................................................... 591 333 258 463 292 

Divblon 1· .............................................................. 176 101 75 148 96 
Divisi"n 2· .............................................................. 154' 65 69 128 72 
Division 3 a .............................................................. 153 83 10 94 57 
Division 4" .............................................................. 106 64 44 9a 67 

District U-Total ....................................................... 487 235 252 390 200 

~!~~~::~~ 
B2 40 ~ 66 46 
lS6 25 3~ 67 34 

104 58 46 52 23 
112 55 'fit 79 43 
133 57 16 126 54 

District III C ................................................................ 200 122 86 162 108 

District IV-Total .......................... _ ......................... 369 2-19 120 308 204 

g::~: ~ ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 198 1~ 58 197 143 
171 1m' 64 III 61 

Di<trlct V· ................................................................... 213 80 133 233 119 

Crimlnsl 
633 
171 

52 
sa 
37 
26 

190 

20 
33 
29 
;lil 
'12 

M 

104 

M 
50 

114 

• Effective ]a'"\uary I, 1976 four judges Wbre added, one to each division, r"r a total pf sixteen ~tlol\S. These judgesblll$ 
were unfilled /IS of July I, 1977. 

b Divisions with four nuthorized positions. 
C Seven authorized positions. 
d Division with five authori~ed Judges. 
e Effective ]anWlJ'y I, 1976 one J\ldge was added for a to¥ of fotir positions. 
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Pending Appeals Argued, Calendared or Ready for Calendar 

An appeal is ready for judicial action when the last brief has be~ln filed, 
or the time for its filing has passed. Of the total appeals pending on June 
30, 1971, there were 1,868 ready for judici91 action, as compared with 1,556 
pending a year earlier, an increase of 312, virtually cancelling out the 
improvements shown in last year's report. Much of the increase (216) was 
in ready criminal appeals, which are rarely permitted to become back­
logged. Heady civil a.ppeals increased by 96. 

TABLE XIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

RE:ADY APPEALS PENDING ANALYSIS 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

Appeals disposed Appeals argued Re8dy·pending ratio Re8dy·pending mtio 
by wn'ten opinion calendared or re8dy (June 30, 1977 (June 30, 1976 

Fiscal Ye8T 1976-77 June 30, 1977 l!!!.rcent fiS!!res) /!!!!:.cent /igures2 
District Civfl Crim. Total Civil Grim. Total Civil Grim. Total Civil Grim. Total 

1 ...................... R30 741 1571 333 258 591 40.1 34.B 37.6 30.0 23.9 Z7.5 
2. ..................... 937 1180 2117 235 252 4B7 25.1 21.4 23.0 21.5 15.B IB.3 
3 ...................... 257 260 517 122 86 20B 47.5 33.1 40.2 39.9 21.3 30.9 
~ ...................... 4B3 496 979 249 120 369 51.6 24.2 37.7 52.4 21.6 35.4 
5 ...................... 149 293 442 80 133 213 53.7 45.4 48.2 86.B 46.2 61.2 

State .................. 2656 29'i') 5626 l1lI9 849 1868 38.4 28.6 33.2 34.2 21.9 Z7.B 

The significance of the backlog of ready appeals may be measured by 
comparing the backlog with the number of cases the court disposes of in 
a year.14 The "ready pending ratio" in Table XIII is the percentage of a 
year's dispositions of appeals, based upon 1976-1977 dispositions by written 
opinion, represented by the court's backlog 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. 

Delay 

Viewing the ratios in the preceding table as fractions of a year, they 
correspond closely to the reported average times for decision of ready 
appeals in the several districts. Criminal a~peals receive priority in consid­
era~on and are normally decided proIr_ptly after briefing is completed. 

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

In hoth civil and criminal appeals, the preparation of briefs was a much 
more significant source of delay than court backlog. 
140L'Jpositions by written opinion are used here because dlsmissnl by stipulation and the like generally occur before cases 

are '·re~dy. OJ 
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TABLE XIV-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
(DELAY IN APPEALS) 

MEi:JjAN TIME !N MONTHS 
Quarter Ending June 30, 1977 

Nocce of appelll 
to filing of opinion 

Readyfor 
clllendar to 

filing of opinion 
Courts of Appelll Civil Criminlll Civil Criminlll 

District I 
Divisi"n 1- ................................................................................... . 
Division 2 a ................................................................................... . 
Division 3" .................................................................................. .. 
Division 4" .................................................................................. .. 

14 11 4 3 
14 11 5 4 
14 11 4 3 
14 11 4 3 

District II b 

~i!~~~~{~~~ 
13 1Il 6 4 
12 9 3 2 
14 9 :I 1-
13 10 1 1 
15 11 5 3 

District III C ...................................................................................... .. 12 8 3 2 

District IV 

g:=~~ ~ ~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 17 11 8 3 
12. 9 2 1 

District V e ....................................................................................... ... 16 11 9 5 

• Effective January I, 1976 four judges were added. one to each division. for a toto! of sixteen positions. The nevJ positions 
b were unfilled as of July 1. 1977. 

Division with four authorized judges. 
~ Seven authorized positions. 

Division with five authorized judges. 
e Effective January 1. 1916 one judge was added for a total of four positions. 

4. OPINIONS PUBLISHED 

The following table ind{cates the percentage of majority opinions of 
Courts of Appeal certified for publication during 1976-1977. Despite some 
variations among the districts and divisions, the percentagr"~ for the state 
as a whole are not significantly different from the percentages published 
in 1975-1976. 

TABLE XV-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 

PERCENTAGE OF MAJORITY OPINIONS PUBLISHED 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

Courts of Appelll 
Stnte toto1 ........................................................................................ .. 

District 1.. ................................................................................................ .. 

Division 1. ............................................................ " .................. M ........ .. 

DiVision 2 ............................................................................................ .. 
Division 3 ....................................................................................... , ..... . 
Division 4 ............................................................................................. , 

District II ................................................................................................ .. 

Dlvi.-donl ............................................................................................. . 
Division 2 ............................................................................................. . 
Division 3 ............................................................................................ .. 
Division 4 ., .......................................................................................... .. 
Division 5 ............................................................................................ .. 

District iIl .............................................................................................. . 

District IV ..................................... "' ....................................................... . 

~=~~ i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
District V ................................................................................................. . 

Total 
16.9 

16.7 

22.2 
19.5 
1M 
12.7 

21.2 

17.2 
18.9 
13.3 
26.7 
29.2 

14.7 

11.2 

13.3 
9.7 

1M 

Civil Criminal 
appell1s appeals 

2.5.0 6.4 

21.9 5.7 

25.8 11.7 
28.1 4.2 
15.6 2.4 
17.5 4.3 

33.S 8.6 

1!T.5 6.0 
28.11 8.7 
Sl.t) 4.4 
42.1 11.7 
.6.1 12.3 

17.7 5.0 

18.5 3.2 

18.4 6.7 
18.S 1.3 

22.2 6.1 

Original 
proceeding$ 

44.2 

53.9 

66.7 
64.0 
48.0" 
36.0 

49.6 

57.l 
42.3 
:!7.0 
66.5 
90,9 

40.9 

20.0 

16.1 
IIlS.O 

3!!.4 
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C. SUPERIOR COURTS 

1. FILINGS 

Highlights 

Filings in the superior courts reached a record 713,900 cases in 1976-
1977, a gain of 47,500 cases (7 percent) over 197&-1976. This was the second 
largest increase in the past decade, being exceeded only by the gain in 
197&-1976.15 

The categories of other civil petitions and personal injury and d.eath, 
with gains of 39,700 and 5,300, respectively, accounted for nearly 95 per­
cent of the increase. These increases were partially offset by declines in 
the categories of other civil complaints, eminent domain, juvenile delin­
quency and mental health proceedings. Criminal filings remained rela­
tively stable. 

The number of filings per judge ruso rose to a record level of 1,317 cases 
in 1976-1977. Although 22 new judgeships were added during the year, 
filings rose 7 percent while judgeships increased only 4 percent. At the end 
of 1976-1977 there were 542 authorized judgeships. 

The 1976-1977 filings totaled more than 52.7 million weighted units.16 

Assuming that 73,000 weighted units per year is an average workload for 
one judge, the 1976-1977 filings represented a workload requiring 722 
judicial positions. In 1976-1977 there were 542 judges authorized and 104 
full-time commissioners and referees, a total of 646 judicial positions. 

lsn,e increase in 1975-1976 partiaCy resulted from the inclusion of subsequent petitions in juvenile proceedings for the 
fint time. 

lfisee section on Filings in Weighted Units, inlTs, for an explanation of weighted units. 

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

Fist:al Yoars 1!16617 Through 1976-77 
Number of 
/.uifs.esh-'~· Filin~ Totsf 

Incre8Se /Tom Chsnge fo'om filings 
Fiscsf preceding erecedinf!.1:.ear per 
)'f'..JJr Tots! year Totsf Amount Percent judgeship 
1966-67 ................................ 368 446,500 10,605 1,213 
1967-68 ................................ 394 26 467,560 21,060 4.7 1,187 
J968-(j9 .................. , ............. 408 14 493,631 26,071 5.6 1,210 

1969-70 ................................ 416 8 507,163 13,532 2.7 1,219 
1970-71 ................................ 443 'Z7 5'Z7,4'l8 20,325 4.0 1,191 
1971-72 ................................ 471 28 522,2lS6 5,,232 -1.0 1,109 
1972-73 ................................ 477 6 1I."I2,.i63 t..;;r,1 2.0 1,116 

1973-74 ................................ 
8

478 1 562,248 29,685 5.6 1,176 
1974-75 ................................ ISOI 23 602,478 40,230 7.2 1,203 
1975-76 ................................ 520 19 8666,458 R 6:1,988 R 10.6 8 1,282 
1976-77 ................................ 542 22 713,917 41,459 7.1 1,317 

• Based on authorized judgeships at end oi'fisca1 year. See footnote b of Table XXlV, with respect to "per judge" compari· 
sons. 

RRevised. 
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figure 8-Colifornia Superior Court 

Total filings 1 

Fiscal Years 1966-67 through 1976-77 

527,483 532.563 

507.163 522,256 

713.917 

O~ __________________________________________________ -d 

66-67 67·68 68·69 69·70 71).71 71·72 12-73 73·74 14-75 75-74 76-77 

Fiscal Years 

1 Beginning in 1975-76 subsequent petitions filed ill juvenile dennquency cases were included for the first time. 
In prior y ... ars only original petitions were counted. (See text for explanatioll.) 

Filings by Type of Proc;eding 

The sharpest rise in filings in 1976-1977 was recorded in the other civil 
petitions category. This category was up about 40,000 cases (52 percent) 
from the 1915-1976 level and accounted for over four-fifths of the net 
filing increase in 1976-1977. This increase reflects the continuing impact 
of.Public Law 93-647, effective July 1~ 1915, which mandates an extensive 
child support enforcement program nationwidE>. The result has been 
marked increases in filings by district attorneys for the recovery from 
noncustodial parents of public money expended for child support. lJmost, 
all courts experiencoo gains with abOl}.t one-third of the total increase 
occurring in Los Angeles County. . 

The next largest increase was registered in the personal injury category 
where about 5,300 (7 percent) more cases were filed. Of this number 4,600 
were personal injury cases involving motor vehicles. Filings for personal 
irijury cases __ other than motor vehicle increased by 2 percent. 

The personal injury-motor vehicle cases filed in 1976-1977 represented 
an increase of 81 percent over the filings in that category in 19.67-1968, 
while the personal injury-other than motor vehicle cases filed in 1976-
1977 were double the number filed in 1967-1968. PersontU injury cases 
generally require a substantilll expenditure of judicial effort and compriGe 
a large part of the court's civil workload. About 60 percent of the overall 
increase in personal injory filings occurred in Los Angeles County. 
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Figure 9-California Superior Court 

Superior Court Criminal Filings Compared with 
lower Court Selected Criminal Filings I 

Fiscal Year. 1966-67 through 1976-77 1000~ ____________________________________________________________ ~ 
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30 

46,328 

700,840 

530,296 562,563 
597,403 

lower Court Selected Criminal Filings 

16,386 

71.422 55,643 54,816 

54,635 54,682 
S":',arior Court Criminal Filings 

20~-----r----~-----+-----+-----+------r-----t-----+-----;-----~ 

66,6', 67·68 68·69 69·70 70·71 72·73 73-74 74·75 75·76 76-77 

Fiscal Yea" 

I Lower court selected criminal filinas were based on felony preliminary and non traffic misdemeanor 
cases filed excluding intoxication during fiscal years 1966-67 through 1974-75. In 1975-76, however, 
because of a change in the method of reporting, intoxication cases were included but infractions were 
excluded, 

Increases were also registered in five other categories: family law, pro­
bate and guardianship, appeals from lower courts, habeas corpus and 
jllvenile dependency. There was a total of 8,300 more filings in these 
categories in 1976-1977 than in the prece'ding year. Family law filings were 
up by 3,600 cases, half of which were in Los Angeles County. Probate and 
guardianship cases rose by 2,000 filings. Appeals from lower courts in­
creased by 1,100 (10 percent), with most of the increase being appeals 
from decisions rendered in small claims cases tried in the lower courts. 
Civil appeals now comprise 80 percent of all appeals filed from lower 
courts; in 1966-1967 the corresponding figure was only 43 percent. 



1978 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 79 

TABLE XVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
FILINGS BV TVPE OF PROCEEDING 

Fiscal Vear 1976-77 

Chwge in filings from 
Filings 1975-76 1906-fi7 

Type of proceeding JU76-7T Amount Percent Amount Percent 
Total.............................................................................................. 713,917 41,459 7.1 267,417 59.9 

Probate and guardianship ............................................................... . 
Farnily law ......................................................................................... . 
Pers. jnj., death Ile prop. darn.: ....................................................... . 

M olor vehicles a ............................................................................ .. 
Othe .. a ........................................................................................... . 

Eminent domain .............................................................................. .. 
Other civil: .......... _ ........................................................................... .. 

?e';rl~:::a~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mentlll Health ................................................................................... . 
Juvenile: ............................................................................................... . 

Delinquency: a .............................................................................. .. 

~=~~t·(j::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
WI W.1le 1. ................................................................................ .. 

~:~~;~t·b:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
602 W. Ilc I ............................................................................... , .. 

~ut~~~~t·ii:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Dependency: a .............................................................................. .. 

~~~~~t'fi:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Criminal .............................................................................................. . 

AW~?:~::~~~:~~::~~~~:::=:==::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Hg~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

64,910 
172,2!1 
85,604 
57,193 
28,411 
2,249 

198,417 
82,232 

116,1&5 
5,451 

H1T,7sa 
93,171 
58,142 
35,029 

6,801 
4,88"f 
1.91<i 

sa,37t) 
53,255 
33,115 

14,615 
1;'1,840 

775 

54,€B2 
12,748 
10,240 
2,508 
9,859 
4,019 
5,840 

1,963 
3,609 
5~ 
4,6J8 

&56 
-1,368 
3$,988 

-2,723 
39,711 
-647 
_286 
-809 
1,199 

-2,008 

-6,005 
-4,7sa 
-1,217 

5,196 
5,987 
-791 

523 
689 

-166 

-134 
1,136 
1,152 
-16 
904 

-359 
1,263 

3.1 
2.1 
6.6 
8.8 
2.4 

-37.8 
22.9 

-3.2 
51.9 

-10.6 
-0.3 
-0.9 

2.1 
-5.4 

-46.9 
-49.5 
-38.9 

6.4 
12.7 

-2.3 

3.7 
5.2 

-17.6 

-0.2 
9.8 

12.7 
-0.6 
10.1 

-8.2 
27.6 

7,282 
62,622 
38,469 

-7.101 
109,177 

-17,836 
49,775 

8,354 
9,875 

6,800 

12.6 
57.1 
81.6 

-75.9 
122.3 

-76.6 
&5.8 

18.0 
343.7 

222.3 

~ Reported as a separate category starting in 1967-68. 
Reported as a separate category starting in 1975-76. Prior to 1975-76 in juvenile proceedings, only "rlgirull petitions were 

counted as flJings. 

The 12 percent increase ~n habeas corpus filings in 1976-1977 Was in 
noncriminal matters, Many of t;he habeas corpus petitions filed sought 
relief from involuntary restraint and requested rehearings on the status of 
conserva~ees. The smallest numerical gain was in juvenile dependency 
filings which rose by only 500 cases (4 percent) over the previous year. 

Five categories experienced fewer filings in 1976-1977 than in the previ­
ous year, for a total decrease of 5,700 cases. The greatest decrease was 
recorded in other civil complaints where about 2,700 fewer cases were 
filed. The decline in eminent domain fi}:mgs was 1,400 cases (38 percent). 
Eminent domain and mental health ~e the only two categories in which 
filings today are substantially lower than they ~'ere 10 years ago. 

Mental health filings were down by over 600 (11 percent) from. 1975-
1976. This category of filings experienced a sharp drop in 1969-1970 follow­
ing the passage of the Lanterman-Petris-Short Act and has been on the 
decline since then. " 

Juvenile delinquency filings remained relatively stable in 1976-1977, 
declining less than 800 cases from the pre~j:)Us year. Contrary to that trend 
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Figure 10-California Superior Courls 

Filings and percenlage 
of 10101 filings by category 

Fiscal Year 1976-77 

Habeas Corpus 
9859 
1.4% 

Probale & Guardianship 
64,910 

Olher Civil 
Complainls 

82,232 

11.5% 

'\ 
Eminent Domain 

<>q49 

0.3% 

9.1% 

family ~aw 
172,211 

24.1% 

Personal Injury 
85,604 

12.0% 

Los Angeles County had 2,600 more delinquency cases filed in 1976-1977 
than in 1975-1976. Petitions filed under sections 601 and 602 ofthe Welfare 
and Institutions Code also showed contrasting trends. There were 16,000 
fewer petitions under section 601 but 8,300 more petitions under section 
602 than in the previous year. These trends may have resulted from 
changes in the juvenile court law which were effective as of January 1, 
1977. 

Criminal filing in 1976-1977 were almost unchanged from the 1975-1976 
total. Over the past decade, criminal filing~ reached a peak in 1970-1971, 
and thereafter declined as a result of prosecuting officers using the provi­
sions of Penal Code section 17b (as amended) which permits filing misde­
meanOr rather thfU'l felony complaints for some offenses. Criminal filings 
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figure fl-Califorrlia Superior Court. 
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weighted units by, < .. nd iudldal positions 
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fiscal Year 1976-77 

Probale & Guardianship 
\,791,737 

3.4% 

24 

Other Civil 
Pelltions 
1.31:l,903 

2.5% 

18 

famllv Law 
7,824,049 
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107 

Panonal 
Ir·lury 

6,031,594 

11.4% 

83 

have remained between 54,000 and 56,000 for the past three years; howev­
er, the increasing use of Penal Code section 17b h~ resulted in a higher 
percentage of the more serious and, <;.onsequently) more timEi-consurning 
cases. The average time required to dispose of,a criminaLcase is now 
greater than in the past) and therefore the workload generated by crimi­
nal cases has increased.17 

17See section on Filings in Weighted Units,1nfnl. 

o 



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

Fiscal Year 1976-77 
State Total State Jess Los Angeles CoWlty 

Weighted Required Weighted Required 
Type of proceeding filings judicial positions Weight filings' judicial posih"ons' Weight 

Total Weighted Filings .......................................... .. 52,731,703 723 

Probate and guardianship ............................................... . 
Family law ......................................................................... . 
Pers. inj .. death IX prop. dam ....................................... .. 
Eminent domain ............................................................... . 
Other civil: 

Complaints ..................................................................... . 
Petitions .......................................................................... .. 

Mental Health .................................................................. .. 
Juvenile: 

1,791,737 
7,824,049 
6,031,594 

245,467 

12,025,910 
1,312,903 

333,135 

Delinquency.................................................................... 5,706,843 
Dependency.................................................................... 1,296,592 

Crimlnal................................................................................ 15,4.>"7,178 
Appeals from lower court ................................................ 706,295 
Habeas COrpIL' .................................................................... 0 
• Weighted fUl...gs are the result of multiplying fiUngs by the weight. 

24 
107 
83 
4 

165 
18 
4 

18 
18 

212 
10 
o 

31 
43 
ill 
72 

131 
II 
51 

53 
68 

282 
49 
o 

33,803,812 467 

1,390,877 
5,153,077 
3,611,709 

118,656 

7,421,100 
894,467 
22.5,930 

3,579,885 
770,032 

10.223,910 
414,099 

o 

19 
71 
50 
2 

103 
12 
3 

49 
II 

141 
6 
o 

20 
51 
59 

211 

180 
12 

105 

83 
160 
284 

68 
o 

Los Angeles CoWlty 
Weighted 
filings' 

18,9Z1,891 

400,860 
2,670,972 
2,419,885 

126,811 

4,604,760 
418,416 
107,205 

2,126,958 
526,560 

5,233,268 
292,196 

o 

Required 
judicial positions' 

256 

5 
36 
33 
2 

62 
6 
1 

29 
7 

71 
4 
o 

S Required judicial positions are the result of dividing weighted flUngs by the judge-year standard of74,OOO weighted uuits for Los Angeles County and 72.soo weighted uuits for the remainder 
of the state. The 74,000 weighted uuits for Lo. ;\ngeles County is the approved standard for courts with II or more judicial positions. The 72.soo weighted uuits standard appUed for 
weighted filings for the rem'lir.:ler of the state is the average of the various judge-year standards for the various size courts considering the nwnber of judicial positions in each sI:ze 
group. The computation is shown below: 

Court size Judge-
in judicial )'-eJJr 

positions standard 
1-2 62,100 
~10 71,400 
11 or more 74,000 

Number of 
judicial posih"ons 
in this group 
X 32 
X lIT 
X 295 (excludes 

Los Angeles Co.) 

414 

Judicial positions 
multiplied by 
judge-year standard 

1,987,200 
6,211,800 

21,8:10,000 

30,029,000 30,029,000 + 414 72,534 rounded to 72.soo 



1978 REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE 83 

Filings in Weighted Units 

In 1966 the Judicial Council approved the use of a judicial weighted 
caseload system to measure the relative workload of the several superior 
courts. This system established 10 categories of cases1B and fixed a weight 
for each category. These weights now represent the average amount of 
case-related time spent on a case in each of the categories. In addition a 
judge-year value is determined, representing the amount of time per 
year, in minutes~ a judicial officer has available for case-related work. 

Using the case weights for the various categories multipied by the fil­
ings, actual 0" jrojected, and dividing by the judge-year value, it is possi­
ble to make a determination of judgeship needs for a court regardless of 
the makeup of its caseload. 

The total filings multiplied by the present approved weights for the 
various categories amount to 52,731,700 weighted units. Divided by an 
average judge-year value of 73,000 units this weighted caseload total indi­
cates a need in 1976-1967 for 722 judicial positions. 

Figure 11 displays for each case category Hie total weighted filings, the 
proportion of that category to total weighted filings, and the number of 
judicial positions required to dispose of that particular category. 

Application of the approved weights to each category of 1976-1977 fil­
ings shows that criminal filings contributed more weighted units than any 
other single category. Its 15.5 million weighted units represents a caseload 
for 212 judges and accounts for nearly one-third of the total weighted units 
in the state even though criminal filings comprised only 7.7 percent of 
total filings. 

The category of other civil complaints with 12.0 million units was the 
next largest group. This category accounted for nearly one-fourth (22.8 
percent) of the weighted caseload in superior courts and represell,ted a 
workload for 165 judicial positions. The judicial manpower requ.1red to 
dispose of these two categories is 377 judges or more than half of the 722 
judicial positions required to dispose of all superior court cases filed in 
1916-1977. 

The family law category, which had the greatest number of filings of the 
12 categories, constituted 7.8 million weighted units or 14.8 percent of the 
total weighted filings, representing a workload for 107 judicial positions. 
Although the weighting factor for family law cases is relatively low, the 
large number of cases results in a high weighted caseload~ 

The two juvenile categories provided 7.0 million units comprisitlg 15 
percent of all filings and 13 percent of all weighted units. Of the 96 judicial 
position.s required to handle this caseload, 78 represented the juvenile 
delinquency cases and 18 represented the juvenile dependf;'lncy cases. 

Personal injury cases, both motor vehicle and other, accounted for 12 
percent of the filings 2nd 11 percent of the weighted caseload in the state. 
These weighted units equated to 83 judicial positions. 

The remaining categories (probate and guardianship, other civil peti­
tions, appeals from lower courts, mental health, eminent domain, and 
ISLat!!r increased to 12 categories. The categoi'ies /lOW in use are probate and guardianship. famlly Jaw, personal inJury­

motor vehicle, personal iniury-<>ther, eminent domain, other eMl complaints. other eMI 'petitions, meIltaI health, 
juvenile delinquency, juvenile dependency, criminal anel appeal. from lower courts. 
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habeas corpus) together comprised about one-third (30.7 percent) of total 
filings, but contributed less than one-tenth (9.3 percent) of the weighted 
units in superior courts. The total weighted units of these categories repre­
Fented a caseload for 60 judicial positions. 

2. DISPOSITIONS 
Highlights 

About 581,000 cases, exclusive of civil matters dismissed for lack of prose­
cution, were disposed of by superior courts in 1976-1977.19 This volume was 
a record high !Uld 28,900 more than the number disposed of in the preced­
ing fiscal year. The increase was the second largest since 1970-1971, being 
exceeded only in 1975-1976 when juvenile subsequent petitions disposed 
of were counted for the first time. Dispositions increased 5.2 percent in 
1976-1977, compared to a 7 percent increase in filings and a 4 percent 
increase in judgeships. 

TABLE XVIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENTS, DISPOSITIONS 

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

Fiscal 

PEFI JUDICIAL POSITION EQUIVALENT: 
Fiscal Years 1966-67 Through 1976-77 

Nwnber of judicial 
position 

equivalents 
Increase 

from 

preceding 

Dispositions 
(less civil dismisssls for 

lack of prosecution) 

Change from 
preceding year 

yesr Totsl year ToW 
364,280 
386,431 
414,460 

Amount Percent 
1966-07.............................. 433 
1967-68.............................. 460 
1!l68-ffi.............................. 490 
1969-70.............................. 506 
1970-71.............................. 526 
1971-72.............................. 549 
1972-73.............................. 518 

1973-74.............................. 586 
1974-'n5.............................. 600 
1975-76.............................. 622 
19'16.77.............................. 644 

Z1 
30 

16 
20 
23 
29 

8 
14 
2:1. 
22 

• See text for explanation on judicial position equivalents. 

416,021 
449,541 
451,413 
449,901 

462,312 
485,903 
552,111 
581,\,46 

22,151 6.1 
. 28,029 7.3 

1prr .4 
33,514 8.1 

1,872 .4 
-1,512 -.3 

12,411 2.8 
23,591 5.1 
ffi,l84 13.6 
28,935 5.2 

Dispositions 
per judicial 

position 
equivalent 

841 
840 
846 

622 
855 
822 
778 

789 
810 
888 
902 

Table XVIII shows in the last column the average number of cases 
disposed of annually per judicial equivalent.2O In 1976-1977 there was an 
average of902 dispositions for each judicial position equivalent. This is the 
highest average rate recorded during the past decade and a 7 percent 
increase over the decade. It should be noted that disposition rates are 
influenced not only by judicial effort but also by factors over which courts 
have little or no control, such as the types of cases being filed, the manner 
l!1under Cal. Code. elv. Proc .. 581a and 583 courts may dismiss old civil cases for lack of prosecution. From time to time 

Individual courts purge their records by maldngsuch "housel;eeping" dismissals. In 1976-1977. these dismissals totaled 
6,999; in 1975-1976 they totaled 7,228. Dispositions excludiog civil cases dismissed for lack of prosecution thus indicate 
more accurately than <\0 total dispositions the number of cases rlispose-;l of by judicial effort. In the discussion that 
follows disposition figures do not include civil dismissals for lack of prosecution. 

ro,rudicial equivalents I'm defined lis authorized judgeships 11lus full-time commIssioners and referees when adjusted to 
reflect judge vacancies, assistance rendered to other courts by superior court judges, assistance received by superior 
courts from assigned judges or by temporary judges sen'ing by stipulation of the parties. 
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TABLE XVIII·A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT 
DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 
Fiscal Year 197&-77 

Type of proceeding 

Total dispositions ............................... . 

I";obate and guardianship ...................... .. 
Family law .. , ............ ' ................. , .............. .. 
Pers. inj., death Ik prop. dam ............... .. 

Motor "ehlcles' .................................... .. 
Others' ................................................... . 

Emimmt domain .............................. , ........ . 
Other civil ................................................... . 

Complaints' .......................................... .. 
Petitions' ..................... , ......................... . 

Mental Health ........................................... . 
Juvenile ...................................................... . 

Delinquency· ......................................... . 

~ut~~~~~·!j:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
601 W. &1 ...... , .................................. .. 

~:~~~~.!j:::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::: 
602 W. Ik I ........................................ , .. 

~ut~~~~t·b:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Dependency· ........................................ .. 

~~~~~tb::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Criminal, ............................. , .......... , ............ .. 
Ap~'ealsJrom lower court ...................... .. 

Civil: u 

Criminal: b 

H~h<;as.~~us ........................................... . 

o~ 

Disposition 
1976-77 

581,046 

62,078 
147,53(1 
00,213 
40,484 
19,729 
2,218 

134,553 
49,381 
85,172 

4,925 
99,951 
86,845 
55,497 
31,348 

6;YJ1 
4,779 
1,528 

/MJ,538 
50,718 
29.aoo 

13,106 
12,339 

767 

49,111 
11,323 

9,147 

Change in disposition from 
J975-'16 J!Jti6...$T 

Amount Percent Amount 

28,935 5.2 216,766 

-173 -0.3 12,528 
3,667 2.5 64,774 
2,545 4.4 23,ll!!l 
1,892 4.9 

653 3.4 
-990 -30,9 -4,201 

27,759 28.0 70,415 
2,763 5.9 

24,900 41.5 
-696 -12.4 -17,802 

-3,713 -3.6 44,773 
-3,150 -3.5 
-1,363 -2.4 
-1,767 -5.4 

-5,554 -46,8 
-4,611 -49,1 

-943 -38.2 
2,404 3,1 
3,248 6,8 
-844 -2.8 

-583 -4,1 
-283 -2.2 
-~ -28,7 

-996 -2.0 8,325 
694 /is 8,791 

838 10.1 6,034 

Percent 

159.5 

25.3 
78,3 
62.4 

-65.4 
109,8 

-78.2 
81.1 

20,4 
347.6 

193.8 

a Reported as a separate category starting in 1967-00. 
b Reported as a separate category starting in 1975-76. Prior to 1975-76 in juvenile proceedings only original petitions were 

counted as filings. 

in which they are disposed of and the effect of statutory changes and new 
case law. 

Nearly 219,000 cases were disposed of in the superior courts without trial 
in 1976..1977, an increase of 11 percent from the preceding year. The 
proportion of cases disposed of without ttial rose from 35.2 percent in 
1975-1976 to 37.6 percent in 1976-1977, and such dispositions accounted for 
78 percent of the 28,000 rise in total dispositions in 1976-1977. 

Despite the large number of cases disposed of without trial? there were 
still 362,400 case dispositions which required trial in 1976-1977. Trials ac­
counted for 62 percent of all cases disposed of by superior courts, an 
increase of 6,100 over 1975-1976. Of this increase, contested matters to­
taled 4,000 and uncontested matters 2,100. The various methods of case 
disposition. are shown in Table XVIIIB for each category of filings. Table 
XIX depicts the number of personal injury case dispositions in the past 10 
years. 
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TABLE XVIII·B-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 

MANNER OF DISPOSITION BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 
(EX/CLUDING CIVIL CASES DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 

Fiscal Year 1976-77 
Type of AU 

Dispositions Dispositions 
ALL PROCEEDINGS .................................................... 100.0 a 

Prohal.e, and guardianship.................................................. 100.0 

Family law .•..................•......•..................•.................•..•........ 100.0 
Personal injury ..... ,................................................................ 100,0 
Eminent domain .................................................................. 100.0 

Ol,her civil: 
Complaints ........................................................................ 100.0 
Petitions.............................................................................. 100.0 

Mental Health ...................................................................... 100.0 

Juvenile: 
Delinquency ...................................................................... 100.0 
Dependency ...................................................................... 100,0 a 

Criminal.................................................................................. 100,0 

Appeals................................................................................... 100.0 
Habeas Corpus ...................................................................... 100.0 

• Parts do not add to total because of rounding. 
b Less than Y. of 1 percent. 
C This figure is the percentage of juries sworn. 

Before 
Trial 
37.6 

5.2 

3.7 
92.4 
77.5 

68.6 
67.0 
4.9 

13.4 
15.7 
83,5 

8,6 
62.1 

After Trial 
Uncontested Contested 

52.2 10.1 

90.4 4.4 

68.8 7.5 
3,2 4.4 

15.1 7.4 

21.2 10.2 
30.5 2,5 
68,5 6.6 

71.2 15.4 
71.7 12.5 

4.0 12.5 

91.4 
37.9 

TABLE XIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
PERSONAL INJURY DISPOSITIONS EXCLUSiVi: OF DISMISSALS 

FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION 
Fiscal Years 1966-67 through 1976-77 

Jury 
Trials 

1.4 

0.1 

b 

3.7 
5,0 

I.g 
0.9~ 

10.5 

Dispositions less dismissaJs for lack of prosecution 
Fiscal year Total State less Los Angeles Los Angeles 

1966-67 .......................................................................................... 37,084 19,883 17,221 
1967-68 .......................................................................................... 37,695 21,424 16$71 
1!l6S-$ .......................................................................................... 37,000 21,109 15,891 

1969-70 .......................................................................................... 37.175 
1970-71 .......................................................................................... 42,569 
1971-72 ....................................... ................................................... 46,978 
1972-70 .......................................................................................... 53,964 

1973-74 .......................................................................................... 51,743 
1974-75 ............................................... , ........................ ,................. 53,668 
1975-76 ............................................................. ,............................ R57,668 
1976-77 .......................................................................................... 60,213 

RRevised. 

Contested Ma,fters 

21,726 
24,654 
26,337 
25,576 

25,905 
26,289 
~,B59 

32,533 

15,449 
17,915 
20,641 
28,388 

25,838 
27,379 
26,809 
27,680 

Contested matters are the most time-consuming type of disposition 
since they consist of those matters which are concluded after both parties 
to the action have introduced evidence during a trial. Table XX sho NS the 
number of contested matters disposed of each year since 1967-1968 for 
four selected categories that require substantial judicial effort. 



t 
8l ... 
to 

Total 
Percent of 

total 
Fiscal Year Number disposib"ons 

1967-68 .................................... 32,477 8.4 
1968-$ .................•.................. 32,253 7.S 
1969-70 .................................... 35.005 8.4 
1f110-71 .................................... 41.1M 9.3 

1f111-72 .................................... 40,504 9,0 
If112-73 .................................... 42,560 9.5 
If113-74 .................................... 4B,8H 10.6 
If114-75 .................................... 47.621 9.8 
If115-16 .................................... R54,948 10.0 
If11~77 .................................... 58,906 10.1 

TABLE XX-CALIFORNIA SUPEPJIOR (':OUR1'S, 
CONTESTED DISPOSmONS Q 

Fiscal Years 1967-{;.B Through 19'15-76 

Other civil 
Persvnal injury come1aints __ Q1'ninalb 

Percent of Percent of Percent of 
total total total 

Number dispDsilitms Number disposib"ons • Numbt .. dispositions 
3.741 9.9 4,574 14.1 6,613 14.0 
3,214 8.7 4.044 12.5 7,41)1 12.8 
3.090 8.3 4,265 12.2 B,9~l 14.1 
3.111 7.3 4,573 10.9 11,(>32 16.0 

3,119 6.6 5.081 12.5 8,5'{l 13.9 
3,516 6.5 5.152 12.1 7.881 14.4 
3.141 6.1 5,166 12.'5 '1,802 15:1 
2.,843 5.3 4,921 ll.O 7,488 l'I.B 
2,671 4.6 R4•889 Rlf).5 5,089 J(J!t 
2,631 4.4 5,043 ':0.2. 6.133 1M 

--1Ex!mile" 
Percent of 

lotal 
Number dispositions 

6,zTO 10.0 
6.326 M 
5,885 8.1 
6.7,16 10.2 

a,4IY/ lo.I 
7,4132 12.1 

. DIHI 12.1> 
8.451 11.4 

13.747 13.3 
H,979 15.0 

~ Exclusive of dismissals £Qr lack of prosecution. 
On July 1. 1975 due to "''''''ges in reporting instructions, some criminal dispositions which were previously c1assilk>d as contested matters were reclassified as unconte.t~ matters. 

e Beginning on July I. 1975; :uvenile dispositions have included subsequent petitions disposed of. In prior periods dispositiom of only initial J><I.litions were ",.,ooted. 
R Revised. 

,I 

I 

I 
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In 1976-1977 contested trials increased by 4,000 cases and accounted for 
10 percent of total dispositions. The four categories listed in Table XX 
accounted for 28,800 (49 percent) of all contested matters disposed of in 
1976-1977. Contested criminal and juvenile dispositions during 1976-1977 
amounted to 21,000 cases and represented an increase of 2,300 from the 
preceding year. In 1976-1977 about 15 percent of the juvenile dispositions 
¥ ~re contested. Contested matters in the personal injury and other civil 
c( 'plaint categories increased slightly. 

3. JURIES SWORN 

The number of jury trials held is another important measure of superior 
court judicial activity. Prior to 1975-1976 this information was not collect­
ed, and the number of juries sworn to try cases was used as an index. Table 
XXI shows the number of juries sworn each year since 1966-1967 and the 
number of jury trials held since since 1975-1976, both in all categories and 
in the personal injury and criminal categories. 

In 1976-1977 a total of nearly 8,900 juries were sworn to try cases III the 
superior court, an increase of 5 percent over the previous year. The num­
ber of jury trials actually held during the year was about 8,300. Thus nearly 
7 percent of all cases ill which juries were sworn were disposed of without 
jury trial. 

About 57 percent of all jury trials were held in criminal cases. 'The 5,200 
criminal cases tried by jury in 1976-1977 accounted for 11 percent of total 
criminal dispositions. There were 10 percent more criminal jury trials in 
1976-1977 than in 1975-1976. 

The number of personal injury cases disposed of by jury trial again 
declined in 1976-1977. The downward trend has continued since 1972-
1973 when 3,000 juries were sworn in personal injury cases; in 1976-1977 
the number was 2,400, 

4. CONDITION OF CIVIL CALENDARS-METROPOLITAN COURTS 

In 1976-1977, for the third successive year, many of the metropolitan 
superior courts reported a worsening of the condition of civil calendars. 

The two indices that the Judicial Council uses to descl'ibe the condition 
of civil calendars are the number of civil cases awaiting trial and the 
elapsed time to trial measured from the filing of the at-issue memoran­
du.m. These indices are closely related and an increase or decrease in the 
number of cases awaiting trial often forecasts a similar change in elapsed 
time to trial. 

The following discussion of civil calendar conditions is based on the 20 
superior courts with five or more judges.21 Together these courts account 
for 90 peTcent of civil filings statewide and for a corresponding proportion 
of both case inventory and jury trials, Also, problems of calendar congest­
ion and lengthy waiting time to trial generally are most severe in these 
larger courts. Even though the courts are often discussed as a group, each 
calendar is unique and conditions will, of course, differ from one court to 
another, 
21Superior Courts of Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, 

San Bern ... dino, San Diego, San FranCisco, San Joaquin, San Mateo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sonoma, Stanislaus and 
Ventura CO!llllies. 
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TABLE XXI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN AND JURY TRIALS a AND JURIES SWORN AND JURY TFUALS a 

AS PERCENT OF DISPOSITIONS 

Junes 
Fiscal year SWom 
1966-07 .................................................. 7.016 
1967-68 .................................................. 7.492 
1968-69 .............................................. ••• 7,3lI1 

1969-70 .................................................. 7.703 
197(}"'71 ................ ..................... .......... 7.7S1 
1911-72 .................................................. 8.012 
1972-15 .................................................. 8.016 

1973-74 ................................................. . 
1974-75 ................................................ .. 
1975-76 ............................................... .. 
1976-77 ................................................ .. 

8.607 
8,249 

"a.439 
8.866 

(EXCLUDING CIVIL DISMISSALS FOR LACK OF PROSECUTION) 
Fiscal Years 196€H)7 through 197&-77 

AU proceedings Personal !!J[ury 
Juriesswom Juriesswom 
as Jl percent Junes as 8 percei.,t Juries 

of dispositions sworn of dispositions swom 
2.1 3,141 8.5 3,512 
1.9 3.135 8.3 3,517 
1.8 2,835 7.7 3.680 

1.9 2,542 6.8 4,235 
1.7 2,594 6.1 4,278 
1.8 2,738 >.8 4,320 
1.9 3.021 l6 .,690 

1.9 2,740 5.3 4,851 
1.7 2,648 4.9 4,600 

(7,826) 1.5 (1.4) 2,447 (2.266) 4.2 (3.9) 5.028 
(8,272) 1.5 (l.4) 2,357 (2,203) 3.9 (3.7) 5,556 

• Fiscal year 1975-76 was the first y= that jury trials were Teported separately. These data are shown in parentheses. • 
RRevised. 

Criminal 

(4.695) 
(5.179) 

Junesswom 
. as a percent 
of disposjtions 

8.6 
7.4 
6.3 

6.7 
6.2 
7.0 
8.5 

9.8 
9.1 

10.0 
n.3 

.... :s 
00 

!:X1 
ttl 
'"C 
0 
!:O 
t-3 

C3 

~ 
ttl 
GJ 
0 
;j 
!:X1 
Z 
0 
!:X1 

~ 
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TABLE XXII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE OR MORE 
JUDGES a_NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 THROUGH 1977 
Number of civil cases Bwaitins... trial 

Court 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 197E 1973 1974 

Alameda ........................................................... " ................... 1,853 2,861 3,::.89 3,786 3,686 3,549 4,054 4,351 
Contra Costa ........................................................................ 995 1,120 1,097 1,451 1,817 2,0!l0 lj;1l0 2,157 
Fresno ..... ,." ......................... , .... " ........................................... 571 538 468 789 838 876 915 879 
Kern ........................................................................................ 502 471 431 574 563 627 643 497 

Los Angeles """"'''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' 9,030 23,200 30,747 41,019 44,686 38,383 38,873 37,222 

Marin ...................................................................................... 538 599 706 872 931 829 842 593 
Monterey ............ " ............. " ........................... " ..... " ............. 159 340 217 217 255 262 258 391 
Orange" ............................................................................. _ .. 1,487 1,584 1,870 2,994 3,112 2,426 2,826 3,638 
Riverside ......................................................................... " ..... 493 773 823 1,060 1,221 1,152 1,194 1,384 
Sacramento ............................................................................ 2,388 2,185 1,713 2,192 2,055 1,920 2,050 2,335 

San Bernardino .................................................................... 942 1,(}36 1,073 1,472 1,332 1,173 1,301 1,398 
San Diego .............................................................................. 1,240 1,828 2,268 3,199 2,806 2,821 3,433 4,065 
San Francisco ........................................................................ 3,754 5,549 6,395 7,804 9,841 7,831 6,246 5,823 
San Joaquin ............................................................................ 471 537 700 945 1,109 1,104 1,059 1,042 
San Mateo ............................................. " ............................... 1,l'.27 1,542 1,327 1,602 1,416 1,307 1,331 1,356 

Santa Barbara ...................................................................... 375 412 448 617 682 611 361 426 
Santa r;lara ......................... " ................................................. 1,301 1,066 2.087 2,596 2,774 2,584 1,594 1,346 
Sonoma ........ , ........................ " ..... , ......................................... 160 246 324 390 4~ ·~14 847 925 
Stanisla\1S ................................................................................ 211 332 275 355 324 338 316 318 
Ventura ................... , ............................................................. 411 518 594 622 832 574 853 779 -- --

Total ................................................................................ 26,088 47,237 57,042 74,558 19,826 70,973 70,806 70,925 
Total excluding Los Angeles .................................... 19,058 24.037 26,295 33,539 35,240 32,590 31,733 33,703 
Total civil jury cases awaiting trial ........................ 18,253 26,~'05 33,828 42,687 46,094 43,426 43,424 42,879 

• As of June 30. 1977. 
b July 31, 1973. 

1975 1976 
4,415 5,017 
2,349 2,291 

921 1,232 
4e8 878 

39,131 44,199 

735 913 
406 596 

5,309 7,390 
1,603 1,786 
31072 3,420 

1,592 2,323 
5,252 6,472 
5,599 5,435 
1,106 1,064 
1,768 2,001 

329 507 
1,520 2,184 

875 1,386 
632 644 

1,174 1,618 

78,2% 91,978 
39,185 47,779 
46,126 54,501 

1977 
5,970 
2,376 
1,287 

914 
55,150 

1,101 
513 

8,151 
1,952 
3,173 

2,687 
7,105 
4,968 
1,303 
1,470 

746 
2,776 
1,480 

411 
1,258 

104,771 
49,621 
61,9'.12 

to o 
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Number of Civil Cases A waiting Trial 

The inventory of civil cases aWaiting trial (cases on the civil active list 
as the result of filing an at-issue memorandum) as ofJune 30, 1968 through 
1977 is shown in Table XXII. The total of 104,771 that awaited trial in the 
20 courts as of June 30, 1977 was the highest for any June since these 
records have been compiled. The 1977 total was up 12,793 cases or 14 
percent over the same figure for 1976. Jury cases, which are the critical 
component of the inventory, increased again this year. The June 30,1977 
jury list of 62,022 cases represents an increase of 7,521 cases or 13.8 percent 
over the same figure for 1976. 

It is important to note that only a small percentage of the inventory of 
"cases awaiting trial" will be disposed of by trial. For instance, only 25.6 
percent of civil cases recorded as awaiting trial on June 30, 1976 were 
actually disposed of at a contested trial in 1976-1977. 

While the number of cases awaiting trial increased by 14 percent 
between June 30, 1976 and June 30, 1977, 10 of the 20 superior courts with 
five or more judges experienced increases greater than 14 percent. Among 
the largest increases were: Alameda, 27.8 percent; Marin, 23.9 percent; San 
Joaquin, 20.9 percent; Santa Barbara, 60.6 percent; and Santa Clara, 32.4 
percent. 

The number and proportion of civil jury cases that have been awaiting 
trial one year or more as of June 30, 1977 is shown in Tabl,~ XXIII for the 
20 courts being considered. Also shown is a comparison of that proportion 
for each court as of June 30, 1976. 

TA.BLE XXIII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES· 

IIIUMBER OF CIVIL JURY CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

Total civil 
jury cases 

Court awaiting trial 

Alameda ........................................ 4.784 
Contra Costa ................................ 1,572 
Fresno............................................ 849 
Kern .............................................. 602 
Los Angeles .................................. 32,200 

Marin.............................................. 633 
Monterey...................................... 215 
Orange .......................................... ~.423 
Riverside ...................................... 1.129 
Sacran.ento ................................. 2,294 

San Bernardino............................ 1.549 
San Diego...................................... 3,755 
San Francisco .............................. 2,517 
San Joaquin ............ ..................... 602 
Sao Mateo ............... .................... 1,009 

SJnta Barbara .............................. 350 
Santa Clara .................................. 1,418 
SOnom.............................. ............ 916 
Stani.mus .................... ".............. 138 
Ventura ................. _ ..................... 837 

• As of June 00. l!rn. 

Case!: in which at·issue 
memorandil were filed 

_ over one year as .EflEtle 30. 1977 
Number Percent of total 

1.553 32.5 
457 29.1 
102 12.0 
55 9.1 

11.352 35.3 

209 33.0 
19 S.S 

1,415 32.0 
318 28.2 
164 7.1 

545 35.2 
1,402 37.3 
1.521 60.4 

256 '31.9 
10 1.0 

0 
0 

225 24.6 
0 

282 33.7 

Per~ntoF 
cases in ",hleh stwJSsue 

memoranda were filed oller 
one year as of June 30, 1976 

32.4 
28.S 
4.7 

11.9 
23.1 

13.9 
10.1 
28.4 
20.2 

6.B 

45.2 
30.9 
04.6 
25.9 
4.6 

9.1 

28.3 

/'l 



TABLE XXIV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE OR MORE 
JUDGES a_NUMBER OF CIVIL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

PER AUTHORIZED JUDGE b AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 
THROUGH '1977 

Number of civil cases awaiting trial p!!'r authorized judge 
Court 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 
Alameda ............................................................... , .......................................... _ ...... 93 143 154 165 147 142 162 174 
Contra Cost ........................................................................................................... 111 124 122 145 182 190 192 196 
Fresno ........................... ' .......................................................................................... 82 (j1 59 99 lOS 110 0114 110 
Kern .......................................................................................................................... 100 94 72 96 94 lOS 107 83 
Los Angeles ............................................................................................................ 75 173 229 306 299 238 241 231 

Mnrin ........................................................................................................................ 135 ISO 141 174 186 186 168 119 
Monterey ................................................................................................................ 53 113 77 54 64 )2 52 78 

~i:a;..~~ci;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 77 75 89 136 130 84 91 117 
62 77 82 106 III 96 100 115 

Sacrilll\cnto ............................................................................................................. 184 156 114 146 137 128 137 156 

San Bernardino ...................................................................................................... 94 104 98 134 III 90 93 100 
San Diego ................................................................................................................ 59 ff1 103 128 112 101 118 140 
San Francisco .......................................................................................................... 156 231 286 325 355 301 240 224 
San Joaquin .............................................................................................................. 94 107 117 159 185 184 151 149 
Sal. Muteo ................................................................................................................ 136 140 III 134 109 101 102 104 

Santa Barbara ........................................................................................................ 75 69 75 103 97 ff1 52 61 
Santa CI.ra .............................................................................................................. 77 82 llO 124 132 lOB 66 56 
Sonom.1 .................................................................................................................... 40 62 81 98 ll2 129 162 231 
Stanisl.us .................................................................................................................. 83 83 55 71 65 66 83 64 
Ventura .................................................................................................................... 69 86 85 89 90 82 79 III 

Avcr.ge cases awaiting trial per authorized judge: 
Total for the above courts ............................................................................. 90 140 163 208 208 173 170 171 
Total cxcluding Los Angeles .......................................................................... 99 118 122 ISO 151 131 125 133 

1975 1976 1977 

177 203 206 
214 208 198 
U5 154 129 
81 110 114 

229 258 323 

147 183 184 
81 119 73 

171 224 220 
134 138 ISO 
171 171 159 

106 129 148 
159 196 203 
215 209 191 
156 152 186 
138 143 lOS 

47 72 107 
56 83 96 

219 273 247 
lOS 107 69 
168 231 140 

180 204 223 
146 171 166 

• As of June 50, 1977. 
b Note th.t compariso.1S rel.te to the tot.1 number of judges authorized as oOune 30 of each fiscal year and are not adjusted to rellect the number actually .vailable to dispose of civil backlog. 
c July 31. 1973. 
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It will be noted that of the 17 courts that reported an interval in excess 
of one year, 13 show increases from 1975-1976 to 1976-1977 in the percent­
age of civil jury cases awaiting trial in which the at-issue memos had been 
on file for more than one year. 

Table XXIV shows in detail the number of civil cases awaiting trial per 
authorized judge as of each June 30 commencing in 1968 through 1977 for 
each of the 20 courts under consideration. 

Elapsed Time fa 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 designation, the 
Judicial Council has adopted the term "elapsed time to trial" which more 
accurately describes the elapsed time from t.he 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 congestion. 

Table XXV displays the median elapsed time to trial in months from the 
filing of the at-issue memorandum as of June 30, 1968 through June 30, 
1977 in the 20 metropolitan courts. In half of the courts the interval to jury 
trial increased between 1976 and 1977. 

The interval from the at-issue memorandum to trial measures the 
elapsed time from the point at which attorneys first request a trial date. 
Even though taken from the point at which a trial is requested, this 
interval is not a reliable measure of delay chargeable to the courts. Attor­
neys file memoranda in many cases in which an early trial is neither 
desired nQr anticipated. The at-issue memorandum has a different mean­
ing from court to court in terms of trial readiness. Because of this, attor­
neys may time their filings in accordance with their knowledge of the time 
frame that a particular court follows in processing the case. For these 
reasons the index cannot be conSIdeI'ed an entirely valid measure of the 
delays arising solely from internal court conditions. 

The average interval from at-issue memorandum to trial increased 
between June 1976 and June 1977 in many metropolitan courts, and in 
several of the courts the increase Was substantiaL In June 1977 in only 5 
of the 20 courts did the medhm jury case reach trial within a year of the 
filing of the at-·issue memorarldum. In all but 2 of these 20 courts (Santa 
Clara and Stanislaus) the interval exceeded six months. Signifi~\ant in­
creases occurred in the superior courts of San Bernardino (up 16 months); 
Fresno (up 4.5 months); Marin and San Joaquin (up 4 months); Contra 
Costa, Los Angeles, Riverside, and SantI). Barbara (up 3 months). Three 
courts, Monterey, Sacramento and San Mateo, each recorded a reduction 
in the interval between at-issue memorandum and the trial. 



TABLE XXV-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH FIVE OR MORE JUDGES· 
-MEDIAN Ir-~TERVAL TO TRIAL FROM COMPLAINT AND AT·ISSUE MEMO 

FOR CIVIL JURY CASES TRIED IN JUNE 1968 THROUGH 1977 

June 
Court 68 
Alamroa .................................................................................................................................................. 12 
Contra Costa .......................................................................................................................................... 17 
Fresno ...................................................................................................................................................... 14 
Kern.......................................................................................................................................................... 8 
Los Angeles ............................................................................................................................................ 9 

Marin ........................................................................................................................................................ b 20.5 
Monterey ....................................... ........................................................................................................ 4 
Orange...................................................................................................................................................... !I 
Riverside.................................................................................................................................................. II 
Sacramento.............................................................................................................................................. 16 

San Bernardino ...................................................................................................................................... 12 
San Diego ..................................................................... .......................................................................... 7 
San Francisco.......................................................................................................................................... 20 
San Joaquin.............................................................................................................................................. 11 
San M.teo ................................................................................................................................................ b 15 

Santa Barbara .............................. ....................................................................................................... 12.5 
Santa Clara .............................................................................................................................................. 6 
Sonoma .................................................................................................................................................... 5 
Stanlsla\ls.................................................................................................................................................. 16 
Ventura ......................................................................................................... ......................... ................ 12.5 

• As of June 30, 1m. 
b For month of May. 
o For month of July 1973. 

June 
69 

9.5 
12 
9 

16.5 
18 

b20 

5 
12.5 
15 
5 

8 
9 

22 
12 
16 

18 
8 
7.5 
7 

11.5 

June 
70 

15 
12 
10.5 
10 
24 

29 
4 

II 
22 
9 

14 
15 
28 
17 
16 

13 
8 

10 
9 

13 

Median interval in months from: 
At issue memo to trial 

June June June June 
71 72 73 74 

18 12.5 13 11 
15 19 22 23 
11 16 clO.5 10.5 
11 13 9 16 
23 30 25 24 

27 28 24 11 
6 7 6 9 

20 17 11 12 
11 18 14 !O 
11 10 !O 11 

12 14 18 23 
]5 11 15 16 
33 33 32 25 
16 36.5 42 31 
13 11 9 7 

16 12 7 5 
6 8 5 4 

10 12 14 18 
6 5 5 5 
7 10 7 11 

June June June ..... c: 
75 76 77 tj 
13 22 24.5 n 
19 19 22 ..... 
10.5 9 13.5 > 
9.5 15 t"" 

20 21 24 () 
0 

17 16 20 c: 
Z 

!O 13 11 () 
13 18 20 F 16 18 21 
13 17 15 0 

"'l 
35 16 32 () 
17 21 21 > 
20 20 20 t: 
27 18 22 "'l 
11 15 9 0 

~ 

6 6 9 Z ..... 
4 6 6 > 

18 23 
7 5 5 f' 

15.5 21 
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5. CONDITION OF CRIMINAL CALENDARS-METROPOlITAN COURTS 

Data for 1976-1977 submitted by the superior courts to the Judicial 
Council indicate an overall increase in the number of criminal cases set 
for trial in the metropolitan courts,22 continuing a trend noted in the last 
two annual reports. Trial calendars increased from a total of 6,929 cases set 
for trial as of June 30, 1916 to 7,529 on June 30.1 1977, an increase of 8.6 
percent. 

Criminal calendar conditions are discussed in terms of the same 20 
cou1'ts that were used to describe civil calendars. These larger courts 
together accounted for 92 percent of criminal cases calendared for trial as 
of June 30, 1977 and hence their problems of congestion and extended 
time to trial generally are more acute than other courts. Although the 
courts are described as a group, each court's calendar is unique and condi­
tions will, of course, differ from one court to another. The Los Angeles 
court is discussed separately because its size would tend to obscure trends 
in other courts. 

Cases Calendared for Trial 

Except for good cause, superior courts must dismiss a criminal case if the 
defendant has not been brought to trial within 60 days of the indictment 
or information, unless the defendant waives the right to trial within this 
time.ro 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 trial24 as 
ofJune 30, 1967 through June 1977 for the courts under consideration. It 
shows that 11 of the 20 courts had increases over the previous year in 
criminal cases set for trial while 9 of the courts showed decreases. The 19 
courts, exclusive of Los Angeles, showed a net total decrease of 43 criminal 
cases awaiting trial, a decrease of 1.3 percent. Criminal filings during the 
year for the same 19 courts increased 837 from 28,952 to 29,789, or 3.0 
percent. By contrast, Los Angeles recorded an increase of 643 criminal 
cases awaiting trial. an increase of 18 percent, while its filings declined 
from 20,119 to 18,427, a decrease of 8.4 percent. 

As with civil trial inventories, criminal inventories considerably over­
state the I'iUmber of cases that will actually reach trial. Many criminal cases 
are calendared for trial where, despite a trial demand, defendants neither 
wish nor anticipate a trial. Cases against many such defendants will ulti- . 
mately be disposed of by pleas of guilty. In 1976-1977, pleas of guilty 
(including certifications on pleas of guilty from lower courts) accounted 
for 73.2 percent or 19,437 of the .26,557 total dispositions in the 19 superior 
courts. In the previous year 61.5 percent of all criminal dj;spositions were 
pleas of guilty. i, 

22superior Courts of Alameda. Contra Costa. Fresno. Kern. Los Angeles. Marin. Monterey, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, 
San Bernardino. San Diego. !Jan Francisco. San Joaquin. San Mateo. Santa Barbara. Santa Clara, Sonoma. Stanislaus and 
Ventura ;:Ounties. 

23pen• Code, 4 1382(2). 
lllsince the gr:mt majority of trial demands are for a jury trial. the figures in Table XXVI represent jury trial calendars tor 

all practical purposes. 
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TABLE XXVI-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES Q 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL CASES CALENDARED FOR TRIAL 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1967 THROUGH 1977 

Criminal cases BlVailinll. trial 
Court 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Alameda ........................................ 'lJJl 263 224 243 355 589 375 194 463 663 462 
Contra Costa ............................... 96 58 92 102 98 262 202 94 124 114 93 
Fresno .......................................... 102 61 66 40 74 SO 56 19 SO 137 106 
Kern .............................................. 16 33 41 109 73 82 73 73 65 83 94 
Los Angeles .................................. 2,938 3,879 5,498 6.103 4,816 3.516 3.840 3,287 3.632 3,539 4.182 

Marin ............................................ 30 SO 85 75 34 51 41 51 41 69 64 
Monterey ...................................... 27 51 46 76 56 71 100 91 102 95 72 
Orange .......................................... 161 233 203 208 429 248 202 211 2<:6 229 274 
Riverside ...................................... 153 187 304 215 178 91 122 132 112 un 176 
Sacramento .................................. 62 44 67 99 136 132 113 126 ISO 194 182 

San Bernardino .......................... 190 175 305 378 276 343 402 299 163 134 165 
San Diego .................................... 199 243 561 476 344 323 349 613 261 407 392 
San Francisco ................... " ......... 292 278 237 500 664 291 136 119 115 116 191 
San Joaquin .................................. 57 120 95 82 124 102 77 69 103 lOB 131 
San Mateo .................................... 91 148 163 226 194 162 136 150 114 146 104 

Santa Barbara .............................. 53 75 85 91 110 73 42 34 27 45 47 
Santa Clara .................................. 179 160 274 274 300 307 185 215 323 501 443 
Sonoma .......................................... 4 29 26 25 34 17 27 40 69 81 125 
Stanislaus ...................................... 50 81 127 103 91 190 118 75 100 58 104 
Ventura ........................................ 48 34 1>9 62 56 46 46 66 73 83 122 -

Total .......................................... 4,955 6,232 8,562 9,487 8,462 6,976 6,644 6,oI8 6,399 6,929 7,529 
Total EXcluding Los Angeles 2.017 2,353 3,064 3,384 3,646 3,480 2.804 2,731 2,767 3,390 3,347 

n As of June 30, 1977. 

Many of the pleas of guilty came after the defendant had first pleaded 
not guilty and demanded a (jury) trial. Although precise figures are not 
available, it is known that a substantial proportion of these changes of plea 
occur as a result of negotiations between the prosecution and defense, 
concurred in by the court. 

There are no empirical data yet available as to the effects of the various 
types of plea negotiation on the condition of criminal trial calendars. 

Relatively few criminal cases are actually disposed of by trial.25 There 
were 2,893 juries sworn in 1976-1977 in criminallCases in the 19 metropoli­
tan courts exclusive of Los Angeles, comprising 10.9 percent of the crimi­
nal 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 guilty pleas are subsequently entered in the other four cases 
that had been set for trial. 

In 1976-1977, 11 of the 20 metropolitan courts showed an increase in the 
ratio of juries sworn to total filings and 8 showed decreases. There appears 
to be a levelling off of the ratio of juries sworn to cases filed. In 1975-1976 
juries were sworn in 9.B percent of criminal cases in the metropolitan 
courts; in 1976-1977 the ratio dropped slightly to 9.7 percent. 

Many offenses charged as felonies in the municipal and justice courts are 
disposed of in those courts either by dismissal or by sentencing as mis-
lISunless otherwise indlcated "trials" exclude cases disposed of on the transcript of the prelimInary hearing. 'I 

1 
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TABLE XXVII-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES a 

CRIMINAL FILINGS AND NUMBER OF JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Vear 1976-17 

Ccurt 
Alameda .............................. _ ............................. . 
Contra Costa ....................................................... . 
Fresno ~ .......... "." ... " .... "." ... " .... " ... " ......... " .. " .. "." 
Kern ...................................................................... .. 
Los Angeles ........................................................ .. 

M.rin ..................................................................... . 
Monterey ............................................................ .. 
Or0>1ge ................................................................... . 
Riverside ............................................................... . 
Sacramento .......................................................... .. 

San Bernardin(l ................................................... . 
San Diego ............................................................. . 
San Francisco ....................................................... . 
San ]OIlquin ........................................................... . 
San Mateo ............................................................. . 

Santa Barbara ..................................................... . 
Santa Clara .......................................................... .. 
Sonoma ................................................................. . 
Stanislaus .......................... _ ................................. . 
Ventura ................................................................. . 

Total excluding Los Angeles ....................... . 

• As of June 30, 1971. 

Filings 
2,74ll 
1,111 
1,107 

696 
18.427 

434 
844 

2,225 
1,380 
2,138 

1,849 
4,373 
2,638 

686 
1,054 

629 
3,541 

541 
796 
941 

't$,789 

Criminal 
Junes swam 

202 
128 
206 
106 

1,702 

60 
122 
24(J 

151 
186 

2B4 
2B4 
21B 
75 

112 

82 
185 
64 

134 
74 

2,893 

Percent of 
jariesswom 
to total filings 

7.4 
10.9 
18.6 
15.2 
9.2 

13.8 
14.5 
10.8 
10.9 
8.7 

15.4 
6.0 
8.3 

10.9 
10.6 

13.0 
5.2 

11.1 
16.8 
7.9 

9.1 

TABLE XXVIII-CALIFORNIA COUNTIES WITH FIVE OR MORE 
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES a-FELONY FILINGS IN LOWER 

COURTS AND fELONY FILINGS IN SUPERIOR COURT 
Fiscal Year 1916-77 

Felanl:,1i1inll.s 
Munidpal 
andjustice 

County courts 
Alameda .......................... _ .............................................................. . 1:Jij2 
Contra Costa ................................................................................... . 1,790 
Fresno .... ~ .................................. , ....................... 1 ............................... . 3,279 
Kern ............................................................................................... . 1,730 
Los Angeles .................................................................................... .. 25,562 

Marin ................................................................................................. . 857 
Monterey ......................................................................................... . 1,569 
Orange ............................................................................................ .. 5,585 
Riverside ....................................................................................... .. 2,857 
Sa.cramento. ............................................... n .............. _ ..... , ............. ~ ... .. 4,973 

S." Bemardino .............................................................................. .. 4,249 
San Diego ......................................................................................... . 8,834 
San Francisco ................................................................................ .. 4,768 
San Joaquin ................ ,.. ................................................................. .. 2,156 
San Mateo ...................................................................................... .. 2,821 

Santa Barbara ................................................................................ .. 977 
Santa Clara .................................................................................... .. 5,332 
Sonoma .......................................... _ .................... _._ .................... .. 1,091 
Stanislaus .... _ ............................................................................... .. 1,817 
Ventura ............................................................................................. . 1,590 

Total ............................................................................................ .. 88.499 

Total excluding Los Angeles .................................................. .. 82,937 

• As of June 30, 1977. 

Supenor 
court 
2,140 
1,171 
1,107 

696 
8.427 

434 
B44 

2,225 
1,380 
2,138 

1,849 
4,373 
2.638 

686 
1,054 

629 
3,541 

541 
796 
941 

38,215 

't$,789 

Approximate perrent 
disposed oFby 
municipsl and 
justice courts 

62.3 
85.4 
66.2 
59.8 
61.0 

33.9 
46.2 
60.2 
4B.l 
51.0 

56.5 
SO.5 
44.7 
68.2 
59.8 

35.6 
33.6 
49.9 
56.2 
40.8 

56.8 

52.7 



98 JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA 

demeanors under the provisions of section 17 (b) of the Penal Code. Table 
XXVIII displays the difference in the felony filings in the municipal and 
justice courts and the superior courts of the 20 metropolitan counties. It 
should be'noted that there is a small number of cases in which the defend­
ants were held to answer in the lower court where the prosecuting officer 
failed or refused to file a complaint in the superior court. 

Elapsed Time to Trial 

Except for good cause or unless a defendant waives the right to a speedy 
trial, criminal cases must be brought to trial within 60 days of the filing of 
the indictment or information in the ')uperior court. When the time to trial 
exceeds this statutory limit the delay is usually caused by the defendant 
seeking or agreeing to the extended trial setting. The majority of defend­
ants initially plead not guilty at arraignment, following which many de­
mand a jury trial and waive their rights to a speedy trial, thus relieving the 
court of its statutory respomibility regarding the time to trial. 

Commencing about 1970 the superior courts were able each year to 
reduce both the number and proportion of cases where the commence­
ment of trial exceeded the 6O-day limit. In 1974-1975 and 1975-1976, 
however, 11 of the metropolitan courts reported increases in the number 
and proportion of cases with juries sworn more than 60 days from filing. 
In 1976-1977,8 of the 20 courts reported overall increases in percentages 

TABLE XXVIII A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS WITH 
FIVE OR MORE JUDGES a 

NUMBER OF CRIMINAL JURIES SWORN 
Fiscal Year '1976-i'7 

Total 
cninina/ juries 

Court SWorn 
Alameda ............................. '.................................................................. 202 
Contra Costa ........................................................................................ 12B 
Fresno.................................................................................................... 206 
Kern ................................................. .................................................... 106 
Los Angeles .......................................................................................... 1,702 

Mnrin ............................................ ,......................................................... 60 
Monterey .............................................................................................. 122 
Orange .................................................................................. ............... 240 
Riverside .............................................................................................. 151 
Sacramento .......................................................................................... 168 

San Bernardino.................................................................................... 2B4 
San Diego.............................................................................................. 2B4 
San Francisco ...................................................................................... 21B 
San Joaquin .......................................................................................... 75 
San Mateo ............................................................................................ 112 

Santa Barbara ............................................ '......................................... 82 
Santa Clara .......................................................................................... 185 
Sonoma.................................................................................................. 64 
Stanislaus .............................................................................................. 134 
Ventura .............................................................................. ,................... 74 

Total .................................................................................................. 4,595 

Total excluding Los Angeles........................................................ 2,893 

• As of June 50, 1977. 

Junes sworn 
more than 

60 days 
from indictment 
or inlOrmllb"on 

Number Percent of total 

IBI 89.6 
68 53.1 

104 5'J.5 
43 40.5 

785 46.1 

37 61.7 
68 55.7 

153 63.8 
119 7B.8 
97 52.2 

152 53.5 
212 60.3 

19 B.7 
39 52.0 
75 67.0 

53 64.6 
79 42.7 
48 75.0 
68 50.7 
46 62.2 

2,446 53.2 

1,681 57.4 

I, 
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of cases with juries sworn more than 60 days from the filing of the indict­
ment or information. Of the 4,595 criminal juries sworn in these courts last 
year, 2,446 or 53.2 percent were sworn more than 60 days from filing, 
ranging from lows of 8.7 percent in San Francisco to highs of 89.6 and 80.3 
percent in the Alameda and San Diego courts, respectively. 

The Los Angeles Superior Couri: hes in the past been considered sepa~ 
rately in discussing criminal proceedings since inclusion of its criminal 
filhlgS, presently 34 percent of the state total, would tend to obscure trends 
in other courts. Also, in Los Angeles, at least in prior years, a larger 
proportion of relatively minor offenses appeared to have been filed in the 
Los Angeles Superior Court than in superior courts elsewhere, Substantial 
numbers of these cases were disposed of by stipulation on the record of 
the preliminary hearing. 

In 1971, however, the Los Angeles District Attorney commenced prose­
cuting certain minor offenses, previously handled as felonies, as mis­
demeanors under the authority of section 17 of the Penal Code. The effect 
of this policy change was a marked decrease in the number of felony 
filings. In 1970-1971 (prior to the change) there were 38,843 felony filings 
in Los Angeles Superior Court; in 1971-1912 they dropped to 28,892. Crimi­
nal filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court have continued to drop each 
year, and last year the number was 18,427. 

The Los Angeles Superior Court had a ratio of pleas of guilty to total 
dispositions only slightly below that of the other superior courts in the 
state. In Los Angeles in 1£176-1917 there were 16,733 criminal dispositions 

TABLE XXIX-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURT WITH FIVE OR MORE JUDGES a 

Falony Convictions and Misdemeanor Convictions Under Section 17b 
of the Penal Code and other Statutory Provisions 

Fiscal Year 1976-77 

ToW DeFendants Felony 
Court Convicted Convictions 

Alameda .................................................................................................. 2,062 2,;)11 
Contra Cost. .......................................................................................... I,OOi 1,044 
Fresno...................................................................................................... 97S 966 
Kern ........................................................................................................ 576 564 
Los Angeles ............................................................................................ 13,954 12,173 

Marin........................................................................................................ 252 
Monterey .......................................................... ..................................... 688 
Orange .................................................................................................... 1,928 
Riverside ................................................................................................ 999 
Sacramento ............................................................................................ 1,198 

San Bernardino ...................................................................................... 1,5;)3 
San Diego................................................................................................ 3,439 
S.n Francisco ........................................................................................ 2,160 
San Joaquin ................................................ _......................................... 463 
San Mateo .............................................................................................. 682 

Santa Barbara ....................................................................................... 4SO 
Santa Clara ............................................................................................ 2.939 
SOnom..................................................................................................... 221 
Stanislaus ............................................................................................... 462 
Venturn ....................... , ........................................................................ 656 

Total .................................................................................................... :J6,699 
Total Excluding Los Angeles ........................................................ 22,745 

• As of J un.~ 30. 1977. 

252 
624 

1,849 
958 

1,165 

1.162 
3,029 
2,104 

461 
590 

410 
2,778 

219 
454 
655 

33.768 
21,595 

Percent 
Misdemeanor Misdameanor 
Convictlons Convictions 

51 2.5 
17 1.6 
1() 1.0 
12 2.1 

1,781 12.8 

o 
54 
79 
41 
33 

71 
410 

56 
2 

92 

40 
161 

2 
8 
1 

2,931 
1,15() 

o 
9.3 
4.1 
4.1 
2.8 

4.6 
U.9 
2.6 
0.4 

13.5 

8.9 
5.5 
0.9 
1.7 
0.2 

8.0 
5.l 
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of which 11,814 were pleas of guilty, a ratio of 70.6 percent. During this 
same period the statewide ratio of pleas of guilty to total criminal disposi­
tions was 71.0 percent. 

In 1976-1977 Los Angeles disposed of 12.8 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 considerably above the 5.1 
percent average for the other 19 metropolitan courts for the same period. 
Table XXIX sets forth the var;ing percentages of felony convictions and 
misdemeanor convictions under section 17 (b) of the Penal Code and 
other r,;tatutory provision..,. 

Total Filings 

D. MUNICIPAL COURTS 
I. FILINGS 

The 89 California municipal courts recorded a caseload of 14.9 million 
filings in 1976-1977, a growth of 6 percent for the second consecutive year 
(see Table XXX). Civil and criminal nonparking filings combined in­
creased by 8 percent. Half of the increase of 443,000 in nonparking filings 

TABLE XXX-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS BY TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

1967-68 through 1976-77 
Criminal 

Selected Other Other 
CMI 

Small Fiscal 
Year Total Parking traffic traffic Felonies NontraDic claims 

1967-68 ............... . 
1968-69 ............... . 
1969-70 ............... . 
1970-71 .•......•.•.••.. 
1971-72 ............... . 
1972--73 ............... . 
1973--74 .............. .. 
1974-75 ............... . 
1975--76R ............. . 
197&-77 ............... . 

1967-68 ............... . 
1968-69 •.• " ......... .. 
1969-70 .............. .. 
1970-71 ............... . 
1971-72 ............... . 
1972--73 ............... . 
1973-74 ............... . 
1974-75 ............... . 
1975--76 ............... . 
197&-77 .............. .. 

1967-68 ............... . 
1968-69 ............... . 
1969-70 .............. .. 
1970-71 ............... . 
1971-72 ............... . 
1972--73 ............... . 
1973--74 ................ . 
1974-75 .............. .. 
1975--76 ............... . 
197&-77 ............... . 

R",revised. 

9.830,239 
10.067,936 
11,264,910 
11,652,541 
11,536,578 
11,603,568 
12,241,525 
13,342,224 
14,167,612 
14,970,216 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

4 
2 

12 
3 

-1 
1 
6 
9 
6 
6 

5,087,658 
5,354,938 
6,154,799 
6,600,917 
6,480,205 
6,568,645 
7,155,278 
7,675,114 
8,403,381 
8,763,280 

III'UMBER 
164,428 3,511,655 
182,466 3,454,314 
203,952 3,758,651 
201,589 3,731,225 
218,995 3,702,458 
244,000 3,509,503 
271,564 3,585,603 
276,423 4,056,628 
247,664 4,171,843 
251,026 4,556,120 

PERCENT' 

76,965 
101,020 
115,221 
125,446 
117,767 
104,596 

95,600 
96,092 
94,998 
94,522 

52 2 38 1 
53 2 34 1 
55 2 33 1 
:;7 2 32 1 
56 2 32 1 
57 2 30 1 
58 2 29 1 
58 2 30 1 
59 2 29 1 
59 2 30 1 

PERCENT CHANGE FROM PRIOR YEAR 
7 6 2 20 
5 11 -2 31 

15 12 9 14 
7 -1 -1 9 

-2 9 -1 -6 
3 11 -5-11 
7 11 2-9 
7 2 13 1 
9 -10 3-1 
4 1 9-1 

, Components may not add to 100 percent due to rounding. 

416,801 293,110 
429,165 277,448 
469,809 286,732 
455,635 278,805 
467,348 301,623 
478,474 343,384 
493,794 368,032 
525,895 410,019 
541,635 390,453 
583,708 390,390 

4 3 
4 3 
4 3 
4 2 
4 3 
4 3 
4 3 
4 3 
4 3 
4 3 

-1 -10 
3 -5 
9 3 

-3 -3 
3 8 
2 14 
3 7 
7 11 
3 -5 
8 -<.1 

Other 

279,602 
268,565 
275,746 
258,924 
246,182 
258,966 
271,654 
302,053 
317,438 
331,170 

3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

-5 
-4 

3 
-6 
-Ii 

4 
6 

11 
5 
4 
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Figure 13-MUNICIPAL COUIIT FILINGS 
Fiscal years 1967-68 through 1976-77 
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changed from $300 to $500 
March 1972 
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license-beginning July 1975 
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resulted from the combining of justice courts with municipal courts, either 
by annexation to existing municipal court districts or DY creation of new 
municipal court districts from justice court dishicts. 

Filings by Type of Proc6eding 

Felony filings were stable with a total of 94,500 cases in 197&-1977. For 
the second consecutive year these filings decreased by 1 percent. In the 
past three years there has been less than a 2 percent fluctuation in felony 
filings either up or down. (See Figure 13) Section 17 of the Penal Code 
was amended in 1969 to provide, among other things, discretionary au­
thority to prosecuting officers to file as misdemeanors certain types of 
cases which previously would have been filed as felonies. During the two 
fiscal years following that amendment, felony preliminary filings in­
creased at a much lower rate, and in 1971-1972 filings declined. In the past 
four years they have remained relatively constant. 

Nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions increased 8 percent in 197&-
1977. Since 1971-1972, nontraffic misdemeanors and infractions have in­
creased each year. 

Selected traffic cases (now designated as Group C traffic in monthly 
summary reports) increased only 1 percent. This category constitutes 2 
percent of all filings. (In July 1975 this category was changed and some 
offenses previously reported as selected traffic are now being reported as 
Group D traffic offenses.) 

Other traffic misdemeanors (now referred to as Group D traffic mis­
demeanors) and traffic infractions increased by 9 percent to 4.6 million 
filings in 197&-1977. The Group D misdemeanor category increased by 35 
percent. 

Small claims filings rem."lined almost static at 390,000 in 197&-1977 de­
spite a statutory increase in the maximum recovery amount pennitted 
from $500 to $750. Civil filings increased 4 percent to 331,000. 

2. DISPOSITIONS 

Total Dispositions 

During 197&-1977 the municipal courts disposed of 13.2 million filings. 
Fifty-eight percent or 7.6 million were parking violations and 42 percent 
or 5.6 million were criminal nonparking offenses or civil cases. 
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TABLE XXXI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NONPARKiNG DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE 

Fiscal Years 1967-68 Throug'h 1976-n 

Before Trial AflerTn"nl 
Convicted 

Dismissals or bound 
Fiscal Bail i1IId over after All Juvenile 
Year Total forfeitures transfers plea. of gUilty other Uncontested Cpntested ordeJ"$ 

NUMBER 
1967-$8 ..•.••..•......... 4,396,823 2,403,764 502,655 972,372 111,890 198,81B 186,000 21.324 
1965-69 .................. 4.350,268 2,350,318 509,024 986,096 106,481 197,2.43 178,433 22,673 
1969-70 .................. 4,672,014 2,499,226 599,143 1,052,eoo 103,701 204,309 189,531 23,604 
1970-71 .................. 4,682,132 2,402,234 684,197 1,090,366 81,S22 206.!lZ7 196,090 2ll,396 
1971-72 .................. 4.860,555 2,276,988 700,465 1,196,644 89.128 208,308 191,0S7 17,925 
1972-73 .................. 4,592,087 2,128.935 721.798 1,216,647 84,48< 229.773 191,432 19,018 
197:>-74 .................. 4,604,876 2,174,955 733,278 1,164,1.'l1 84,388 235,024 . 191,362 21,638 
1974-75 .................. 5,054,557 2,456,184 B13,()';3 1,200,495 97,725 255,5.'i2 207,225 24,323 
1975-16 .................. 5,222,658 2,51'1,800 855,63$ 1,935,692 113,673 2.53,048' 211,462 25,346 
1976-77 .................. 5,584,301 2,fl89,454 923,496 1,346,744 119,255 253.640 218,328 33,304 

PERCENT' 
1967-$8 .................. 100 55 11 22 3 5 4 <:1 
1965-69 .................. 100 54 12 23 2. 5 4 1 
1969-70 .................. 100 53 13 23 2 <I <I 1 
197()"'1l .................. io., 51 15 23 2. 4 4 <:1 
1971 .. 72 .................. 100 49 15 26 2. <I <I <1 
1972-73 .................. 100 46 16 26 2 5 4 <1 
1973-74 .................. 100 47 16 25 2. 5 <I <1 
1974-75 .................. 100 49 16 24 2. 5 4 d 
1975-76 .................. 100 48 ;6 24 2. 5 4 <1 
1976-77 .................. 100 48 11 24 2. 5 <I 1 

PElICENT CHA.NCE FROM l'RIOR YEAR 
1967-$8 .................. 2 I 6 4 -5 -5 2 7 
1965-69 .................. -1 -2 1 1 -5 -1 -4 6 
1969-70 .................. 7 6 18 7 -3 4 6 4 
1970-71 .................. d -4 14 4 -21 1 3 -14 
1971-72 .................. - <1 -5 2 10 9 1 -3 -12 
1972-73 .................. -2 -7 3 2 -5 10 d 6 
197:>-74 .................. d 2- 2. -4 - <I 2 -d 14 
1974-75 .................. 10 13 11 3 16 9 8 1~ 
1975-76 .................. 3 :) 5 3 16 3 2 4 
1976-77 .................. 7 7 B 9 5 -4 -3 32 

• Components may not add to 100 percent due to rounding,. 

Nonparking criminal offense dispositions for the last 10 fiscal years are 
depicted by category in Table XXXI and Figure 14, Dispositions before 
trial increased this fiscal year. After-trial disposition data showed a decline 
in uncontested trials and an increase in contested trials and juvenile or­
ders. The 32 percent increase in juvenile orders resulted from the increas­
ing use of traffic hearing officers by municipal courts and the increase in 
the number and size of municipal court districts. 

The number of municipal courts, authorized judgeships, judicial posi­
tions and judge equivalents in each of the last 10 fiscal years is shown in 
Table XXXII. In 1976-1977 the number of municipal courts increased by 
5. Six new municipal courts were created from 22 justice court districts. 
Two municipal court districts in Contra Costa county (Richmond ana 
West districts) were consolidated and became the Bay Municipal Court 
District. Fourteen other justice courts were consolidated with existing 
municipal court districts. 
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Fiyure 14-MUNICIPAL COURT NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS 
Fiocal Years 1967-68 Ihrough 1976-77 

10.000.000....,,....-----r------r----~;_----_._----·---_, 

500,000 

T 0101 Nonparking Dispositions 

Canvicted or bound over after pl«a of g,;jftV 

Dismissals and Tranfers 

Uncontested Trials 

Cantested Trials 

.-. ....... 1.-

All Other Before Trial 
I 

l.~""''''' 

10.OOOI-'--~-4_-_If_-I_-_+---1--I_-+-_f--+_--I 
19~7·6I 6'·69 69·70 70·71 71-72 72-73 73·74 74·75 75·76 76-77 

TABLE XXXII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND JUDGES 
Fiscal Years 1967-68 Through 1976-TI 

Fiscal 
Year 

Municipal 
courts 

1967-68 ...................................................................................... 73 
1968-$...................................................................................... 74 
1!J69...70 ...................................................................................... 75 
1970-71...................................................................................... 77 
1971-72 ...................................................................................... 77 

1972-73 ...................................................................................... 76 
1973-74 ...................................................................................... 77 
1974-75...................................................................................... 80 
1975-76 ..................................................................................... 84 
1976-77 ........................................... .......................................... 89 

Authorized 
judgeships 

305 
326 
337 
358 
365 

380 
384 
406 
425 
447 

Judicial 
positions 

323 
346 
358 
384 
394 

414 
426 
459 
482 
511 

Judge 
equivalents 

316 
341 
357 
370 
388 

405 
424 
438 
459 
493 
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Table XXXIII displays the number and types of dispositions per judge 
equivalent for nonparking filings in the municipal court for the past 10 
fiscal years. It should be noted that the number of cases handled per juoge 
equivalent varies little from year to year. 

The ratio of dispositioris to filings expressed as a percentage for the 
various case categories for the last 10 fiscal years is set forth in Table 
XXXIV. The ratios have remained fairly stable from year to year, but two 
categories, selected traffic violations and felonies, have shown marked 
changes within the last two years. 

Until July 1975 selected traffic violations included driving with a sus­
pended or revoked driver's license (Veh. Code, § 14601) and reckless 
driving without injury (Veh. Code, § 23103). After these two offel,lses were. 
removed from this category the number of dispositions per 100 filings for 
selected traffic fell from around 90 in 1974-1975 to 81 in 1976-1977. 

Dispositions per 100 felony filings were stable at about 70 for a number 
of years, but in 1975-1976 they rose tOt 84 and in 1976-1977 to 86. The Los 
Angeles Municipal Court recorded 96 felony dispositions per 100 filings in 
1976-1977, well above the state average. A reason advanced for this abrupt 
change was the adoption by district attorneys throughout the state of 
uniform crime charging stfuldards. 

TABLE XXXIII-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITION MATTERS PER JUDGE Ec\UIVALENT· 

Fiscal Years 1967-58 Through 1976-77 

Nonp!!rkin[£ 
Fiscal Illegal Total Before After Uncontested Conte>ted Junes 
Year parking n(tnparking trial Inill trials"" trials slVorn 

1967-68 .............................. 14,980 13.914 12,629 1,285 629 589 38 
1968-69 .............................. 14,458 12,757 11,589 1,168 578 523 34 
1969-70 .............................. 15,406 13,087 11,918 1,169 572 531 33 
1970-71 .............................. 15,728 12,654 11,510 1,144 559 530 33 
1971-72 .............................. 15,450 12,063 10,988 1,076 537 493 31 

1972-73 .............................. 14,865 11,338 10,252 1,087 561 m 30 
197~74 .............................. 14,788 10,861 9,804 1,057 554 <lSI 29 
1974-75 ....................... _ .... 14,995 11,540 10,428 1,112 583 473 24 
1975-76 .............................. 15.744 11,378 10,289 1,089 573 461 22 
1976-77 .............................. 15,383 11,327 10.302 1,025 514 443 21 

" "Judge equivalenh" is the number Qf authorized judgeships ~djusted to renect vacllndes, assistllnce to other cpurts by 
municipal courts lind assistllnce received by municipal COl!rts from assigned judges and from temporary Judges serving 
by stipulation of the parties • 

.. Excludes juvenile orders. 

TABLE XXXIV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS PER 100 FILINGS 

Fiscal 'fears 1967-68 Through 1976-77 
Criminal 

Fiscal Non· Traf1ic 
Year Felonies traf1ia SeJected Other 

1967-68 ............. , .... ,............................................................... 86 96 88 95 
1968-69.................................................................................. 82 94 90 95 
1969-70.................................................................................. 78 95 B9 94 
1970-71.................................................................................. 76 99 90 95 
1971-72.................................................................................. 70 100 89 9~ 

1972-73.................................................................................. 71 9B 90 96 
197~74.................................................................................. 69 92 90 94 
1974-75.................................................................................. 70 92 90 92 
1975-76.................................................................................. 84 92 SO 94 
1976-77.................................................................................. 86 93 81 92 

Parking 

93 
92 
89 
88 
92 

90 
88 
86 
86 
B7 

Civil 
S;;e1-t--
claims Other 

14 79 
73 77 
75 76 
77 73 
75 79 

79 75 
76 14 
74 73 
76 76 
75 76 
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Filings and dispositions for ef;:;:;h typ~ of proceeding, the percent distri­
butions and the percent change from the prior year are shown in Table 
XXXV. New reporting categories were established in July 1975 in the 
nontraffic and traffic categories. This is the first time yea:.' to year compari­
sons can be made in these new categories. 

Dispositions outnumber filings by over 130,000 in the Group D misde­
meanor category. The reason for this reporting anomoly is that disposi­
tions of traffic infractions that were elevated to Group D misdemeanors 
by the filing of separate misdemeanor complaints when the defendants 
failed to appear, were reported in Group D, while the original traffic 
infraction filings were reported as infractions. New reporting instructions 
will correct this imbalance in future reports. 

Table XXXV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE, 1976-1977 

Number 
Type of Proceeding 

Felonies ......................................................... . 
Felonies reduced to misdemeanors ....... . 
Nontraffic 

Group A Misdemeanors ....................... . 
Group B Misdemeanors .•...................... 
infrat.'\ions ................................................. . 

TraJlic 
Group C Mi'ldemeanors ....................... . 
Group D Misdemeanors ....................... . 
Infractions ................................................ . 
Parking ..................................................... . 

Small Clai,ms ............................................... . 
Other Civil .................................................. .. 

Total-All Proceedings ............................. . 

Filings 
94,52.~ 

331,388 
209,060 
43,260 

251,026 
199,438 

4,356,682 
8,763,280 

390,390 
_ 331,170 

14,970,216 

• Components may not add to total due to rounding. 

Dispositions hy Type of Proceeding 

Dispositions 
SO.BBB 

(14,817) 

309,316 
200,681 
34,468 

203,652 
332,230 

3,879,166 
7,584,022 

291,226 
252,874 

13,168,323 

Percent 
DistnDution' 

Filings Dispositions 
1 1 

(d) 

2 2 
1 2 

<1 d 

2 2 
1 3 

29 29 
59 58 
3 2 
2 2 

100 100 

Percent Change 
from 

Prior resr 
Filings Disposition 

-1 <1 
(3) 

5 8 
4 5 

71 SO 

1 2 
35 18 
8 7 
4 5 

-<1 -2 
4 5 -- -
6 6 

Methods of disposition of felony filings in the municipal courts are de­
picted in Figure 15. Only 9 percent of the felony filings were disposed of 
by guilty plea, while 92 percent of the felony complaints reduced to rr.is .. 
demeanors under Penal Code section 17 (b) 5, and 95 percent of felony 
complaints reduced to misdemeanors under other statutory provisions, 
were disposed of by pleas of guilty. 

Percentage distributions of non traffic misdemeanor and infraction dis­
positions are displayed in Figure 16. 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 percentage of cases disposed of by bail forfeiture. Group A mis­
demeanors have 2 percent bail forfeitures, Group B cases have 22 percent, 
and nontraffic infractions have 39 percent. 
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Figure IS-FELONY DISPOSITIONS IN MUNICIPAL COURT· 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

Unconlested 
Trial 3%----"';..,.......,. ___ 

l'1&ai of G"lby 
95% 

·Percentages may not always lolal 100% due 10 rounding. 

Felonies 

0"66,071 

[ 

exeludes felonies] 
reduced to 
misdemeanors 

Felonies Reducgd 
10 Misdemeanors 
Ihrough 17b(5) P.C. 

":11.651 

Other Felonies 
Reduced 10 
Misdemeanor> 

""3.166 
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Figure 16-NONTRAFFIC DISPOSITIONS IN MUNICIPAL COURT' 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

After T,ial \ 
10% ~ .... ,..,. __ _ 

Group A 
Misdemeanors 

n=309.316 

Misdemeanor violations of Penal Code 
and other state statutes except 
intoxication and Fish and Game. 
Examples: 
Ballery 242 PC 
Disturbing Peace 415 PC 
Disorderly Conduct 647 PC 
Joy Ride 499b PC 
Trespass 602 PC 

Group B 
Misdemean.ors 

n=200.681 

Nontraffic misdemeanor violations 
of city and county ordinance and 
intoxication and Fish and Game 
violations. 

Nontraffic Infractions 

n=34.468 

Violations of city and county 
ordinances specified as infractions 

'Percentages may not always total 100% due to rounding. 

, 
'I, 
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Figure 17-TRAfFIC DISPOSITIONS IN MUNICIPAL COURT' 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

All other 4%\ 
.--'---

After Trial ----... 

Group "C" Traffic 
Misdemeanors 

n=203,652 

Hit and Run 
Drunk Driving 
Reckless Driving-Injury 
Driving Under Influence of Drllgs 

Group "0" Traffic 
Misdemeanors 

n=332,230 

Examples: ] 
Speed Conlesls 
No drivers license 
'----- . 

Dismiss .. ls 

Traffic Infractions 

0=3,879 !66 

Speeding 
Improper operalion 
Faulty equipment 
Improper regbtration 

Examples: ] 

'-----

Pleas of 
After Trioll%---, ,Guiltv 2% 

.... "irrr ..... ~ .... _Dismissals before 
,ricln% 

'P"rcontages may not always lotal 100% due 10 rounding. 

Illegal Parkin!! 

n=7,584,022 
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Figure IS-CIVIL DISPOSITIONS IN MUNICIPAL COURT' 
Fiscal Year 1976-77 

SMALL CLAIMS 

0=291.226 

CIVIL 

0=252.674 

'--Contested 
Trial 6% 

'Percentages may not always total 100% due to rounding. 

Variations in the methods of disposing of filings in the four traffic catego­
ries are displayed in Figure 17. The ratio of pleas of guilty to bail forfeitures 
declines as the offenses are ranked from most serious to least serious. 
Because a statutory provision (Veh. Code, § 13103) requires a forfeiture 
of bail to be considered equivalent to a plea of guilty for most purposes, 
there are no significant differences in the effects of these two methods of 
disposition. 

Types of dispositions of small claims and other civil proceedings are 
displayed in Figure 18. In small claims 36 percent of the dispositions were 
after contested trials, while in other civil matters L."'l the municipal courts 
only 6 percent were disposed of in this manner. 
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COllviction Roles in Criminal Trials 

The number of convictions after uncontested and contested trials by 
court or by jury according to type of proceeding and the conviction rates 
are displayed in Table XXXVI. A graphic representation of the data is 
depicted in Figure 19. 

Figure 19'-Convlcllon Roles In Municipal Courl 
Criminol Trial$, 1976-71 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
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TABLE XXXVI-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
CONVICTIONS AND CONVICTION RATES FOR CRIMINAL TRIALS 

Fiscal Year 1976-77 

Convicb'on Rste:; • lVumberofConvicDons 
Uncontested Contested Uncontested Contested 

trial trinl trial trial 
Pr~..ing C;;;;;:t' Jury Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury 
Felonies ................................................. _ 94 91 37,337 3,029 
Felonies reduced by 17b(5) PC ...... .. 77 90 66 56 608 9 54 54 
Other reduced felonies ....................... . 66 58 73 59 0 25 22 
Nontraffic 

Group A misd .................................... . 
Group B mlsd .................................... . 
Infrections .......................................... .. 

47 51 60 59 
35 35 62 59 
60 72 

1,058 207 2,733 2.623 
261 9 911 174 

70 155 
Traffic 

Group C mL«I ................................... .. 
Group D misd ................................... .. 
Infractions .......................................... .. 

73 74 74 76 
69 62 73 58 
44 70 

844 130 1,276 2,352 
2.598 26 2,959 236 

14.346 51,750 
Parking ............................................... . 90 68 53,539 2,359 

• Number of cases convicled or bound over divided by the number of cases tried (excludes JU"enile Orders) times 100. 

E. JUSTICE COURTS 

The number of justice courts has been decreasing each year since the 
lower court reorganization of 1953. When the reorganization was com­
pleted there were 3·49 justice courts. At the end of 1976-1977 there were 
III justice courts or 64 fewer than a year e&.ilier. Table XXXVII shows the 
number of justice courts and attorney judges for the last 10 fiscal years. In 
1952-1953 only 15 percent of the justice court judges were attorneys; as of 
June 30, 1977, 97 percent of the judges were attorneys. Section 1170l of the 
Government Code states: "On and after January 7,1975, eachjusbice court 
vacancy shall be filled by an attorney judge who shall at the time of his 
&ele('tion be a resident of the county." This requirement was primarily 
responsible for the shift to attorney judges in justice courts. 

Table XXXVII-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
NUMBER OF COURTS AND ATTORNEY JUDGES 

Fiscal YfJars 1967-4l3 Through 1976-77 

Fiscal 
Year 

lVumber 
of 

Justice 
Courts 

1987-68 ........................................................................................................................ 253 
1965-69 ........................................................................................................................ 245 
1969-70 ........................................................................................................................ 244 
197D-71 ............................... -........................................................................................ 232 
1971-72 ....................................................................................................................... 226 

1972-73 ........................................................................................................................ 221 
1973-74 ........................................................................................................................ 214 
1974-75 ......................................................... .............................................................. 199 
1971>-76 ........................................................................................................................ 175 
1976-77 ........................................................................................................................ III 

AttomeyJlldges 
Percent 01 

totnl 
lVumber Judges 

68 27 
71 29 
71 29 
71 31 
75 33 

79 
62 
84 
79 

109 

36 
36 
42 
45 
fl7 

During fiscal year 1976-1977 some 36 justice courts were involved in the 
creation of new municipal courts or consolidated with existing municipal 
courts. Indian Wells and Tehachapi-Mojave consolidated to form the East 
Kern Municipal Court. Atwater, Dos Palo, Gustine, Le Gra...'ld, Livingston, 
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Los Banos, Merced and Snelling consolidated to form the Merced County 
Municipal Court. Elsinore, Murrieta and Perris consolidated to form 
Three Lakes Municipal Court. Gilroy-Morgan Hill became a mtInicipal 
court. Tulare and Pixle} became a municipal court. Davis, Esparto, Graf­
ton, Washington, Winters and Woodland combined to become the Yolo 
County Municipal Court. 

The Kern River-Rand Justice Court consolidated with the Bakersfield 
Municipal Court. The Arvin-Lamont, Buttonwillow, Delano-McFarland, 
Maricopa-Taft, Shafter and Wasco Justice Courts consolidated with the 
Bakersfield Municipal Court to become the West Kern Municipal Court. 
Pacific Grove Justice Court merged with the Monterey Peninsula Munici­
pal Court. East County joined the El Cajon Municipal Court. Fallbrook 
became a part of the North County Municipal Court. Oakdale-Waterford, 
Newman-Patterson, Riverbank and Turlock combined with the Modesto 
MuniCipal Court to become the Stanislaus County Municipal Court. 

1. FILINGS 
For the second consecutive year filings fell sharply in justice courts. 

Table XXXVIII and Figure 20 both show justice cour,t filings for the past 
10 fiscal years. Total filings dropped by 23 percent to about 826,000 in 
1916-1977. This is the first time in the lO-year period that justice court 

TABLE XXXVIII-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
FILINGS BV TVPE OF PROCEEDING 
Fiscal Vears 1967~ Through 1976-17 

Criminal Civil 
Fiscal Selected Other 'Othe: Small 
Year Total Parking TraRic Traffic Felonies NontraRic Claims Other 

NUMBER 
1967-68 ............................ 1,2M,2M 311,719 ZT,9'Jil 111,519 8,233 81,882 IJT,574 15,437 
1968-69 ............................ 1,252,728 353,383 31,ll5O 706;.59 9,649 79,1124 55,7ZT 16,236 
1900-70 ............................ 1,228,981 aoo,350 32,457 131,234 11,082 80,817 50,601 16,440 
1970-71 ............................ 1,231,765 217,895 34,723 715,431 11,922 78,712 44,584 14,432 
1971-72 ............................ 1,298,940 320,351 36,762 11>1,120 12,219 81,719 45,548 14,501 
197~73 ......................... 1,2O'*~17 325,653 42,638 IJTI,256 13,271 84,247 50,31>1 14,165 
1973-74 ............................ 1,181,749 309,264 45,564 661,501 13,733 84,347 51,446 15,894 
1974-75 ............................ J,305,928 33(1,711 45,301 163,378 12,984 84,360 52,697 16,437 
1975-76 ............................ 1,071,503 211,356 32,509 625,744 lO,423 73,440 44,219 13,812 
1976-77 ............................ 825,578 194,9(17 25,085 483,785 8,321 63,646 36,834 12,994 

PERCENT" 
1967-68 ............................ 100 29 2 55' 1 6 5 1 
1968-69 ............................ 100 28 2 58 1 6 4 1 
1969-70 ............................ 100 24 3 60 1 7 4 1 
1970-71 ............................ 100 22 3 63 1 6 4 1 
1971-72 ............................ 100 25 3 61 1 6 4 1 
197~13 ............................ 100 21 4 56 1 7 4 1 
1973-i4 ............................ 100 26 4 56 1 7 4 1 
1974-15 ............................ 100 25 3 58 1 6 4 1 
1975-76 ............................ 100 25 3 58 1 7 4 1 
1976-71 ............................ 100 24 3 59 1 8 4 2 

PEnCENT CHANGE FROM PRIO'R YEAR 
1968-69 ........................... -2 -5 12 -1 17 -2 -18 5 
1969-70 ............................ -2 -15 4 4 15 1 -9 1 
1970-11 ............................ 1 -1 7 5 8 -3 -12 -12 
1971-72 ............................ 5 15 6 2 3 4 2 <1 
197~73 ............................ -7 \I 16 -15 8 3 11 2 
1973-14 ............................ -2 -5 1 -1 3 <1 \I 8 
1974-75 ........................... 11 1 -1 15 -5 <1 2 3 
1975-76 ............................ -18 -18 -28 -18 -2'3 -13 -16 -16 
1976-71 ............................ -23 -28 -23 -23 -20 -13 -17 -6 
• Components may not add to 100% due to rounding. 
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Figure 20-Justice Court Filings 
Fiscal Years 1967-68 through 1976-77 
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filings have been below the one million mark. Nonparking filings declined 
by 169,000, with most of the decline resulting trom the consolidation of 36 
justice courts into the municipal court system in 1976-1977. More than 
four-fifths (84 percent) of the drop in nonparking filings was in the other 
traffic category (Group D traffic misdemeanors and traffic infractions), 
Parking filings continue to be less and less significant injustice courts. Ten 
years ago they comprised 29 percent of all filings. In 1976-1977, parking 
filings were 24 percent of all justice court filings. Other traffic filings 
continue to gain in importance and comprised 59 percent of all justice 
court filings in 1976-1977. 

" 
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The smallest deQrease in filings was in the other civil category where 
there was a decrease of 6 percent from the previous fiscal year. Legislation 
enacted in 1976 (Assem. Bill No. 4072) increased the civil jurisdiction of 
justice courts from $1,000 to $5,000, the same limit as for municipal courts. 
This change became effective on January 1, 1977 and exerted an upward 
influence over civil filings injustice courts for the last half of the fiscal year. 

Table XXXIX compares filings and dispositions by category, including 
the new reporting categories established in July 1975. Nontraffic infrac­
tions was the only category with an increase in 1976-1977. 

TABLE XXXIX-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE, 1976-1977 

Percent 
Number distribution· 

Percent <hange 
From 

en"or year 

Type of proceeding Filings 
8,327 

Dispositions 
7,882 

(1,913) 

Filings Dispositions Filings Disposition 

Felonies ......................................................... . 
Pelonics reduced to misdemeanors ......... . 
Nontraffic 

Group A Misdemeanors ......................... . 
Group B Misdemeanors ........................ .. 
Infractions ................................................ .. 

Traffic 
Group C Misdemeanors ........................ .. 
Group 0 Misdemeanors ........................ .. 
Infractions ................................................ .. 
Parking ...................................................... .. 

Small Claims ................................................ .. 
Other Civil.. .................................................. .. 

Total-All Proceedings ............................... . 

29,884 
27,659 

6,103 

2.5,085 
36,012 

447,773 
194,907 
36,834 
12,994 

82.5,578 

• Components may not add to lotal due to rounding. 

26,383 
2.5,280 
5.376 

21,852 
:18,378 

400,78.? 
171.7 .... 
28,751 
9,047 

735,473 

1 

4 
3 
1 

3 
4 

54 
24 

4 
2 

100 

2. DISPOSITIONS 

1 -20 -16 
(d) (-31) 

4 -18 -18 
3 -16 -19 
1 51 72 

3 -23 -24 
5 -12 -18 

55 -23 -26 
23 -28 -31 
4 -17 -17 
1 -6 -11 

100 -23 -26 

During 1976--1977 the justice courts disposed of about 564,000 nonpark­
ing cases, a drop of almost 24 percent from the previous fiscal year. All 
types of dispositions declined. The smiillest (percentage) decrease was in 
judgments by clerk. 

TABLE XL-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
NONPARKING DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE, 1966-67, 1975-76 and 1976-17 

J!J76-77 J!J75-76 J!lti6-li7 
Percent Perren! Percent Perrent Percent 
oFTotal oFTotal Change oFTotal Chmge 
Disposj. Disposj. 10 Disposj. /0 

Type of Disposjtion ,w,O/Ult lions Amount bons J!I76-77 Amount bons J!J76-77 

Dispositions per 100 filings ...... 90 !Xl 90 
Total dispositions ...................... 563,732 100.0 740,443 100.0 -23.9 814,618 100.0 -30.8 

~ispositions before trial ...... 511M3 00.7 675,281 91.2 -24.3 732,864 90.0 -30.3 
Bail forfeitures .................... 333,660 59.2 442,953 59.8 -24.7 449,557 55.2 -25.8 
Dismissals 6c Transfers .... 66,468 11.8 90,314 12.2 -26.4 lrT,007 10.7 -23.7 
Convicted or bound over 

after plea of guilty ........ 104,944 18.6 135,399 18.3 -22.5 IlrT,424 23.0 -44.0 
judgments by clerk .......... 5,971 1.1 6.615 0.9 -9.7 8,816 1.1 -32.3 

Dispositions after trial .......... 52,689 9.3 65,162 8.8 -t9.1 81,754 10.0 -35.6 
Uncontested matters ........ 20,361 3.6 26,617 3.6 -23.5 41,545 5.1 -51.0 
juvenile Orders .................. 10,412 1.8 13,097 1.8 -20.5 15,316 1.9 -32:0 
Contested matters ............ 21,916 3.9 25,448 3.4 -13.9 24,893 3.1 -12.0 

jury verdicts ................................ 1,805 0.3 1,458 0.2 23.8 1,560 0.2 15.7 
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TABLE XL-A-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
CONVICTIONS AND CONVICTION RATES FOR CRIMINAL TRIALS 

Fiscal Year 1976-17 

Convlction Rates • Number of Convlctions 
UncOntested Contested Uncontested Contested 

trial trial trial trial 
Proceeding Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury Court Jury 
Felonies .................................................... 86 ff1 1,799 1,272 
Felonies reduced by 17b (5) PC ........ 49 94 SO 35 lIB 32 49 7 
Other reduced felonies ........................ 61 100 81 72 30 2 13 13 
Nontraffic 

Group A misd ..................................... 51 59 73 71 468 58 6fJ1 372 
Group B misd ..................................... 64 24 68 SO 452 7 258 121 
Infractions ............................................ 54 50 69 31 III 72 

Traffic 
Group C misd ..................................... 79 ff1 83 76 2fJ1 42 432 418 
Group D misd ..................................... 65 50 72 89 420 14 777 213 
Infractions ............................................ 68 74 1,856 4,357 
Parking ................................................ 73 72 130 119 

• Number of CMes convicted or bound over divided by the number of cases tried (excludes juvenile orders) times 100. 

As in past years in the justice and municipal courts, more than 90 per­
cent of the cases were disposed of before trial. Fewer than 4 percent of 
the d~spositions in the justice courts last year were by contested hearing 
or trial. 

Table XL-A shows the number of convictions and the conviction rates 
for uncontested and contested criminal trials and hearings by type of 
proceeding for both court and jury trials. The highest conviction rates, 
based on 100 or more cases, were in felony preliminaries where about 87 
percent of the accused were held to answer in the superior court. The 
lowest conviction rate, based on 100 or more cases, was in uncontested 
court trials for defendants whose felony charge had been reduced to a 
misdemea!lOr under section 17b(5) of the Penal Code. Conviction rates 
for non traffic offenses were lower for uncontested than for contested 
dispositions. 

F. JUDICIAL ASSIGNMENTS AND ASSISTANCE 

1. SUM.:"ARY-NUMBER OF ASSIGNMENTS AND DAYS OF ASSIGNED 
ASSISTANCE 

The California Constitution directs that the Chief Justice seek to expe­
dite judicial business and to equalize the work of judges, and it authorizes 
her to assign judges to assist in courts other than their own.26 

At the request of presiding judges of both trial and appellate courts, the 
Chief Justice issues assignments for reasons such as vacancies, illnesses, 
disqualifications and calendar congestion. The following tables reflect the 
assignments made and days of assistance provided during fiscal year 
1976 ... 1977 and previous fiscal years, 
lI8CaI. Const., art. VI. § 6. 
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TABLE XLI-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
ASSIGNMENT OF JUDGES 

Fiscal Years 1966-67 Through 1976-77 

Number of BSSJ"s!!.ments 
Courts receiving 1966- 1967- 1968- 1969- 1970- 1971- 1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1975-

assistance 67 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 
Total all courts ........ 3,575 3,750 3,800 3,785 3,754 4,115 3,1:15 2,089 2,542 2,658 2,514 

Supreme Court .............. 9 12 13 18 13 6 16 15 14 10 'E7 
Courts of Appeal ............ 58 66 62 54 37 51 65 58 64 69 15 
Superior courts .............. 923 960 926 1,014 933 947 968 1,03S 1,282 1,407 1,242 
Municipal courts ............ 731 733 852 755 790 658 848 788 938 1,008 1,049 
Justice courls a ................ 1,854 1,939 1,947 1,944 1,981 2,255 1,235 190 244 164 121 

a In 1973-74 the Chairman of theJudici.al Council issued a general assignment which generally authorizes each justice court 
judge to sit in other justice courts, subject to prior approval in some circumstances. Accordingly, the figures for years 
prior to 1973-74 are not comparable with those thereafter. 

TABLE XLII-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
TOTAL DAYS OF ASSISTANCE TO COURTS OF APPEAL, SUPERIOR 

COURTS, MUNICIPAL COURTS. ANI) JUSTICE COURTS a, AND DAYS GIVEN 
BY RETIRED JUDGES 

Fiscal Years 1966-61 Through 1916-11 

Total days 
Fiscal year of assistBJ)ce 
1968-67 .............................................................................................................. 9,471 
1%'7-68 ....................................................................................................... ,...... 10,OS8 
1968-69 ............... ,.............................................................................................. 10.129 
1969-70.............................................................................................................. 10,118.5 

1!17()...71 ............................................................................................................. . 
1971-72 ............................................................................................................. . 
1972-73 ............................................................................................................ .. 
1973-74 ............................................................................................................. . 

1974-75 ............................................................................................................. . 
1975-76 ............................................................................................................ .. 
1975-77 ............................................................................................................ .. 

"Information not available prior to January I, 1973. 

10,074.5 
9,294.5 

11,085 
15,550 

18,71l7 
19,923.5 
17,403.:; 

Days given by 
retired judges 

4,163 
4,226 
4,500.5 
5,09:;.5 

4)305 
4,203.5 
5,141 
5,684.5 

7,3fr1 
8,602.5 
8,350.5 

Percentage of 
fotal given by 
retired judges 

44.0 
42.0 
44.4 
50.4 

41.7 
45.2 
46.4 36.: 
39.5 
43.2 
48.0 

2. ASSISTANCE PROVIDED PARTICULAR COURTS BY ASSIGNED JUDGES 

Courts of Appeal 

Assistance provided to the Courts of Appeal declined substantially in 
1976-1977. A total of 1,638,5 days of assigned assistance was received in the 
last fiscal year, a decrease of 31 percent from 1975-1976. Eighty-two per­
cent of the assistance given to the Courts of Appeal came from retired 
judges and 12,5 percent from superior court judges. 

Superior Court 

Assigned assistance provided the superior courts totaled 7,357.5 dftys in 
1976-1977. Retired judges provided 73 percent of the days of assistance to 
superior courts, superior court judges 21 percent, and municipal court 
judges 5 percent. 
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TABLE XLIII-CALIFORNIA COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY JUDGES THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dayt of assistance 8!.·ven to: 
Courts of BPp!!'aJ SUl!!!..rior courts Municieu courts jushre courts 

Assistance given by: 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 
Total, All Judges .................. 2,369.0 1,638.5 7,616.0 7,351.5 4,372.0 4,655.5 5,566.5 3,752.0 

Supreme CCQrt ~., ................... _ ... 1.0 
Retired judges .............................. 1,763.0 1,339.5 5,484.0 5,345.5 1,101.0 1,543.5 254.5 122.0 
Court of Appeal justices ............ 38.0 95.0 5.0 3.0 
Superior court judges ................ 568.0 204.0 1,542.5 1,562.5 6.0 15.5 24.5 16.5 
Municipal court judges .............. 497.0 351.0 265.0 367.0 51.0 39.5 
Justice court judges .................... 87.5 94.5 3,000.0 2,729.5 5,236.5 3,574.0 

Municipal Courts 

Municipal courts received 4,655.5 days of assigned assistance in 1976-
1977. Justice court judges provided 59 percent of this assistance, followed 
by retired judges (33 percent) and other municipal court judges (8 per­
cent). 

Justice Courts 

Assigned assistance provided to justice courts in 1976-1977 amounted to 
3,752.0 days. Ninety-five percent of the assistance received was from other 
justice court judges while 3 percent c~me from retired judges and less than 
1 percent from municipal court judges. 

Days of Assistance Received and Rendered by Courts Through Assignments 

Tables XLIV and XLV display days of assistance received and rendered 
by the superior courts and the municipl' ~ourts, respectively, for the fiscal 
years 1975-1976 and 1976-1977 on a COtu t by court basis. The last column 
indicates net days of assistance. A minus item indicates that the court 
rendered more days of assistance than it received. 

3. ASSISTANCE BY COMMISSIONERS, REFEREES AND TEMPORARY 
JUDGES 

Some superior and municipal courts also received assistance in fiscal 
year 1976-1977 other than by assignments from the Chief Justice. This 
assistance, as shown in the following Tables XLVI and XLVII was provided 
by commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as temporary judges. 
Such assistance should be considered when analyzing workload or produc­
tivity of these courts.Z7 

27ln a number of Instances throughout this report statistics are analyzed on a "per judge" basis. Such treatment rellects 
only the number of authorized judges and does not rellect assistance given or received through judicial assignment 
or through the use of commissioners, referees and temporary judges. A valid assessment of workload or productivity 
In such courts requires that "per judge" figures be adjusted to rellect the actual judge and other manpower avail.ble. 

I 

" 
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TABLE XLIV-CALIFORNiA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS a 

FISCAL YEARS 1~)75-76 AND 1976-77 

1976-77 197$-76 
Net days Net days 

Days Days received (or Days Days received (or 
County receIved rendered rendered) received rendered rendered) 

State total ........................................ 7,'357.5 1.7~18.5 5,559.0 7,616.0 2,141.0 5,475.0 

Alameda .............................................. 43 3 40 50 31.5 18.5 
Alpine .................................................. 10 HiS.5 -145.5 6 143 -137 
Amador ................................................ 90.5 48 42.5 15 15.5 59.5 
Butte .................................................... 69 B 61 33.5 2.5 31 
Calaveras ............................................ 19 83 -4 32 57 -25 
Colusa .................................................. 40.5 51.5 -11 32 86 -54 
Contra Costa ...................................... 41 33 8 51.5 5 46.5 
Del Norte ............................................ 29 70 -41 24 70.5 -46.5 
EI Do,ado .......................................... 134 7 127 B9 9.5 79.5 
Fresno .................................................. 152 3 149 135 10 125 
Glenn .................................................. 31 44 -7 93. 12 81 
Humboldt ............................................ 90 26 64 90 14 76 
Imperial .............................................. 44 3 41 42.5 0 42.5 
Inyo ...................................................... 40 44 -4. 23 29 -6 
Kern ................................... , ................ 53 34 19 37 47.5 -10.5 
Kings .................................................... 18.5 26 -9.5 92.5 13.5 79 
Lake ...................................................... 114 13.5 100.5 116.5 22 94.5 
Lassen .................................................. 11 5 6 22 5 17 
Los Angeles ........................................ 1,673 196 1,477 2,360 435.5 1,924.5 
Madera ................................................ 192 6 186 86.5 13.5 73 
Marin .................................................... 167 0 167 201.5 14 193.5 
Mariposa .............................................. 18 36.5 -18.5 15 21 -6 
Mendocino .................... 18 10 8 23 51.5 -26.5 
Merced ..................................... " ....... 20 24.5 -4.5 22.5 20.5 2 
Modoc ........................................ " ...... , 15 64 -49 18 55 -37 
Mono .................................................... 14 19 -5 8 23.5 15.5 
Monterey ..................................... ,.>< ••• 290.5 9 261.5 208.5 22 186.5 
Napa .................................................... 109 10 99 10S.S 27 81.5 
Nevada ...... , ......................................... 57 23 34 62 51.5 10.5 
Orange ............................................... 259.5 4 255.5 102 25 77 
Placer ............ , .................................... 56 49 7 56 52 6 
Plumas ......................... " ....................... 32- 33.5 -1.5 31 56.5 -25.5 
Riverside ............ , ............................... 321 20.5 300.5 379 8.5 37o.s 
Sacramento ........................................ :l(J2 Jl 291 338 9 329 
San B~I'Jto ......................................... 9 107 -98 4 102 ":98 
San &!rnardino .................................. 231 Jl 220 146.5 1.5 145 
San ]')iego .............................................. 451 1 450 374. 9 365 
San Francisco .................................... 392.5 17 375.5 388 20 388 
San Joaquin ........................................ 51.5 13 38.5 17 >I 13 
San Luis Obispo ................................ 47.5 39 8.5 105 9 96 
San Mateo .......................................... 37 1 36 51 0 51 
Santa Barbara .................................... 219.5 2.5 217 317.5 5.5 312 
Santa Clara ....... ' ................................ 321 21.5 299.5 356 5 351 
Santa Cruz .......................................... 214. 0 214 100 0 100 
Shasta ..............................................•... 58.5 4.2 16.5 37.5 50.5 -13 
Sierra .................................................... 12 104.5 -92.5 15 14.8 -133 
Siskiyou ................................................ 51 31.5 19.5 36.5 22 16.5 
Solano .................................................. 33 34 -1 12.5 10 2.5 
Sonoma ................................................ 95.5 13 82.5 122 25 97 
Stanislaus ............................................ 4 ll.5 -7.5 0 34 -34 
Sutter .................................................... 56.5 36 20.5 86.5 35.5 33 
Tehama ................................................ 67.5 31.5 36 60 32 26 
Trinity .................................................. 4.8 19 29 19 31.5 -12.5 
Tulare .................................................. 61.5 36.5 25 86 109.5 -43.5 
Tuolumne ............................................ 55 16 39 20 6 14 
Ventura ................................................ 124.5 0 124.5 51.5 0 51.5 
yolo ...................................................... 41 17 24 56.5 6.5 50 
Yuba .................................................... 36 17.5 18.5 118 15 103 

• Minus sign (- ) indicates the court tendered more days of assistance than it r'lceived during the year through assignments 
by the Chairperson flf the Judicial Council under Section 6 of Article VI of the State Constitution. Each day worked 
in excess of three hours was reported as a full day with three hours OT less as 11 half day. 

5-76612 
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TABLE XLV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS· 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

County and Days 
judicial distriL·t received 

State total ...................................................... 4,655.5 

Alameda: 
Alamed ........................................................... .. 
Berkeley·A1bany ............................................. . 
F~emont.Newark.Unio~ City ...................... .. 
Livermore·Pleasanton ............................... . 
Oakland·Piedmont ......................................... . 
San Leandro-Hayward ................................... . 

Butte: 
Chico ..... , .......................................................... .. 

Contrl\, Cost.: 
Bay .................................................................. .. 
Delta ................................................................ .. 

~~~~~~b .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .. :·::: .. :: 
Waln~t Creek·Danville ................................ .. 
West ............................................................... . 

Fresno! 
Fresno ............................................................... . 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ............................................................... . 

Imperial: 
Imperial County b ........................................... . 

Kern: b 

~~~~\.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Los Angeles: 

A1h.mbr ......................................................... .. 
Antelope .......................................................... .. 
Beverly Hills ................................................... . 
Burbank ............................................................. . 
Citrus ................................................................. . 
Compton .......................................................... .. 
Culver ........................................................ -. .... . 
Downey ............................................................ .. 
East Los Angeles ............................................. . 
Glendale .......................................................... .. 
Inglewood ......................................................... . 
Long Be.ch ..................................................... . 
Los Angeles ................................................... .. 
Los Cerritos .................................................... .. 
M.libu .............................................................. .. 
Newhall. ............................................................ . 
Pas.dena ......................................................... .. 

~!~~~~::;~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa Anit ........................................................ . 
Santa Monic .................................................... . 

E~:~I~g·~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Whittier ............................................................. . 

Marin: 
Central ............................................................... . 

48 
o 

25 
10 

186 
26 

34 

53 
3 

23 
2 
2 

63 

261 

23 

11 

o 
41 

12 
20 
57 
40 
o 

26 
24 
o 

102 
o 

36 
o 

438 
o 

18 
4 
o 

35 
8 

38 
o 
o 

49 
o 

53.5 

1976-77 
Net days 

Days received (or Days 
rendered rendered)' received 

757.5 3,898 4,372 

o 
1 
o 
o 
6 
o 

8 

o 
1 
o 
o 
2 
2 

5 

o 

63 

8 
70 

3 
17 
o 
o 
2 
9 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

26 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 

17 

2 
o 
3 

o 
o 

48 
-1 
25 
10 

180 
26 

26 

53 
2 

23 
2 
o 

61 

256 

23 

-52 

-8 
-29 

9 
3 

57 
40 
-2 
17 
24 
o 

102 
o 

36 
o 

412 
o 

18 
-2 

o 
35 
-9 

36 
o 

-3 

49 
o 

52.5 

10 
o 

10 
34 

263.5 
126 

79 

7 
241.5 
68 
17 
47.5 

264 

116 

110 

o 
8 
8 

103 
o 

22 
26.5 
o 

26 
o 

47 
o 

59 
17 
19 
o 
o 

36 
29 
35 
40 
o 
o 
o 

11 
o 

36 

1975-76 
Net days 

Days received (or 
rendered rendered)' 

813 3,559 

o 
18 
2 
1 
o 
3 

o 

o 
o 
o 
1 

37.5 

30 

o 

21.5 

2 
10 
19 
o 

10 
19 
o 

18 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 
8 
o 

33 
95 
o 
o 
2 
9 
o 
o 
o 

o 

10 
-18 

8 
33 

263.5 
123 

79 

7 
241 .5 
68 
16 
10 

234 

116 

-20.5 

106 

-2 
-2 

-11 
103 

-10 
3 

26.5 
-18 

26 
o 

47 
o 

53 
17 
19 

-8 
o 
3 

-66 
35 
40 
-2 
-9 

o 
11 
o 

36 

I 

! 
"I 
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TABLE XLV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS· 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-71 

Merced: 

Coun(vand 
judicial district 

Merced County b ........................................... . 

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula b ................................... . 
Salinas .............................................................. .. 

Nap'" b 
Napa County ................................................ .. 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .............................. .. 
North Orange County .................................. .. 
Orange County Harbor ................................ .. 
South Orange COUnlj .......... "' ...................... . 
West Orange County ..................................... . 

Riverside: 

~~~~bj;::;~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
;t:iti;;;;\j":::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Sacramento: 
Sacrarnento ............. , .................................. ~ ...... . 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County .............................. .. 

San Francisco: 
San FrJlIlcisco .....•. n ...... " ................................. .. 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .............. , ................................................... .. 
Manteca·Ripon·Escalon·Tracy ..................... . 
Stockton ........................................... , .............. .. 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County ............................... . 

San Mateo: 
Central ....................... , ...................................... .. 
Northem ........................................................... . 
SOuthem ........................................................... . 

Santa Barbgra: 
Lompoc ......................................................... . 
Santa B.rbara·Goleta ..................................... . 
Santa Mari ..................................................... .. 

San~a Clara: . b 
Gdroy-Morgan Hdl .................................... .. 
Los Gatos·CampbeJl-Saratoga ..................... . 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ............................ .. 
San Jose-Milpitas , ................... "'''' ....... , ........... . 
Santa Clara ...................................................... .. 
Sunnyvale· Cupertino .................................... .. 

Days 
received 

5 

59 

44.5 

o 
21 

129 
B3 

J92 

16.5 
172 
36 
49 
o 

79 

243.5 

o 
o 

85 
66 

23 

44 
26 
22 

63 

56 
43 
56 

25.5 
141 

5.5 

14 
16 
1 

121 
10 
o 

J976-77 
Nefdays 

Days received (or Days 
rendered rendered)' received 

o 

18.5 
12.5 

3 

23 
o 
9 
3 
o 

o 
21.5 
o 
1.5 
o 

o 

23 

1 
o 

17 
o 

51 

1 
10 
lO.5 

1.5 

8 
o 
5.5 

15.5 
o 

49 

14 
o 
4 

31.5 
23 
46 

5 

25.5 
46.5 

41.5 

-23 
21 

120 
SO 

192 

16.5 
J50.5 
36 
47.5 
o 

79 

22o.s 

-1 
o 

68 
66 

-28 

43 
16 
U.S 

61.5 

4.1 
52.5 

10 
141 

-43.5 

o 
16 

-3 
89.5 

-13 
-46 

26 
64 

17.5 

o 
o 

"22 
37 
69 

100 
,4J 
36 
56.5 

165 

326 

20 
o 

10 
SO 

22 

35 
32 
35 

167.5 

25 
106 
57 

8 
106.5 

4 

32 
6 

46 
o 
o 

J975--76 
Net days 

Days received (or 
rendered rendered) a 

37.5 
11.5 

o 

71 
o 
7 
2 
9 

1 
11.5 
o 
o 

3 

0.5 

o 
o 

18 
o 

37 

o 
17 
10 

12 

o 
o 
o 

12 
7 

90 

o 
2 

23 
15 
17 

-U.5 
52.5 

17.5 

-71 
o 

15 
35 
60 

99 
129.5 
36 
56.5 

162 

325.5 

20 
o 

-8 
SO 

-15 

35 
15 
25 

155.5 

25 
106 
51 

-4 
99.5 

-86 

32 
4 

23 
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TABLE XLV-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS-Continued 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE RECEIVED AND RENDERED BY COURTS 

THROUGH ASSIGNMENTS C 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-'17 
1976-77 1975-76 

Net days Net days 
Countyll1ld Days Days received (or Days Days received (or 

judicial district received rendered rendered) • received rendered rendered) a 

Santa Cruz: 
Sant.a Cruz County .......................................... 162 161 107 0 107 

Solano: b 
78 3 75 71 1 70 

~~ll~~~~e~~!~~g .. :::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 34 2 32 5 4.5 0.5 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County ................................................ 241 10.5 230.5 55 8 47 

Stanislaus: 
Stanislaus County b .......................................... 106 23.5 82.5 46 2 44 

Sutter: 
Sutter County b ................................................ 60 10 50 102 0 102 

Tulare: 

~~l!~:.~i:l~?;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 46.5 7 39.5 36 6 30 
22 3 19 

Visalia ........... , ..................................................... 57 36.5 20.5 70 22 46 

Ventura! 
Ventura County .............................................. 77 5.5 71.5 109 6.5 102.5 

Yolo: 
Yolo County b .................................................. 7 0 

a Minus sign (_) indicates the caurt rendered more days or assistance than it received during the year through assignments 
by the Chairperson af the Judicial Council under Sectian 6 of Article VI oi the State Canstitutian. Each day worked 

b in excess of three hours was reported as a full day with three haurs or less as a half day. 
For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

' .. 
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TABLE XLVI-CALI FORmA SUPERIOR COURTS 

DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS. 
REFEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 

Fiscal Year 197&-77 

Commissioners a 

As temporary A$ 
Court Total days judges commissioners Referees 

State total................... ................................ 26,71!1.5 8,499.5 7,407.5 9,916.5 

Alameda ............................................................ .. 
Contra Costa ..................................................... . 
Fresno ....•.•.....•.... , ......•.........•............................... 
Kern ................................................................ .. 
Los Angeles ...................................................... .. 

Marin .................................................................. .. 
Monterey .......................................................... .. 
Orange ................................................................ . 
Placer ................................................................... . 
Riverside ........... : ................................................ .. 

Sacramento ........................................................... . 
San 6emardino ................................................ .. 
San Diego .......................................................... .. 
San Francisco ..................................................... . 
San Joaquin ..................... , .................................. .. 

San Mateo ................................................... : ...... .. 
Santa Barbara ................................................... . 
Santa Clara ......................................................... . 
Santa Cruz ........................................................ .. 
Solano ................................................................. . 

Sonoma ............................................ " ................. . 
Slanislaus ............................................................. . 
Tulare ................................................................ .. 
Ventura ............................................................... . 
Yolo .................................................................... .. 

Other courls ...................................................... .. 

11 Excludes jury commissioners. 

Superior Courts 

660.0 
711.0 
543.0 
682.0 

14,537.0 

449.0 
195.0 

1,413.0 
134.0 
222.5 

502.0 
1,009.0 

968.0 
1,461.5 

238.0 

491.0 
609.5 
470.0 
111.0 
72.0 

241.0 
238.0 
164.0 
544.5 
96.5 

19.0 

4.0 
1.1!14.0 

21.0 

206.0 

260.0 

73.5 

261.0 

247.0 

2.11.0 
4,418.0 

220.0 

593.5 

1,388.0 

249.0 

10 

66i.l.O 
464.0 
460.0 
447.0 

2,385.0 

208.0 
191.0 

1,299.0 
134.0 

502.0 
51.5 

763.0 

238.0 

242.0 
471.5 
273.0 
111.0 
72.0 

247.0 
238.0 
164.0 
\90.0 
96.5 

9.0 

L1moyers 
as 

temporary 
judges 
964.0 

83.0 

4.0 
114.0 

16.5 

104.0 
205.0 

138.0 
197.0 

93.5 

9.0 

Some courts also receive assistance other than by assignments from the 
Chairperson of the Judicial Council. This assistance is 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 of the superior and municipal courts. In 
1976-1977,26,787.5 days of such assistance was received by the superior 
courts, Thirty-seven percent of this assistance was furnished by referees, 
32 percent by commissioners acting as temporary judges, 28 percent by 
commissioners acting as commissioners and 4 percent was supplied by 
lawyers acting as temporary judges. 

Table XLVI lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges for superior courts receiving such 
assistance. Los Angeles received 54 percent of the total assistance for all 
superior courts. In almost all cases, commissioners perform functions 
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which would otherwise require a judge. In some courts they hear matters 
on stipulation and sign orders as temporary judges, while in other courts 
they do net sign orders but prepare them for II judge's signature. The 
assistance provided to superior courts by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as temporary judges amounted to the equivalent of 125 
full-time judges in 1976-1977. 

Municipal Courts 

In 1976-1977, municipal courts received a total of 17,564 days of assist­
ance from commissioners, referees and attorneys acting as temporary 
judges, an increase of 13 percent from 1975-1976. Since 1972-1973, when 
the figure was 10,504 days, this assistance has increased by 67 percent. 
Table XLVII lists the days of assistance by commissioners, referees and 
attorneys acting as tamporary judges for municipal courts receiving such 
assistance. 

Commissioners acting as temporary judges provided 56 percent of this 
assistance, and the 9,880 days given in this category was 15 percent above 
the year ago figure. Lawyers acting as temporary judges contributed 17 
percent of the total assistance. 

Sixty-six municipal courts received assistance from commissioners, re­
ferees or temporary judges. Twenty-two municipal courts received fewer 
than 50 days of assistance and 11 municipal courts received more than 450 
days of assistance (the equivalent of two full-time judges) . Nineteen of the 
municipal courts receiving assistance from commissioners, referees or 
temporary judges are within Los Angeles County and they received 66 
percent of all assistance given. 

The 17,564 days of assistance to municipal courts from commissioners, 
referees and temporary judges in 1976-1977 was the equivalent .of 82 
additional full-time municipal court judges. 
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TABLE XLVII-CALiFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DAYS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN BY COMMISSIONERS, 

RI~FEREES AND TEMPORARY JUDGES 
Fisr,:al Year 191~77 

Cburt 
Total ................ , .. ,., ......... , ...................... .. 

Oakland·Piedmont ..................................... . 
Walnut Creek·Danville ............................ .. 
Imperial County ......................................... . 
WesIKern ..................................................... . 
Alhambra ...................................................... .. 

Antelol)e ....................................................... . 
Be'ilerly Hills ................................................. . 
Citrus ............................................................ .. 
Compton ....................................................... . 
Culver ........................................................ . 

Downey ............... _ ...................................... . 
East Lo- Angeles ........................................ .. 
Glendale ...................................................... .. 
Inglewood .................................................... .. 
Long Be"'<:f) ................................................... . 

Los Angeles .................... , ............................ ~ 
Los Cerritos .................. , ............................. .. 
Malibu .......................................................... .. 
Pasadena ...................................................... .. 
Rio Hondo ................................................... . 

Santa Anita .......... ~., .................................... .. 
Santa Monica ................................. ., ............ . 
Southeast ...................................................... .. 
Whi!.tier ......................................................... . 
MerC"",d County .......................................... .. 

l'iorth Orange County ............................... . 
Orange County H.rbor .......................... .. 
South Or.nge County .............................. .. 
West Orange County ................................. . 
Riverside ........................................ : ............. .. 

Sacramento .................................................. .. 
San Bernardino County ............................. . 
San Diego ·························.·· ... ·.··· ... ·· .. ····.··· .. 1 

San Lui. Obispo County .......................... .. 
Central (San M.teo) ................................. . 

Northern (San, Mateo) .............................. .. 
Southern (San Mateo) .............................. .. 
Santa Barbara·Goleta ............................ ' ... . 
Los Galos·Carnpbell-Sar.toga .................. .. 
San Jose-Milpitas ........................................ .. 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino ................................. . 
Santa Cruz Counly ....................... _ .......... .. 
Porterville ....................................... , ............ .. 
V/sali ............................................................. .. 
Other courts C .............................................. .. 

Total days 
17,564.0 

254.5 
69.0 

330.0 
254.0 
236.5 

248.0 
500.0 
516.0 
594.0 

52.1) 

240.0 
533.5 
239.0 
590.5 
521.5 

5,25().0 
291.0 
253.0 
267.5 
290.0 

151.0 
244.0 
543.0 
253.0 

. 215.0 

111.0 
364.5 
62.0 

514.0 
262.0 

244.0 
497.5 
330.0 

83.5 
159.0 

252.0 
181.5 
64.0 

121.0 
S12.a 

97.5 
WI.O 

:-;2.0 
51.0 

455.5 

_C.oInmissioners 
As temjJorpy As 

judges comnJissionf. ":S" 
9,880.0 2,337.0 

128.0 

2.29.0 

248.0 
ZiO.O 
424.5 
346.0 
36.0 

2.29.0 
450.0 
239.0 
~1:; 

83.5 

4,400.5 
~ 228.0 

200.0 
210.5 
266.0 

119.5 
22M 
466.0 
154.0 

25.0 
72.5 

199.0 

46.5 

22O.a 

233.0 

41.0 
102.0 
16.0 

3.5 

83.0 

128.5 
2.5 

53.0 
22.5 

24.5 
4.a 

99.0 

186.5 

431.0 
248.0 

251.5 

113.0 
220.0 

74.5 

~ lncludes traffic commissioners .nd excludes jury commissioners. 
Includes d.ys of assistance given by traffic referees. 

c Represents 22 co'!'ts. each receiving less th.n 50 days of tot.l assis\ar.ce. 

Refereesb 

2,351.0 

21.5 

202.0 
254.0 

105.5 

102.0 
28.5 

5.0 

215.0 

31.0 

244.0 
241.0 

80.0 
159.0 

200.0 
151.0 

114.0 
49.0 
40.0 

102.5 

Lawyers 
JlS tem)"-""ary 

judlJes 
2.996.0 

69.0 

7.5 

236.0 
50.5 

146.0 

11.0 
80.0 

21.0 
249.5 

619.0 , 
32.0 

34.5 
19.0 

7.0 
2Il.O 
71.0 

146.0 
68.5 
62.0 
83.0 
14.0 

$1.5 
18.5 
3.5 

5.5 
30.5 
64.0 
8.0 

172.0 

23.0 
134.0 

3.0 
11.0 

353.0 

D 
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TABLE 1-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT SUMMARY OF FILINGS 
Fiscal years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Type of filing 1976-77 1975-76 

Total filings ................................................................................................................................................... . 3,665 3,704 

Appeals: 
Civil. ................................................................................................................................................................ . 0 0 

. Criminal ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 2:/ 21 

Original proceedings: 
CiviJ. .............................................................................................................................................................. .. 235 197 
Criminal .................................................................................................... , .................................................... . 476 592 

Motions to dismiss on clerk's certificate: 
Civil ................................................................................................................................................................ . 0 0 
Criminal ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 0 0 

Petitions for hearing of cases previously decided by the Courts of Appeal ................................... . 2,927 2,894 

TABLE 2-CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 1975-76 

Total business transacted ............................................................. _ ...................................................... .. 6,065 6,035 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 
Civil ............................................................................................................................................................... . 66 81 
Criminal ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 19 31 

Without opinion (by clismio;sal, :U6rmancc or reversal on stipulati,m, motion, etc.): 
CiviL ............................................................................................................................................................... . 3 3 
Criminal ......................................................................................................................................................... . 3 3 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion ..................................................................................................................................... . 59 79 
Without opinion .......................................................................................................................................... .. 5S0 735 

Motions (misceUaneous) denied or granted:· 
By written opinion .................................................................................................................................... .. 1 6 
Without opinion .......................................................................................................................................... .. 112 118 

Hearings: 
Granted ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 231 229 
Denied .......................................................................................................................................................... .. 2,696 2,665 

Rehearings: 
Granted ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 0 1 
Denied .......................................................................................................................................................... . 69 83 

Orders:b 

Transfers and retransfers .......................................................................................................................... .. 258 252 
Alternative \VJits or orders to show cause .............. , .............................................................................. . 59 61 
MlsceUaneous .............................................................................................................................................. .. 1,885 1,650 

Executive clemency appUcations C ............................................................................................................ .. 54 as 
~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under al'peaIs. 

Not reported elsewhere. 
C Cal. Const., Art. V, § 8 

)1 

'i 

,. 

1. 

.1! 
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TABLE 3-CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPSAL FILINGS AND TRANSFERS FROM SUPREME COURT 
0 
~ 

Fiscal Yel!rs 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Tot/ll 
All Courts 
of AEf'CIll First District Second D.istrict Thirrl Dislnct Fourth District Filth District 

1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-70 1976-77 1975-76 

d 
~ 
ttl 
0 

Total filings and transfers from 
Supreme Court"" .... "" ............ 11,939 10,797 :>,594 :>,248 4,354 4,M7 1,2.'15 1,098 1,956 1,710 800 694 

0 
t;j 

Appeals: 
Ci\'il ...... " ..... "." .............................. 3,283 3,183 1,110 1,029 962 l,1M 400 346 629 568 182 136 

Criminal ........................................ 4,040 3,279 978 788 1,665 1,375 373 301 641 535 383 200 

~ 
Z 
0 
l:d 

Original proceedings: 
Ci\'il ........................ " ...................... 3,211 2,842 969 884 1,224 1,140 300 250 549 429 169 159 

Criminal ........................................ 926 1,008 305 345 299 247 158 196 105 131 59 89 
§ 
'"'l 

Motions to dismiss on clerk's cer-
tificate ........................................ 479 485 232 222 204 181 4 5 32 47 7 30 

::r: m 
f;; 
0 
u:; 

~ 
l:d m 

,.... 
CJ.) ,.... 

{, 



Supreme Cowt!l1ld Totals 
Courts 01 tippeR! J!l7(j..77 

Total, Supreme Court and 
Courts of Appeal ...... 28,288 

Supreme Court .................. 6,055 
Courts of Appeal, toW .... 22,223 

First District .................. 7,797 
Second Di:trict .............. 7,571 
Third District ................ 2,269 
Fourth District .............. 3,619 
Fifth District .................. 9f57 

TABLE 4-CALIFORNIA SUPI:tEME COURT AND COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Original 
Appeals proceedinS!. Motions' He4Iin8!. Rehe4IinS!. 

J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 

24.947 &,085 7,676 4,749 4,613 1,042 860 2,9Z7 2,894 1,446 1,447 
6,035 91 118 609 814 113 124 2,9Z7 2,894 69 84 

18,912 7,994 7,558 4,140 3,799 929 736 1;377 1;363 
7,154 2,2013 2,262 1,267 1,255 4U4 329 462 504 
5,9l11 2,839 2,812 1,446 1,288 122 95 544 5IJ1 
2,079 772 775 472 460 281 213 133 125 
2,906 1,591 1,240 737 543 77 34 183 179 

886 588 469 218 253 45 65 55 48 

~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

C Cal. Const .... .rt V, ~ 8. 

Executiw! 

Orriersh 
Qemency 

sppliClltioosc 

J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 J!l7(j..77 J!l75-76 

9,985 7,419 54 38 
2,202 1,963 54 38 
7,783 5,456 
3,458 2,804 
2,620 1,205 

611 506 
1,031 !HO 

63 31 
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TABLE 5-CALlFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL 
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 1975-76 
Total business transacted .............................................................................................................. 22,223 18.912 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

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

Without opinion (by disrnissal. affinnance or reversal on stipulation. motion, etc.): 
Civil ...................................................................... " .......................................................................... .. 
Criminal ............................................................................................................................................. . 

Original p~oc~~ (including habeas corpus): 

~J:u~eo~::~.~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Motions (~ell~~us) denied or granted:' 

By wntten oplIllon ......................................................................................................................... . 
Without opinion .............................................................................................................................. .. 

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

Orders (mJscellaneous) b .................................................................................................................... .. 

~ Excludes grll1lted rnotil'us to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

2,656 
2.frlO 

1.648 
720 

:m 
3,763 

6 
923 

127 
I.250 

7.783 

TABLE 6-FIRST APPELLATE (SAN FRANCISCO) DISTRICT 
(Four Divisions-16 Judges) Q 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 
Total busL'less transacted .................................................................................................................. 7.7fr1 

Appeal., 
By written opinion, 

Civil........................................................................................................................................................ 830 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................ 741 

Without opinion (by disrnis.aJ. affinnll1lce tlr reversal on stipulation. motion, etc.), 
Civil........................................................................................................................................................ 484 
Criminal ....................................... , ...................................................... '.............................. .................. 151 

Original proceedings (Including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion .............................................................................................................................. 105 
Without opinion ................................................. . ............................................................................ 1.162 

Motions (~ell~~us) denied or granted: h 
By wntten op1l11on.............................................................................................................................. 0 
Without opinion .................................................................................................................................. 404 

Rehearings: 
Granted.................................................................................................................................................... 64 
Denied.................................................................................................................................................... 398 

Orders (rnisceUaneous)" .......................................................................................................................... 3.458 

~ Effective JlI1luary 1, Ifr16 four judges were added. one to each division. for a total of sixteen positions. 
Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 

C Not reported elrewhere. 

2,696 
2,896 

1.362 
604 

351 
3.448 

3 
733 

89 
1,274 

5.456 

1975-76 

7.154 

frlz 
714 

425 
151 

129 
1.126 

1 
39.8 
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TABLE 7-SECOND APPELLATE (LOS ANGELES) DISTRICT 
(Five iJivisions-20 Judges) 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1915-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 
Total business transacted .................................................................................................................. 7,011 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ................................................................................. .................................................................... 937 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................ 1,1SO 

Without opinion {by dismissal, affinnance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil........................................................................................................................................................ 414 
Criminal ................................................................................................................................................ 308 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 
By written opinion.............................................................................................................................. 119 
Without opinion .................................................................................................................................. 1,3'Z1 

WIntions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: • 
By written opinion.............................................................................................................................. 1 
Without opinion .................................................................................................................................. 121 

Rehearings: 
Granted.................................................................................................................................................. 28 
Denied ....... _........................................................................................................................................... 516 

O,ders (miscellaneous) b .......................................................................................................................... 2,620 

• Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
b Not reported elsewhere. 

TABLE 8-THIRD APPELLATE (SACRAMENTO) DISTRICT 
(One Division-7 Judges) 

BUSINESS TRANSACTED 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 
Total business transacted .................................................................................................................. 2,269 

.\ppeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil. ...................................................................................................................................................... . 257 
Criminal ............................................................................................................................................... . 280 

Without opinion (by dismissal, affirmance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 198 
Criminal ............................................................................................................................................... . 57 

Original p~~g~ (including habeas corpus): 
By wntten oplIllon ............................................................................................................................. . 6>i 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 410 

Motions (miscellaneous) denied or granted: • 
By written opinion ............................................................................................................................. . 4 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . 277 

Rehearings: 
Granted ............................................................................................................................................... .. 25 
Denied ................................................................................................................................................... . lOB 

Orders (miJCd!,,"eous) b ......................................................................................................................... . 611 

~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

1976-76 
5,907 

930 
1,201 

423 
258 

84 
1,21)4 

1 
94 

22 
485 

1,205 

1976-76 

2,fJ19 

'ZI1 
253 

215 
36 

74 
366 

0 
213 

12 
113 

506 
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TABLE 9-FOURTH APPELLATE (SAN DIEGO AND 
SAN BERNARDINO) DISTRICT 

(Two Divisions-9 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1915-76 and 1976-77 

Business transacted 1976-77 
'l'olal business transacted ............................................... _ ................................................................. .. 3,619 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil. ..................................................................................................................................................... .. 483 
Criminal ............................................................... _ ............................................................................ .. 496 

Without opinion (by dismissa1, affinnance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Ovil ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 459 
Criminal .............................................................................................................................................. .. 153 

Original p~ocee<lli;~ (including habeas corpus): 
By wntten opuuon ............................................................................................................................. . 59 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................ .. 678 

Motions (~isceU~"?US) denied or granted: • 
By wntten opuuon ............................................................................................................................ .. 0 
Without opinion ................................................................................................................................. . '(1 

Rehearings: 
Granted ................................................................................................................................................ .. 5 
Denied .................................................................................................................................................. .. 178 

Orders (misceUaneous) b ........................................................................................................................ . 1.031 

~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

TABLE 1G-FIFTH APPELLATE (FRESNOI DISTRICT 
(One Division-4 Judges) 
BUSINESS TRANSACTED 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Business tran$llcted 1976-77 

Total business transacted .......................................................................................................................... .. 967 

Appeals: 
By written opinion: 

Civil ............................................................................................................................................................ .. 149 
Criminal ..................................................................................................................................................... . 2ro 

Without opinion (by dismiMaI. al'finnance or reversal on stipulation, motion, etc.): 
Civil ............................................................................................................................................................ .. 93 
Criminal .................................................................................................................................................... . 51 

Original proceedings (including habeas corpus): 

~=:::~~:~~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::: 32 
186 

Motions (misceUaneous) denied Or granted: • 
By written opinion .................................................................................................................................. .. 1 
Without opinion ....................................................................................................................................... . 44 

Rehearings: 
Granted ...................................................................................................................................................... .. 5 
Denied ........................................................................................................................................................ .. 50 

Orders (miscellaneous) b ............................................................................................................................... . 63 

~ Excludes granted motions to dismiss reported under appeals. 
Not reported elsewhere. 

1975-76 

2,906 

389 
481 

245 
12.'> 

33 
510 

1 
33 

7 
112 

910 

Wl5-76 
866 

1:14 
247 

54 
34 

31 
222 

0 
6S 

.. 
44 

31 



I-" 
c.J 
O'l 

TABLE 11-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
SUMMARY OF ALL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Number of TotsJ Totsl Dispositions Dispositions slter trisJ 

lu<!B.eshil!!.b 1iIin~ dispositions before trisJ Uncontested mstters Contested mstters 
County 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1f1l6-77 1975-76 

State total ........................................ 542 520 713,917 Il006,458 588,045 "559,339 225,684 ~,125 303,455 R301,266 58,906 R54,948 

A1.meda .............................................. 0119 ~ 33,931 R."nr!.&:!'T £9,801 R2i}447 9,516 '1,353 16,247 1116,925 4,104 R3,169 'a u..,vu' 
t:1 Alpine .................................................. 1 1 19 24 20 10 14 5 6 1 0 4 .... 

Am.dor ................................................ 1 1 449 405 2SO 201 p~ 77 146 77 43 47 ("} 
Butte .................................................... 3 3 3,639 R3,490 2,723 2,5ZT @ 626 1,813 1,680 213 221 -> Calaveras .............................................. 1 1 556 453 446 414 154 148 228 ~ 66 ~ t"' 
Colusa .................................................. 1 1 373 340 303 Rzr9 108 122 168 ZT ("} 
Contra Costa ..................................... °12 11 18,374 18,234 15,925 15,650 5,671 4,914 8m 8,936 1,677 1,800 0 
Del Norte ............................................ 1 1 699 671 635 541 ZT2 171 303 311 60 59 2 EI Dorado ............................................ c3 2 2,428 2,437 2,124 1,969 816 804 1,095 979 213 166 
Fresno .... , ............................................. °10 8 15,152 12,537 12,953 8,9ZT 4,539 2,964 6,813 4,996 1,601 967 ("} 
Glenn .................................................... I 1 554 453 434 466 124 133 23S 302 74 ~ 

.... 
Humboldt ............................................ 3 i 3,656 3,343 3,194 ~,972 1,172 975 1,728 1,730 294 

t"' 

Imperial ................................................ 3 3 2,339 2,670 1,864 2,146 729 832 965 1,144 170 170 0 
Inyo ...................................................... 1 

d
l 657 675 465 417 163 134 284 248 38 35 ~ 

Kern ...................................................... 8 ~ 11,124 11,099 9,139 9,602 2,820 2,814 5,348 5,941 971 847 ("} 

Kings .................................................... 2 2,024 2,109 1,831 1,606 701 31>1 962 1,109 168 110 > 
t"' Lake ...................................................... 1 1 1,413 1,043 1,234 838 643 290 468 447 103 101 .... 

Las.sen .................................................. I 1 542 615 574 521 255 210 253 246 66 65 ".t:j 

Lo. Angeles ........................................ 171 171 229,637 213,687 183,422 183,568 83,965 80,397 81,332 85,150 18,125 18,021 0 
:tl 

M.der ................................................. 1 1 1,806 1,722 1,602 1,544 423 418 971 924 208 202 Z 
Marin .................................................... c6 5 6,W 6.871 5,282 5,290 1,921 1,866 2,687 2,932 474 492 .... 
Mariposa .............................................. 1 1 266 215 220 173 105 81 95 68 20 24 > 
Mendocino .......................................... 2 2 2,308 2,14.5 1,740 1,647 .583 510 1,030 974 147 163 
Merced ................................... _ ......... 3 3 3,944 3,938 2,680 3,013 1,124 1,015 1,468 1,670 288 328 
Modoc .................................................. 1 1 307 307 267 W 123 89 124 115 20 23 
Mono ," ................................................. ~ I 1 266 379 191 261 62 68 60 68 69 107 
Monterey ............................................ "7 5 9,26i 9,148 8,648 9,165 3,395 3,815 4,533 4,479 720 871 
Nap ....................................................... 2 2 3,164 3,118 2,673 2,555 657 799 1,446 1,231 .568 525 
Nevada .................................................. °2 ~ I 1,234 1,334 1,020 1,108 518 471 460 .583 42 74 
Orange .................................................. c37 33 57,493 52,818 48,410 43,657 17,579 12,865 28,172 28,004 2,659 2,768 
Placer ..................................... ~ ............. 3 3 3,360 3,281 2,987 2,624 1,1ZT 773 I,5ZT 1,473 333 378 
Plumas .................................................. 1 1 576 4.42 425 338 70 64 296 230 .59 42 
Riverside .............................................. 13 d l3 18,496 R16,411 16,620 14,821 6,878 5,270 8,193 8,157 1,549 1,394 



... "It!:~ ~. ---___ -- -.~-----. 

Sacramento .......................................... 2fi <l2o 26,345 ~,800 22,640 21,038 7,994 7,371 12,697 12,174 1,949 1,493 
San Benito ........................... _ ........... 1 dl~ 594 503 545 492 22fi %167 '.!l7 2B6 48 R 39 
San Bernardino .................................. 18 25,037 ~,lU 18,835 1118,061 6,844 ,429 10,051 Rg,747 1,940 1,B8:s 
San Diego ............................................ "35 33 51,268 48,830 43,368 4{1,382 12,267 12,105 26,4{17 24,155 4,694 4,122 
San Franclsco ...... _ ....................... _ .... 26 26 27.641 26.758 23,487 ~,987 10,560 9,349 lo.s57 9,923 2,270 2,715 
San Joaquin .......................................... 7 i 9,976 9,313 8,057 ,459 2,693 2,117 4,206 R4,398 1,158 944 
San Luis Obispo .................. "' ........... 4 4 4,772 3,946 3,526 3,158 1,155 1,221 2,028 1,765 345 172 
San Mateo ............................................ 14 d14 16,232 15,525 12,491 12,682 3,450 3,166 1,344 8,050 1,697 1,466 
Santa Barbarc .................................... 7 7 10,197 8,621 7,1'J1l 7,6.51 2,723 2,855 4,332 4,346 752 6.50 
~'1.t2.C!:!ra .................................. w ...... c29 26 40,231 i7)~ 33,251 ",nGf,S 11,712 

~ 
19,114 17,839 £,435 2,5w 

Santa Cruz .......................................... °4 3 4,537 4,470 4,146 *3:828 1,270 2,454 2,505 422 355 
Shasta .................................................... 3 3 3,913 R4,OOO 3,574 R3,329 1,263 11889 1,905 2,081 406 353 
Sierra .................................................... 1 1 86 70 48 

R
54 7 0 22 38 19 16 

Siskiyou ................................................ 1 1 1,241 1,181 930 889 362 R317 474 482 94 90 
Solano .................................................. 4 

d
4 :;,637 R5,373 4,543 4,562 1,400 1,461 2,632 2,708 421 393 

Sonoma ................................................ °6 5 8,867 7,566 7,691 6,369 2,029 1,738 4,766 3J119 8!)6 6.54 
Stanis\aus .............................................. 6 6 9,291 ~,190 7171 lls,526 2,502 ~122 3.668 3,641 1,001 765 
Sutter ................................................... 2 2 1,446 1,413 1,197 1,153 512 460 567 609 126 84 
Tehama ................................................ 1 1 1,164 ~ 848 a: 289 ~ 466 474 93 105 
Trinity .................................................. 1 1 413 393 144 175 121 74 57 
Tulare .................................................. 4 4 6,479 5,620 5,302 4,276 1,971 1,225 2,702 2,255 623 796 
Tuolwnne ............................................ 1 1 1,079 1,043 813 868 314 341 429 478 70 49 
Ventura ................................................ II!) 

~ 15,922 n~ 13,051 12,810 5,557 6,008 li,744 R5f>4{1 1,750 ~ Yolo ...................................................... 3 2,808 711 2,472 2,304 850 690 1,374 1,423 248 
yuh ........................................................ ? 2 1,774 1,738 1,447 1,470 505 517 738 790 2fi4 163 

• The filing and disposition figures for fiscal year 1975-76 include, for the first time, subsequent petitions filed under Section 600, 601, and 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code on dependent 
children, wards and probatione ... of the court alleging further acts of parental neglect or additional crimes or delinquency. PrevioUll to fiscal year 1975-76 only filings and dispositions of 
original petitions were counted. 

Some criminal dispositions Were also shifted from contested mattcrs to uncontested matters as a result of a change in the definition of uncontested trial on July 1,1975. Prior to the change 
uncontested matters oulyincluded defendants whose cases were disposed of on the record of the preliminary hearing but subsequently has included all defendants W!lose cases were dispored 
of following a trial in which only one party introduced evidence. 

b Number of authorized judgeships at the end of the fiscal year. 
c Statute provided for increase effective January I, 1971. 
d Statute provided for increase effective Jan,,'Il'J' I, 1976. 
e Statute provided for increase effective on date county board of supervisors adopted resolution lo",iy local costs. Resolution~dopted March 25,1971. 
r Statute provided for increase operative January 7, 1975 or on date County Board of Supervisors adop,,'<i resolution to pay locO costs, whichever W83 later. Resolution adopted December 

16,1975. 
IlStatute provided for one additional judgeship effective July I, 1976 and one effective January I, 1971, for a total of nine positions. 
RRevised. 
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TAElILE 12-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
PROBATE AND GUARDIANSHIP FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions after trial 

Total Totnl Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
RUngs disposjtions before trial matters matters 

County 1976-77 1975-7'6 1976-77 1975-7'6 1976-77 1975-7'6 1976-77 )975-7'6 1976-77 1975-7'(; 

State Total .. 64,910 R62,947 62,12.5 R 62,348 3,279 R2,412 56,122 R 57,376 2,724 R 2~'l6O 

Alameda .......... 3,641 3,852 4,029 4,3"'Z 409 344 3,246 3,595 374 453 
Alpine .............. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 G 0 
Amador .......... 70 51 53 3 0 3 53 0 0 0 
Butte ................ 505 486 415 417 1 1 411 416 3 0 
Calaveras .......• 55 52 55 59 0 0 53 5S 2 1 
Colusa .............. 75 63 55 48 0 0 54 47 1 1 
Contra Costa .. 1,628 1.639 1,522 1,549 138 90 1,359 1,408 25 51 
Del Norte ...... 74 R5 64 58 14 6 69 50 1 2 
EI Dorado ...... 152 177 168 IBI 1 5 166 175 1 1 
Fresno ............ 1,623 1,421 1.543 1,426 39 15 1,415 1,387 89 24 
Glenn .............. 89 1'8 49 89 5 1 42 B7 2 1 
Humboldt ...... 47B 46 442 4B7 40 38 382 4ll~ 20 24 
Imp"rial .......... !!SO 238 259 203 B 14 251 lBB 0 1 
Inyo .................. 60 60 31 74 0 .2 31 Il9 0 3 
Kern ................ 831 B63 802 696 0 13 798 677 4 6 
Kings. 164 206 173 ISO 5 6 168 144 0 0 
Lake ................ 145 162 158 132 0 0 155 131 3 1 
Lassen .............. 74 94 64 64 1 0 63 64 0 0 
Los Angeles .... 20,013 19,362 19,653 19,148 1,745 1,236 17,315 17,424 593 486 
Made?a ............ 148 185 IBB 185 1 2 1BB 182 1 1 
Marin .............. 743 691 726 733 2 1 723 730 1 2 
Mariposa ........ 31 35 2B 19 0 0 26 IB 2 1 
Mendocino .... 295 330 213 202 16 3 196 197 1 2 
Merced ............ 323 293 311 306 .2 14 3{)7 2BB .2 4 
Modoc .............. 44 47 39 29 1 6 58 23 0 0 
Mono ................ 12 26 13 26 (l (l 6 26 7 \) 

Monterey ........ B93 96!) !!66 1,019 65 29 IlIl9 97B 12 12 
Napa ................ 392 347 293 251 2 1 2BB 24B 3 2 
Ne<:;m ............ 144 120t 129 120 .} 1 126 116 \) a 
Or .. 'ge ............ 3,295 3,217 2,785 2,717 14 B ~73-5 2.665 :l5 H 

Pliicer .............. 1'59 2Sl 232 235 2 0 230 234 0 1 
Plumas ............ 48 62 56 60 0 1 56 59 \) 0 
Riverside ........ 1,796 1,7B7 1,687 1,7BB 79 101 1,495 1,587 113 HlO 
Sacramento .... 2,002 1,909 2,087 1,939 3 4 2,068 1,925 16 10 
San Benito ...... 83 77 '!1 99 4 1 78 9B 5 0 
San Bemar-

dino .......... 2,102 R2,062 1,815 R 1,782 74 34 1,706 R 1,668 35 11'*1 
San Diego ...... 4,797 4,431 4,201 4,295 12 55 3,213 3,651 976 l589 

\ San Francisco 3,838 3,B14 3,737 3,70!S 1 7 3,634 3,539 102 160 
San Joaquin .... 1,326 1,275 1,293 1,194 211 118 932 952 ISO 124 
San Luis 

Obispo .... 438 426 421 363 1 0 415 363 5 0 
San Mateo ...... 2,02.5 1,865 l.752 1,838 38 lu 1,713 1,825 1 1 
Santa Barbara 96l' 974 721 785 22 15 69B 764 1 6 
Santa Clara .... 2,713 2,480 3,127 4,181 69 9 3,014 4,148 44 30 
Santa Cruz .... 668 68t 734 657 7 6 723 649 4 2 
Shasta .............. 361 325 486 ~ 1 11 483 307 2 2 
Sierra .............. 9 15 12 11 2 0 6 10 4 1 
SlsIdyou .......... 172 161 105 141 2 0 102 139 1 2 
Solano .............. 537 574 440 4B3 16 13 410 451 14 19 
SOnoma ............ 1,175 1,077 1,070 1,037 50 5 1,013 1,030 7 2 
StcnisIaus ........ 718 693 539 653 30 59 SOB 5BB 1 8 
Suttll't .............. UiG 173 147 112 1 2 148 110 0 0 
Tehama .......... 141 133 105 74 1 I 102 69 2 4 
Trinity ............ 34 32 35 33 3 2 31 30 1 1 
Tuhue .............. 618 587 499 381 14 11 475 36B 10 2 
Tuolumne ...... 124 118 96 107 1 3 94 104 1 0 
Ventura .......... 936 R737 83B 719 35 19 763 617 40 83 
yolo .................. 423 42B 425 404 81 85 332 314 6 5 
yuba ................ 174 IBB 132 164 1 1 131 163 0 0 

IIRe~. 
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TABLE 13-CALIFORNIA SUrERIOR COURTS FAMILY LAW FILINGS AND 
DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 197&-77 
Dispositions BRer tnal 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
Iilings dispositions before trial matters matters 

County Ifl76-77 lfl75-76 JfI76-77 1975-76 1f176-77 1f175-76 1f176-77 1fJ75-'16 1976-77 1975-76 
State Total .............. 172,211 RI68,602 150,317 RI46,176 8,281 ~,336 131,028 RI26,808' 11,008 R12,032 

Alameda .................. 8,777 8,848 7,448 7;5f11 188 240 6,438 6,592 822 675 
Alpine ...................... 2 3 6 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 
Amador .................. 116 76 74 49 0 1 68 42 6 6 
Butte ........................ 911 666 759 654 48 34 659 599 52 21 
Calaveras ................ 125 117 112 a: 2 3 9!1 89 12 R 5 
Colusa ...................... 75 76 75 4 5 71 "12 0 '43 
ConlYa Costa ..•...•... 4,620 4,610 4,329 4,282 ZT3 149 3,544 3,431 512 702 
Del Norte .............. 152 150 134 130 12 5 106 113 16 12 
El Dorado .............. 613 553 509 456 25 17 462 416 22 23 
Fresno .................... 3.488 :1,314 .1,7~7 2,381 178 135 3.477 2,231 92 15 
Glenn ...................... lZT 99 120 96 10 3 85 62 25 11 
Humboldt .............. 979 1,049 905 858 47 -13 605 162 53 53 
Imperial .................. 549 514 410 436 20 8 355 400 35 28 
Inyo .......................... 152 143 113 120 0 9 94 107 19 4 
Kern ........................ 2,908 2,620 2,373 2,335 143 136 2,098 2,\l58 132 141 
Kings ........................ 443 523 405 417 24 33 367 380 14 4 
Lake ........................ 219 191 168 149 5 5 152 134 11 10 
Lassen ...................... 154 141 174 141 18 3 133 120 23 18 
Los Angeles ............ 52,372 5O,41l 42,887 42,9Z7 1m 1,372 39,105 38,473 2,505 3,082 
Madera .................... 344 32 289 269 10 15 265 209 14 45 
Marin ...................... 1,800 1,817 1,535 1,497 56 73 1,377 1,3OB 102 116 
Mariposa ................ 50 50 40 46 0 3 33 35 7 8 
Mendocino ............ 619 5"70 521 487 ZT 19 480 447 14 21 
Merced .................... 798 843 593 702 30 25 516 609 47 68 
Modoc ...................... 66 56 54 46 4 1 43 44 7 1 
MQtto •••••••••••••••••••••••• 52 50 3ll 41 0 0 23 39 16 2 
Monterey ................ 2,m 2,282 2,394 2,641 510 975 1.786 1,576 98 90 
N." ......................... 643 829 775 629 58 59 652 535 65 35 
Nevada .................... 307 292 257 230 36 H! Zig 199 2. 13 
Orange .................... 15,199 14.971 14,311 13,416 1,G87 884 llr'lll2 11.779 642 753 
Piecer .... ~ ................. 775 7iO 6f{I 64B 31 29 Ml 480 115 139 
Plumas .................... 139 lZT 118 99 2 0 lI6 99 0 0 
Riverside ............... 4,172 3!}37 4,123 3,333 l,IZT 333 2,740 2,714 256 288 
Sacramento ............ 6,541 6,419 5,540 5,703 204 191 5,025 5,287 311 225 
San Benito .............. 141 140 126 124 12 II 107 lOll 7 11 
San Bernardino .... 6,256 5,969 4,636 4,893 181 153 4.013 4,048 641 692 
San Diego .............. 13,631 13,907 12,644 12,320 Z17 373 11,014 10,559 1,353 1,388 
San Francisco ........ 4,565 4,640 4,242 4,075 153 144 3,756 3,632 333 !ISS 
San Joaquin ............ 2,425 2,391 1,974 2,043 83 86 1,723 1,806 168 151 
San Luis Obispo .... 1,104 978 810 826 10 IlS 715 790 85 10 
San Mateo .............. 4,129 4,230 3,677 3,819 1ZT 122 3,044 3,138 :;06 SS9 
Santa Barbara ........ 2.Z17 2,264 2,019 2,493 99 701 1,777 1,657 143 135 
Santa Clara ............ 10,587 10,247 9.959 8.650 573 219 8,813 7,543 573 888 
Santa Cruz ............ 1,381 1.408 1,200 \e12 50 49 1,106 1,113 44 150 
Shasta ...................... 1,028 1,004 982 882 20 Rzr 602 785 100 70 
Sierra ...................... IlS 16 14 21 3 0 9 11 2 10 
Siskiyou .................. 334 308 246 247 8 12 226 2SA 12 11 
Solano ...................... 1,636 1,802 1,505 1,540 63 62 1,354 l,il90 88 88 
Sonoma .................... 2,351 2,IlB9 2,123 1,950 92 77 1,823 1,785 208 88 
Stanislaus ................ 2,075 2,018 2,135 1,853 129 112 1,700 1,558 306 18.l 
Sutter ...................... 443 393 322 338 ZT 22 256 289 39 ZT 
Tehama .................. ZTO ZT5 219 204 15 8 192 173 J.2 23 
Trinity .................... 86 73 77 68 4 4 55 53 18 11 
Tulare ...................... 1,5\l8 l,57Z 1,11lS 1,287 76 85 1,000 764 50 418 
Tuolumne .............. 2Z1 214 168 177 6 7 158 170 4 0 
Ventura .................. 3,566 R3,435 2,789 3,168 142 138 2,540 2,866 107 164 
yolo .......................... 734 783 661 705 30 Il6 5if1 613 44 67 
Yuba ........................ 497 466 440 419 43 47 ;!39 338 58 34 

RRevised. 
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TABLE 14-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
MOTOR VEHICLE PERSONAL INJURY, DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Disposibons alter trim 
ToW Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filings dispositions before trim mattei'S matters 

County 1!l76-77 1!l75-'!6 1!l76-77 1!l75-'T6 1!l76-77 1!l75-'T6 1976-77 1!l75-'Ta 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 

State Total ........ 57,I!13 R52,555 41,475 R4O,142 38,962 R31,888 1,164 834 1,349 1,420 

Alameda •••••••.••• " ... 2,705 2,862 1,760 1,569 1,622 1,424 73 III 65 78 
Alpine .................... 4 2 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador .................. 19 39 8 11 5 11 1 0 2 0 
Butte ...................... 149 138 115 100 103 s.t 2 3 10 5 
Calaveras ................ '0 13 8 11 6 10 0 1 2 0 
Colusa .................... 19 11 9 11 9 8 0 1 0 2 
Contra Costa ........ 1,280 1,254 791 738 737 1lI8 30 '0 24 31 
Del Norte .............. 22 28 17 12 14 11 0 0 3 1 
E1 Dorado .............. 155 194 105 115 91 104 7 4 7 7 
Fresno .................... 897 923 614 7ID 574 682 5 7 35 31 
Glenn ...................... 10 8 2 13 1 II 0 0 1 2 
Humboldt .............. 131 136 82 102 63 91 5 2 14 9 
Imperial .................. 72 63 78 51 72 44 3 3 3 4 
Inyo ........................ 11 ID 1 15 0 15 0 0 1 0 
Kern ........................ 552 510 411 .357 377 345 10 2 24 10 
KIngs ...................... 69 76 54 51 50 50 0 0 4 1 
Lake ........................ 40 41 28 33 26 32 0 1 2 0 
Lassen .................... 19 24 19 15 17 13 0 1 2 1 
Los Angeles .......... 28,588 25,323 ID,415 ID,658 19,917 20,082 112 lUT 386 469 
Madera .................. 65 61 44 35 39 '0 0 2 5 6 
Marin ...................... 404 402 269 291 260 282 2 0 7 9 
Mariposa ............... 14 14 21 7 19 7 0 0 2 0 
Mendocino ....•....•.. 17 79 72 71 59 60 6 3 7 8 
Merced .................. 142 182 136 10'1. 113 97 13 2 12 3 
Modoc .................... 5 11 10 6 9 4 0 0 1 2 
Mono ...................... 15 7 4 2 2 0 0 0 2 2 
Monterey .............. 322 306 356 381 328 356 17 13 11 12 
Napa ........................ 171 151 1'0 115 116 104 4 I 7 10 
Nevada ...•..•...........•• 43 55 39 53 38 53 0 0 I 0 
Orange .................... :l,8U 3,436 2,749 2,335 2,657 2,216 40 29 52 90 
Placer ...................... ~-i2 IDS 161 138 129 122 25 8 7 8 
PllllIlRS .................... ,3 5 8 7 6 7 0 0 2 0 
Riverside ................ 971 7!l4 617 616 573 559 15 14 29 43 
Sacramento ............ 1,764 1,IlI0 1,537 V·12 1,405 1,337 63 51 G9 54 
San Benito ............ 20 22 12 16 9 14 0 0 3 2 
San Bernardin" .... 1,082 1,005 730 587 1lI4 559 9 13 47 15 
San Diego .............. 2,292 1,874 1,652 1,576 1,11l1 1,Z17 406 208 79 91 
San Francisco ........ 3,Z17 3,469 2,711 2,466 2,417 2,180 172 136 122 150 
San Joaquin ............ 594 531 435 469 407 425 3 34 25 30 
San Luis Obispo •• 154 119 108 78 92 74 9 1 7 3 
San Mateo .............. 1,2':3 1,179 894 738 848 692 I 0 45 46 
Santa Barbara ...... 353 341 249 294 242 280 2 5 5 9 
Santa Clara ............ 2,433 2,227 1,966 1,898 1,868 1,810 25 24 73 64 
Santa Cruz ............ :.';36 221 186 134 157 117 15 9 14 8 
Shas~ ...................... 74 101 84 R53 74 R49 5 1 5 3 
Sierra ...................... 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou .................. 56 III 31 29 21 22 3 1 7 6 
Solano .................... 304 300 253 232 215 IDO 18 20 ID 12 
Sonoma .................. 482 443 286 286 ,.64 '04 16 3 6 9 
Stanislaus ................ 482 461 342 311 290 260 13 19 39 32 
Sutter ...................... 138 121 91 ,2 86 65 2 1 3 6 
Tehama ................. 29 25 33 31 zr 22 3 4 3 5 
Trinity .................... 14 12 16 12 12 10 1 1 3 I 
Tulare .................... 159 153 114 110 105 96 4 3 5 I! 
T,'olurnne .............. 31 R33 38 25 29 23 0 0 7 2 
Ventura .................. 625 548 384 3G9 351 360 19 1 !4 8 
Yolo ........................ 173 162 U6 86 103 80 5 1 8 5 
yuba ........................ 68 95 72 69 62 65 0 0 10 4 

RRevised. 
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TABLE 15-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY. DEATH AND PROPERTY DAMAGE 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1916-77 

!)jspositions sfter tris! 
T:1tai Tots! J)ispositiO/l$ Uncontl'Sted Contested 

filings dispositions before fris! matters matters 
County 1976-'{7 1975-76 1976-'{7 1975-16 1976-'{7 1!J75-76 1976-77 1975-161976-'{7 1975-'16 

State Total", .. , .... , ..•.. 28,411 Rzr,755 l'.Il,459 Rro,029 18,400 R1B,I69 777 603 1,282 1257 

A1l1111eda ........................ 1,099 963 1,111 1,038 1,002 963 63 35 56 40 
Alpine ............................ 1 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador ........................ 12 13 4 1 3 1 0 0 1 0 
Butte .............................. 76 84 53 61 68 51 2 5 13 5 
Calaveras ...................... 9 11 8 5 6 4 2 0 0 1 
Colus ............................. 19 H 14 8- 14 6 0 0 0 2 
Contra Costa ................ 624 351 577 441 5l'.1l 381 29 l'.Il 28 40 
Del Norte .................... 14 14 9 8. 9 5 0 3 0 0 
EI Dorado .................... 111 121 85 98 72 88 2 0 11 10 
Fresno .......................... 314 342 456 297 428 271 6 3 24 23 
Glenn ............................ 16 14 9 l'.Il 8 13 0 5 1 2 
Humboldt .................... 281 l'.Il3 178 119 129 96 15 7 34 16 
Imperial ........................ 43 35 35 14 30 11 1 0 4 3 
Inyo ................................ 13 29 4 27 3 21 0 4 1 2 
Kern .............................. 225 242 112 112 9., 94 1 8 18 10 
Kings .............................. 21 28 3 6 2 6 0 0 1 0 
Lake .............................. 18 18 13 10 11 8 0 0 2 2 
Lassen ............................ 12 14 10 10 9 S 0 iI 1 2 
Los Angeles .................. 12,427 11,775 8,110 9,187 7,639 8,694 59 55 412 438 
Madera .......................... 41 47 11 12 9 11 1 0 1 1 
Marin ............................ 339 328 132 160 126 147 2 3 4 10 
Mariposa ...................... 16 11 19 5 17 2 1 0 1 3 
Mendocino .................. 65 58 45 44 35 34 3 3 7 7 
Merced .......................... 1ll 98 55 61 48 54 1 1 6 6 
Modoc ............................ 2 4. 5 2 4 1 0 0 1 1 
Mono .............................. 31 35 6 10 0 7 1 0 5 3 
Monterey ...................... 167 191 195 23B 174 211 5 12 16 15 
Napa .............................. 92 74 44 60 :rz 57 3 () 4 3 
Nevada .......................... 69 36 40 26 38 22 0 0 2 4 
Orange .......................... 2,445 2,375 1,427 1,162 1,315 1,049 44 18 68 95 
Placer ............................ 143 133 148 88 132 78 4. 2 12 8 
Plumas .......................... 17 22 9 4 6 3 1 0 2 1 
Riverside ...................... 557 530 429 352 391 315 6 7 32; 30 
Sacramento .................. 1,278 1,466 933 740 813 652 57 41 63 47 
San Benito .................... 7 15 7 11 7 10 0 1 0 0 
San Bernardino .......... 689 63B 536 416 447 352 36 .1 63 17 
San Diego .................... 1,130 1,176 I,On 923 733 738 2.10 107 511 78 
San Francisco Of ............ 1,953 'i.,027 1,722 1,558 1,5(J1 1,349 98 88 117 121 
San Joaquin .................. 255 200 241 211 209 191 5 5 27 1~ 
San Luis Obispo .......... 81 7S 51 63 40 46 3 5 8 111 
San Mateo .................... 618 563 368 344 342 324 2 0 24 l'.Il 
Santa Barbara .............. 228 198 139 lOS 127 101 1 0 11 1 
Santa Clara .................. 995 1,IHt S68 872 795 757 18 52 55 63 
Santa Cruz .................. 124 127 95 94 81 53 7 5 7 6 
Shasta ............................ 176 142 68 R103 5..1 Rt1 5 l'.Il 10 12 
Siena ............................ 0 1 1 0 1 (l 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyol,l .............. " ....... 36 38 19 19 12 IS 3 1 4 3 
Solano ............................ 131 185 )21 105 104 90 5 12 12 3 
SOnon"t:4 ...•••.•.•.••.•.•.••••••.• 336 314 161 .50 150 136 4 1 7 13 
Stanislaus ...................... 210 196 162 158 121 Il'.1l 17 15 24 23 
Sutter ............................ 41 35 28 34 25 31 0 0 1 3 
Tehama ........................ 15 14 12 8 9 6 0 1 3 1 
T~ty .......................... 10 8 5 11 4 9 0 1 1 1 
Tu!a.re ............................ 94 138 118 103 110 90 0 3 8 10 
Tuolumne .................... 45 24 8 15 8 II 0 0 0 4 
Ventura ........................ 348 1la75 284 211 236 199 19 4 9 8 
yolo ................................ 129 136 69 42 56 36 5 2 8 2 
yuba .............................. 711 76 36 44 32 38 0 1 4 5 

R Revised. 
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1"ABLE 16-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
EMINENT DOMAIN fiLINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions after trial 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filings disposibons before trial matters rnatters 

County 1976-71 1916-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 
State Total ........ 2,249 1Ia.617 2,22B R3,235 1,728 ~666 336 354 164 215 

Alameda ................ 23 50 55 &5 42 70 3 9 10 6 
Alpine .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador ................ 4 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Butte ...................... 13 25 16 10 6 9 6 1 4 0 
Calaveras .............. 5 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Colusa .................... 1 0 8 10 8 10 0 0 0 0 
Contra Costa ........ 43 152 24 26 23 11 0 8 1 7 
Del Norte ............ 21 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
EI Dorado ............ 12 6 5 9 1 2 4 3 0 4 
Fresno .................. 125 124 86 40 82 25 0 2 4 13 
Glenn .................... 0 0 10 9 0 0 10 9 0 0 
Humboldt ............ 26 3 12 1 2 1 6 0 4 0 
Imperial ................ 1 6 2 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 
In)·o ........................ 2 87 2! 2 9 2 12 0 0 0 
Kern ...................... 4{TT 107 107 49 106 47 0 1 1 1 
Kings ...................... 1 7 0 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 
Lake ..................... 30 29 12 19 1 8 10 7 1 4 
Lassen .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles .......... 601 1,177 933 1,714 890 1,621 3 2 40 91 
Madera .................. 1 U 7 104 7 102 0 2 :l 0 
Marin .................... 6 12 8 12 5 9 0 0 3 3 
Maripos~ .............. 6 0 0 29 0 29 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino .......... 7 58 5 10 5 9 0 1 0 0 
Merced .................. 5 2 1 2 ·1 1 0 0 0 1 
Modoc .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mono ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Monterey .............. 21 35 7 25 5 24 2 0 0 1 
Napa ...................... U 23 7 13 3 4 2 8 2 1 
Nevada .................. 0 31 5 1 5 1 0 0 0 0 
Orange .................. 94 234 107 149 62 12:.1 27 19 18 7 
Placer .................... 13 15 3 10 3 8 0 0 0 2 
'Plumas .................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
i'averside .............. 52 121 142 65 129 60 13 4 0 1 
Sacramento .......... 58 124 57 14 35 10 22 2 0 2 
San Benito ............ U 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
S:n &mardino .. 208 278 127 344 87 133 10 1&5 30 26 
Sail Diego ............ 193 179 205 103 28 26 165 60 12 17 
San Francisco ...... 2 28 3 4 0 1 2 2 1 1 
San Joaquin .......... U 139 32 26 29 24 2 2 1 0 
San Luis Obispo .. 12 83 41 66 7 57 14 4 20 5 
San Mateo ............ 19 104 9 '( 7 3 2 4 0 0 
Santa Barbara ...... 12 11 12 80 12 67 0 9 0 4 
Santa Clara .......... 49 78 43 R16 29 RU 11 3 3 2 
Santa Cruz .......... 22 26 32 21 29 }8 0 0 3 3 
Sluasta .................... 20 24 4 5 4 5 0 0 0 0 
Sierra .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ................ 0 3 2 (t 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Solano .................... 5 5 7 12 4 11 2 1 1 0 
Sonoma .................. 34 16 22 32 19 31 0 0 3 1 
Stanislaus .............. 15 4 4 25 4 24 0 0 0 1 
Sutter .................... 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Tehama ................ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Trinity .................. 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Tulare .................... 3 20 9 12 9 6 0 1 0 5 
Tuolumne ............ 5 n: 3 2 1 1 2 1 0 0 
Ventura ................ 14 21 14 16 12 4 2 1 0 
yolo ........................ 6 20 7 30 7 28 0 0 0 2 
Yuba ...................... 18 3 2 3 2 1 0 0 0 2 

n Revised. 
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TABLE 17-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL COMPLAINTS 

Fiscal Vears 1975-76 and 1916-77 
Dispositions sfler trial 

Total Total DispositiollS Ullcontested Contested 
filings di:positions before trial matters matters 

County 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 197$-76 
State TotaL .......... 82,232. IIs4,955 50,882 848,689 35,389 "33,828 10,450 1lg,g/2 5,043 "4,689 

A1amed ..................... 3!IfiT "4,841 2,675 2,610 1,693 1,536 670 757 312 317 
Alpine ........................ 8 11 4 5 4 1 0 0 0 4 
Amador .................... 91 100 37 48 19 15 6 13 12 20 
Butte .......................... 405 256 180 159 129 113 34 37 17 9 
Calaveras .................. 137 124 88 ~ 42 74 24 24 22 12 
Colusa ........................ 51 46 34 29 29 2 "3 3 3 
Contra Costa ............ 1,534 1,588 865 911 581 604 171 159 101 154 
Del Norte ................ 103 75 75 59 66 31 3 15 6 1'l 
EI Dorado ...........•.... 552 660 533 501 315 297 122 119 96 8.5 
Fresno ...................... 2,188 1,978 1,273 620 768 514 408 84 97 42 
Glenn ........................ 64 82 60 80 43 55 11 16 6 9 
Humboldt ................ 117 113 8.5 125 32 53 20 49 33 23 
Imperial ..•..........•...... 314 663 271 404 203 318 41 70 27 16 
Inyo ........................... 136 119 84 49 25 32 32 2 7 15 
Kern .......................... 1,5ro 1,828 846 1,110 38.5 453 372 610 89 47 
Kings .......................... 175 277 166 146 !""2 88 49 51 15 7 
Lake .......................... 162 253 148 166 81 79 30 54 31 33 
Lassen ........................ B3 116 104 68 75 56 4 2 25 10 
!..cs Angeles .............. 25,582 26,163 15,454 16,915 12,667 13,449 1,675 2,W6 1,112 1,200 
Madera ...................... 245 252 152 123 96 72 25 l!9 31 22 
Marin ........................ 908 958 729 586 533 451 90 62 56 73 
M.riposa .................. 39 64 42 28 27 24 8 3 7 1 
Mendocino .............• 377 3B8 234 2l'.9 147 156 50 26 37 47 
Merced ...................... 400 479 347 354 281 272 38 48 28 34 
Modoc ........................ 68 78 37 49 34 34 3 9 0 6 
Mono .......................... 76 172 65 ll1 32 46 7 0 26 65 
Monterey .................. 1,026 742 715 573 478 463 147 65 90 45 
N.pa .......................... 210 322 138 219 103 167 10 23 25 29 
Nevad ....................... 248 8401 262 310 244 222 10 68 8 20 
Orange ...•.......•....•..•.. 7,239 6,397 4,095 3,664 2,827 2,383 998 922 270 359 
PI.cer ........................ 548 9$ 434 603 231 295 158 230 45 18 
Plumas ...................... 203 74 126 45 26 18 64 9 36 18 
Riverside .................. 2,843 2,529 2,098 2,023 1,733 1,432 205 454 160 137 
Sacramento .............. 2,232 2,478 2,001 2,047 849 1,015 1,033 907 125 125 
San Benito ................ 68 75 62 

8
59 38 43 10 ~ 14 12 

San Bernardino ...... 1,364 "1,435 904 846 532 11481 214 158 "134 
San Diego ................ 6,659 8,523 3,624 2,585 2,219 2,049 1.045 235 380 301 ., San Francisco .......... 4,334 4,192 2,s.~1 2,697 1,866 1,809 628 593 357 295 
San Joaquin .............. 1,133 895 498 i48 372 285 55 M 71 79 
San Luis Obispo ...... 529 663 424 315 151 168 236 131 :J7 16 
San Mateo ................ 2,049 1,680 l,OlO 847 644 612 136 96 230 139 
Santa Barbar ........... 8.51 1,339 4B6 B32 352 a: 82 160 52 72 
Santa Clara .............. 4,551 ~.484 3,013 Rl •423 1,733 959 566 321 253 
Santa Cruz .............. 442 423 272 267 206 180 31 32 35 55 
Shasta ........................ 600 671 259 "319 162 RI68 34 64 63 1!!1 
Sierra ........................ 19 14 8 6 1 agg 1 

8
2 6 4 

Siskiyou .................... 185 "ZTi! 146 "172 82 24 44 40 33 
Solano ........................ 322 257 132 143 10:1 109 7 18 20 16 
SOnom ....................... 809 627 462('( 380 306 268 108 50 48 62 
Stanislaus .................. 1,274 1,2.'35 550 4B8 398 315 93 112 61 61 
Sutter ........................ 116 210 131 198 9( 134 6 48 31 16 
Tehama .................... 271 298 107 103 67 50 24 28 16 25 
Trinity ...................... 49 50 40 46 19 20 2 6 19 20 
Tulare ........................ 459 452 243 253 214 191 11 27 1l! as 
Tuolumne ................ 215 "t~ 158 170 137 129 15 28 6 13 
Ventura ... , ................ 1,010 574 565 378 342 131 ~ 59 43 
yolo ............................ 414 335 271 246 223 199 ill 21 814 
yuba .......................... 228 246 214 188 130 130 39 32 45 26 

R Rev/sed. 
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TABLE 18-CALIFORNIA SUIPERIOR COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF OTHER CIVIL PETITIONS 

II 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions afier hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

filings dispositions berore hearing matters "Islters 
County 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

State Total .......... 116,185 11'6,474 86,105 Il00,393 58,008 1Ia4,871 26,010 24,510 2,087 RI•012 

.. Jameda .................. 4,11'9 ~031 4,001 1,007 1,7:1B 6:l 1,492 1,406 771 1:18 
Alpine ...................... 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador .................... 57 23 44 13 :12 4 B 7 4 2 
Butte ........................ 679 647 368 Z74 1'17 95 187 175 4 4 
Calaveras ................ 59 42 44 31 35 IB B 13 1 0 
Colusa .....................• 34 46 21 34 J!O 34 1 0 0 0 
Contra Costa •.....•..• 3,074 2,648 2,823 2,551 2,1<19 1,756 619 730 55 65 
Del Norte ................ 96 77 105 66 n 34 29 30 5 2 
El Dorado .............. 265 219 217 182 llY7 73 98 99 12 10 
Fresno ...................... 2,201 1,365 1,660 603 1,2132 341 331 255 47 7 
Glenn ...................... 77 45 46 23 !!5 3 22 20 1 0 
Humboldt ................ 824 578 789 R499 51iS 315 197 160 Z7 ~ 
Imperial .........•........ 413 177 169 77 121 6 45 69 3 2 
myo .......................... 87 86 73 50 6:l 19 10 28 0 3 
Kern ........................ 1,689 1,546 1,548 1,863 9t13 906 570 769 15 B 
Kings ........................ 415 323 368 254 31!8 51 40 203 0 0 
Lake .......................... 495 123 444 101 3117 37 46 82 1 2 
Lassen ...................... 98 95 94 6:l 14 Z7 18 24 2 12 
Los Angeles ............ 34,868 19,974 25,121 15,477 16,B<l9 6,585 7,995 8,767 277 125 
Madera .................... 94 104 90 101 53 71 Z7 21 10 9 
Marin ........................ 1,076 791 533 396 352 209 174 164 7 3 
Maripos ................... 71 14 36 5 18 0 IB 5 0 0 , ~ Mendocino .............. 315 210 161 142 92 :18 82 95 7 9 
Merced .................... 977 933 360 419 2<15 147 112 262 3 10 
Modoc ...................... 48 42 42 25 35 17 7 7 (J 1 
Mono ........................ 15 3 6 I 0 0 2 0 4 1 
Monterey ................ 1,473 1,282 1,387 1,128 927 6Z7 444 492 16 9 
Napa ........................ 229 228 173 210 57 94 109 103 7 13 
Nevada .................... 221 168 91 no 118 48 1 59 2 3 
Orange .................... 9,.272 6,869 7,71B -5,372 6,405 4,098 1,281 1,240 32 34 
Placer ...................... \¥.l4 113 565 114 4l!O Z7 144 86 1 1 
Plumas .................... S8 44 10 21 1 1 9 20 0 0 
Riverside ............... 2~i8 1,732 1,871 1,692 1,1'13 999 641 648 87 45 
Sacramento ............ 4,9ll9 3,948 4,066 3,117 2,.'1'13 2,508 899 528 224 B1 
San Benito .............. 131 83 120 82 IIlB 51 12 30 0 1 
San Bernardino ...... 6,l'.l7 RS,173 4,193 Ra,6:l7 2,91B ~,7S1 1,234 859 41 Z7 
San Diego ................ B,361 5,301 6,700 5,643 3,686 3,567 2,907 1,995 107 61 
San Francisco ........ 3,139 I,97B 2,168 1,368 1,51l2 734 651 007 15 Z7 
San Joaquin ............ 869 782 794 442 4.'58 100 309 333 Z7 9 
San Luis Obispo .... 1,042 ~ 447 257 214 136 210 119 23 2 
San Mateo .............. 1,623 1,583 1,173 1,324 1150 645 565 651 46 28 
Santa Barbara ........ 2,360 83l; 1,254 495 9:Ui 216 292 26:l 36 16 
Santa Clara ............ 7.oos 6,066 4,285 R3,702 3,197 ~,903 1,060 767 28 32 
Santa Cruz .............. 688 528 689 456 317 141 370 306 2 9 
Shasta ..................... 582 442 515 R31B 3131 R41 114 Z74 20 3 
Sierra ........................ 3 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou .................... 255 RI57 191 RU6 1013 RBI 48 R35 0 0 
Solano ...................... 921 542 465 438 294 244 190 185 1 9 
Sonoma .................... 1,586 959 1,388 675 :l.l7 182 1,028 467 23 26 
Stanlstaus ................ 1,926 821 1,317 613 Bl16 401 457 200 4 12 
Sutter ................ "' ..... 251 144 196 115 1·13 37 48 75 5 3 
Telwna .................... 185 197 lOB 189 59 lOB 47 78 2 3 
TrinIty ...................... Bl 42 86 Z7 58 16 22 7 8 4 
Tulare ...................... 940 596 1,090 5:l8 9;)6 :l84 148 92 6 82 
Tuolumne ................ 169 S8 105 79 55 34 50 43 0 2 
Ventura .................... 4,422 R2,59(J 3,309 3,085 2,8.34 2,670 430 369 45 ~ yolo .......................... 280 258 264 219 112 88 132 RI26 20 
Yuba ........................ 245 199 179 134 138 70 40 62 1 2 

RRevised. 
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TABLE 19-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURl'S 
MENTAL HEALTH FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispcsitions after hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
filings dispositions before hearing matters f1lJ1tters 

County 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-16 1976-77 1975-16 1976-77 1975-16 1976-77 1975-'16 

State Total .............. 5,451 lI6,098 4,925 "5,621 241 "269 4,360 114,911 324 lI441 

Alameda ...................... 28 48 33 lIro 3 8 'a 174 3 lIU 
Alpine .......................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Butte ............................ 18 16 20 19 1 2 17 12 2 5 
Calaveras .................... 9 0 7 0 2 0 5 0 0 (I 
Colusa ......................... 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Contra Costa .............. 169 232 154 231 34 22 93 192 'Z1 11 
0,,1 Norte .................. 14 21 8 12 1 1 6 10 1 1 
El Dorado .................. 31 25 30 25 1 7 23 18 0 0 
Fresno .......... __ ........... 279 ~ 245 223 68 32 159 183 18 8 
Glenn .......................... 4 6 5 2 0 0 1 1 " 1 
H1>mboldt .................. 2A 34 21 26 4 4 9 20 8 2 
Imperial ...................... 67 77 61 79 0 1 59 74 2 4 
lnyo .............................. 3 6 2 3 1 1 1 2 0 0 
Kem ............................ 103 157 71 151 1 10 70 134 0 7 
Kings ............................ 51 61 42 41 0 0 41 41 1 0 
Lake ............................ 15 12 13 8 1 1 9 3 3 4 
Lassen .......................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles ................ 1,021 995 998 970 1ST 60 917 900 14 10 
Madera ........................ 21 13 16 1 0 0 10 3 6 " Marin .......................... 21 31 20 27 3 17 :. 3 14 1 
Mariposa .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino ................ 4 10 4 10 0 0 4 7 0 3 
Merced ........................ 20 22 18 26 1 2 15 21 2 3 
Modoc .......................... 1 2 1 3 0 0 1 3 0 0 
Mono ............................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Monterey .................... 118 193 93 170 3 :>. 82 137 8 31 
Napa ............................ 12 2 12 2 0 0 0 0 12 2 
Nevada ........................ 0 10 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Orange ........................ 177 167 166 159 1 0 163 157 2 .2 
Placer ............. ~ ............ 15 8 13 8 0 0 12 8 1 0 
Plumas ........................ 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
Riverside .................... 128 200 152 230 10 28 123 172 19 32 
Sacramento ................ 14 70 Jl 67 1 1 6 41 4 25 
San Benito .................. 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 
San Bemardino ........ 296 242 ~13 3 R4 231 8 R6 

San Diego .................. Wl 828 B58 768 0 0 851 744 7 24 
San Francisco ............ 230 287 ~ 349 4 12 212 318 17 19 
San Joaquin ................ 69 59 67 178 0 0 58 ~7 9 1 
San Luis Obispo ........ 42 37 3B 32 1 0 35 21 2 11 
San Mateo .................. 135 108 118 75 0 0 101 57 17 III 
Santa Barbara ............ 110 98 93 66 5 6 85 67 3 13 
Santa Clara ................ 677 It;; 526 R: 0 ~ 467 830 59 129 
Santa Cruz ........... _ .. 29 24 0 22 65 2 3 
Shasta .......................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (j 0 0 
Sierra .......................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ...................... 8 7 7 7 2 4 5 3 0 0 
Solano .......................... 25 31 19 28 1 1 17 26 1 1 
Sonoma ........................ 44 II 17 20 6 Q 11 18 0 2 
Stanlsl.us .................... 63 51 35 52 0 0 25 32 10 20 
Sutter .......................... 8 8 8 7 0 0 8 7 0 0 
Tehama , ..................... 1 5 1 4 1 0 0 2 0 2 
Trinity ........................ 1 3 1 2 0 0 0 2 1 Q 

Tulare .......................... 107 75 86 70 1 4 72 59 13 7 
Tuolumne .................. 13 3 13 3 2 0 10 3 1 0 
Ventura ..... _ ................. 282 174. 304 157 6 4 275 147 23 6 
yolo, ............................. 22 15 17 15 0 3 11 12 0 0 
Yub ............................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 

II Revised. 
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TABLE 20-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
Q) 

JUVENII.E DELINQUENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions sRer hearinll. 
FilinG!' Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

Total -2!!8!!~ Subsequent Dispositions Before hearinll. matters matters 
76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-7" 

State total ........................................................ 93,171 93,980 58,142 58,943 35,029 37lJ37 86,845 89,995 11,662 15,631 61,847 62,016 13,336 12,348 

Alameda .......................................................... 
'-< 

4,837 4,521 2,94U 2,506 1,897 2,015 4,475 4,466 25B 45B 3,479 3,577 740 433 c: 
Alpine .............................................................. 2 2 0 1 2 1 2 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 tl 
Amndor ............................................................ 19 22 13 18 6 4 14 12 0 0 7 8 7 4 ..... 

() 
Butte ................................................................ 424 42B 2B6 295 138 133 391 429 18 70 345 335 28 24 ...... 
Calaveras ........................................................ 40 33 29 32 11 44 45 4 9 32 33 8 3 ;> 
Colusa .............................................................. 33 38 20 23 13 15 35 33 1 2 32 27 2 4 i:""' 
Contra Costn .................................................. 3,251 3,281 1,853 1,833 1,398 1,448 2,728 2,778 72 69 2,380 2,474 276 235 () 

Del Norte ........................................................ B4 101 52 79 32 22 94 95 14 24 71 B4 9 7 0 
El Dorado ...................................................... 222 195 118 123 104 ~2 213 161 17 22 180 130 16 9 c: 
Fresno .............................................................. 1,753 1,344 1,239 1l1,344 514 1,639 1,213 151 219 766 726 722 26B ~ 
Glenn ............... " ............................................ 67 43 61 35 6 8 64 47 4 1 54 39 6 7 ..... 
Humboldt ........................................................ 378 320 206 159 172 161 350 329 97 80 221 222 32 27 i:""' 
Imperial .......................................................... 273 442 158 250 115 192 250 451 55 104 150 2B9 45 58 0 
Inyo .................................................................. 67 51 81 40 6 11 73 27 0 0 73 26 0 1 "%j 

Kern ................................................................ 1,550 1,771 B93 955 657 622 1,594 1,671 73 119 1.151 1,398 370 354 () 
Kings ................................................................ 323 343 163 191 160 152 294 307 38 24 185 244 71 39 ;> 
Lake .................................................................. 54 49 39 44 15 5 60 40 10 0 46 40 4 0 t: 
Lassen .............................................................. 24 24 24 22 0 2 25 33 10 8 15 24 0 1 "%j 

Los Angeles .................................................... 25.626 29,010 15,796 17.422 9,B30 11,588 24,168 28,614 6,827 9,746 11,595 12,599 5,746 6,267 0 
Madera ............................................................ 436 4BO 269 23B 167 242 42B 461 25 33 367 3B5 34 43 ~ 

Marin ................................................................ 614 817 2B5 35B 349 459 465 646 12 77 40B 532 45 37 Z 
Mariposa .......................................................... 9 16 , 12 2 4 6 12 0 1 6 6 0 5 ;;: 
Mendocino ............................. 1 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2B5 198 209 166 58 32 224 199 38 37 179 150 7 12 
Merced .................... 1 •••••••••••• , .......................... 529 469 317 2BR 212 181 535 452 44 21 3B3 332 lOB 99 
Modoc .............................................................. 28 22 25 15 3 7 34 19 8 2 23 14 3 3 
Mono ................................................................ 19 13 17 13 2 0 17 7 2 1 15 6 0 0 
Monterey ........................................................ 1,319 1,5.18 750 749 569 789 1,125 1,373 37 B3 B95 969 193 321 
Napa ............................................................... 374 326 233 2.1B 141 lOB 327 262 4 9 294 240 29 33 
Nevada ........................................................... 67 62 67 76 0 6 90 67 4 23 54 80 2 4 
Orange ............................................................ 1,228 11,028 7,272 6.951 3,956 4,077 10,769 10,654 231 58 10,237 10,396 301 200 
Placer .............................................................. 477 572 262 295 215 277 42B 477 13 36 349 3B3 66 78 
Plwnas ... w ..................................................... 41 52 40 49 I 3 46 43 8 2 30 33 10 8 
Riverside ........................................................ 3,154 2,454 1,671 1,520 1,283 934 3.032 2,404 3B5 281 2,496 2,044 171 79 



Sac:ramento .................................................... 3,849 3,902 2,059 1,839 1,791} 2)~ 3,462 3,124 103 58 2,963 2,706 396 000 
San Benito ...................................................... 75 46 60 31 15 15 1)1 41 2 0 59 40 6 1 
San Bernardino ............................................. 2,958 2,99B 2,024 2,298 934 700 2,600 2,600 2B3 2159 2,089 2,064 228 2157 
San Diego ........................................................ 6,563 6,324 4,345 4,204 2,218 2,120 6,509 6,384 309 355 5,624 5,570 576 459-
San Francisco ............................................... 2,355 2,624 1,597 1,587 758 l,o:rr 2,278 2,458 563 827 1,233 729 480 902 
San Joaquin .................................................... 1,1)12 1,332 rm 831. 735 SOl 1,363 1,1215 80 22 95;; 8B8 331 215 
San Luis Obispo ............................................ 422 363 2151 210 171 153 397 342 33 51 338 264 26 ZT 
San Mateo ...................................................... 2,641 2,531 1,509 1,375 1,132 1,156 2,081 2,308 129 80 1,584 2,008 368 220 
Santa Barbara ................................................ 1,617 1,330 815 750 802 560 1,524 1,444 135 82 1,203 1,241 106 121 
Santa Clara .................................................... 5,281 4,378 3,614 2,581 1,61)1 1,797 4,874 4,257 467 610 4,056 3,337 351 310 
Santa Cruz ...................................................... 338 329 256 208 82 121 331 3U 14 2 128 233 189 76 
Shasta .............................................................. 384 R559 317 246 1)1 R313 384 564 U 18 336 504 37 112 
Sierra ...................................... ,~ ...................... 4 9 4 9 0 0 2 14 0 0 2 14 0 0 
Siskiyou .............. ............................................ 51 33 41 28 10 5 54 33 4 5 46 23 4 11 
Solano .............................................................. 781 721 551 458 230 265 749 707 150 134 513 516 86 rn 
Sonoma ............................................................ 1,046 935 760 660 288 ZT5 1,121 I,OU 192 265 596 494 333 SZ2 
Stanislaus ........................................................ 1,368 1,323 961 856 407 41>'7 I,2U 1,344 198 207 730 962 2B3 1(75 
Sutter .......•.................... ~-I ................................ Ul 103 81 80 30 23 93 79 21 23 66 53 6 3 
Tehama ....................... : .................................... lOS 123 65 86 43 37 97 128 4 14 82 106 U 8 
Trinity .............................................................. 61 30 49 23 12 7 49 23 3 6 44 16 2 1 
Tulare .............................................................. 1,479 1,387 774 70s 705 1)19 1,163 973 86 82 886 827 191 64 
Tuolwnne ........................................................ 98 129 88 101 10 28 U7 124 15 12 87 107 15 5 
Ventura ............................................................ 1,835 1,810 1,135 1,159 700 7U 1,841 2,OU 407 872 1,337 1,104 97 35 
yolo .................................................................. 231 ZT5 129 137 102 138 241 ZT9 1 0 165 243 49 38 
Yuba ................................................................ 214 235 125 160 89 75 198 243 6 28 158 161 34 54 

"The filing and disposition figures since fiscal year 1975-76 include, for the first time, subsequent petitions rued under Sections 601 and 602 of Ibe Welfare and Institutions Code ol1,'wards 
and probationers of Ibe court alleging additional crimes or delinquency. Previous to fiscal year 1975-76 only filings and dispositions of original petitions were counted. 

b This court did not report separately original and subsequent petitions rued under Sections 601 and 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code in 1975-76. 
RRevised 
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TABLE 2OA-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS l!iO 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FILINGS BY TYPE" 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-76 AND 1975-77 

601 Wei-I 602 Wei-I 
Totsl Onidnsl Subsequent Totsl Orildnsl Subsequent 

County 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-'!7 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

Totals .................................................................................................. 6,801 12,806 4,BKl 9.675 1,914 3.131 86,370 81.174 53,255 47,2£8 33.115 33,906 
'-

A1arneda ........................................................................................... , 123 406 108 375 15 31 4.7.14 4.115 2,832 2,131 1,882 1.984 c:: 
Alpine ................................................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 2 1 t:J ..... 
Arnador .............................................................................................. 0 1 0 0 0 1 19 21 13 18 6 3 () 
Butte .................................................................................................. 26 83 17 86 9 17 398 345 269 229 129 116 ..... 

:> 
Calaveras .......................................................................................... 4 6 3 6 1 0 36 27 26 26 10 1 t"' 
Colusa ................................................................................................ 4 7 2 6 2 1 29 31 18 17 11 14 () 
Contra Co.ta .................................................................................... 202 459 143 349 59 110 3.049 2,822 1.710 1.464 1,339 1.338 0 
Del Norte .......................................................................................... 17 33 10 24 7 9 67 68 42 35 25 13 c:: 
El Dorado ........... " ........................................................................... 12 b~ 4 ~~ 8 b~ 210 \?~ 114 V: 96 b~ Z 
Fremo ................................................................................................ 469 360 Il9 1,284 859 425 () 
Glenn 12 10 11 10 1 0 55 33 50 25 5 8 

..... 
••• ,A» .................................................•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• t"' 

Hurnboldt .......................................................................................... 43 114 28 46 15 68 335 206 178 113 157 93 0 Irnperlal ............................................................................................ 21 60 18 49 3 11 252 362 140 201 112 181 '%j 
Inyo .................................................................................................... 10 7 10 5 0 2 77 44 71 35 6 9 

() Kern ..................... , ....................................................................... , .... 83 131 67 123 16 8 1.467 1.646 826 832 641 814 :> Kings ..................................................................... , ........................... 10 36 9 33 1 3 313 3f1T 154 158 159 149 t: Lnke" .. ,," ............................................................................................ 4 26 4 21 0 5 50 23 35 23 13 0 
Lnssen ................................................................................................ 7 17 7 15 0 2 17 7 17 7 0 0 

'%j 
0 Lo. Angeles ..................................................................................... 639 1.794 515 1,221 124 573 24.987 27,216 15,281 16,201 9.706 11,oI5 ~ 

Madera .............................................................................................. 32 57 27 54 5 3 404 423 242 184 162 239 Z 
Marin ............................. " ................................................................... 167 391 77 197 90 194 447 426 188 161 259 265 ..... 
Mariposa ............................................................................................ 1 6 1 3 0 3 8 10 6 9 2 1 :> 
Mendocino ........................................................................................ 19 37 16 34 3 3 246 161 193 132 53 29 
Merced .............................................................................................. 21 34 IB 23 3 11 508 435 299 265 209 170 
Modoc ................................................................................................ 2 1 2 1 0 0 26 21 23 14 3 7 
Mono .................................................................................................. 1 3 1 3 0 0 18 10 16 10 2 0 
Monterey ............................................ , ............................................ 66 168 59 liB 7 50 1,253 1,370 691 631 562 739 
Napa , ................................................................................................. 57 74 36 51 21 23 317 252 197 167 120 85 
Nevada ...................................................................... ..., .................... 17 24 17 23 0 1 70 ~8 70 53 0 5 
Orange .............................................................................................. 1.191 1.488 B46 1.177 343 311 10.037 9,540 6.424 5.774 3.613 3.766 
Plocer ................................................................................................ 33 82 22 42 11 40 444 490 240 253 204 237 
Plurnas ~ •• ••• ........... ·, ... U ••• ,· •• •••••••• .................. • ••.................................. 11 14 10 13 1 1 30 36 30 36 0 2 
Riverside .......................................................................................... 369 508 261 397 108 111 2.785 1.946 1.610 1.123 1.175 823 



Sacramento ...................................................................................... 223 345 184 258 39 ff7 3,626 3,557 1,875 1,581 1,751 1,976 
San Benito ........................................................................................ 6 l.9 :5 14 1 5 69 Z1 55 17 14 10 
San Bernardino .................................. -. ........................................... 330 462 121 293 209 169 2,626 2,536 1,903 2,005 725 531 
San Diego .......................................................................................... 147 417 147 397 0 20 6,416 5!Xf1 4,198 3,fM1 2,218 2,100 
San Francisco .................................................................................. 257 482 209 394 48 88 2,098 2,142 1,388 1,193 710 94<l 
San Joaquin ...................................................................................... 296 466 207 349 89 117 1,376 B66 730 482 646 38\l 
San Luis Obispo ............................................................................. 22 84 12 47 10 17 400 299 239 163 161 136 

..... 
~ 

San Mateo ........................................................................................ 372 744 Iff7 360 205 384 2,259 1,787 1,342 1,015 9Z1 772 
Santa Barbara .................................................................................. 234 32G 1£.2 202 112 124 1,383 1,004 693 548 690 466 

~ 
tlj 

Santa Clara ....................................................................................... 466 7f:i1 371 548 95 219 4,815 3,611 3,243 2,033 1,572 1,578 
Santa Cruz ........................................................................................ 2B 73 26 66 2 7 310 256 230 142 ao 114 
Shasta ................................................................................................. 103 R 126 91 63 12 R63 281 R433 228 183 55 R250 
Sierra .................................................................................................. 4 9 4 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou .............................................................................................. 9 14 9 12 0 2 42 19 32 16 10 3 
Solano ................................................................................................ ~3 62 -~S 61 0 1 738 659 508 395 230 284 
SOnoma~ •.........••.......................................•..........•......•........•..........•... 214 260 182 223 32 37 1!34. f:i15 f:i18 437 256 238 
Stanisbus .......................................................................................... 59 138 52 122 7 14 1,309 1,1ff7 909 734 400 453 
Sutter .................................................................................................. 3 10 2 8 1 2 108 93 79 72 29 21 
Tehama .............................................................................................. 23 30 11 Z1 12 3 85 93 54 59 31 34 
Trinity ............................................................................................... 17 6 14 6 3 0 44 24 35 17 9 7 
Tulare ................................................................................................ 135 132 86 114 49 18 1,344 1,255 688 594 656 661 
Tuolumne .......................................................................................... ~ 25 9 22 0 3 89 104 79 79 10 2.5 
Ventura .............................................................................................. f:i1 242 53 150 14 92 1,768 1,628 1,082 1,009 688 619 
yolo .................................................................................................... 41 106 18 52 23 54 190 169 111 85 79 84 
Yuba .~.I.··· ..... ·.···· ............... ·.····.·.· ... ·.· ................................................. 20 42 11 37 9 5 194 193 114 123 ao 70 

"0 
0 
~ 
C3 

&1 
tlj 

G".l 
0 
<: 
tlj 
:xl 
Z 
0 
!::r:f 

• The filing figures since fiscal year 1975-76 include, for the first time, subsequent petitions filed under Sections 601 and 602 of the Welfare and Institutions Code on wards and probationers 
of the court alleging additional crimes or delinquency. Previous to fiscal year 1975-76 only filinF~ of original petitions were counted. 

b This c'Ourt did not report separately original and subsequent petitions filed under Sections 601 aner'ii02 of the Welfare and Institutions Code In 1975-76. 
R Revised 
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TABLE 21-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS CJl 

0 
JUVENILE DEPENDENCY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS a 

Fiscal Years 197&-76 and 1976-17 
Dispositions sRer heJlrin.t< 

FiUn~ Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 
Total originals Subsequent dispositions before hesrinll. m8tters matters 

CDunly 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

TctaJs .................................................................................... 14.615 14.092 13.840 13.151 775 941 13.106 13.669 2,064 1,987 9,399 10,283 1.643 1,399 

Alameda ................................................................................ 
...... 

885 870 836 794 49 76 850 816 69 141 693 621 88 54 § Alpine .................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador ................................................................................ 10 9 6 6 4 3 4 4 0 0 3 4 0 ..... n 
Butte ...................................................................................... 143 190 138 187 5 3 131 149 9 18 117 90 5 41 ..... 
Calaveras .............................................................................. 13 16 10 12 3 4 8 21 2 7 5 10 1 4 >-
Colusa .................................................................................. 20 13 17 13 3 0 20 7 2 0 7 0 11 7 t'"' 
Contra Costa ........................................................................ 445 432 364 357 81 75 403 566 14 7 345 479 44 80 n 
Del Norte ............................................................................ 45 50 40 44 5 6 33 38 17 8 16 25 0 5 0 
EI Dorado ............................................................................ 38 23 34 b~ 2 b~ 34 18 4 4 30 13 0 1 C 

Z Fresno ....................................... , .......................................... 312 240 282 30 286 222 44 :!Ii 143 127 99 60 n 
Olenn .................................................................................... 15 21, 14 21 1 0 15 20 0 0 7 10 8 10 ..... 
Humboldt ............................................................................ 96 71 83 55 13 19 76 82 6 11 65 60 5 11 t" 
Imperial .................................................................... , ........... 103 97 95 92 8 5 71 112 18 fiT 48 39 5 16 0 
Inyo ........................................................................................ 7 11 7 11 0 0 11 7 0 0 11 7 0 0 "l 
Kem ...................................................................................... 391 316 380 316 11 0 391 331 37 42 W 264 87 25 n 
1.{ings ...................................................................................... 133 74 126 68 7 6 141 68 28 24 104 42 9 2 >-
Lake ................................... , .................................................. 46 17 46 17 1 0 45 16 3 0 40 13 2 3 t: 
I..assen .................................................................................... 11 3 11 3 0 0 12 5 3 0 9 5 0 0 "l 
Los Angeles ............. , .................................................. , ......... 3,291 3.147 3,288 3.026 23 121 2,656 3.069 478 400 1.708 2,328 470 341 0 
Madera .................................................................................. 97 109 96 109 1 0 97 109 4 6 90 90 3 13 !:t:I 
Marin .................................................................................... 113 97 106 81 7 16 110 122 6 19 97 97 7 6 Z 
Mariposa .............................................................................. <I 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 > 
Mendocino ...................................... , ....... " .......................... 46 52 43 50 3 2 56 52 12 lu 40 32 4 5 
Merced .................................................................................. 164 165 163 179 1 6 176 170 110 78 65 86 1 6 
Modoc .................................................................................... 8 11 7 10 1 1 8 12 0 0 8 12 0 0 
Mono ..•....................... , .......... _ ............................................... 3 5 3 5 0 0 2 5 1 0 1 5 0 0 
Monterey ............................................................................. 282 255 286 236 16 19 237 226 23 14 213 196 1 16 
N.pa ...................................................................................... 83 93 68 82 17 11 86 81 1 14 69 56 16 11 
Nev.ds .................................................................................. 19 25 19 25 0 0 23 24 3 0 20 22 0 2 
Orange .................................................................................. 84ll 780 779 756 61 24 778 759 109 7 618 697 51 55 
Placer .................................................................................... 80 79 76 77 4 2 71 82 8 7 46 60 17 15 
Plu.mas .................................................................................. 16 14 16 14 0 0 21 11 5 2 15 7 1 2 
Riverside .............................................................................. 594 575 582 573 12 2 602 548 156 D1 404 474 40 7 



t 
~ .... 
~ 

----.-. 

Sacramento .......................................................................... 692 8a2. 608 715 84 111 695 726 YJ 9 535 673 133i 44 
San BenJto ............................................................................ 9 3 3 1 6 2 10 4 0 0 10 " 0 0 
San Bernardino .................................................................. 670 710 665 660 5 50 561 472 109 84 443 359 9 29 
San Diego ..................................... _ .................................... 1,145 1,141 1,136 1,IYJ 9 20 1,156 1,153 148 142 814 912 134 99 
San Francisco ...................................................................... 43d 374 437 358 1 16 364 573 112 241 222 232 30 100 
San Joaquln ..................................... _ ................................. 409 414 368 364 41 50 YJl 299 64 58 166 216 41 25 
San Luis Obispo .................................................................. 109 66 85 58 ~ 8 54 80 2 8 44 59 8 13 
San Mnteo ............................................................................ 302 363 YJ5 312 YJ 51 248 296 24 2 190 265 34 29 
Santa Barbara ...................................................................... YJ4 241 reo 203 54 3B 262 219 50 3B 185 IIl2 YJ 21 
Santa Clara .......................................................................... 674 485 655 471 19 14 585 511 103 93 454 3B9 29 29 
Santa Cruz ............................................. _ ........................... 73 104 73 104 0 0 73 104 6 0 48 67 21 17 
Shasta .................................................................................... 102 R175 94 128 8 R47 114 161 1 5 110 131 3 2.5 
Sierra ••••••••••• ~ ••••••• I •••••••••• • ••••• • ... • •••• ••• ••••• •• •••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 5 1 5 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 1 a 0 
Siskiyou .................................................................................. 33 26 33 26 0 0 2.5 30 3 11 16 12 6 7 
Solano .................................................................................... 145 119 129 100 16 19 133 110 19 18 105 81 9 11 
Sonoma .................................................................................. 235 223 197 186 3B a7 2.58 234 49 45 150 124 59 65 
Stanblaus .............................................................................. 174 175 161 175 13 0 147 199 20 49 1(17 130 20 20 
Sutter ...... u .......... _ ••••••••••••••••••• • .............................................. 41 36 36 32 5 4 39 38 ~ 12 2.5 25 10 1 
Tehama ................................................................................ 19 29 19 29 0 0 14 YJ 0 7 14 12 0 B 
Trinity .................................................................................. 26 18 16 14 10 4 35 10 6 2 20 3 9 1> 
TuIare .................................................................................... 193 142 193 142 0 0 135 117 22 10 86 99 47 8 
Tuolumne ................................................................ m ......... 25 39 25 as 0 0 12 31 0 6 9 19 3 6 
Ventura ................................................................................ 331 373 301 332 30 41 297 398 103 164 186 216 8 18 
\'0\" ........................................................................................ 81 74 66 58 15 16 III S6 17 0 84 76 10 12 
yuhn ...................................................................................... 59 40 58 40 1 0 46 36 1 2 31 2.5 14 9 

• The filing and disposition figures since fiscal year 1975-76 include, for the first time, subsequent petitions Iii.d inJtia.Ily under Section 600 and later under Section 300 of the Welfare and 
Institptions Code on dependent children alleging further acts of parental neglect. Previous to fiscal year 1975-16 only filings and dispositions of original petitions were counted. 

b This court did not report original and subsequent petitions separately. 
RR"vised. 
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TABLE 22-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS I:>:l 

CRIMINAL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 aild 1971j...,77 
Dispositions aher he~' 

Total Total Disposibons before hearinl{,a Uncontested Contested 

filinG!. dispositions Total Guiltz.. e1eas Other matters matters 
County 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Totals ... , ............................................................ 54,682 54,816 49,111 SO,I07 41,016 41,619 35,089 34,95ll 5,9'1:1 6,661 1,962 3,399 6,133 5,089 

~,786 
'-

A1ll1lleda .......................... , .............................. 2,740 2,498 2.298 2,238 1,910 1,829 1,487 4C9 423 73 1!l':l 187 196 c: 
Alpine .............................................................. 0 3 0 4 0 4 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 tj 
Am.dor ............................................................ 37 n: 'lJ 47 21 41 15 36 6 5 0 3 6 3 -(") 
Butte ................................................................ 2:72 225 22.1 128 134 110 110 IB 24 33 7 64 82 -Calaver ............................................. " ......... 58 31 54 'lJ 48 23 40 17 B 6 1 3 5 1 > 

l""' 
COIUSll .............................................................. 26 31 26 30 IB 28 IB 24 0 2 1 3 7 1 (") ;:-'.1 __ 
Contra Costa .................................................. 1,171 1,110 1,176 1,103 1,028 1,003 933 858 95 147 7 B 141 92 0 Del Norte ........................................................ 53 53 51 58 36 45 30 43 6 2 3 1 12 12 c::: 
EI Dorado ...................................................... 182 222 158 182 148 172 102 138 44 34 1 2 9 B Z 
Fresno .............................................................. 1,107 1.030 1,1£5 1,029 B11 646 6GB 517 143 129 103 11 261 372 Q 
Glenn .............................................................. 72 61 43 82 'lJ 45 21 35 6 10 4 33 12 4 
Humboldt ........................................................ 'lJ4 259 206 'lJ3 170 231 134 158 36 73 3 23 33 19 l""' 
Imperiol .......................................................... 220 31B 242 304 196 265 157 235 39 30 11 12 35 'lJ 0 
Inyo .................................................................. 87 56 60 41 59 32 55 'lJ 4 5 0 3 1 6 "!j 

Kern ............. , .................................................. 696 650 639 611 526 477 47B 440 48 37 11 20 102 114 (") 

Kings ................................................................ 200 171 177 141 121 86 79 54 42 32 S 4 48 51 t Lake .................................................................. 139 112 116 1'lJ 96 103 78 86 18 17 0 2 20 22 
Lassen .............................................................. 43 26 52 31 38 20 30 9 8 11 11 6 3 5 "!j 

Lo.~geles .................................................... 8,W 20,119 16,733 19,212 13,801 15,884 11,814 13,388 1,987 2,496 84B 2,229 2,084 1,099 0 
~ Madera ............................................................ 261 87 234 81 175 61 1'lJ 28 48 33 0 1 59 19 Z 

Marin ................................................................ 434 495 295 354 229 285 200 243 29 42 11 13 55 66 ;; 
Mariposa .......................................................... 24 7 24 15 22 14 22 12 0 2 1 1 1 O· 

Mendocino ........................................... ,. ......... 179 ISO 166 173 122 128 98 92 24 36 10 13 36 32 
Merced ............................................................ 428 394 308 377 240 292 216 243 24 49 18 21 SO 64 
Moooo .............................................................. 32 27 32 25 26 18 22 18 <I 0 1 3 5 4 
Mono ................................................................ 37 ~ 35 40 24 13 21 9 3 4 5 10 6 17 
Monterey ........................................................ 844 912 843 940 682 752 560 596 122 156 53 41 lOS 147 
Napa ............................................................... 122 ~15 129 109 87 69 87 67 0 2 17 17 25 23 
Nevada ............................................................ 64 89 74 129 59 Bl SO 73 9 8 0 38 15 10 
Orange ............................................................ 2,225 2.045 2,096 2,078 1,785 1,779 1,677 1,655 lOS 124 47 82 264 217 
Placer .............................................................. 145 186 184 191 149 169 119 140 30 29 18 2 17 2!.l 
Plum .............................................................. 'lJ 38 24 41 15 26 13 23 2 3 3 3 6 12 
Riverside ........................................................ 1,580 Rl ,147 1,303 1,155 1,077 890 825 742 252 148 55 39 171 228 



Sacramento .................................................... 2,138 ~070 1,436 1,289 1,228 1,107 9'i17 831 231 ZT6 2.6 13 Ill? 169 
San Benito ...................................................... 39 29 44 43 39 35 35 31 4 4 0 1 5 1 
San Bernardino .............................................. 1,84!; 2,005 1.744 1,735 1,401 1.422 1,258 1,184 143 238 66 48 Z17 26.5 
San Diego ........................................................ 4,373 4,254 3,959 3,913 3,583 3,425 3,114 3.074 449 351 511 114 338 374 
San Frnncisco ................................................ 2,638 2,649 2,471 2,110 2,250 1,888 1.956 1,591 294 Z!1 '\9 47 172 175 
San Joaquin .................................................... 686 755 617 662 551 608 408 436 14.':: 112 l 1 65 .53 
San Luis Obispo ............ " .. " .......................... 332 170 203 167 1511 138 146 110 12 28 9 8 36 21 
San Mateo ...................................................... 1,054 979 B22 757 709 648 570 568 139 80 6 6 107 lOS 
Santa Barbara ............................................... 629 566 572 576 488 478 379 352 109 12.6 7 18 77 80 
Santa Clara .................................................... 3,541 3,233 3,186 2,935 2,731 2,504 2,542 2,293 189 211 237 180 218 251 
Santa Cruz ...................................................... 438 416 429 394 370 333 29'3 ZT4 74 59 6 6 53 155 
Shasta .............................................................. 514 474 603 532 534 470 511 402 23 68 16 1 53 61 
Sierra ................................................................ 13 8 ~ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4 1 
Sisldyou ........................................................... 98 66 93 72 8() 58 64 40 16 IS 1 () 12 14 
Solano .............................................................. 5.34 443 503 3B3 403 310 373 2M 30 30 11 8 89 f}IS 
Sonoma ............................................................ 547 455 337 24 258 342 ISO 219 lOB 124 17 7 62 75 
Stauislaus ........................................................ 796 Rs71 568 '''i;n 422 R539 340 428 82 Rll! 18 ZT 128 \\1l 
Sutter ................................................................ 1ZT 168 W 141 111 130 109 128 2 2 0 0 16 tl 
Tehama ............................................................ 94 A~ 119 AI7 94 ~ 81 89 13 ~ 2 0 23 )12 
Trinit}' ............. _ .............................................. 45 38 40 32 25 ZT 7 () 2 6 9 
Tulare .............................................................. 740 597 617 381 382 251 292 178 90 73 34 12 201 lIS 
Tuolwnne ........................................................ 90 70 15 8() 56 50 42 39 14 11 4 3 15 7 
Ventura ............................................................ 941 1.r04 800 661 694 763 S53 572 141 191 34 34 72 64 
yoJo .................................................................. 219 185 199 144 173 128 143 100 30 28 0 3 l!6 13 
Yuba ................................................................ 183 183 117 162 89 134 77 109 12 25 0 8 28 20 

• Since 1975-76 the number of defendants who plead guilt}' before the start of trial are shown as a separate category. In addition. the definition oEun06nt""ted matters in crlrolnal proceedings 
was changed due to a revision of tbl reporting regulations effective on Juiy 1, 1975. In fiscal year 197""75 and prior years uncont""ted matters only included defendants whose cases 
were disposed of on the record of the Y'rellminary hearing. Une<>nlested matters conunencing fiscal year 1975-76 include all deFendlmts whose cases Were disposed of fonowing II trial 

R in which only one part}' introduced eviLence. 
Revised. 
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TABLE Z2A-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIMINAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER UNCONTESTED TRIAL a 

Fi3cal Years 1975-·76 and 1975-TI 
Total Disposed of Aller Uncontestecl He~ ~CfJ!!!J!ecI or DismiSJecI 

AU Defend1lnts BJ:. Court BJ:.lP!Z BJ:.Court Bdury 
County 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

Totals .......................................................................... 1,962 3,399 1,551 2,553 411 846 367 673 65 246 

Alameda .............................................................................. 73 192 59 192 14 0 4 40 1 0 
Alpine .................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 G 0 0 0 
Amador .............................................................................. l· 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Butt., ................................................................................... 33 7 21 1 12 6 0 0 2 0 
CalaverllS ........................................................................... 1 3 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 
Colusa ................................................................................ 1 3 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Contra COstn ...................................................................... 7 8 3 8 4 0 0 2 0 0 
Del Norte .......................................... " .............................. ~ 1 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
El Dorado .......................................................................... 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 ! 0 0 
Fresno 103 11 103 5 0 6 30 0 0 0 
GI"nn .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 'l 33 3 24 1 9 0 0 0 0 
Humboldt ......................................................................... 3 23 0 17 3 5 0 0 0 3 
imperlal .............................................................................. 11 12 6 5 5 7 3 2 1 1 
inyo ...................................................................................... 0 3 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 
Kern ................................... ,. ............................................. 11 00 9 19 2 1 1 9 1 0 
Kings .................................................................................... 8 4 3 2 5 2 0 0 0 1 
Lake .................................................................................... 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
Lassen .................................................................................. 11 6 11 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Los Angeles ........................................................................ 846 2,229 659 1,529 189 700 202 452 42 224 
Madera ............................................ w ................................. 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Marin .................................................................................. 11 13 6 11 5 2 2 2 2 0 
Mariposa ............................................................................ 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mendooin6 ................ , ........................................................ 10 13 0 8 10 5 0 1 1 1 
Merced ................................................................................ 18 21 li 21 1 0 1 9 0 0 
1\.10000 .................................................................................. 1 3 1 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 
Mo~o ....... , ......................................... , •......•.•.•.•.••.•.....•...•..•.. 5 10 4 10 1 0 0 1 0 0 
Monterey ............................................................................ 53 41 34 35 19 Ii 3 8 5 2 
Napa ................................................. c .................................. 17 17 17 16 0 1 0 3 0 0 
Navada ................................................................................ 0 38 0 37 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Orange ................................................................................ 41 82 47 82 0 0 IS 33 0 0 
Placer .................................................................................. 18 2 14 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 
Plumas ................................................................................ 3 3 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 1 
lUverside ............................................................................ 55 39 47 36 8 3 10 14 1 0 

Convicted 
BJ:.Court BJ:..l'!!X. 

76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

1,184 1,880 346 600 
..... 

55 152 13 0 c: 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 3 0 0 

..... 
() 

21 1 10 6 -> 1 1 0 2 t'"' 
0 3 0 0 f"I 
3 6 4 0 0 
2 0 1 1 c: 
1 1 0 0 Z 

73 5 0 6 () 
3 24 1 9 -0 17 3 3 t'"' 
3 3 4 6 0 
0 1 0 1 

"%j 

8 10 1 1 () 

3 2 5 1 > 
0 0 0 2 t'"' -11 5 0 0 "%j 

457 1,077 147 416 0 
!:tl 0 0 0 0 Z 

4 9 3 2 ...... 
1 1 0 0 . ;> 
0 7 9 4 

16 12 1 0 
1 0 0 0 
4 9 1 0 

31 'Z1 14 4 
17 13 0 1 
0 37 0 1 

29 49 0 0 
14 0 4 2 
0 1 3 1 

37 22 7 3 -



Sacranlento ......................................................................... 26 13 13 8 13 5 0 1 0 0 13 7 13 15 
San Benito ............... , •...•..........•........•.....................•........... 0 7 0 6 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 4 0 1 
San Bernardino ................................................................ 66 48 60 44 6 4 15 10 0 0 45 34 6 4 
San Diego ...................................... ,', ................................. 58 114 52 103 6 11 19 20 I 3 33 83 11 8 
San Francisco .................................................................... 49 47 20 36 29 11 3 9 2 3 17 'J:l 'ZI 8 
San Joaquin ....................................................................... 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
San Luis Obispo .. , ................... , ......................................... 9 8 8 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 1 0 
San Mateo .......................................................................... 6 6 5 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 4 6 1 0 
Santa Barbara .................................................................... 7 18 7 15 0 3 2 7 0 1 5 8 0 2 
Santa Clara ........................................................................ 237 180 222 179 15 1 34 25 1 0 188 154 14 1 
Santa Cruz ........................ , ......... , ..................................... 6 6 5 3 1 3 0 0 0 3 5 3 1 0 
Shasta .................................................................................. 16 1 12 1 4 0 1 0 0 0 11 1 4 0 
Sierra .................................................................................. 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ............................................................................... 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Solano .................................................................................. 11 Il 11 6 0 2 2 0 0 1 9 6 0 1 
Sonoma ................................................................................. 17 7 9 4 8 3 1 0 0 0 8 4 8 3 
Stanislaus ............................................................................ 18 'J:l 9 13 9 14 3 6 2 0 6 7 7 14 
Sutter ........................ , ................................................. !J 0 {} 0 G 0 ii 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tet..una .................................. _ ....... _ ........ __ ... __ ...... _ .•. 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Trinity ................................................................................. 0 2 G 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tulare_ ........ _ ...................................................................... 34 12 18 7 16 5 8 4 1 0 10 3 15 IS 
Tuolumne ......................................................................... 4 3 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 1 
Ventura .......................... _ .............. _ .................................. 34 34 22 'J:l 12 7 1 4 1 0 21 23 11 7 
yolo ..................................................................................... 0 3 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 
yuba .................................................................................... 0 8 0 1 0 7 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 6 

• The number of defendants who were acquitted. dismissed or convicted following a trial in which only one party introduced evidence was reported for the /irst time in fiscal year 1975-76. 
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TABL'E 22B-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
CRIII.'INAL DISPOSITIONS AFTER CONTESTED TRIAL 0 

Fiscal Years 197~7G and 197&-77 

Total Disposed of Alter Contested TriM At;!1uitted or Dismissed Convicted 
AU Defendants -.!!yCourt Bd'!!Z BJ:.Court Bl'lurr BJ:. Court BJ:.l'!!Z 

County -76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 1'6-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

Totals .............................. " ......................................................................... 6.133 5.089 1.365 1,240 4.768 3.849 312 242 791 605 1,053 998 3!117 3,244 
..... 

A1l1Jlleda ....................................... , ............................................................ 187 196 18 11 169 185 4 4 18 28 14 7 151 157 c: 
Alpine ........................................ , ..................... ~, . ....................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 CI 
Amador ...................................................................................................... 6 3 0 2 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 6 j -() 
Butte .......................................................................................................... 84 82 13 10 51 72 0 2 1 12 13 8 50 60 -Calaveras ................ ; .................................................................................... 5 1 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 0 :> 

t"' 
Colusa ........................................................................................................ 1 1 3 {) 4 1 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 1 

(") Contra Costa ............................................................................................ 141 92 8 5 133 87 1 3 19 3 7 2 114 84 
Del Norte .................................................. : .............................. , ................ 12 12 2 3 10 9 0 1 2 2 2 2 8 7 0 c: El Dorado ................................................................................................. 9 8 2 ! 7 7 0 0 3 2 2 1 4 5 Z Fresno. ......... , .... ~ ........................................................................................ 281 372 78 199 203 173 23 \I 23 9 55 197 180 184 () 
GI"nn ......................................................................................................... 12 4 2 1 10 3 0 0 1 0 2 1 9 3 -Humboldt .................................................................................................. 33 19 15 5 1"1 14 2 0 1 4 14 5 16 10 t"' 
Imperial ...................................................................................................... 35 27 4 3 31 24 0 1 5 7 4 2 28 17 0 
Inyo ..................................................................................... " ..................... 1 6 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 4 "'l 
Kem ............................................................................................................ 102 114 1 13 101 101 0 6 13 17 1 7 68 84 () 
KIngs ............................................................ , ............................................. 48 51 4 4 44 47 0 3 11 6 4 1 33 41 t Lake ........................................................................................................... 20 2\1; 2 0 18 22 0 0 3 2 2 0 15 20 
La .•• lm ........................................................................................................ 3 5 1 0 2 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 5 "'l 
Los Angeles .... , ......................................................................................... 2.084 1.099 744 518 1,340 581 197 146 351 178 547 372 989 403 0 

~ Madera ...................................................................................................... 59 19 2 0 57 19 0 0 1 0 2 0 56 19 Z Marin .......................................................................................................... 55 56 8 8 47 48 1 1 9 15 7 7 38 33 -Mariposa .................................................................................................... 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 > 
Mendocino ............................................................................................... 38 32 6 14 30 IS 3 0 10 6 3 14 20 12 
Merced 50 84 18 16 32 48 2 3 4 2 16 13 28 46 
Modoc .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::: 5 4 ! 1 4 3 0 0 0 0 l 1 4 3 
Mono .... H ••••••••••••••••••• , ................................................................................ 6 17 4 11 2 6 1 2 0 1 3 9 2 5 
Monterey ................................................................. _ ................................. 108 147 15 21 93 126 J 4 22 18 12 17 71 108 
N.pa ............................................................................................................ 9.5 23 4 7 21 11' 0 0 4 3 4 7 17 13 
Nev.da ....................................................................................................... 15 10 5 1 10 ~~ 0 0 1 0 5 1 9 9 
Orange ........................................................................................................ 284 217 31 21 233 196 7 10 35 23 24 11 198 173 
Placer ... , .................................................... '0 .................... , ............................ 17 20 2 3 15 17 1 0 1 1 1 3 14 16 
Plumas ......... , ............................ H ..................... - .......................................... 6 12 1 0 5 12 0 0 3 2 1 0 2 10 
Riverside ..................................................................................................... 171 226 29 36 142 190 7 10 34 44 22 28 108 146 



- ~ -.---~------- - ----.---~~." .. -----~-- ---- --- --.,....------ ~~ 

Sacramento ............................................................................................... 182 169 11 ~ 171 147 1 1 6 0 10 21 165 147 
San Benito ....................................................................................... ' ........ 5 1 1 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 1 
San Bernardino ........................................................................................ m 265 34 19 243 246 4 0 49 54 30 19 194 192 
San Diego .................................................................................................. 338 374 96 98 242 Zl6 25 23 26 31 71 75 216 \l45 
San Francisco ............................................................................................ 112 175 24 21 148 154 2 2 10 13 22 19 138 141 
San Joaqum ................................................................................................ 65 53 1 1 64 52 0 0 11 6 1 I 53 46 
San Luis Obispo ...................................................................................... 36 21 5 2 31 19 0 0 3 4 5 2 23 15 

.... 
~ 
00 

San Mateo .................................................................................................. 107 103 1 7 106 96 0 0 0 0 1 7 106 96 
Santa Barbara ................................................................................. , ........ 17 130 5 7 72 73 3 0 8 9 2 7 64 64 
Santa Clara ................................................................................................ 218 251 44 51 174 200 4 5 19 17 40 46 155 183 
Santa Cruz ................................................................................................ 53 55 0 2 53 53 0 0 7 8 0 2 46 45 
Shasta .......................................................................................................... 53 61 12 20 41 41 1 0 4 3 11 20 31 38 
Sierra ............... , ............................. , .................................... , ....................... 4 J 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ............................................ " ........................................................ 12 14 0 3 12 lJ 0 1 5 4 0 2 7 7 
Solano ................................................. ,. ........................................................ 89 6,'; 8 5 81 6'J 0 0 10 14 8 5 71 46 
Sonoma ...................................................................................................... 82 f5 14 10 48 f.l5 3 1 4 2 11 9 44 63 
Stanlslaus .................................................................................................... 126 111 19 14 109 97 6 5 13 10 13 9 96 87 
Sutter ...... h ...................................................................................... _ ••••••• _ 16 11 3 0 13 11 0 0 0 0 3 0 13 11 
Tehama ......................................................................................... _ ......... 23 12 7 4 16 8 2 0 1 2 5 4 15 6 
Trinity ........................................................................................................ il 9 0 3 6 6 0 0 5 4 0 3 1 2 
Tulare ........................................................................................................ 201 liS 25 24 176 94 4 4 17 26 21 20 159 68 
Tuolumne .................................................................................................. 15 7 5 0 10 7 2 0 4 1 3 0 6 6 
Ventura~ •.............•.....•....... _ •...•.........•........................................................ 72 64 14 12 58 52 0 2 1 3 14 10 57 49 
Yolo ............................................................................................................ 26 13 1 0 25 13 0 0 4 3 1 0 21 10 
yuba ............................................................................................................ 2B 20 6 1 2\': 19 3 0 6 2 3 1 16 17 

!:d' 

~ 
0 
~ 
..:j 
0 

~ 
~ 
tr.i 

~ 
g 

• The number of defendants who were acquitted. dismissed or convicted following a trial in which both the »rosecution and the defense introduced evidence was r::lported for the first time 
in fiscal year 1915-76. 
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TABLE 22C-CAlIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS en 

00 
LEVEL OF CONVICTION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS 0 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-n 
Om victed before triaJ Omvicted sfler Ccnvicted slier 

ToW defendants convicted ofi on pI"" of guilty ofi court triaJ ofi jury triJlI ofi 
A111ypes Felony Misdemeanor Felony MisdemeJlDor Felony MisdemeJlDor Felony MisdemeJlDor 

County 76-77 i5-76 76-77 i5-76 76-77 i5-76 76-77 i5-76 76-77 i5-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 76-77 75-76 

State ToW ........ 41,649 41,680 38,187 38,556 3,462 3,124 32,004 32,223 3,085 2,735 2,015 2,613 222 265 4,168 3,72JJ ISS 124 

Alameda: ............... 2,062 1,803 2,011 1,753 51 SO 1,787 1,455 42 32 65 151 4 8 159 147 5 10 ...... 
Alpine .................... 0 3 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c:: 
Amador .................. 21 42 14 21 7 21 II 17 4 19 0 4 0 I 3 0 3 1 t:J -Butte ...................... 204 1&5 198 179 6 6 110 108 0 2 34 8 0 1 54 63 6 3 0 
Calaveras .............. 46 2JJ 34 9 12 11 28 6 12 11 1 1 0 0 5 2 0 0 -:> 
Colusa .................... 23 28 2JJ 27 3 1 15 23 3 1 3 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 t"' 
ContTa Costa ........ 1.081 946 1,044 688 11 60 917 797 16 59 9 8 1 0 118 83 0 1 0 
Del Norte .............. 43 53 2JJ 19 23 34 16 15 14 28 1 1 3 I 3 3 6 5 0 
El Dorado ............ 109 146 101 135 8 10 95 128 7 10 2 2 I 0 4 5 0 0 c:: 
Fresno .................... 976 889 968 886 10 3 682 517 6 0 124 199 4 3 160 170 0 0 Z 
Glenn .................... 36 72 36 2JJ 0 52 21 7 I) 28 5 2 0 23 10 11 \} 1 0 
Humboldt .............. 187 193 121 138 46 SS 91 111 43 47 14 17 0 5 16 10 3 3 

.... 
t"' 

Imperial ................ 194 263 168 232 28 31 133 206 24 29 6 4 1 1 29 22 1 1 0 Inyo ........................ 56 33 47 2JJ 9 13 47 16 8 11 0 0 1 1 0 4 0 1 
Kern ...................... 576 542 564 534 12 8 467 435 11 5 8 17 1 0 89 82 0 3 

"'l 

King ....................... 124 99 124 98 0 1 79 54 0 0 7 3 0 0 38 41 0 1 0 
:> 

Lulce ........................ 95 108 92 lOS 3 3 76 64 2 2 2 0 0 0 14 21 1 t"' 
Lassen .................... 44 19 43 19 1 0 29 9 1 0 12 5 0 0 2 5 0 0 .... 
Los Angeles .......... 13,954 15.716 12,173 14.480 1.781 1,236 10,223 12,:m 1,591 I.OTT 862 1,321 142 128 1,068 848 46 31 "'l 

0 
Madera .............. " .. 1&5 47 1&5 47 0 0 127 28 0 0 2 0 0 0 56 19 0 0 !:l:l 
Marin ...................... 252 294 252 294 0 0 200 243 0 0 11 16 0 0 41 35 lJ 0 Z 
Mariposa ................ 23 13 2Il 4 3 9 19 4 3 8 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ;; 
Mendocino ............ 130 129 60 82 70 67 34 41 64 51 2 8 1 13 24 13 5 3 
Merced .................. 277 314 247 'JifrT 30 47 198 197 18 46 23 25 9 0 26 45 3 1 
Modoc .................... 28 22 28 21 0 1 22 17 0 1 2 1 0 0 4 3 0 0 
Mono ...................... 31 32 24 28 7 4 15 7 6 2 7 16 0 2 2 5 1 0 
Monterey .............. 688 752 624 685 64 67 SOl 535 59 61 38 39 5 5 &5 111 0 1 
Napa ...................... 125 101 123 96 2 5 86 64 1 3 III 19 0 1 16 13 1 1 
Nevada .................. 64 121 64 119 0 2 50 71 0 2 5 38 0 0 9 10 0 0 
Orange .................. 1,928 1,688 1,849 1,808 79 60 1,619 1,585 58 70 114 57 9 3 186 186 12 7 
l'lacer .................... 152 161 121 138 31 23 89 119 30 21 15 3 0 0 17 16 1 2 
Plumas .................. 19 35 19 34 0 1 13 22 0 1 1 1 0 0 5 11 0 0 
Riverside .............. 999 939 958 909 41 30 795 723 30 19 54 41 5 7 109 145 6 4 

,. 



-.-.... ,~--~ ....... -~.-.- ~ ~-··......-~--~ __ -·-~ ___ -_--~ ...... __ w_--q ... , __ -~iIP_""'_-""""''!;_''r#''''IIIIi!',-''lW •• : _""e, -"'+"',_.,.,..,.,-~ 

Sacramento _." ..... 1,198 1,011 1,165 1,011 33 0 964 831 33 0 23 28 0 0 173 152 0 0 
San Benito _ ......... 40 37 30 32 10 5 26 26 9 5 0 4 1 0 4 2 0 0 
San Bernardino .... 1,533 1,433 1,462 1,339 71 94 1,193 1,094 65 90 72 51 3 2 197 1!l4 3 2 
San Diego .............. 3,4.."9 3,485 3,029 3,082 410 403 2,718 2,715 396 359 99 lZT 5 31 212 240 9 13 
San Francisco ...... 2,160 1,786 2,104 1,721 50 65 1,909 1,530 47 61 36 44 3 2 159 147 6 2 
San Joaquin .......... 483 484 461 473 2 11 406 425 2 11 2 2 0 0 53 46 0 0 .... 
San Luis Obispo .. 186 135 180 126 8 9 -140 101 6 9 13 10 0 0 ZT 15 2 0 ~ 
San Mateo ............ 682 677 590 558 92 119 478 449 92 119 5 13 0 0 107 96 0 0 

~ Santa Barbara ...... 450 433 410 414 40 19 341 335 38 17 7 Ii! 0 0 62 64 2 2 
Santa Clara .......... 2,939 2,677 2,778 2,502 161 175 2,394 2,144 146 149 222 lID 6 17 162 175 7 9 '" Santa Cruz ............ 346 324 335 282 13 42 286 234 10 40 4 4 1 1 45 44 2 1 0 
Shasta .................... 574 461 476 382 98 79 417 323 94 79 18 21 4 0 41 38 0 0 ~ Sierra ...................... 7 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 7 0 0 0 0 0 
Sisldyou .................. 71 4&' 49 29 22 20 44 22 20 18 0 2 0 0 5 3 2 2 ...:j 

Solano .................... 461 338 447 315 14 22 359 21;9 14. 21 17 10 0 1 71 46 0 1 0 
Sonoma .................. 221 '.l!17 219 293 2 4 149 217 1 1 19 12 0 1 31' 64 1 2 ...:j 
Stanislaus .............. 462 545 454 534 8 11 339 424 1 4 19 16 0 0 96 W 7 7 ::r: ... 
Sutter ...................... 125 139 115 123 10 16 99 112 10 16 3 0 0 0 13 11 0 0 t::I 
Tehama .................. 101 99 76 81 25 18 64 73 17 16 5 2 0 2 7 6 8 0 0 , 

Trinity .................... 26 32 21 22 5 10 21 20 4 7 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 I, 

Tulare .................... 497 274 478 250 19 24 278 157 14 21 28 22 3 1 172 71 2 2 ~' 
'I 

Tuolumne .............. 55 46 50 46 5 0 37 39 5 0 5 2 0 0 8 7 0 0 
Ventura .................. 656 861 655 861 1 0 553 572 0 0 35 33 0 0 67 36 1 0 Z 
yolo ........................ 165 113 164 98 1 15 142 85 1 15 1 1 0 0 21 12 0 0 0 
Yuba ...................... 96 133 /;9 103 7 30 72 79 5 30 1 1 2 0 16 23 0 0 ~, 

• Fiscal year 1975-76 is the first year in which the number of defendants who were convicted were reported separately. Thus, this table shows, for the first time, not only the number of > Z 
defendants charged wit.'> felonies who were convicted of felonies but also the number of defendants charged with felonies who were convioted of mIsdemeanors. 0 
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TABLE 23-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF 
APPEALS FROM LOWER COURTS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions alter he.'lring 

ToW ToW Dispositions Quesb"ons aim 
filinr;s dispositions before he.'lrlng oflaw denoyo 

County 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

State Total .......... 12.748 RII•612 11,320 10.626 976 765 2,290 2,373 8.054 7.488 

Alameda .................. 756 676 637 6B2 0 0 122 lOB 515 574 
Alpine ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Am.dor .................. 5 8 4 8 0 0 2 0 2 8 

j] 
Butte ........................ 38 39 12 29 I 4 9 6 2 19 
CaI.veras ................ 14 14 14 8 I 0 I 0 12 8 
Colusa ...................... 17 3 3 2 0 2 0 0 3 0 
Contra Costa .......... 417 417 437 361 21 56 78 97 338 198 
Del Norte ............. 16 17 1& 2 14 0 0 0 4 2 
EI Dor.do .............. 31 30 31 29 7 5 3 4 21 20 
Fresno .................... 144 135 104 lOB 15 5 22 36 67 67 
Glenn ...................... ·9 3 6 2 0 I 0 0 6 1 
Humboldt .............. 54 70 37 56 10 8 15 19 12 29 
Imperial .................. 31 J9 13 14 4 3 4 1 5 10 
Inyo .......................... 9 6 9 I 0 0 1 0 8 1 
Kern ........................ 124 U4 131 109 12 9 37 27 82 73 
Kings ........................ 19 9 4 2 0 0 2 0 2 2 
Lake ........................ 41 19 21 19 3 2 1 4 17 13 
Lassen .................... 13 13 9 10 0 1 8 6 I 3 
Los Angeles ............ 4:;.s7 4.078 4.197 4,118 247 116 882 933 3.068 3.069 
M.dera .................... 19 8 13 9 1 3 0 1 12 5 
Marin ...................... 180 179 204 224 41 61 65 70 98 93 
Mariposa ............... 2 4 2 7 2 1 0 6 0 0 
Mendocino ............ 51 19 30 5 7 1 20 4 3 0 
Merced .................... 30 27 26 27 8 4 0 0 18 23 
Modoc ...................... 5 7 5 9 2 5 0 2 3 2 
Mono ........................ 5 14 3 14 0 1 1 1 2 12 
Monterey ................ 138 114 118 91 21 12 42 24 55 55 
N.p ......................... 39 23 38 16 9 0 3 0 24 16 
Nev.da .................... 10 17 9 13 0 0 0 0 9 13 
Orange .................... 1.141 1,005 1.019 911 198 80 170 195 651 656 
Placer ...................... 82 40 48 23 1 0 2 0 45 23 
Plumas .................... 2 4 3 5 1 4 2 1 0 0 
Riverside ................ 3B6 335 369 325 23 21 55 52 291 252 
Sacramento I ........... 372 341 382 293 17 21 6() 44 285 228 
San Benito ............. 10 9 9 12 1 2 8 10 0 0 
San Bernardino .... 383 280 283 293 58 49 30 52 195 192 
San Diego .............. 726 655 543 521 37 8 170 141 3-36 372 
San Francisco ........ 723 545 558 SOl 80 99 82 65 396 317 
San Joaquin ............ 171 158 148 120 10 7 SO 25 88 88 
San Luis Obispo .... 62 59 55 32 5 2 8 1 42 29 
San M.teo .............. 324 291 279 283 0 0 47 64 232 219 
Santa Barbara ........ 195 159 197 180 24 56 58 46 115 78 
Santa Clar ............. 60S 712 514 457 18 42 77 118 419 297 
Santa Cruz ............ 79 89 58 74 19 18 6 22 33 34 
Shasta ...................... 49 51 44 47 1 4 2 10 41 33 
Sierra ...................... 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou .................. 9 ~ 8 10 0 3 0 3 8 4 
Solano ...................... 125 72 85 7 9 3 18 62 58 
Sonoma .................... 122 100 129 38 8 7 27 10 94 19 
Stanislaus ................ 129 81 107 110 9 12 16 II 82 87 
Sutter ...................... 12 14 12 1l! 0 0 2 1 10 11 
Teham ................... 11 10 11 9 I 1 1 3 9 5 
Trinity .................... 4 4 6 2 1 0 5 2 0 0 
Tulare ...................... 118 79 60 54 4 8 24 18 32 28 
Tuolumne .............. 9 13 6 7 2 0 1 2 3 5 
Ventura .................. 313 ~ 243 212 20 17 61 85 162 110 
yolo .......................... 41 34 29 4 4 2 5 28 20 
yuba ........................ 13 8 10 8 1 1 3 0 6 7 

RRevlsed. 
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TABLE 24-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
HABEAS CORPUS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions 

Tow Tow Di.<p<JSitions aI!er heRring 
lilinoJ disposilions before hwinlJ rontested matter.r 

County J976-'!7 J97S-76 1!l16-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 J!ll5-76 
State Total ............ 9,859 8,955 9,147 8,309 5,678 5,6M 3,469 2,625' 

Alameda ................ " .. 254 219 295 284 256 198 39 B6 
Alpine ........................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 () 

Amador ...................... 9 7 10 4 10 1 0 :3 
Butte .......................... 6 8 8 3 8 3 (l 0 
Calaveras ..... hj.U ....... 5 0 5 0 5 0 (II 0 
Colusa ........................ 3 0 3 0 3 0 Il 0 
Contra Costa ............ 118 120 96 109 75 78 21 :11 
Del Norte .................. 5 0 7 2 4 0 3 2 
El Dorado ................ 40 III 38 12 23 8 15 4 
Fresno ........................ 121 88 105 45 101 44 4 1 
Glenn ........................ 4 3 3 3 1 0 2 3 
Humbi>ldt .................. 14 28 11 15 7 4 4 II 
Imperlal .................... 3 1 3 0 2 0 1 0 
Inyo ............................ 3 1 3 1 3 1 0 () 

Ke1'!\ ......................... 98 169 114 187 104 163 10 24 
Kings" ........................ 10 13 4 4 3 0 1 4 
Lake ............................ 9 17 8 18 3 15 5 3 
Lassen ........................ 11 65 11 81 10 74 I 7 
Los Angeles .............. 2,494 2,153 2,097 1,559 1,561 1,150 536 409 
Madera ...................... 34 42 35 48 3 15 32 33 
Marin .......................... 259 249 256 242 248 235 10 7 
Mariposa .................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mendocino ................ 8 23 7 23 3 10 4 13 
Merced ...................... 17 11 12- 15 1 8 11 7 
Modoc ........................ 0 0 0 2- 0 1 0 1 
Mono ... u ...................... 1 6 1 4 1 0 0 4 
Monterey .................. 236 329 212 360 142 287 70 93 
N~ .. a .......................... 5B6 585 526 568 180 221 346 347 
Nevada ...................... 2 4 1 4 0 2 1 2 
Orange ...................... 497 294 390 281 288 220 102 61 
Placer ........................ 7 9 13 7 8 2 5 5 
Plumas ...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Riverside .................. 205 290 195 290 70 186 125 104 
Sacramento .............. 476 571 447 537 366 458 81 79 
San Benito ................ 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 
San Bernardino ........ 363 351 265 241 77 148 188 93 
San Diego .................. 278 2-31 Z'!5 ISS 1i1i 70 188 128 

" San Francisco .......... 151 131 149 122 103 58 48 64 
San Joaquin .............. 356 302 324 322 219 193 105 129 
San Luis Obispo ...... 445 542 479 537 HI 515 38 22 
San Mateo ................ 60 49 60 48 22 28 38 20 
Santa Barbara .......... 304 265 ~9 259 241 217 38 42 
Santa Clara .............. 314 187 314 165 129 111 185 54 
Santa Cruz ................ 21 35 23 38 14 21 9 IS 
Shasta ........................ 23 23 3) 25 21 20 10 5 
Sierra .......................... 0 0 U 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou ...................... 0{ 13 3 13 3 11 0 2 
Solano ................... ' ... 171 295 ~24 296 109 260 15 36 
Sonoma ...................... 318 117 317 134 298 104 19 30 
Stanislaus .................. 61 61 54 45 27 24 27 21 
Sutter .......................... 7 6 5 6 0 4 5 2 
Tehama ...................... 20 6 22 9 11 3 n 6 
Trinity ........................ 2 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 
Tulare ........................ 41 22 42 17 18 7 24 10 
Tuolumne .................. 28 59 16 68 2 65 14 3 
Ventura ...................... 1,299 948 1,381 1,040 335 448 1,052 592 
yolo ............................ 55 10 57 17 31 12 26 S 
Yuba ........ _ ............... 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 
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TABLE 25-CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS BY JURY TRIAL a 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-n 
Personal Injury, 

Ikath and All other 
Total Prol!!!.rtx. Dams(!e Criminal ProceedinS§. 

County 76-71 75-76 76-71 75-76 76-71 75-76 76-71 75-76 

State totals .................................................... 8,272 7,826 2,203 2,266 5,179 4,695 890 865 

Alameda ........................................................ 286 325 79 95 183 185 24 45 
Alpine ............................................................ 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 
Amador ........................................................ 13 2 3 0 6 1 4 1 
Butte .............................................................. 89 87 13 6 63 78 13 3 
Calaveras ...................................................... 7 6 1 1 5 3 1 2 
Colusa ............................................................ 6 4 0 2 4 1 2 1 
Contra Costa ................................................ 201 164 47 58 137 87 17 19 
Del Norte .................................................... 14 10 2 0 11 10 1 0 
El Dorado .................................................... 30 28 17 16 7 7 6 5 
Fresno .......................................................... 243 221 33 30 203 179 7 12 
Glenn ............................................................ 12 15 1 2 11 12 0 1 
Humboldt .................................... "' ............. 45 44 15 11 20 20 10 13 
Imperial ........................................................ 47 40 8 7 36 31 3 2 
Inyo ................................................................ 2 9 2 1 0 8 0 0 
Kem .............................................................. 143 129 29 12 103 102 11 15 
Kings .............................................................. 80 51 4 1 49 49 7 1 
Lake .............................................................. 25 33 4 2 18 24 3 7 
Lassen ............................................................ 6 8 3 3 2 5 1 0 
Los Angeles .................................................. 2,470 2.313 730 823 1,529 1,281 211 209 
Mader ........................................................... 85 24 4 3 57 19 4 2 
~iarin ............................................................ 77 85 13 19 52 50 12 16 
Mariposa ...................................................... 6 4 3 3 1 0 2 1 
Mendocino .................................................. 60 40 16 14 40 23 4 3 
Merced .......................................................... 52 60 10 4 33 48 9 8 
Modoc ............................................................ 6 6 2 3 4 3 0 0 
Mono ............................................................. 7 10 3 3 3 6 1 1 
Monterey ...................................................... 160 162 25 25 112 132 23 5 
Napa .............................................................. 39 28 12 10 21 17 6 1 
Nevad ........................................................... 13 16 2 4 10 10 1 2 
Orange ................................... , ...................... 371 369 98 134 233 196 40 39 
Placer ............................................................ 36 40 15 17 19 19 2 4 
Plumas .......................................................... 15 15 5 1 8 14 2 0 
Riverside ..................................................... 218 274 51 60 150 193 17 21 
Sacramento ................................................. 358 290 123 96 164 152 bl 42 
San Benito .................................................... 8 5 3 2 4 2 1 1 
San Bernardino .......................................... 334 291 59 19 249 250 26 22 
San Diegll 417 .~ 11 .. 1 .. 1 24B 2B7 55 5~ ..................................... ~ . 
San Francisco .............................................. 467 506 226 286 177 165 64 75 
San Joaquin .................................................. 119 lOS 46 40 64 52 9 13 
San Luis Obispo .......................................... 79 40 15 13 32 19 32 8 
San Mateo .................................................... 238 183 65 52 107 96 66 35 
Santa Barbara ............................................. 89 lOS 12 16 72 76 5 13 
Santa Clara .................................................. 336 368 93 96 189 201 54 71 
Santa Cruz .................................................. 86 87 21 15 54 56 U 16 
Shasta ............................................................ 55 63 8 14 45 41 2 8 
Sierra ............................................................ 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Siskiyou 

••••••••• .. •••••••••••••••••••••• .. ••••••• •••••• •••• •• H 
25 21 9 7 13 11 3 3 

Solano ............................................................ 117 82 32 14 81 62 4 6 
Sonoma .......................................................... 88 94 14 15 56 88 18 11 
Stanislaus ...................................................... 166 149 40 32 118 III 8 6 
Sutter ............ "' ............................................. 18 20 4 9 13 11 1 0 
Tehama ........................................................ 25 13 5 4 16 8 4 1 
Trinity .1 •• • •• ••••••• ••••••• ••••••• •• • ••• ••••••• ••••••• • ••••• ,0' 21 6 2 0 6 6 13 0 
Tulare ............................................................ 207 125 11 16 192 99 4 10 
Tuolumne ..................................................... 19 13 7 5 12 8 0 0 
Ventura ..................................... j .................. lOS 78 22 10 70 59 13 9 
yolo ................................................................ 36 34 10 6 25 15 1 13 
Yuba .............................................................. 34 36 12 8 22 2€ 0 2 

• The current table supplants the former Table 25 on the number of jurics sworn and :lOW reports the number of cases 
disposed of follOwing the selection of a jury for trial. This information became avail~ble with the change in reporting 
requirements on July 1,1975. It includes Cases disposed of prior to as well as cases disposed of after jury verdict. 
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TABLE 26--CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS 
TOTAL CASES AWAITING TRIAL 

As of June 30, 1976 and June 30. 1977 
NUJ11ber Total cases 

ofjudjcfA/ Cases awaiting iris! at end of month b per judicili 
positions" Total CMI Criminal posibon 

CoUllly 61:J0177 61:J0116 61:J0177 6/:JO/16 6/:J0177 61:J0116 61:J0177 6/:J0116 61:J0177 61:J0116 
State ToW .....•.. 647 619 11a,487 104,687 110,264 97,149 3,r03 7,538 1&1 169 

Alameda ................ 31 30 6,432 6,340 5,970 5,877 462 663 '1iJ7 211 
Alpine .................... 1 1 7 5 6 4 1 1 '1 5 
Amador ................ 1 1 48 22 45 22 3 0 48 22 
Butte ...................... 3 3 455 549 435 516 20 33 IS2 1&1 
Calaveras .............. 1 1 43 87 41 64 2 3 43 87 
Colusa .................... 1 1 20 17 17 17 3 0 20 17 
Contra Costa ........ 15 14 2,469 2,405 2,376 2,291 93 114 165 112 
Del Norte ............ 1 1 32 24 31 22 1 2 32 24 
El Dorndo ............ 3 2 261 254 ?';6 2Z1 25 '%l 94 1'%l 
Fresno .................. 12 10 1,393 1,369 1/lST 1,232 106 137 U6 137 
Glenn .......... _ ....... 1 1 16 6 10 6 6 0 16 6 
Humboldt ............ 3 3 44!l 452 398 419 47 33 148 151 
Imperial ................ 3 3 190 ISO 135 151 55 29 &1 60 
Inyo ........................ 1 I 39 22 36 14 3 8 36 22 
Kern ...................... 11 11 1,008 961 914 878 94 &1 92 87 
Kings ...................... 2 2 98 118 66 91 32 '%l 49 59 
Lalce ...................... 1 1 29 38 25 35 4. 3 29 38 
Lassen .................... 1 1 66 65 64 65 2 0 66 65 
Los Angeles .........• 233 2Z1 59,332 47,738 55,150 44,199 4,162 3,539 255 210 
Madera .................. 1 1 93 104 70 B6 23 II! 93 104 
Marin .................... I! 7 1,165 962 1,101 913 64 69 148 .140 
Mariposa .............. 1 1 26 41 26 40 0 1 26 41 
Mendocino .......... 2 2 119 136 109 125 10 11 60 61! 
Merced ....•...•......... 3 3 243 162 190 150 53 12 81 54 
Modoc .................... I I 11 10 9 8 2 2 11 10 
Mon· ....................... 1 1 43 35 43 32 0 3 43 35 
Monterey .............. 7 6 5B5 691 513 596 72 95 B4 US 
Napa ...................... 2 2 231 '%l6 224 261! 7 8 116 138 
Nevada .................. 2 1 148 179 144 172 2 1 73 179 
Orange .................. 42 38 8,425 7,619 8,151 7,390 '%l4. 229 201 201 
Placer .................... 3 3 471 409 452 371 19 38 157 136 
Plumas .................. 1 1 55 40 50 35 5 5 55 40 
Riverside .............. 14 14 2,128 1,895 1,952 1,788 176 107 152 135 
Sacramento .......... 22 22 3,355 3,614 3,173 3,420 162 194 153 164 
San Benito ............ 1 1 10 11 10 10 0 I 10 11 
Son Bernardino .. 22 22 2,&12 2,477 2,687 2,323 165 154 129 113 
San Diego ............ as 36 7,497 6,879 7,1OS 6.472 1tQ2 4!:rt 197 'M .~. 

Sa..l1 Fr!l.~C:~ . .-.... 3Z 31 5,159 5,5111 4,968 5,435 191 116 161 179 
San Joaquin .......... 8 8 1,434 1,172 1,303 1,064 131 108 179 147 
San Luh Obispo •. 4 4 339 369 296 355 43 14 85 92 
S.m Mateo ............ 16 16 1,574 2,147 1,470 2,001 t04 148 9B 134 
Santa Barbara ...... 9 9 793 552 748 507 47 45 B8 61 
Santa Clara .......... 30 '%l 3,219 2,665 2,776 2,164 443 501 107 99 
Santa Cruz .......... 4 3 355 315 264 245 91 70 B9 lOS 
Shasta .................... 3 3 445 510 384 433 61 77 148 170 
Sierra .................... I 1 4 I 4 I 0 0 4 1 
Sisldyou ................ 1 1 59 76 55 74 4 2 59 76 
Solano .................... 4 4 374 309 358 291 16 18 94 77 
Sonoma .................. 7 6 1,605 1,447 1,480 1,366 125 81 229 241 
Stanislaus .............. 1 1 515 102 4U 644 104 58 74 100 
Sutter .................... 2 2 85 129 75 120 10 9 43 65 
Tehama ................ 1 1 59 40 52 30 7 10 59 40 
Trinity .................. 1 I 22 33 22 32 0 I 22 33 
Tulare .................... 4 4 660 543 602 43B 58 lOS 165 136 
Tuolwnne ............ I 1 116 76 104 fj( 12 9 116 76 
Ventura .............. " 11 9 1,380 1,701 1,258 1,618 122 83 125 189 
yolo ...................... ,. 3 3 326 INA 299 INA '%l INA 109 INA 
Yuba ..................... 2 .2 126 157 106 la.~ 20 22 63 79 

• Judicial position. include fuIl·time court commissioners and referees in addition to the number of judges authOrized for 
the court. For a list of judgeships see Table 11. 

b Cases Ilwllitlng trial include criminal and civil cases set for Cuture trial and civil cases in which at·issue memoranda have 
been filed but not trial dates assigoed. 

INA lnfonnation Not Available 
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TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Number Dispasitions slter hemin!! 

of Total Total JJispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
CountyRl1d judgeshiK. Iilinll! dispositions before hearin!! matters matters ordersb 

judicial district 19'16-7719'15-76 19'16-77 19'15-76 19'16-77 19'15-76 19'16-77 19'15-76 19'16-77 1975-76 19'16-77 19'15-76 19'16-77 1975-76 
State total ................................ 447 425 6,206,936 R5,764,Zll 5,584,299 5,222,664 5,078,949 4,722,802 253,641 263,054 218,325 211,462 33,364 25,346 "-

Alameda: § 
Alameda ...................................... 1 1 12,53i 11,682 11,347 10,392 10,210 9,396 631 533 495 462 11 1 .... 

(j 
Berkeley-Albany ........................ 4 4 32,457 30,841 35,821 30,475 32,451 26,896 1,845 1.'194 1,523 1,585 2 0 .... 
Fremont-Newark-Union City .. 3 3 38,191 35,093 37,154 32,894 33,265 29,190 2,278 1,875 1,610 1,829 1 0 > 
Livermore-Pleasanton 0 ............ 2 °2 39,013 35,901 37,072 32,072 35,826 30,391 556 681 690 1,000 0 0 t"' 
Onklond-Piedmont .................... 

~ 14 172,143 178,213 176,338 171,824 164,487 158,606 6,501 7,686 5,350 5,332 0 0 (j 

San l.P.Rnctrn.J-I~;IW~rd. 5 01\0"'" ~~f!'n~ 7i1091 ii,i53 70,844 64,560 2,994 3,4Ill 3,253 3,709 0 3 0 """,,,,,,,. 'U",," c:: 
Butte: Z 

Chico ............................................ 11,804 10,954 10,863 10,178 8,791 8,146 534 597 854 855 684 580 
(j 

F 
Contra Costn: 0 

Bay· .............................................. 5 30,258 0 27,257 0 22,896 0 1,471 0 1,488 0 1,602 0 ~ 
Delta ............................................ 2 2 19,914 18,657 19,684 17,382 16,395 14,168 1,297 1,325 768 715 1,204 1,136 (j 
Mt. Diablo .................................... 4 f4 45,361 40,343 42,813 39,590 35,644 32,919 1,807 1,817 2,257 2,226 3,105 2,628 > 
Richmond ................................... 3 15,343 29,458 13,578 28,572 11,116 22,605 511 1,412 745 1,513 1,206 3,042 t"' .... 
Walnut Creek-Danville ............ 3 3 40,658 42,514 39,598 39,005 33,344 33,488 999 1,157 1,888 2,000 3,367 3,240 ~ 
West· .......................................... 2 13,900 25,643 12,982 21,829 11,696 19,989 471 652 764 1,120 31 68 0 

~ 

Fresno: Z 
Fresno .......................................... 7 7 73,665 72,292 68,880 68,868 63,158 62,606 2,964 3,026 2,759 3,054 0 5= 

Humboldt: 
Eureka .......................................... 2 f2 11,217 12,118 11,352 1l,7l!1 10,051 10,214 863 976 43B 537 0 0 

Imperial, 
Imperial County g ...................... 84 83 47.506 25$1 36,633 15,024 34,422 13,899 1,313 648 879 474 19 3 

Kern: h 
Bakersfield ................................ 6 0 74,187 0 68,617 0 63,121 0 3,658 0 1,838 0 0 

~:t ~e~lli·:::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::: ~ 8,565 0 7,934 0 7,163 0 168 0 223 0 380 0 
6 90,136 0 81,412 0 75,038 0 3,863 0 2,032 0 659 0 

., 



--.;;;- '''.~ -...,,-;--- i& ," 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .................................... 3 3 65,023 44,728 56,123 43,570 52,370 39,055 1,746 2,448 2,007 2,061 0 0 
Antelope •••.....•.........•..........•.••..... 1 1 24,916 27,965 23,499 25,588 21,829 23,889 796 863 874 836 0 0 
Beverly Hill, .............................. 3 3 33,222 29,652 29,064 27,128 26,423 23,922 1,015 1,301 1,625 1,905 1 0 
Burbank ........................................ 2 ~ 24,5BO 24,738 19,256 21,012 17,761 19,379 873 795 B22 838 0 0 
Citrus ............................................ '6 93,569 94,!119 88,142 91,959 81,505 84,876 3,400 a,423 3,236 3,652 1 S ..... 

<0 
Compton ...................................... d 6 102,910 99,330 92,457 88,310 84,058 79,927 5,910 6,259 2,489 2,122 0 2 -.t 

Culver .......................................... 2 2 21,141 20,925 18,347 18,769 15,922 16,410 1,841 1,414 778 942 0 a ()I) 

Downey ........................................ 4 4 49,617 47,'XY'J 44,482 46,132 40,463 42,240 9,164 2,238 1,855 1,654 0 0 ,:0 
East Los Angeles ........................ 4 4 52,920 55,274 48,851 46,127 44,632 41,651 2,812 2,985 1,405 1,491 2 0 1j Glendale ...................................... 2 2 30,838 32,832 26,789 31,134 26,437 28,426 1,091 1,297 1,258 1,408 3 1 
Inglewood .................................... 4 4 75,284 74,642 56,753 63,321 50,616 56,031 3,272 4,549 2,87:; 2,741 0 0 ~ Long Beach ................................ 7 7 105,686 106,600 95,059 96,774 86,425 87,233 5,596 6,225 3,016 3,311 112 5 
Los Angeles ................................ 64 64 1,045,093 1,040,458 908,049 6!11,701 821,284 804,673 46,009 54,345 40,756 38,683 0 0 (5 Los Cerritos ................................ 3 3 43,789 45,157 39,BIfT 42,421 36,285 39,126 1,005 1.709 1,717 1,586 0 0 
Malibu .......................................... 1 1 26,373 27,170 25,964 25,683 24,832 !,4,745 389 329 643 609 0 0 

~ Newball ........................................ 2 2 35,905 30,426 30,600 27,712 29,468 26,471 573 654 559 587 0 0 
Pasadena ...................................... 4 4 51,540 5O.AAR 43.&"7 ~,921 38,B78 "n",,,D ~ ",'to> 2,oia .2;701 i 2 tXJ 

,; 
Vi7.'UQ ,I 

E'~:~~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
:) :) 41,899 41,768 39,195 38,405 35,452 34,734 2,174 2,173 1,569 1,498 0 0 0 
4 4 43,598 51,010 38,532 42,026 35,:>49 38,460 1,916 2,076 1,064 1,490 3 0 0 I 

0 27,821 0 25,913 0 23,970 0 1,170 0 773 0 0 til Santa Anita ..•..•.. "" ....................... 1 1 23,001 19,759 23,223 19,064 21,349 17,190 762 757 1,112 I,m 0 0 
Santa Monica .............................. 3 3 32,821 33,490 27,591 30,456 23,838 26,670 2,179 2,239 1,576 1,547 0 Q !:Xl 

~~~e~~·~::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::: 
5 5 112,048 102,919 101,944 95,021 92.294 85,523 4,756 4,587 4,894 4,911 0 0 Z 

0 0 14,079 0 12,592 0 11,530 0 599 0 461 0 2 !:d 
5 5 73,193 32,690 88,56..~ 31,574 63,852 29,419 2,876 11582 1,837 773 0 0 

~ Whittier ........................................ 4 4 55,461 55,358 51,058 50,579 46,139 45,608 2,112 2,265 2,806 2,706 1 0 

Marin: 
centnl... ....................................... 4 4 84,854 57,998 60,598 56,350 56,737 52,639 1,257 i,231 2,561 2,435 43 45 ~ 

Merced: 1 
Merced County ........................ 13 31,000 0 26,397 0 25,347 0 432 0 409 0 209 0 f;; 

Monterey: 53 
Monterey Peninsula m •...•....•.... 3 3 30,326 24,703 27,308 21,891 24,059 19,313 (,531 1,244 ',718 1,334 0 0 en 

~ 
d Salinas .......................................... 3 a 32,339 31,530 28,779- 31,806 23,974 99,197 3,740 1,588 1,058 1,041 0 0 
I 
I 

N~pa: 
"2 \:\48 Napa COuntyn ............................ 2 21,682 8,856 23,683 8,295 19,414 7,104 1,273 315 6!11 230 2,099 

1:"1 
Orange: 

d12 4,121 '6 Central Orange County .•........ 11 143,301 132,068 130,817 115,435 121,739 105,637 4,957 5,572 4,'.\20 0 
Norlh Orange County .............. d10 9 123,603 123.,082 H7,463 117,120 105,990 104,910 5,372 5,159 5,635 5,691 468 380 
Orange County Har""r ............ 5 5 111,195 96,301 104,554 94,079 92.970 85,749 1,780 1,749 2,721 1,872 7,083 4,709 

l-' 
Soulh Orange County ....... , ...... 3 :I 44,881 44,127 42,!111 41,813 38,514 37,416 924 1,018 1,257 1,366 2,276 2,\113 8i West Orange County ................ 9 9 131,109 123,231 109,587 106,240 99,614 97,758 5,228 5,770 4,742 4,711 3 1 



TABLE 27-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ..... 
Q) 

SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL (EXCLUDES PARKING) AND CIVIL FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued Q) 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Number Dispositions sfier hearin{{. 

of Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
County and jutfE.eshif!!.a 1ilin~ disposib'ons before hearing matters matters ordersb 

judicisl district J976-77J975-'16 1976-77 J975-'16 J976-77 J975-'16 1976-77 J!J75-'16 J976-77 J975-'16 1976-77 J975-'16 1976-77 J975-'16 

Riverside: 
Corona .......................................... 2 f2 20,212 19,324 IB,652 IB,724 17,512 17,392 514 604 625 7'ZT 1 1 
Desert 0 ........................................ 4 °4 66,130 R60,614 61,706 48,487 57,898 45,165 1,766 1,657 2,034 1,665 B 0 
MI. San Jacinto p ....................... P2 P2 39,155 'ZT,396 34,843 23,3OB 33,588 21,774 511 657 744 Em 0 0 '-' 
Riverside ...................................... 5 5 73,061 ,,.'l,015 68,332 60,410 63,598 55,871 2,47B 2,566 2,252 1,973 4 0 § Three Lakes q ............................ ql 6,307 0 5,870 0 5,456 0 206 0 208 0 0 0 ..... 

Sacramento: 
Ci 

Sacramento .................................. 14 f14 182,838 163,131 151,125 140,896 140,225 129,332 6,322 6,610 4,57B 4,954 0 0 > t"" 
San Bernllrdino: Ci 

San Bernardino County .......... 14 14 17!!,O!2 173,7e~ 15S,7~ It:.Q ').::. lAte~1!:: 14S,~ 5,sB2 7~:c .. ..,t::A 4,858 3 (l 0 ......... ,uu ... ..-zv, ........... ,~ .... "..,.... c:: 
San Dicgo: Z 

Ci 
El OIlon r .................................... 5 5 87,118 52,460 80,319 49,477 74,783 44,978 3,065 2,296 2,470 2,199 1 4 -North County' .......................... 

~ 6 1!!5,222 68,563 106,338 65.635 98,864 79,403 3,213 2,797 4,261 3,435 0 0 t"" 
San Diego I .................................. too 255,555 ~45,099 235,480 238,187 214.840 216,935 12,503 12.460 8.137 8,792 0 0 0 
South Bay" .................................. .j "4 58,257 58,106 52,177 44,218 47,934 40,774 1,515 1,429 2,702 2.013 ~.6 2 "'l 

() 
San Francisco. ;> 

San Francisco .............................. 19 19 151,987 151,968 135.324 137,658 113,281 114,325 16.902 18,173 5,134 5,155 7 5 t"" ..... 
"'l 

San Joaquin: 0 
Lodl .............................................. 1 1 14,158 14,880 13,097 13,739 11,015 11,384 646 896 514 547 922 1,112 !:l:I 

Z Mantec~.Ripon.Escalon.Tracy 2 2 30,422 28,251 25,934 23,680 23,750 21,565 709 864 751) 631 720 606 ..... 
Stockton ...................................... 5 5 57,274 58,006 54,537 ::0,730 49,966 48,594 3,123 2,61B 1,448 1,51B 0 0 ;> 

San Luis Obispo: 
F3 R51,229 San Luis Obispo County .......... 3 55,07B 47,840 45,076 41,348 39,514 1,158 1,334 1.441 1,224 3,695 3,004 

San Mateo: 
Centrol .......................................... 3 3 75,541 62,085 66,260 52,909 59,914 43.144 4,040 2,'lrrT 2,306 2,!!57 0 1 
Northern ................................... ' .. 3 3 50,319 54,584 47,294 50,906 44mB 47,394 1,221 1,272 1,994 2,240 1 0 
Sout~lern ...................................... 3 3 53,343 51,150 .:e,t;40 48,906 42,696 43,706 3,338 3,228 2,006 1,972 0 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompo<;v .................................... 1 VI 7,194 3,168 6,9B7 2,993 6,297 2,700 258 122 412 102 0 0 
Santa Barbara·Goleta ................ 3 3 48,773 44,606 43,604 41,250 39,539 37,686 2,550 1,687 1,514 1,697 1 0 
Santa Maria ................................ 2 2 IB,774 16,895 15,905 15,855 14,348 14,259 770 939 787 657 0 0 



Santa Clara: 
Gilr<)y-Morgan HlIl w................ wI 
Los Gatos·Campbell-Si>ratoga 1 
Polo Alto-Mountain View........ 4 
San Jose·Milpitas ........................ <112 
Santa Clara ...................... , '......... 2 
Sunnyvale·Cupertino .,.............. 2 

SantaCruZ! 
Santa Cruz County.................... d4 

Solano: 
Northern &.lano' ... _ ........ _..... 3 
Vallejo-Benicia Y ........................ s; 

Sonoma: 
Sonoma County.......................... 4 

Stanislaw: 
Sianisiaus County"!" ................... . 

Suffer: 
Sutter County ............ , ............ . 

Tulare: 

~~~~;.f,b::::::::::::.:::==:::: 
Visalik ......................................... . 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ...................... .. 

bb
1 
1 
2 

Yolo: dd 
Yolo County .......................... dda 

1 
4 

11 
2 
2 

3 

4 

5 

2. 

8 

9,6ll1 
31,501 
159,073 

l'OO,658 
26,381 
25,951 

52,999 

55,587 
17,759 

71,046 

57,936 

10,187 
11,717 
23,465 

115,78:' 

15.646 

a Number of I,luthorized judgeships at 'the eml of the fisclll year. 

o 
29,289 
56,5«; 

176,918 
24,323 
28,365 

45,99(1 

43,542 
18,192 

66,848 

43,958 

5,383 

9,851 
o 

21,834 

110,661 

o 

7,O&l 
30,073 
47,70'1; 

157,974 
24,296 
28,002 

43,444 

47,549 
16,681 

68,029 

54,001 

10,830 

9,511 
10,703 
2e,355 

99,643 

13,028 

- ~~.~-- .--

o 
27,986 
51,666 

140,633 
21,330 
26,938 

42,718 

4O,2.'i6 
16,435 

70,781 

42.437 

4,835 

9,261 
o 

19,540 

o 

6,574 
27,817 
4Mz.l 

144,826 
21,B30 
25,719 

37,100 

45,474 
14,791 

63,560 

49,281 

9,068 

8,587 
10,230 
18,497 

90,738 

11.739 

o 
25,515 
48,664 

127,982 
IB,8:lZ 
24,361 

31,073 

38,451 
14,502 

65.971 

38,813 

3,331 

8,307 
o 

17,569 

97,411 

o 

404 
B45 

1,305 
5,546 

841 
700 

1,916 

142-
780 

2,095 

1,883 

491 
2If1 
8B5 

4,290 

o 
865 

1,024 
6,211 

945 
848 

2,020 

646 
80S 

1,437 

390 

582 
o 

I,COS 

4,488 

o 

109 
1,410 
1,974 
7;s1f1 
l,62.S 
1,490 

1,893 

1,333 
1,110 

2,314, 

417 

430 
166 
964 

4,615 

o 
1,606 
1,978 
6,433 
1,553 
1,729 

1,661 

1,IS9 
1,128 

2,186 

792 

4,464 

o 

1 
1 
o 

15 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 

3 

3 
o 
9 

o 

295 

o 
o 
o 
7 
o 
o 

1,7M 

o 
o 

o 

322 

S 
o 
2 

(\ 

o 

b Orders of judges acting as traffic hearing officers pursuant to Section 563 of the Welfare and rn.~titutions Code. •. , , 
"Pleasanton]wtlce Court District conso1idated with Livermore Municipal Court District to become the Livermore-Pleasant>:>n Municipal Court District cl .. )uly 1,1975. i\nadditionaijudg""...hip 

was authorized uJ?On consolidation. ' 
d Statute provided for increase efl'ective January 1, 1977, ' 
~R«:hmond and West Municipal Court DiStricts colUOlidated to become the Bay Municipal Court District on Jonuary I, 1977. 
Statute provided for increase effe-:tive January I, 1976. 

g Brawley, Calexico, Calipatria, El Centro, Holtville, Imperial, Westmorland and Winterhaven Jwtice Court Districts consolidated to becom~ the Imperial County Municipal Court District 
on January I, 1976. Eff2Ctive January 10, 1977 statute provided an additional Judgeship. 

h Kern River-Rand Jwtice Court District consolidated with B"k~rsfield Municipal Court District on August 12, 1976. Arvin-Lamont, Buttonwillow, Delano-M¢Farland, M&lcopa· Taft, Shafter 
~nd Wasco Justice Court Districts consolidated with Bakersfield Municipal Court District to become the West Kern Municipal Court District on January 2, 1971. 

I Indian WeIls and TeMcn.pi.Mpjave Justiee Court Districts consolidated to become the East Kern Municipal Court District on January 2, 1971. 
J El MOllte Municipal Court Di.triet changed its name to Rio Hondo Municipal Court Pistrict 00 January 1, 1975. 

II 
I 
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.', 

k San Anto,"o and South Gate MWliclpal Court Districts consolidateG.o become the Southeast MWliclpal Court Disbict on February 1, 1976. 
1 Atwater, Dos Palos, Gustine, LeGrand, Livingston, Los Banos, Mercei and Snelling Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Merced County MWlicipal Court District on January 

I, 1977. 
m Pacific Grove Justice Court District consolidated with Monterey-Cannel MWlicipal Court District to become the Monterey Peninsula MWlicipal Court District on January 2, 1977. 
n Napa, St. Helena, Calis!ogajustlce Court Districts consolidated to become the Napa-St. Helena..f'.a!istoga MWlicipal Court District on March 1,1976. OnJanuary 1,1977, the district changed 

its name to Napa County Municipal Court Disbict. 
o Palo Verde Justice Court District consolidated with Desert MuniciplIl ('.ourt District on ja!luary I, 1976. An additional judgeship was authorized upon consolidation. 
P Beaumont and San GOrgonio Justice Court Districts C<lnsolidated with Hemet San Jacinto MWlicipal Court District, and the name of the district was changed to Mt. San Jllcinto MWlicipal 

Q,urt District on January I, 1976. An additional judgeship was authorized upon corJSOlidation. 
q E\slrlore, Murrieta and Perris justice Conn Disbicts consolidated to become the Three Lakes Municipal Court District on January 2, )977. 
r The southerlY portion of Ramonn Justice Court District consolidated with El Cajon MWlicipal Court District on January 29, 1976. East County Justice Court District consolidated with this 

municipal court on July I, 1976. 
• The northerly portion of Ramona Jwtice Court District consolidated with North County Municipal Court District on January 29, 1976. Fallbrook Justice Court District consolidated with 

this municipal court on July I, 1976. 
t A portion of the Gan Diego MWlicipal Court District consolidatecl. with the new South Bay MWlicipal Court District on July I, 1975. The number of judgeships was reduced by two. 
U COronado and National Justice Court Districts and a portion of the San Diego MWlicipal Court D;Rtrict consolidated to become the South Bay MWlicipal Court District on July I, 1975. 

Two Judgeships were authorized upon consolidation. Statute provided for two additional judgeships effective January I, 1976. 
v Lompoc Justice Court District became Lompoc MWlicipal Court District on January I, 1976. 
W Gilroy-Morgan Hill Justice Court District became Gilroy-Morg81' Hill MWlicipal Court District on January I, 1977. 
• DixonJustice Court District C9nsolidatcd with Fnirfield-Suisun-VacaviUe MWlicipcl Court District and became <he Northem SoLUlO MWlicipal Court District on January 1,1975. An additional 

Jullgeship was authorized npon consolidation. 
Y Benicia Justice Couct District consolidated with Vallejo Municipal Court District on July 3, 1975. 
~ Oakdale-Waterford, Newman-Patterson, Rlverbanlc and'rurlockJustice Court Districts COll.'Olidated with Modesto MWlicipal Court District to become the Stanislaus County MWlicipal Court 

District on January 2, 1977. Two additional judgeships were authorizeci upon consolidation. =. Butte IIlld Yuba Justice Court Distri~ts consolidated to become the Sutter County MWlicipal Cowt Oistrict on January 15, 1975. 
Tulare and PWey Justice Court Districts COIl.'IOIida.t"tl to b<;>come the Tulare-Pixley MWlicipal CoUt; District on December 17, 1976. 

:Statute provided for Increll." effective July I, 1976. 
n Davis, EspIIrto. Granon, Wa.,hlngton, Winters and Woodland Justice Court Districts consolidated to become the Yolo County MWlicipal Court District on January 1. 1977. 

Revise<l 

\ \. 
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TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 .... 
~ 
-l 

Disi!!!E.tions Bf!er hearing 00 

Total To~'" Dispositions Uncontested Contested ~ 

/ilintl!. dispositions before hearinll. matters matters t"l 
'"d 

County and judicial districts 1976-i7 1975-76 1976-77 ]975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 0 
State total .................................................................................................... 94,522 94,998 80,889 00,155 36,624 35,479 40,701 40,738 3,1564 3,938 ~ 
Alameda: >-1 

Alame<ia ........................ " .......................................................................... 220 240 163 142 111 114 42 ZI 10 1 0 
Berkeley·Albany .................................................................................... 832 962 728 'T92 284 223 441 568 3 1 ~ Fremont·Newark·Union City .............................................................. 589 513 219 164 56 00 liS(} 51 13 53 
Livermore-Pl~ton a ........................................................................ 444 509 346 370 241 215 105 138 0 17 t:l 
Oaldl!nd·Piedmont ................................................................................ 3,643 3,711 2,892 3,188 1,563 1,773 1,llfl4 1,358 45 rs1 C':l 
San Leandr<>-Hayward .......................................................................... 1,534 1,439 1,203 1,077 743 643 340 236 120 100 0 

Butle: ~ 
~ 

Chico ....................................................................................................... 243 2S8 170 247 70 134 00 ·113 2 \I 2: 
0 

Contra Costa: l:ti 
Bay· ......................................................................................................... 370 0 304 0 89 0 190 0 25 0 

~ Delta ........................................................................................................ 331 'JH1 281 2:l5 95 73 156 134 80 28 
Mt.Dinblo ................................................................................................ 518 555 ¥Sf 4ZT 158 145 230 213 79 69 0 
Richmond • ............................................................................................. Zll 688 213 614 82 226 110 302 21 86 

~ WaIn",t Creek·Danville ........................................................................ 173 100 100 176 56 55 (;1 97 31 24 
West It ................................... , •••••••••••••••••••..................... u ....... ~ ........... _ ...... lZ1 288 134 83 25 B 109 71 0 .. t:l 

Fresno: t;; 
Fresno ..................................................................................................... 2,542 2,366 2,217 1,966 1.514 1,244 616 620 87 102 C':l 

~ .dl Humboldt: 

~ Eureka ..................................................................................................... 604 605 577 636 358 435 189 178 30 23 II 

lmperial: 
Imperial County' ................................................................................. 796 45~ 6BO 358 426 216 149 112 105 28 ~ 

Kern: 
Bakersfield • ............................................................................................ 0 1,486 0 1,357 0 1,008 0 2rs1 \I 92 
East Kern· .............................................................................................. 100 0 63 0 39 0 11 0 13 0 
West Kern I .............................. .-.......................................................... 1,630 0 1,432 0 1m5 \I 2SO 6 77 0 .... 

fB 



TABLE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Total ToW Dispositions 

filinS!. dispositions before hellIinK 
County and Judicial districts 1976-'77 1l"'1-76 1976-'77 1975-76 1976-'77 197.'>-76 

Los Angeles: 
AlIuunbra .................................................................................................. 333 333 21ST 299 40 64 
Antelope ........... ..................................................................................... 272 130 173 120 14 26 
Beverly Hills ............................................................................................ 319 S26 288 323 39 41 
Burbank .................................................................................................... 2.53 23B 170 165 34 35 
Citrus ........................................................................................................ 960 992 765 931 451 459 
Compton .................................................................................................. 1,736 1,649 1,451 1,627 394 342 
Culver ........................................................................................... , .......... 239 180 214 163 35 37 
Downey .................................................................................................... 556 591 530 525 129 HiS 
East Los Angeles .................................................................................... 717 810 639 741 74 95 
Glendale ..........•...............•.•......•............................•.......... -..................... S55 288 298 263 46 62 
Inglewood ......................................... · ...................................................... 943 960 80S 627 183 186 
Long Beach .............................................................................................. 1,269 1,302 808 860 28 3.~ 

Los Angeles .............................................................................................. 11,732 14,257 11,246 12,2:3(> 1,920 1,780 
Los Gerritos ............................................................................................ 374 405 402 3~j 83 60 
Malibu ........... , .................................... , .................... ' .................................. 200 110 122 92 27 15 
Newhall ................................................................................................... 231 288 140 149 40 40 
PaSadena .................................................................................................. 781 763 556 687 99 98 
Pomona .•.•....•.•.•. , ..................................................................................... 502 449 411 S43 76 52 
Rio Hondo· 508 514 439 425 107 87 
San Anlonio •. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 398 0 437 0 102 
Santa Anita .............................................................................................. 201 2J!1 219 177 90 Jl2, 
Santa Monica , ......................................................................................... 309 424 269 S65 80 66 
South Boy ................................................................................................ 1,074 955 855 921 191 215 
South Gate" ............................................................................................ 0 288 0 262 0 39 
Southeast· ................................................................................................ 1,221 525 1,106 489 196 85 
Whlltier .................................................................................................... 472 587 418 507 74 94 

Marin: 
Gentral ...................................................................................................... 657 764 5S3 662 188 23B 

Merced: 
Merced Cowtty • .................................................................................... 437 0 255 0 80 0 

Dispositions alter hearinF-..-
Uncontested O:mtested 

motters matters 
1976-'77 1975-76 1976-'77 1975-76 

..... 
2J!1 234 10 1 § 157 87 2 7 
242 272 7 10 ...... 

(") 
83 104 53 26 ;;: 314 467 0 5 

1,056 1,137 1 148 L' 
1M 122 15 4 (") 

387 356 14 6 8 541 619 24 27 Z 250 164 2 17 (") 
549 529 71 112 F 776 799 4 26 

9,214 JO,:l3G 112 114 0 
296 292 23 18 "%J 

89 75 6 2 (") 
98 100 2 9 :> 

454 586 3 3 t: 
311 252 24 39 "%J 
S20 219 12 119 0 

0 296 0 39 ~ 

128 151 1 4 Z -177 2B3 12 16 :> 
659 G86 5 20 

0 191 0 32 
820 373 90 31 
SS4 399 10 14 

S25 378 50 46 

107 0 88 0 



Monterey 
Monterey Peninsula ............................................................................ . 
Salinas ....................................................................................................... . 

Napa: 
Napa County' ....................................................................................... . 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ..................................................................... .. 
North Orange County ........................................................................ .. 
Orange County Harbt.,r ....................................................................... . 
South Orange County ....................................................................... .. 
West 0range County ........................................................................... . 

Riverside: 
Corona .................................................................................................... .. 
Desert" ................................................................................................... . 
Mt. San Jacinta.' .................................................................................. .. 
Riverside ................................................................................................. . 
Three Lakes U ........................................................................................ . 

Sacramen to: 
Sacramento ............................................................................................ .. 

San Bem,ardino: 
San Bernardino County ....................................................................... . 

San Diego: 
EI Cajon" ................................................................................... _ ......... . 
North County' ..................................................................................... . 
San Diego a .. ' .... 1 ................................................................................. " •••• 

South Bay· ............................................................................................. . 

San trancisco: 
SaLI Francisco ........................................................................................ .. 

San Juaquin: 
Lotl~ .......................................................................................................... .. 
Manteca·Ripon·E:scaIon-Tracy .......................................................... .. 
Sto<ikton .................................................................................................. .. 

San I.'lis Obispo: 
San ~uis Obispo County ..................................................................... . 

San Mllteo: 
Central. ................................................................................................... .. 
Norllilern ................................................................................................. . 
Soutllem ........................................................ _ ..................................... .. 

652 
683 

596 

1,920 
1,651 

496 
400 

l,llS 

234 
649 
~ 

1,454 
o 

4,!112 

3,779 

1,143 
1,286 
5,271 
1,134 

4,768 

177 
393 

1,586 

621 

725 
839 

1,057 

671 
721 

200 

1,934 
1,744 

535 
298 

1,4!!7 

212 
644 
204 

1,395 
o 

5,406 

3,910 

sin 
1,360 
5,672 

355 

5,404 

l'l7 
321 

1,382 

599 

636 
749 

1,028 

609 
529 

452 

1,560 
1,921 

499 
237 

1,148 

215 
560 
214 

1,359 
o 

4,199 

3,277 

934 
1,019 
3,904 

905 

4,351 

126 
303 

1,756 

602 

5(;1 
521 
912 

695 
584 

104 

1,776 
1,605 

620 
242 

1,448 

184 
363 
154 

1,206 
o 

4,646 

3,565 

7~ 
1,254 
4,355 

160 

4/819 

173 
303 

1,448 

468 

430 
324 
B23 

157 
156 

330 

1,049 
1,537 

213 
136 
715 

119 
3m 
174 
865 

o 

2,946 

1,987 

536 
512 

2,064 
370 

1,891 

68 
192 

1,109 

3BO 

256 
303 
519 

303 
168 

51 

1,285 
1,254 

409 
101 

1,005 

103 
183 
91 

841 
o 

3,505 

2,231 

459 
774 

2,141 
43 

2,27"{ 

79 
199 
893 

347 

IS;} 
141 
472 

452 
327 

113 

462 
301 
),03 
69 

375 

91 
229 

oj6 

458 
() 

1,233 

1,024 

316 
491 

1,468 
301 

60 
69 

616 

293 
216 
381 

331 
392 

50 

487 
261 
11 

117 
377 

61 
165 
19 

357 
o 

1,039 

1,134 

223 
431 

1,919 
85 

2,434 

B6 
as 

519 

121 

o 
46 

9 

49 
B3 

123 
12 
57 

5 
24 
54 
36 
o 

l!1J 

82 
16 

372 
234 

116 

o 
22 
31 

o 

l8 
6 

12 

61 
24 

3 

" 90 
140 
24 
66 

20 
15 
44 
8 
o 

102 

194 

60 
49 

295 
32 

108 

8 
19 
36 

;) 

IS 
14 

'" 



TABtE 28-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FELONY FILINGS AND DISPO~SITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 find 19'i~77 

Total 
Rlings 

County and judicisJ districts 1976-77 1!lT!'-'/6 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· .................................................................................................. or 34 
Santa Barbar.·Goleta ............................................................................ 705 616 
Santa Maria .............................................................................................. 131 250 

Santa Clara: 
CUroy-Morgan HUl· .............................................................................. 95 0 
Los C.tos-Campbell-Sar.tng ............................................................... 283 ZTl 
Palo Alta-Mountain View .................................................................... 627 553 
San Jose-MUpitas .................................................................................... 3,461 3,586 
Santa Clara .......................... " .................................................................. 389 439 
Sunnyvale-Copertino ........................................................................... 410 412 

Santa Cruz: 
Santa Cruz County ................................................................................ 1,238 1,163 

Solano: 
Northenl Solano • .................................................................................. 810 740 
Volleja-Benici ........................................................................................ 721 635 

Sonoma 
~nom. County ...................................................................................... 1,091 1,046 

StanIsl.us: 
Stanlsldus County" ................................................................................ 1,753 1,533 

Slltter: 
Suttcr County' ...................................................................................... 289 120 

Tu!=: 
Porterville ................................................................................................ 226 349 
Tulare-Pixley a ........................................................................................ 172 0 
VIsalia ........................................................................ n ............................ 562 504 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ..................................................................................... 1,590 1,6C6 

Yolo. 
Yolo County' .......................................................................................... 307 0 

• For explanation, see footnote .ppUcable to the court on T.ble 28. 

rotsJ 
dis[Xlritions 

1976-77 1975-'/6 

48 29 
586 461 
161 216 

85 0 
261 249 
544 445 

3,032 2.874 
370 316 
288 320 

901 920 

696 523 
646 478 

948 789 

1,484 1,051 

221 75 

225 313 
1~ 0 
3ZT 291 

1,412 1,524 

140 () 

Dlspasitions 
befOre hearing 

1976-77 1975-'/6 

11 :I 
26) 217 
23 48 

50 0 
91 1111 

193 185 
1,364 1,109 

63 48 
119 100 

512 542 

563 401 
477 324 

468 395 

794 585 

"1'.) 11 

63 168 
70 0 

109 107 

544 507 

104 0 

DIs[Xlrib"ons s1ter hearing 
Uncontested Conn"Sted 

matters msNers 
1976-77 /975-'/6 1976-77 1975-'/6 

20 ZT 17 0 
326 230 0 14 
123 137 15 33 ..... 

c::: 
0 

28 0 1 0 ..... 
170 129 0 2 () 

328 J!66 23 14 ;; 
1,558 1,603 110 162 t"' 

280 216 ZT 32 () 
163 217 6 3 0 

c::: 
Z 

359 359 30 19 () 

F 
0 

123 68 10 54 "Ij 
128 91 41 63 () 

> 
t"' 

437 367 41 ZT ..... 
"Ij 
0 
:xl 

688 346 2 120 Z ..... 
>-

III 0 37 64 

104 109 38 38 
46 0 B 0 

120 109 98 75 

839 974 29 43 

24 0 12 0 
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TABLE 29-CALlFORNiA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
DISPOSITIONS OF FELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISDEMEANORS 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 Bind 1976-17 .... 
Before hearinK. Mer hearing ~ Pleas of gui/tx. A~uitted or dismissed Convicted or bound over 

DirmissJUs Reduced to Reduced to Reduced to ~ 

and transfers Felonies misdemeanors Felonies misdemeanors Felonies misdemeanors t"1 I":, 
"'0 

County and judicis/ district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-'16 0 
State Total .......................................................... 17,224 17.188 5.684 5.412 13.684 12.879 2,765 2.877 302 309 40,366 40,32.5 831 1.159 ~ 
Alameda! '"'l 

Alameda .......................................................... 45 93 16 9 50 12 0 11 0 0 51 16 1 1 0 
Berkeley-Albany .......................................... 158 170 1 0 125 53 37 22 2 0 315 399 90 148 ~ Fremont-Newark-Unlon City .................... 38 41 7 0 11 19 1 4 0 2 162 88 0 10 
Livermore-Pleasanton • .............................. 72 52 26 3 143 160 1 0 0 0 104 137 0 18 t"1 
Oakland-Piedmont ...................................... 903 882 53 31 f'IJ1 880 0 0 0 1 1.323 1.411 6 3 Q 
San Leandro-Hayward ................................ 339 297 61 8 343 338 20 16 7 3 403 382 30 33 0 

<: 
Butte: t"1 

~ 
Chico .............................................................. 38 51 31 62 21 11 0 0 99 102 0 0 Z 

0 
Contra Coo ... : ~ 

Bay a ................................................................ 31 0 2 0 55 0 25 0 0 0 178 0 12 0 

~ Delta ........ , ..................................................... 81 51 5 8 9 14 4 18 0 1 182 139 0 4 
Mt. Diablo ...................................................... 87 77 28 14 G:I 54 17 23 1 3 288 252 3 4 
Richmond a ................... ., ............................... 33 93 1 8 48 125 '. 4 14 1 3 120 365 6 6 

~ Walnut Creek-Danville .............................. 26 23 12 15 18 17 2 4 0 1 100 112 2 4 
West· .............................................................. 12 6 3 2 10 0 0 1 0 0 99 73 10 1 t"1 

Fresno: 
r-< 
t"1 

Fresno ............................................................ 790 603 243 172 481 469 23 5 6 52 659 655 III 11 0 .... 
CIl 

Humboldt: 

~ Eureka ............................................................ 144 191 47 91 167 153 30 44 0 2 187 153 2 2 

Imperial: 
Imperial County a ........................................ 129 71 50 25 247 120 23 13 19 3 197 III 15 13 ~ 

Kern: 
Bakersfield a .................................................. 0 439 0 312 0 '}Sf 0 12 0 0 0 329 0 8 
East Kern" .................................................... 5 0 <4 0 30 () 0 0 3 0 19 0 2 0 
West Kem a .................................................. 345 0 272 0 458 0 39 0 0 0 299 0 19 0 )001 

Cj 
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TABLE 29-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
~ 

DISPOSITIONS OF FELONIES AND FELONIES REDUCED TO MISDEMEANORS-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-n 

Before hearin&' ARe;- hearing 
Pless of 1{Uiltz. A~uitted or dismissed Convicted or bound over 

Dismisssls Reduced to Reduced to Reduced to 
and transfers Felonies m:<;demeanorf jl'elonies misdemelUlors Felonies misdemeano~ 

County and judicisl district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 lUI5-76 1976-'1: 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los .... ngeles: '-< 

AlblUIlbra ........................................................ 10 33 1 0 29 31 3 23 4 8 208 202 2 2 c::: 
t::::J Antelope ........................................................ 8 16 0 0 6 10 3 9 6 2 136 75 14 8 -Beverly Hills .................................................. 34 33 2 2 3 6 14 14 0 0 234 266 1 2 C':l -BurbanJc ......................................................... II 14 4 2 19 19 8 16 5 0 121 113 2 1 ~ Citrus .............................................................. 392 435 4 4 55 20 1 15 0 2 310 43B 3 17 

Compton ........................................................ 263 256 14 0 117 86 14 79 0 11 1,043 1,192 0 3 C':l 
Culver ............................................................ 18 21 0 4 17 12 8 2 2 0 169 124 0 0 0 
DOWl1cy .......................................................... 43 65 13 10 73 8B 15 6 1 0 3B4 354 1 2 2 East Los Angeles .......................................... 58 80 2 0 14 15 110 95 9 2 434 545 12 4 
Clendale ........................................................ 26 47 2 0 18 15 12 23 0 1 222 161 18 16 C':l -Ingl~wood ...................................................... 118 124 9 29 55 33 39 50 3 2 576 :m 2 2 t'"' 
Long Be.ch .................................................... 15 29 5 6 8 0 12 17 0 1 764 804 4 3 0 Los Angeles .................................................... 1,082 1,187 113 153 725 440 812 1,027 46 22 8,228 9,325 240 76 "Xl 
Los Cerritos .................................................. 46 42 8 3 29 15 5 0 7 0 307 310 0 0 C':l Malibl1 ............................................................ 18 10 1 1 8 4 14 5 2 0 75 71 4 1 > Newhall .......................................................... 20 31 0 0 20 9 2 15 1 7 83 79 14 8 t: PosudenR ........................................................ 30 49 7 6 62 43 34 47 9 7 409 515 7 20 "Xl Pomona ........................................................ _, 35 37 5 1 36 14 13 18 4 4 318 26B 0 1 0 
Ri.:. Hondo· .................................................. 27 32 0 2 80 53 52 31 7 5 26B 297 5 5 :tI 
San Antonio· ................................................ 0 44 0 1 0 57 0 20 0 16 0 293 0 6 Z 
Santa Anit ..................................................... 45 7 9 0 36 15 3 10 0 1 126 134 0 10 

..... 
> Santa Monica ................................................ 49 44 5 8 26 14 21 33 0 4 164 255 4 7 

~~~ ~';;e"'::::::::::::::::::::::::::':::=:::::::::::::::::: 77 109 78 72 36 34 il 36 1 3 653 683 1 4 
0 23 0 1 0 15 0 4 0 2 0 211 0 6 

SOuthe .. t· ...................................................... 90 2B 6 5 100 52 101 18 3 9 776 370 30 6 
Whittier .......................................................... 33 62 II 15 30 17 2 18 0 1 341 3~~ 1 0 

Marin: 
Ce'ltral ............................................................ 91 113 31 27 66 98 37 42 0 2 332 360 6 20 

Merced: 
Merced CountY" .......................................... 30 0 21 0 29 0 29 0 2 0 144 0 0 0 

.,. 



--~r-

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula a .................................. 47 194 {) 2 110 107 38 3 0 8 414 372 0 9 
Salinas .............................................................. 139 133 {) 1 17 34 32 43 {) {) 339 371 2 2 

Napa: 
Napa County a .............................................. 88 12 14 4 228 35 4 0 0 0 118 53 0 {) 

..... 
Orange: 10' 

-4 
Central Orange County .............................. 588 652 lOS 146 356 487 14 27 2 6 492 453 3 3 00 

North Orang(' County ................................ 777 540 195 188 565 528 14 14 1 8 367 317 2 11 :d 
Orange CDunty Harbor .............................. 93 164 53 87 127 158 8 25 12 4 200l 179 2 3 tz:I 
South Orange County ................................ 50 43 40 38 46 20 5 10 1 {) 95 129 {) 2 

'"0 
0 

West Orange County .................................. 320 439 78 93 318 453 1 23 4 8 422 405 .5 7 
~ 

Riverside: a Corona ... ~ ........... " ..... n ••••• " ......................... h •• 47 30 30 39 42 34 {) 7 0 {) 96 74 {) 0 
Desert" .......................................................... 225 128 43 37 37 20 30 25 3 2 219 152 1 1 

~ MI. San Jacinto' .......................................... 46 24 36 14 92 53 7 10 1 1 87 38 .5 14 
Riverside ........................ _ ................... _ ....... 356 338 253 246 256 259 90 21 3 2 386 342 15 0 tz:I 
Three Lakes a ................................................ {) 0 0 0 {) 0 {) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (,") 

Sacnunento: ~ 
&.cramento .................................................... 1,317 1,652 505 5IJ1 1,124 1,34Ii 2 9 11 4 1,231 1,121 9 7 tz:I 

San Bernardino: ~ 
San Be=dino County .............................. 897 1,05.'>. 557 581 533 601 161 114 11 5 1,094 1,189 24 16 0 

:d 
San Diego: > 

EI Cajon a ..................................................... 171 141 58 88 307 230 30 21 3 3 363 258 2 1 Z 
North County a ............................................ 205 363 134 105 173 306 32 28 0 1 475 452 0 1 0 

~~:~;: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 931 892 487 520 646 729 105 112 11 12 1,701 2,050 23 40 ~ 134 (! 58 24 178 19 39 21 5 0 476 91 15 ~ 
tz:I 

San Francisco: f:;j 
San Francisco ................................................ 995 1,141 234 142 632 994 157 100 5 11 2,2.50 2,059 47 372 

(,") -San Joaquin: Cfl 

1 i 
Lodi .................................................................. 21 19 4 5 41 55 4 16 0 0 58 77 0 1 

~ Manleca·Ripon·Escalon-Tracy .................. 87 82 3 12 102 105 7 5 16 2 88 95 0 2 
Stockton .......................................................... 483 434 0 78 626 381 49 a7 1 0 596 513 1 11 

San Luis Obispo: tz:I 
San Luis Obispo County ............................ 118 111 115 82 147 174 22 0 0 0 200 121 () 0 

San Mateo: 
Central ............................................................ 128 92 37 33 91 38 19 10 0 0 291 256 1 l 
Northern ........................................................ 199 54 21 29 63 ~3 .5 :; 4 3 214 168 1 7 ~ Southern ........................................................ 231 272 2 8 186 192 28 12 0 0 365 338 0 1 





TABLE 3O-CALIFORMIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 

Fisca! Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
(Excludes fGlonie~ reduced to misdemeanors) 

Dispositions aher hearing 
~ Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

filinl!!. disposibons before hearinll m8tten matten orden" ~ County and Judicial Disbict 1976-77 1975-76 J976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 ~ 
State Total ............................................................................... 583,708 R541,835 544,462 499,663 529,804 483,845 3,581 5,039 10,964 10,5.59 113 2l!O t"' 

Alameda: ~ Alameda ................................................................................ 1,397 1,366 1,292 1.170 1,229 1,136 33 6 20 2B 0 0 0 Berkeley-Albany ................................................................ 3,rm 3.103 3,268 2,850 2,872 2,515 287 243 109 92 0 0 
~ Fremont-Newark-Union City .......................................... 2,255 2,875 1.932 2,467 1.793 2,241 59 77 79 149 1 0 

Livermore-Pleasanton a .................................................... 2,246 1,865 1.969 1,560 1,938 1.499 3 2B 2B 33 0 0 0 Oakland-Piedmont ............................................................ 13.726 12,541 14.458 11,500 13.973 11,282 209 120 Z16 188 0 0 >:rj 
San Leandro-Hayward ...................................................... 6.132 6.397 5,4Z1 5,900 5,308 5,313 45 401 74 186 0 0 

@ 
Butt", ttl 

ChJco .................................................................................... 1.749 1,224 1,540 1,2OB 1.416 1.114 5 6 98 82 21 6 

~ Contra Costa: 
Bay· ...................................................................................... 3.118 0 3,348 0 3,240 0 32 0 76 0 0 0 
Delta ...................................................................................... 2,565 2,462 2,516 2,390 2,446 2,321 33 20 34 43 3 6 Z 
Mt. Diablo ............................................................................ 3,410 3,584 3,427 3,948 3.337 3,821 18 42 72 as 0 0 -Riclunond' .......................................................................... 1,rm 3.271 1.405 2,869 1,356 2,768 7 13 42 88 0 0 ~ 
Walnut Creek-Danville .................................................... 1,921 2,026 1,903 1.950 1,805 1,861 18 15 63 49 15 25 

~ West· ............................. , ...................................................... 1,633 2,988 1,286 2.020 1,281 1,926 3 18 22 75 0 1 

Fresno: <: 
t:t1 

Fresno ................................................................................... 6,573 6.492 5.025 5,551 ~Jl69 5,429 37 22 lIB ]00 0 

~ Humboldt: 
Eur"ka .................................................................................. 1,387 1.410 1.462 1.442 1,434 1,409 \1 6 17 Z1 0 0 

~ Imperial: 
Imperial County ............................. ~._ ........................... 3,539 1,801 2,951 1,341 2,821 1.179 33 119 88 43 9 0 

}Cern: 
Bakersfield· _ ....................................................................... 0 11.124 0 11.735 0 11,15811 0 18 0 129 0 0 
East }Cern· .......................................................................... 565 0 491 0 477 0 8 0 6 0 0 0 
West Kern' ........................................................................ 13,041 0 11,756 0 11,550 0 31 0 175 0 0 0 .... :~,~,~ 

...,J 

...,J 



~ 

TABLE 3O-CAU!':ORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AIIJD INFRACTIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 

Dispositions aRer hellrinlf. 
Total Total DispositiofJS Uncontested Contested 

IilinJlS dispositions before hearing matters matters 
County IUld Judicial District 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 J!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1975-'/6 

Los Angel"", 
Alhambra .............................................................................. 3.147 2,673 2,144 2.678 2,674 2.439 11 184 59 5,~ 

Antelope ............................................................................. 2,323 1.632 2,317 1.843 2,241 1,564 11 21 65 58 
Beverly Hills ........................................................................ 2,117 2,461 2.076 2,217 1.900 2,010 30 43 145 184 
Durbank ................................................................................ 2,159 1,817 1.882 1.667 1.834 1.632 23 U 25 24 
Citrus ................. , ................................................................. 8.151 7,818 7.482 7.fRJ 7,288 7,365 Z1 28 166 253 
Compton .............................................................................. 11.096 10.996 9.169 7.928 9.u18 7.728 45 84 106 136 
Culver .................................................................................. 2,248 2,089 1,887 1,920 1.820 1,863 8 10 59 47 
Downey ................................................................................ 5.041 4.402 3.711 4,369 3.001 4,239 36 91 66 39 
East Los Angeles ................................................................ 4.094 4,.512 3.702 3.762 3.466 3.616 193 82 41 84 
Glendale .............................................................................. 2,849 2,307 2,879 2.767 2.765 2,652 22 17 92 98 
Inglewood ............................................................................ 7.634 9.090 6.860 7,289 6.636 6,870 82 220 140 199 
Long Deach .......................................................................... 15.883 14,236 14.014 12,340 13.789 12.004 39 184 186 152 
Los Angeies .......................................................................... 99.001 106.097 96,957 96.636 95,255 95.093 333 484 1.369 1,281 
Los Cerritos .............................................. ' ......................... 4.173 3.793 4,272 3.833 4.109 3.728 42 30 121 77 
Malibu .................................................................................. 3.760 1,954 2,695 2.004 2,609 1.947 57 24 29 33 
Newhall ................................................................................ 2,776 2.085 2,189 1.675 2.143 1.820 4 7 42 48 
Pasadena .......................................................................... , ... 4.869 4,374 4.412 4.082 4.194 3.760 26 67 192 255 
Pomona ............................................................................... 4.726 4.455 3,749 2.933 3,590 2.798 17 26 142 109 
Rio Hondo· .............................................. " ....................... 5.099 4,344 4.195 4.166 4,074 4.077 51 23 67 66 
San Antonio • ...................................................................... 0 3.554 0 3.425 0 3,270 0 28 0 127 
Santa Anita .......................................................................... 1.733 1.713 1.655 1.431 1,555 1,317 5 0 95 114 
Santa Monica ...................................................................... 4.036 3.757 3,837 3.477 3.665 3,331 62 58 90 88 
South Bay ........................................................................... 12.430 12,145 11.495 10.621 11.055 10,220 68 65 372 336 
South Gate' ........................................................................ 0 1.750 0 1.632 0 1.600 0 9 0 21 
SOuthenst· ............................................................................ 11.451 4.f1T7 11,207 4.371 11.026 4,244 43 43 136 84 
WhIttier ................................................................................ 4.834 5.133 4,542 4.am 4,347 4.142 9 31 186 180 

Marin: 
COntrnl ................................................................................. 4.799 4.181 4.835 4.620 4,7&t 4,539 10 22 72 59 

Merced: 
Merced County • ................................................................ 2,026 0 1.560 0 1,529 0 18 0 12 0 

Juvenile 
orders-

1!l76-77 1!l75-76 c: 
0 0 t::J -0 0 C':l 
1 0 -> 0 0 t"' 
1 3 

C':l 0 0 0 0 0 c:: 0 0 Z 
0 0 C':l 
0 0 -0 0 t"' 
0 0 0 
0 0 "%j 

0 0 C':l 
0 0 > 
0 0 t: 
0 0 "%j 

0 0 0 
3 0 ~ 

Z 0 0 -0 0 > 
0 0 
0 0 
0 2 
Q 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 



Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula ........................................................ . 
Salinas ................................................................................... . 

Napa: 
Napa County· ................................................................... . 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ................................................... . 
NorL'l Orange County ..................................................... . 
Orange County Harbor .................................................. . 
South Orange County .................................................... .. 
West Orange County ....................................................... . 

Riverside: 
Corona ................................................................................. . 
Desert" .............................................................................. .. 
Mt. San Jacinto· ............................................................... . 
Riverside .......................................................................... .. 
TItree Lakes • .................................................................... .. 

Sacramento: 
Sacramento ........................................................................ .. 

San Bernardino: 
San Bernardino County ................................................... . 

San Diego: 
El Cl\iolla ........................................................................... . 
North County· ............................................... . ............. .. 
San Diego' ........................................................................ .. 
South Bay' ......................................................................... . 

San Francisco: 
San Francisco .................................................................... .. 

San Joaqu'Il! 
Lodi ...................................................................................... . 
Manteca·Ripon.Esca!on·Tnu:y ....................................... . 
Stockton ............................................................................... .. 

San Luis Obispo: 
San Luis Obispo County ................................................. . 

Sa:nMateo: 
CentraI ................................................................................ . 
Northern ............................................................................. . 
Southern ............................................................................. . 

3.080 
2,895 

2,008 

17.661 
14,867 
12,674 
6.488 

15.101 

2,784 
6,875 
1,899 
7.173 
1.240 

11.477 

13,215 

4.772 
7,256 

30,371 
4.488 

16,894 

1.394 
2,076 
8,266 

4,255 

1.751 
3,238 
2,341 

2,817 
2,472 

914 

18.709 
12,927 
9.701 
5.828 

13.733 

2,675 
R6•057 

1.763 
7.280 

o 

10,952 

14.027 

4,395 
6,216 

~,336 
3.780 

16,243 

1,210 
1.448 
8.888 

3.192 

1.888 
3,529 
2,600 

3.llll 
2,857 

18,814 
15,261 
10.476 
5,572 

13.631 

2,800 
6,884 
2,013 
6.750 
1.121 

12,005 

12,099 

4,893 
7.448 

25.606 
3,837 

15.992 

1.433 
1,883 
7.192 

2,056 
3.041 
2,296 

2,721 
2,463 

18.458 
12,265 
8,263 
5.188 

12,311 

2,779 
5.004 
1,823 
7,274 

o 

11.614 

12,229 

4.Ti5 
5.722 

23,871 
2,03Q 

16.6!3 

1,191 
1.475 
7,396 

1,975 
3,184 
3,518 

2.789 
2,734 

2,059 

18.627 
15.041 
10,230 

5.4'16 
IMlO 

2.7m 
6.735 
1.991 
6.616 
1.083 

11.859 

11.772 

4.709 
7.005 

24,592 
3.671 

15.684 

1,407 
1.795 
7,114 

3,512 

2.569 
2,362 

860 

18,233 
12,085 
8.049 
5.087 

12,157 

2,716 
4,895 
!,Ii03 
1,150 

o 

11.461 

11,837 

4,646 
5,377 

22,779 
1,855 

16,298 

1.167 
1.40'1 
7,341 

1,909 
3,100 
3~ 

11 
32 

78 

62 
32 
95 
5 

19 

11 
12 
10 
28 
ro 

o 

114 

4 
46 

119 
25 

o 
46 
29 

o 

l'.?, 
7 

20 

7 
37 

22 

83 
32 
33 

6 
26 

2 
19 

135 
11 
o 

4 

19 

6 
35 

,80 
88 

166 

1 
33 
14 

8 

12 
15 

I7S 

211 
91 

89 

125 
188 
135 
91 

102 

19 
137 
12 

104 
15 

146 

213 

180 
391 
895 
141 

l!Il 
26 
49 

83 

50 
71 
43 

145 
84 

22 

142 
148. 
45 
95 

128 

60 
90 

185 
113 

o 

149 

121 
310 
912 
85 

149 

54 
69 

100 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

16 
o 
o 

1 
o 
o 
2 
o 

o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
16 
o 

o 

o 
1 
o 

o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

156 
o 
o 

1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

2 
o 
o 
2 

o 

o 
10 
o 

o 

o 
o 
o 
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TABLE ~ALlFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-Continu8d 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 
~ 

1976-77 00 

(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 
0 

Dispositions aher hearinll. 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

1ilinS! dispositions before hearinll. Inatters matters orders' 
County and Judicial .District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· ............................................................................. 1,108 423 1,103 431 1,036 389 36 31 31 II 0 0 
Santa Barbara·('.ole·ta ........................................................ 7,823 7,435 6,187 6,284 6,122 6,204 0 0 64 80 1 0 
Santa Maria .......................................................................... 1,656 1,187 1,FiYT 1,637 1,735 1,602 5 17 67 18 0 0 

...... 
Santa Clara: c::: 

Gilroy·Morgan. Hill • .......................................................... 796 0 667 0 636 0 24 0 7 0 0 0 t;I ..... 
Los C.tO'.-Campbell·Sar.toga .......................................... 1,778 1,379 1,690 1,567 1,652 1,521 4 22 34 24 0 0 (j 
Palo A1to-Mountai., View ................................................ 3,215 2,636 2,776 2,531 2,7ZT 2,479 13 18 36 34 0 0 ;;: 
San Jose-Milpitas ................................................................ 13,1ZT 1l,096 1l,206 9,389 10,917 9,063 4 99 ZT9 224 ~ 3 t"' 
SantQ Clara .......................................................................... 1,585 I,O"ll 1,254 1,060 1,235 1,039 1 .?- 18 19 0 0 (j 
Swmyval.,..Cupcrtino ........................................................ 1,787 1,559 1,637 1,371 1,581 1,300 7 12 49 59 0 0 0 

Santa Cruz: 
c::: 
Z 

Santa Cruz County ............................................................ 6,688 5,553 6,086 5,094 5,918 4,937 57 51 11l 106 0 0 (j 

Solano: 
F 

Northern Solan"· ............................................................... 2,235 1,966 2,095 1,817 2,008 1,740 18 16 69 61 0 0 0 
Vallejo-Benldn' .................................................................. 1,811 1,889 1,85:> 1,908 1,715 1,762 21 26 117 120 0 0 

"%j 

(j 

Sonoma: ~ Sonoma County .................................................................. 7,1ZT 6,400 7,291 6,487 7,'}f.T1 6,049 36 389 48 49 0 0 
"%j 

Stanislaus: 0 
=cJ 

Stanislaus Co'll1ty' ............................................................ 4,881 3,661 5,180 3,607 4,998 3,497 17 8 164 101 Z ..... 
Sutter: ;>-

Sutter County" ................................................................... 988 315 851 244 688 69 113 80 40 95 10 0 

Tulare: 
Porterville ............................................................................ 1,713 1,639 1,827 1,571 1,738 1,533 32 10 54 ZT 3 1 
Tulare.PWey· ...................................................................... 711 0 553 () 511 0 29 0 13 0 0 0 
V1saIia .................................................................................... 1,480 1,639 1,285 1,385 1,238 1,325 1 0 48 60 0 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................................................. 11,645 10,645 10,338 9,543 9,913 9,284 41 23 364 236 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County" ...................................................................... 1,544 0 1,199 0 1,181 0 3 0 15 0 0 0 

• For explanation, see foo!.r.~te applicable try the court on Table 28. 
R Revbed. 
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TABLE 3OA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FIWmS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDIEMEANORS' 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 

Dispcsilions after hearin.st ~ Total Total Di,posilions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
filinS§. disl!!!.sibons before hearin/l. matters matters ordersb Z 

County and Judicial District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 ~ 
State Total ........................................................................ 331,388 315,831 309,316 286,299 297,645 !1:l4,171) 2,543 3,6B5 6,989 8,395 39 49 t"' 

~ 
Alameda: trl 

Alameda ........................................................................ 695 655 536 702 498 ~,8() 25 5 13 17 0 0 '"d 
0 Berkeley-Albany .......................................................... 2,200 2,202 2,264 2,133 1,925 1,938 26B 229 71 66 0 0 
£XJ Fremont-Newark.Uni,,& City .................................... 2,014 2,495 1,645 2,015 1,519 1,885 54 73 71 57 1 0 

lJvermore-Pleasanton ............................................ 1,526 1,616 1,454 1,322 1,425 1,273 2 21 !1:l 2B 0 0 0 
Oakland·Piedmont ...................................................... 7!/l!l. 8,215 8,361 7,457 7ml -,,188 160 lOB 230 161 0 0 ":!.1 
San u.andro-Hsyward ..... _ ........................................ 4,606 5,279 3,446 3,745 3,343 .3,338 37 329 66 78 0 0 >-:l 

Butte: 
::Il 
trl 

Chico .............................................................................. 662 645 6BB 716 617 543 0 0 71 69 0 4 
E; 

Contr.\ Costa: 
1,369 0 1,565 0 1,480 0 25 0 60 0 0 0 ~ Bay ................................................................................ 

Delta .............................................................................. 1,111 1,013 1,136 1,035 1,089 1,001 18 12 zr lin 2 2 

~~!~~~fj .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,007 1,924 1,897 2,292 1,834 2,201 13 25 50 66 0 0 ~ 802 1,788 762 1,533 7l1n 1,461 5 9 37 63 0 0 \'1 

~:;'6t .:~~~:.~~~~.::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: B67 893 898 B56 B29 794 6 10 49 32 14 lin 

~ 762 1,256 533 1,071 514 1,003 3 14 16 51 0 1 

Fresno: trl 
Fresno ..................................................... , ....................... 4,452 4,353 3,9BO 3,756 3/3Zl' 3,635 37 21 lUS 100 0 0 

Humboldt: ~ Ellreka ............................................................................ 622 762 662 750 6{.S 7!1:l 5 5 . 12 18 0 0 (j 

Imperinl: b 
trl 

Imperinl County ...................................................... ,. 1,790 875 1,443 59i I;m 498 22 63 SO 30 4 0 

Kern: b 
0 5,915 0 6,124 0 6,011 0 17 0 96 0 0 

E~%V:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 309 0 256 0 254 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 
6,379 0 5,42.9 0 5,293 0 15 0 121 0 0 0 I-' 

00 ..... 



..... 
TABLE lOA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 00 

l'O 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 

Dispositions alter hearinll. 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
Iilin~ disoositions before hearinll. matters matters order;;b 

County nnd Judicial District 1975-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 
Los Angeles: 

Alhambra ...................................................................... 2,682 2,100 1,978 1,893 1,923 1,729 10 US 45 49 0 0 '-
Antelope ........................................................................ 1,441 1,485 1,501 1,489 1,437 1,433 10 17 54 39 0 0 c:: 
6everly Hills ................................................................ 1,320 1,2.28 1,708 1,591 1,547 1,413 29 36 131 142 1 0 tJ -Burbank ........................................................ , ................. 1,152 1,127 1,022 994 985 969 20 8 17 17 0 0 0 
Citrus .............................................................................. 5,508 6,112 4,574 5,836 4,406 5,604 25 21 143 20B 0 3 -:> 
Compton ........................................................................ 6,395 6,195 5,385 4,238 5,248 4,042 44 64 93 132 0 0 t'"' 
Culver ............................................................................ 1,596 1,098 1,259 983 1,208 954 4 0 49 29 0 0 0 
Downey .......................................................................... 2,736 2,814 1,949 2,644 1,858 2,544 30 71 6~ 29 0 0 0 
East Los Angeles .......................................................... 2,212 3.019 2,049 2,035 2,003 1,930 14 52 32 33 0 0 c:: 
Glendale ........................................................................ 1,665 1,323 1,680 1,785 1,595 1,708 18 II 67 66 0 0 Z 
Inglewood ...................................................................... 4,883 5,893 4,498 4,543 4,335 4,267 44 120 119 136 0 0 0 
Long Bench .................................................................. 7,789 6,941 5,914 6,056 5,711 5,744 34 180 169 132 0 0 -t'"' 
Los Angeles .................................................................. 48,372 55,514 47,176 47,524 45.603 45.882 301 426 1,272 1,216 0 0 

0 Los Cerritos .................................................................. 2,748 2,640 2,966 2,677 2,829 2,5B4 36 24 102 G9 0 0 
Malibu ............................................................................ 1.095 868 988 914 927 873 49 14 12 27 0 0 ":tj 

Newhall .......................................................................... 1,345 1,205 1.016 90S 985 868 2 6 29 34 0 0 0 
Pll!lldena ........................................................................ 3.031 3,085 2,780 2.634 2,587 2,371 25 49 168 214 0 0 :> 

E'~~:~~.~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,241 2,806 1.971 1,936 1,827 1,811 13 23 131 102 0 0 t: 
2,71J.5 2,700 1,789 2,290 1,701 2,214 29 20 38 56 1 0 ":tj 

0 0 2.157 0 2,078 0 1,934 0 l<2 0 122 0 0 
~ 

Santa AnIta .................................................................... 1,)40 1,248 1,001 1,016 94? 922 3 0 56 94 0 0 Z 
Santa Monica ................................................................ 1,587 1,532 1,831 1.837 1,724 1,736 35 26 72 76 0 0 -
E~~etfg·~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

5,708 4.810 5,005 4,303 4,686 4,013 56 56 263 234 0 0 :> 
0 930 0 822 0 799 0 6 0 15 0 2 

5,900 2.422 6.173 2.388 6,022 2,267 39 43 112 78 0 0 
Whittier .......................................................................... 3,046 3,362 2,811 2,669 2,632 2,504 8 28 171 137 0 0 

Marin: 
Central ............................................................................ 1,807 1,692 1,795 1,786 1,742 1,725 7 16 48 45 0 0 

Merced, 
Merced County b .......................•.................•...........• t. 1,390 0 fti2 0 949 0 11 0 12 0 0 0 

MOl1t~rey: b 
1,916 1,733 1,719 1,660 1,562 1,540 8 6 149 114 0 0 Monterey Peninsula ." ..................... ....................... 

Salinas ................................................. ;., ....................... 1,924 1,659 1,945 1,740 1,660 1,650 23 34 62 56 0 0 

I) 



"'''. z .. ¥#!4L " 

~ Napa: 
1 Napa County b ............................................................. 905 464 1,062 481 961 458 43 10 58 19 0 0 

8l Orange: .... 
t.o Central Orange County ............................................ 13,581 11,884 14,937 11,734 14,774 11,583 50 70 113 101 0 0 North Orange County ................................................ 7,942 8,869 8,7ll 7,622 8,525 7,459 Zl 30 139 133 0 0 Orange County Harbor .............................................. 6,181 4,400 4,283 3,270 4,122 3,316 61 16 100 38 0 0 South Orange County ................................................ 2,707 2,378 2,648 2,562 2,583 2,495 4 5 39 62 0 0 West Orange County .................................................. 8,351 7,851 7,577 7,'1JJ2 7,489 7,078 13 19 75 105 0 0 :> 

Riverside: Z 

~i.~2j~~;~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::: 
699 564 887 755 871 718 3 0 12 36 1 1 ~ 3,096 2,995 3,315 2,298 3,199 2,221 8 16 lOB 61 0 0 
736 750 852 799 836 615 7 90 9 94 0 0 t"' 

~:,sit.:k;;;b~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 4,375 4,291 4,m'S 4,357 3,967 4,2.44 20 8 88 105 1 0 ::tI 
463 0 406 0 379 0 15 0 12 0 0 0 trJ 

'1:! 
Sacramento: 0 

Sacrarnento .................................................................... 9,573 8,387 . 9,717 9,155 9,575 9,020 0 4 142 131 0 0 ~ 
San Bernardino: 0 

".tJ 
San Bernardino CoIUlty ............................................ 7,351 (',/lO3 6,620 6,320 6370 00Zl 86 43 164 249 0 

~ 
San Diego: b trJ 

E~§~:~:;:~:~~~~~~~:~~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~~~:::~~:::::~~~~~~~~~~: 
3,74" 3,368 3,691 3,249 3,542 3,151 0 5 149 91 0 2 

~ 4,836 4,126 5,060 3,974 4,724 3,684 43 25 293 263 0 0 
21,372 16,148 16,477 13,402 15,612 12,522 100 14:> 765 731 0 0 

~. 3,353 2,639 2,761 1,289 2,635 1,160 20 56 106 11 0 2 

San Francisco: -
San Francisco ................................................................. 10,691 11,011 11,206 11,558 10,882 11,268 121 142 203 148 0 0 ~ 

San Joaquin: ~ Lodi ................................................................................ 899 866 939 778 9Zl 765 0 1 12 12 0 0 Manteca.Ripc.:I'.Escalon.'fracy .................................. 1,321 1,042 1,182 m 1,121 949 35 29 22 13 4 6 Stockton .......... , ............................................................ 3,404 3515 3,507 3:JZ[ :l,448 3.182 19 9 40 36 0 0 
0 

San Luis Obispo: ~ 
San Luis Obispo County ............................................ 1,831 1,641 1,511 1,453 l.462 1,403 0 5 49 45 0 0 .... I C) I 

San Mateo: trJ ! Central ............................................... , ............................ 1,354 1,392 1,697 I,U86 1,637 1,625 19 11 41 30 0 0 Northern ........................................................................ 2$1 2,294 2,323 2,386 2,252 2,314 6 12 64 60 1 0 SOuthem ........................................................................ 1,153 1,239 1,246 1,223 1,203 1,177 4 10 39 38 0 0 

Santa Bar~a: 
506 171 499 210 447 171 32 25 20 11 0 0 

~ ;:n::arb;.;~~C;;i~t:::::::·.::::::::::::::::·:.:::::::::::::::::::'.:: 3,329 3,243 2;i17 2,936 2,610 2,861 0 0 46 7/i 1 0 
Santa Maria .................................................................. 970 707 1,062 898 1003 874 0 8" 59 16 0 0 



TABLE lOA-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS I-' 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP A NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS "-Continued ~ 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

(Excludes felonies reduced to misdemeanors) 
Dispositions after hesring 

Totllf ToM Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

filin!!. disf!!!!!.Dons before hearin/l. matters matters ordersb 

County IJlld Judicillf District )976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Sarita Cillra: 
Cilroy-Morgan Hill b .................................................. 2Ii6 0 248 0 236 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 
Los Catos-Campbcll-Saratogo .................................. 1,098 974 1,063 1,101 1,034 1,072 2 17 27 12 0 0 '-c: 
Palo Alto-Mountain View .......................................... 1,892 1,576 1,679 1,549 l,fWl 1,507 10 13 28 29 0 0 t:;j 
Sari Jose-Milpitas .......................................................... 9,313 8,352 7,6/2 7,034 7,429 6,774 .., 83 239 174 0 3 ..... 
Santa Clara .................................................................... 893 931 857 909 842 892 1 2 14 15 0 0 () 

Swmyvale-Cupertino .................................................. 1,138 1,?JJT 1,033 1,059 989 1,009 ~ 9 39 41 0 0 :> 
t"' 

Sarita Cr1Jz: () 
Sarita Cruz County ...................................................... 4,017 2,705 3,575 2.471 3,443 2,378 43 29 89 64 0 0 0 c: 

Solano: b Z 
1,934 1,686 1,740 1,526 1,665 1,460 16 12 59 54 0 0 () 

~~~~~~~::g .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .... 
1,179 1,318 1,210 1,316 1,110 1,214 14 11 86 91 0 0 t"' 

Sonomru 
0 
"Xl 

Sonoma County ............................................................ 3,476 3,155 3,533 3,298 3,479 3,083 16 187 38 28 0 0 () 
> 

Stanislaus, b t"' 
2,807 2,209 3,407 2,464 3,272 2,387 6 3 128 93 .... 

SlanisLus County ...................................................... "Xl 
0 

Sutter: b !:l:l 
Sutter County ............................................................. 611 233 523 181 397 41 95 65 28 75 3 0 Z 

:> 
Tulare: 

~::~~~·b:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 779 789 888 855 814 821 24 8 47 25 3 1 
249 0 216 Q 187 0 18 0 11 0 0 0 

Visali ............................ , ........... , ...................................... 890 975 794 886 751 840 0 0 43 46 0 0 

Ventura; 
Ventura County .......................................................... 7:;27 6,893 6,934 6,336 6,640 6,142 21 13 273 181 0 0 

Yolo: b 
Yolo County .............................................................. 897 0 563 0 546 0 3 0 14 0 0 0 

~Gl~Up A Misdemeanors are: Battery (242 PC), Disturbing the Peace (415 PC), Disorderly Conduct (647 PC), Joy Ride (499 b PC) and Trespass (602 PC). 
For explanation, see footnote applicable to Ih;e court on Tabl(l 28. 



TABLE SOB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions aher heRrinll. 

ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Jullellile > 
Jilin/!!.. dise!!§!.tions before heRrind. matters matten tmIenb Z 

Z CoUllty IUld judicial disbicl 1916-77 1915-76 1916-77 1915-76 1916-77 1975-76 1916-77 1915-76 1916-77 1915-76 1916-77 1915-76 

~ State Total ...................................................................... 209,060 '200,754 200,681 191,800 198,045 188,658 B20 1,1OS 1,7S9 1,870 Il7 167 

Alameda: 

~ Alameda ...................................................................... 613 645 660 429 641 417 B 1 5 11 0 0 
Berkeley-Albany ........................................................ 1,309 855 959 616 903 581 18 13 38 22 0 0 0 
Fremont-Newark-Uni0g City ................................ 241 379 281 437 269 344 4 3 B 90 0 0 

~ Livennore-Pleasanton .......................................... 574 143 282 li5 28'J 108 1 2- 1 5 0 {) 

Oaldand·Piedmont .................................................... 5,804 4,326 5,983 4,133 5,8&1 4,094 49 12 46 ZT 0 0 0 
San Leandro-Hayward ............................................ 1,520 1,U7 1,981 2,144 1,965 1.964 a 72 B 108 0 0 "'3 

Butte: @ 
Chico ............................................................................ 213 lZT 113 109 100 101 0 6 12 r;rJ 

ContIl\, Costa: 
237 0 325 0 4 0 15 0 0 0 

E; 
Bay ............................................................................ 0 306 ~ Delta ............................................................................ 654 1,447 613 1,353 597 1,318 10 8 5 23 1 4 ...... 

~~~~~~tj.::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 304 1,656 344 1.651 329 1,616 3 16 12 19 0 0 ~ 
4s3 1.478 459 1,336 453 1,307 2 4 4 25 () 0 

I Wa1n~t Creek-Danville .............. _ ............................. 229 1,124 219 i,085 196 1,002 12 5 10 15 1 :1 
West .......................................................................... 312 1,614 283 843 Zl8 816 0 4 5 23 0 () 

Fresno: 
Fresno .......................................................................... 655 1,863 1;007 1,648 1.004 1,6117 0 3 0 0 {) 

Humboldt: 0 
Eurelca ........................................................................ 746 629 781 640 712 635 6 0 3 5 0 0 ~ 

Imperial: r.J 
r;rJ 

Imperial County b ......................•.............. \ .............. 1,749 919 1,504 745 1.481 616 11 56 7 13 ,~ 0 

Kern: b 
0 3,217 0 3,630 3,596 {) 1 0 33 0 0 

~!:~~\:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
0 

256 {) 233 0 2!<,~ I) 6 0 4 0 0 0 
4,927 0 4,6ifT 0 4,619 0 15 0 53 0 0 0 

...... 
8i 



...... 
00 

TABLE lOB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 0) 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NONTRA\FFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-16 and 1976-77 

~tiOll'J after hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
filinG!. dispositions before hearin~ matter; matters ordersb 

County llI/d judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 J!)'/6-77 1975-76 iir.6-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los Angeles: 
A1hambr ..................................................................... 458 568 7M 7FA 692 689 0 69 12 6 0 0 

'-< 
Antelope ...................................................................... 882 147 816 154 804 131 1 4 11 19 0 0 C 
Beverl), Hills ........................................... ; .................. 779 1,233 343 592 329 564 1 7 13 21 0 0 t:I 
Burbank ...................................................................... 1,007 690 860 672 849 882 3 3 8 7 0 0 .... 

(") 
Citrus .................................................. " ........................ 1,131 841 1,257 911 1,237 888 2 2 18 21 0 0 -Compton .................................................................... 3,441 3,426 3,098 2,845 3,086 2,841 1 0 11 4 0 0 :> 
Culver .......................................................................... 578 883 549 841 538 821 1 6 10 14 0 0 t"' 
Downey ...................................................................... 2,305 1,588 1,762 1,725 1,749 1,695 8 20 5 10 0 0 (") 

East Los Angeles ................................................... ,. 1,882 1,493 1,653 1,727 1,465 1,686 179 30 9 II 0 0 0 
Glendnle ...................................................................... 1,184 982 1,192 974 1,184 944 3 4 25 m 0 0 ~ Inglewood .................................................................. 2,751 2,941 2,257 2,638 2,226 2,541 10 69 21 20 0 0 

(") 
Long Beach ................................................................ 8,094 7,295 8,100 6,284 8,078 6,260 5 4 17 20 0 0 ..... 
Los Angeles ................................................................ 47,058 44.993 47,107 45,826 46,978 45,742 32 32 97 52 0 0 t"' 
Los Cerritos ................................................................ 1,425 1,153 1,306 1,156 1,280 1,142 7 6 19 8 0 0 0 
Malibu ......................................................................... 2,451 1,086 1,706 1,090 1,882 1,074 8 10 16 6 0 0 '"%j 

Newhall ........................................................................ 1,431 860 1,173 767 1,158 752 2 1 13 14 0 0 (") 
PllSlldena ...................................................................... 1,838 1,289 1,632 1,416 1,607 1,375 1 7 24 34 0 0 :> 

f!tE:~:~:::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,465 1,849 1,778 996 1,763 986 4 3 II 7 0 0 t"' ..... 
2,314 1,629 2,362 1,873 2,329 1,860 22 3 9 10 2 0 '"%j 

0 1,397 0 1,344 0 1,333 0 6 0 5 0 0 0 
Santa Anita ................................................................ 693 465 628 415 587 395 2 0 39 20 0 0 !:d 
Santa Monic ............................................................... 1,182 859 1,071 743 1,038 729 17 5 16 9 0 0 ~ 

~~~I~g~:::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
6,722 7,335 6,490 6,318 6,369 6%I1 12 9 109 102 0 0 :> 

0 820 0 807 0 800 0 2 0 5 0 0 
5,551 2,555 4,972 1,983 4,944 1,977 4 0 24 6 0 0 

Whltll"'r ...................................................................... 1,788 1,771 1,731 1,684 1,715 1,638 1 3 15 43 0 0 

MIirin: 
Centr.I ........................................................................ 539 520 648 597 627 583 0 2 21 12 0 0 

Merced: 
Merced County b ...................................................... 636 0 588 0 580 0 7 0 0 0 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsul. b ~ .............................................. 968 943 I,ll! 882 1,054 B57 i i 56 24 0 0 
SaUn ............................................................................ 971 813 886 721 882 710 9 3 15 8 0 0 



Napa: 
Napa County b ................................................. , .......... 1,00> 450 1,161 413 1,095 398 35 12 31 3 0 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .......................................... 3,878 6,573 3,685 6,425 3,662 6,373 11 13 12 39 0 0 

~~:~t~!.ety~:~;.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 6,925 4,058 6,545 4,643 6,511 4,626 5 2 29 15 0 0 
5,649 5,295 5,690 4,'113 5,007 4,733 32 17 35 7 16 156 

South Orange County .............................................. 3,781 3,450 2,921 2,613 2,888 2,579 1 1 32 33 0 0 
West Orange County .............................................. 5,321 5,095 4,849 4,416 4,819 4,390 4 5 26 21 0 0 tI> 

Riverside: 
Z 
Z 

~FZb~~=;~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,Ot\5 2,072 1,913 1,9BO 1,898 1,954 8 2 7 24 0 0 

~ 2,768 r2,537 2,689 2,307 2,660 2,280 3 3 26 24 0 0 
1,031 1,013 1,043 1,024 1,037 888 3 45 3 91 0 0 t"' 

:.=~~·b·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,639 2,103 1,679 2,00> 1,666 2,039 2 1 10 6 1 0 gj 610 0 5.'l9 0 579 0 7 0 3 0 0 0 

'" Sacramento: a 
Sacramento .•• , ..•..........•..........•.................•........•.• ; .•... 1,904 i',565 2,288 2,459 2,?.B4 2,441 0 0 4 18 0 0 ~ 

San Berrlll'dino: a 
"1j 

San Be rnardino Com,ty ..................................... 4,932 7,126 4,729 5,735 4,654 5,636 26 36 47 63 0 0 

~ San Dieg'" 

~1§~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~::~~~~:~~:~:~~~~~~~~:~~~:~~~~~~~:~~~~~ 
007 925 951 1,283 921 1,253 4 1 26 29 0 0 

E; 1,457 13;':' 1,427 1,112 1,355 1,068 3 9 69 35 0 0 
8,999 rg:l8a 9,129 10,467 8,980 10,257 19 31 130 179 0 0 is:: 1,131 1,135 1,068 741 1,032 695 5 32 31 14 0 0 ...... 

Z 
San Francisco: 

...... 
San Francisco .................................... " ................... ". 2,451 4,340 2,369 4,457 2,3S5 4,432 2 24 2 0 0 ~ 

San Joaquin: 
14 ~ Lodi" ... "." ... " ....... " ............................................... "" ... 495 297 494 364 480 351 0 0 13 0 0 

Manteca.·Ripon·Escalon·Tracy .............................. 694 359 636 364 609 369 11 2 4 10 12 3 <: 
Stockton ...................................................................... 4,312 5,373 3,297 4,169 3,278 4,159. 10 5 9 :I 0 0 t::I 

a 
San Luis Obispo: ~ San Luis Obispo County ........................................ 2,128 1,5S1 1,823 1,511 1,791 1,484 0 3 32 24 0 0 

() 

San Mateo: t::I 
Central. ....................... "' ............................................. 347 166 319 213 310 210 2 0 1 3 0 0 
Northem ...................................................................... 974 !~ 713 711 706 760 1 3 6 8 G 0 
SOuthem ................................................................... 11",0 1,238 1,013 1,054 993 1,012 16 39 4 3 0 0 . ...., 

San.ffiB~~~ 
602 2511- 604 221 589 215 4 6 11 0 0 .. " 0 Lompoc ..................................................................... I-' 

Santa Barbara·Goleta .............................................. 2,630 2,925 2,146 2,344 2,128 2,339 0 0 18 5 o If 0 ~ Santa Maria ................................................................ 600 480 719 739 707 728 4 9 B 2 0 0 



..... 
TABLE 3OB-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 

;:.a..INGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP B NONTRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions after hearinll. 
Tots! Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

RlinS!. dispositions before hearinll. matters matters ordersb 

County nnd judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Santa Clara, . b 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill ................................................ 530 0 418 0 400 0 17 0 1 0 0 0 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga ................................ 240 2S1 424 426 416 409 2 5 6 12 0 0 "-
Palo Alto-Mountain View ........................................ 140 258 132 246 127 236 1 5 4 5 0 0 § San Jose-Milpitas ........................................................ 1.106 1.702 2,043 2,256 2.010 2,214 0 14 33 28 0 0 .... Santa Clara ................................................................ 689 139 395 151 391 147 0 0 4 4 0 0 (') 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ................................................ 244 268 269 270 259 252 2 3 8 15 0 0 5= 

Santa Cruz, t"' 
(') Santa Cruz County .................................................. 419 836 705 731 692 702 6 13 7 16 0 0 0 

Solano> c: 
Z 

~~~~r;e;::!:'g ~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::: 301 265 354 282 342 271 2 4 10 7 0 0 (') 
564 571 578 592 545 548 6 15 27 29 0 0 -t"' 

Sonoma: 0 
Sonoma County ........................................................ 3.493 3.135 3,539 3.103 3,519 2,883 13 201 7 19 0 0 "%j 

Slanislaus: g 
Stanr.laus County b .................................................. 1,375 1.448 1,232 1.122 1,204 1.109 6 5 22 8 0 0 

Sutter: 6 
Sutter County b ........................................................ 320 82 303 63 268 2!l 18 15 11 20 6 0 ~ 

Z .... 
Tulare: ;> 

~~~~~y.\j .. :::.::::::::~~:::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 934 850 911 703 896 701 8 0 7 2 0 0 
435 0 317 0 304 0 11 0 2 0 0 0 

Visalla .......................................................................... 302 664 258 499 255 485 1 0 2 l4, 0 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................................................ 3.726 3,538 3.164 3.095 3.058 3.C40 7 9 99 46 0 0 

folo: b 
folo County ............................................................ 646 0 636 0 635 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ Group B misdemeanors iIJclude fish &:game violations. intoxication and city and county ordinances. 
For explanation, see foomote applicable to the court on Table 28. 

r Re\llsed. 
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TABLE aoC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions aIrer heo.rinII. g; Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested luveni!e b 

Blin8!, dlsposib'ons before heJUiIll{. mstier:r matters omers Z 
County lllld judidal district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 fi2 
State Total .................................................................... 43,.260 25,250 34.463 21,563 34,114 21,017 116 248 216 294 17 " F 

!:XI 
Alameda: trl 

A10meda .................................................................... 89 66 96 39 94 39 0 0 2 0 0 0 "tl 
Berkeley·A1bany ...................................................... 68 46 45 101 44 96 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 
Fremont-Newar\::.Unio/,' City ................................ 0 1 6 14 5 12 1 0 0 2 0 {) ~ 
Livermore-Pleasanton ........................................ 146 105 233 123 233 118 0 5 0 0 0 {) 

fil Oakland·Piedmol,t .................................................. 0 0 114 0 114 0 0 {) {) 0 0 0 
f.an Leandro-Hayward ............................................ 6 1 0 11 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 

@ 
Butte: trl 

Chico .......................................................................... 1rT4 452 739 383 699 370 5 0 26 12 9 

E; 
Conn:'\, Costa: 

Bay ............................................................................ 1,512 0 1,458 0 1,454 0 :l 0 1 0 0 0 ~ 
Delta ......................................................................... 800 2 751 2 760 2- 5 {) 2- {) {) () ~ 
~~!:~b .. ::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,099 4 1,186 5 1,174 4 2 1 10 0 I) 0 

~ 2!l2 5 184 0 183 0 0 0 1 0 0 {) 

I: ~::~t.~~:~~.:~~.:::::::::::=::::::::::::::=::::::::::::: 825 9 786 9 780 5 0 0 6 2 0 2. 
559 118 470 106 469 105 0 0 1 1 \I {) 

~ I' 
Fresno: 

Fresno ........................................................................ 1,466 276 1,038 147 1,038 141 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 

Humboldt: ~ Eureka ........................................................................ 17 49 19 52 17 47 0 2 4 0 {) ,I 

&J 
" 

Imperial: b 'I 
Imperial County .................................................... 0 7 4 5 3 5 0 0 0 0 1.1 

Kern: b 
{) 1,992 0 1,981 0 1,981 0 0 0 0 0 1.1 

=:~;~\.:::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:.::: 0 0 {) II, 0 {) {) 0 0 0 0 {) ,'::, 

1;735 0 1,640 0 1,638 1) 1 0 1 {) 1) {) ..... 
~ 



~ 
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TABLE 3OC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 0 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS '-Continued 
Fiscal Yeats 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Disi!!!:E.tions aRer hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested JuvenUeb 

fiJini! dispositions before hesriDfl. matters matters orders 
OJunty IJDd judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 J975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-,77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra .................................................................. 7 5 62 21 59 21 1 0 2 0 0 0 
I\ntelope .................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ...... 

c:: 
Beverly Hills ............................................................ 18 0 25 34 24 33 0 0 1 1 0 0 t:l 
Burbrutk ...................................................................... 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 ...... 
Citrus .......................................................................... 1,512 1,065 1,651 922 1,645 893 0 5 5 24 1 0 (") 

Compton .................................................................... 1,260 1,375 686 1,045 684 1,045 0 0 2 0 0 0 > 
Culver ........................................................................ 74 108 79 96 76 ,'l8 3 4 0 4 0 0 t"' 
Downey ...................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (") 

East Los Angeles ...................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Glendale .................................................................... 0 2 7 8 6 0 1 2 0 6 0 0 ~ Inglewood .................................................................. 0 256 lOS 110 77 42 28 31 0 37 0 0 
Long Bench .............................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (") ...... 
Los Angeles .................................. ' ........................... 4,177 5,590 2.674 3,488 2,674 3,469 0 6 0 13 0 0 t"' 
Los Corritos .............................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mnlibu ........................................................................ 214 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 "'l 
Newh.U ...................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (") 
PlI$8dena .................................................................... 0 0 0 32 0 14 0 11 0 7 0 0 

~ E'~~:~!.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::.:::::::::::::: 
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 15 44 3 44 l 0 0 0 0 0 0 "'l 
0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Sililtn I\nlla ................................................................ 0 0 26 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 
5mta Monica ........... t- ...... M< ...................................... 1,267 1,366 935 897 923 867 10 27 2 3 0 0 :z: ...... 

~~~et{tg·~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 > 
0 0 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
0 0 62 0 62 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Whittier ...................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

M.rin, 
Central ........................................................................ 2,453 1.963 2,392 2):37 2,384 2):31 3 4 5 2 0 0 

Merced: 
Merced County b .................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula b ............................................ 196 141 181 179 173 172 2 0 6 7 0 0 
Salinas ........................................................................ II 0 26 2 12 2 0 0 14 0 0 0 



Napa: b 
Napa County .......................................................... 51 0 3 4 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ........................................ 196 252 192 299 191 'i!lT 1 0 0 2 0 0 
North Orange County ............................................ 0 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .......................................... B44 0 503 0 501 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
South Orange County ............................................ 0 0 3 13 3 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 
West Orange County .............................................. 1,429 7()1 1,205 693 1,202 689 2 2 1 2 0 0 

~ 
Riverside: 

~~E.Gj;~:;~~::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
0 39 0 44 0 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

1,011 525 880 399 ff/6 394 1 0 3 5 0 0 >-
110 0 118 0 118 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 t""' 

~':tk;;;b··:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,159 886 995 ()11 983 8()1 6 2 6 2 0 0 
Eil 167 0 126 0 125 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
'"CI 

Sacramento: 0 
Sacramento ................................................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

San BemardiM: 0 
ITj 

San Bernardino County ........... -........................... 932 96 750 174 748 174 0 0 2 0 0 0 

~ San Diego: 

~~§~:~;~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
216 102 251 243 246 242 0 0 5 1 0 0 tx1 
963 735 961 636 926 625 0 1 35 10 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 s:: 4 6 8 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 -Z 

San Francisco: ~ San Francisco ........................................................... , 3,752 892 2,397 598 2,397 598 0 0 0 0 0 0 

San Joaquin: ~ Lodi ............................................................................ 0 47 0 55 0 51 0 0 0 4 0 0 
Manteca-Ripon·Esca!on-Tracy .............................. 61 45 65 94 65 89 0 2 0 2 0 1 t.<1 Stockton .................................................................... 552 0 388 0 388 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 
San Luis Obispo: ~ San Luis Obispo County ........................................ 296 0 261 0 259 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

C":l 
San Mateo: t.<1 

Central ........................................................................ 50 130 40 76 31 74 1 1 2 1 0 0 
Northem .................................................................... 7 6 11 27 10 26 0 0 1 1 0 0 
SOuthem .................................................................... 160 183 37 1,241 37 lt045 0 126 0 70 0 0 

Santa Barbgra: 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Lompoc ................................... _ ............................ ..... 

Santa Barbara·Goleta .............................................. 1.864 1~ 1,324 1.004 1,324 1,004 0 0 0 0 0 0 CO 
Santa Maria 86 0 26 0 25 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 ...... 

•• H· ................ • •••••••••• ••• •••••••••••••••••• • ........ 



l-' 

TABLE lOC·-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
~ 
t-:;. 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONTRAFFIC INFRACTIONS "-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions sfier hearing 
Juvenile b Total Total Di!ipOsilions Uncontested Contested 

filin~ dispositions before heJUin8. matters matters orr/en 
County sndjudicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Santa Clara: ... h 
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 Gilroy-Morgan Hili .............................................. 

Los Gal". Campbell-Saratoga .............................. 440 148 203 40 202 40 0 0 1 0 0 0 ...... 
palo Alto-Mountain View ...................................... 1,183 B02 965 736 959 736 2 0 4 0 0 0 § 
San Jose-Milpitas ....................................... _ .............. 2,708 842 1,491 99 1,478 75 0 2 7 22 6 0 .... 

:;;. s.'\nta Clara ........................... -. ................................. _ 3 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (j 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino .............................................. 405 84 335 42 333 39 0 0 2 3 0 0 ;; 
t'" 

Santa Cn1Z! (j 
Santa Cruz County .................................................. 2,252 2,012 1,808 1,892 1,783 1,857 8 9 15 26 0 0 0 

Solano; ~ 
~':ll~!r;;.,~~"::g ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 15 1 9 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 (j 

58 0 65 0 60 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 F 
Sonoma, 

0 
~ 

Sonoma County ........................................................ 158 110 218 86 209 83 6 3 2 l) 0 (j 

Stanislaus; b > 
699 4 541 522 5 0 14 0 0 0 C Stanislaus County .................................................. ~ 

Sutter: 
0 
~ 

Sutter County h , ...................................................... - 54 0 25 0 23 0 0 0 0 0 Z 

Tulare, 
;; 

~~.J!~~l):I;;b:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 0 0 28 13 28 11 0 2 0 0 0 0 
27 0 20 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Visalla. ................................................................... _ ... 2BB 0 233 0 232 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

Ventura, 
Ventura County ................ _ ................................... 392 214 239 112 215 102 12 12 9 0 0 

Yolo, 
Yolo County b ,··············.··· ..... ····.· .. ·.·.· .. ······· ... · ... i.·.·. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ NOlltraffie infractions are city and county ordinances specified as infractions. 
For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 



TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS 

Fiscal .... ears 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Disl!!!!!.tiollS oher hearinll. :> 
Total Total DispOsitions Uncontested Contested Juvenile Z 

liIings dispruitions before hesrinll. matters metters orders" 

~ County and Judicial District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 J975-76 1976-77 1975-76 ,!976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 
Stale Tot • .) .............................................. 4,807,I46 R 4,419,5(l7 4,415,048 4,104,938 4,261,261 3,963,834 37,378 37,394 83,138 78,1l84 33,271 25,126 

~ 
A1arnedm t'j 

Alameda ......... " ....................................... 8,906 8,309 8,472 7,711 8,300 7,622 77 15 84 73 11 1 ~ Berkeley-Albany ............................ " .... 23,932 22,748 28,831 23,5(l7 27,934 22,857 1'-59 191 436 459 2 0 

~ Fremont-Newark-Union City ............ 30,802 27,133 31,232 26,728 30,085 25,605 474 402 673 121 0 0 
Uvermore-Pleasanton • ...................... 34,402 31,687 33,165 28,481 32,858 28,039 39 96 26S 346 0 0 0 Oaldand-Piedmont ." ........................... 130,155 136,247 140,455 138,432 138,325 136,251 412 488 1,718 1,003 (} 0 ~-'l 
San Leandro-Hayward ........................ 63,497 57,541 62,731 56,t>~1 60,857 54,743 6-57 /iO!l 1,9J1/ 1,296 0 3 

~ Butte: 
Chico ...................................................... 7,945. 7,600 7,623 7,113 6,514 6,00;: 54 113 :l92 365 663 514 

~ Contra Costa: 
Bay· ........................................................ 23,184 0 ro,781 0 18,171 0 211 0 797' 0 l,(i02 0 -Delta ............................................ : ........... 14,233 13,256 14,644 12,221 13,053 10,779 130 90 260 222 1,201 1,130 Z 
Mt. Diablo .............................................. 36,046 30,678 34,653 30,739 30,152 26,828 377 327 1,019 95iI 3,1015 2.,628 -
Richmond .............................................. 11,448 21,363 10,445 21,737 8,813 17,894 ro 26 406 773 1,206 3,042 ~ 
Walnut Creek-Danville ...................... 34,321 36,999 34,127 34,351 29,778 29,899 99 162 898 1,075 0;352 3,215 ~ West· ...................................................... 10,953 19,663 10,529 17,734 9,984 17,048 22 80 492 539 ,-_:~l 67 

Fresno: < 
Fresno .......... , ...................... , .................. 50,239 50,026 50,232 51,097 49,58S 5O,5(l7 13 3 634 5B7 0 0 J::rl 

0 
Humboldt: ~ .j Eureka .................................................... 7,558 8,100 7,786 7,96.5 7,449 7,636 237 183 100 147 0 (} 

(") I 
Imperial: J::rl 1 

Imperial County' ................................ 41,210 21,981 31,591 12,781 30,650 12.,276 618 210 313 292 10 3 

Kern: 
Bakersfield' .......................................... 0 52,405 () 48,255 0 47,144 0 316 0 795 0 0 
East Kem' ............................................ 7,344 0 6,956 0 6,47Z 0 ro 0 84 (} 380 0 
West Kern' .................................. __ ..... 64,707 0 59.736 0 58,248 0 130 0 699 0 869 0 ..... 

to 
t.:I 

?:j I;, 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COUR:S 
c.o 
>/>.. 

SUMMARY OF NONPAR KING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1975-77 

Dispositions alter hearin~ 
Total Total Dispositions . Uncontested Contested JuvenUe 

filinff2. dispositions before hesrin~ matters matters orders a 

County and Judicisl District 1!lT6-77 1975-76 1!lT6-77 1!lT5-76 1!lT6-77 1!lT5-76 1!lT6-77 1!lT5-76 1!lT6-77 1!lT5-76 1!lT6-77 1!lT5-76 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ................................................ 55,980 36,052 49,014 36,184 47.998 34,845 41 461 975 878 0 0 
Antelope ................................................ 20,012 23.629 18.993 21.902 18,715 21,481 2B 105 250 316 0 0 ...... 
Beverly Hills .......................................... 24.068 19.695 22,202 19,427 21,693 18,894 24 30 4&'5 503 0 0 § 
Burbank .................................................. 19,419 20.123 15.195 17,250 14.978 16,909 79 104 138 237 0 0 ..... 
Citrus ...................................................... 74,508 76,407 72,386 75.745 70,819 74,250 403 55 1,164 1,435 0 5 ('") ..... 
Compton ................................................ 77,662 73,943 73,314 69,649 71,855 68,352 876 870 783 425 0 2 ;..-
Culver ., .................................................. 14,582 14.710 13.432 14.003 12,965 13,429 343 301 124 270 0 3 t"" 
Downey .................................................. 37,484 35,540 35,845 38,505 34,949 35,929 79 112 620 464 0 0 ('") 
Iwt Los Angeles .................................. 42,691 44,475 40,685 37,685 39,798 36,603 730 658 355 ~ 2 0 0 
Glendale ................................................ 23,46" 25.781 22,574 24,954 22.012 24,355 183 177 396 421 3 1 c:: 
Inglewood .............................................. 53,32tl 51,1I0 39.976 48.B24 38,930 45,596 126 611 920 617 0 0 Z 
Long Beach .................................... , ....... 72,832, 75,536 68.694 71.656 66,923 69,304 B25 1.115 924 1,232 22 5 ('") .... 
Los Angeles ............................................ 805,362 789.149 704,555 689.722 686.105 668.863 156 3.873 18,294 16.986 0 0 t"" 
Los Cerritos .......................................... 34.324 35.734 31.440 34.420 30.602 33.788 182 40 656 592 0 0 0 
MaUbu .................... , ...................... , ....... 21,378 24.140 22,387 22,909 22,014 22,547 49 42 324 320 0 0 "Ij 
NewhaU .................................................. 31,583 26.793 27,304 24.959 26.870 24.447 196 266 238 246 0 0 ('") 
Pasadena ................................................ 39.024 45,009 34,A50 35,213 33,269 34,074 73 149 PIJT 9B8 1 2 

~ Pomona ................... , .................. u •••••••••• 31,254 31.62'1 30,899 30,976 30,285 30,390 36 65 578 521 0 0 
Rio Hondo' .......................................... 33.002 41.038 30.098 :).3,578 29,826 32,862 135 259 137 457 0 0 .... 

"Ij 
San Antonio' ....................................... 0 20.400 0 19.842 0 19.738 0 7 0 97 0 0 0 
Santa AnIta ............................................ 18.622 15,599 19,576 15.777 19.014 15,229 50 23 512 525 0 0 ~ 
Santa Monica ........................................ 23,314 24.345 19.853 23.089 18.447 21.731 927 851 479 507 0 0 Z 

~~~ ~ite·ii'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 88.077 77,954 BO.781 74.987 77.739 71.930 1.014 779 2.028 2,278 0 0 >-< 

0 10,865 0 9.709 0 9.458 0 66 0 185 0 0 
;..-

Southeast· .............................................. 53,334 24.136 51.337 24,398 50,839 24.192 3 5 495 201 0 0 
Whittier ......................... " ....................... 44,229 43,713 41,535 41.104 39.729 39.138 394 539 1.411 1.427 1 0 

Marin: 
Central .................................................... 53,284 47.124 49.669 45.670 48.307 44.467 198 136 1.121 1.002 43 45 

Merced: 
Merced County' .................................. 26.866 0 23.733 0 23,249 0 61 0 215 0 20B 0 

Monterey, Monterey Peninsula • ...... 22,944 17,'1'46 20.712 15.724 19.844 15.089 103 101 765 534 0 () 

SaUn.s ...................................................... 24.849 24.459 22,521 25.8.15 19,543 211,247 2,524 112 454 476 0 0 

... 



--~~-~ ___ ~r~,~-.,... ......... __ ,.,..,,..._ .. ¥_ .............. ·-------·=11 . . 1!III--I!I4.!II!IJI ..... - ... IIIIIII! ... III!!IIIIIII'WIIIlIIIICIllll! .. II.II . . II1IIII1II11. III .• 0 •.•. 11. IIIZ"',:,III. """'~,.. 

Napa: 
Napa County' ......... : ............................ 16.825 6.862 19,258 6,m 16,329 6.071 503 119 327 91 2,099 646 

Orange: 
Central Orange Colmty ..................... 105,804 92,9.'l6 98,329 81,727 96,771 80,384 182 52 1,376 1,285 0 6 
North Orange County ..................... " 68,047 68.790 86,667 68,709 83,944 85,878 124 295 2,133 2,176 486 360 
Orange CoWlty Harbor ...................... 90,962 78,872 86,014 80,059 79,60;0 74,860 390 398 907 248 7,.087 4,M:) 
South Orange CoWlty ........................ 33,718 34,150 34.409 33,649 31,814 31,109 17 69 3112 458 '1.716 2,013 
West Orange CoWlty .......................... 100,858 92,907 82,917 81,983 80,093 79,310 1,374 1,311 1,447 1,361 3 1 > 

Riverside: ~ 
Corona .................................................... 15,537 14,681 14,506 14,392 .. 14,198 14,100 87 30 241 262 0 0 

~ Desert' .................................................. 51,782 47,990 49,092 38.605 48,492 38,190 45 69 547 348 8 0 
Mt. San Jacinto a .................................. 35,237 ~3,996 31.172 20,366 30,865 19,844 68 241 238 281 0 () t"' 
Riverside ................................................ 56,812 48m7 54.420 45,835 53,715 45,280 139 76 564 479 2 0 :d 
Three Lakes' ........................................ 4,464 0 4,375 0 4,262 0 83 0 30 0 0 0 t'J 

'1:J 
Sacramento: 0 

Sacramento ............................................ l40,530 120,712 115.385 104,124 114,988 103,596 2 3 375 525 0 () ~ 
San Bernardino: 0 

San Bernardino CoWlty .. _ ................. 138,583 137,957 128,137 128,437 125,785 128,012 768 768 1,581 1,852 3 5 
":rj 

5! San Diego: t'J El Cajon' .............................................. 73,941 40,385 68,874 38,731 66,738 37,380 1,391 797 748 552 1 2 > North CoWlty" .................................... 87,31]5 72,502 90,574 70,992 68,431 69,308 198 184 1,945 1,500 0 0 0 San Diego" ............................................ i9'2,4<6 187,398 183.656 168,100 178,025 182,716 3,303 2,513 2,330 2,871 0 0 a;:: South Bay' ............................................ 46,738 46,944 42,840 38,804 41,837 37,413 50 357 m 834 26 0 .... 
Z 

San FrWlcisco: -
San Francisco ........................................ 101,870 102,008 94,295 95,932 86,011 86,940 7,838 8,616 441 371 7 :5 ~ 

San Joaquin: ~ Lodi. ......................................................... 10,819 11,708 10.135 10,856 8,976 9,493 ·23 26 212 225 922 1,112 
Manteca.Ripon.Esca1on-Tracy .......... 25.969 24.862 22,246 20.454 21,234 19.415 40 ·235 268 208 704 596 t'J Stockton .................................................. 38.764 37.779 39.001 35.798 38.394 35,321 74 67 533 404 0 0 

0 
San Luis Obispo: ":rj 

San Luis Opispo CoWlty .................... 46.191 R43•337 40.465 38,539 36.023 34.757 158 35f 589 426 3,695 3,004 ::J 
C) 

San Mateo: t'J 
Central .................................................... 68,347 55,524 59,438 46,804 55.864 44,479 2,457 1,281 1,177 1,043 0 1 
Northern ................................................ 40.862 45,090 39,878 ~,529 38,581 41,943 218 296 1.079 1,290 0 0 
Southern ................................................ 45,568 43,339 41,440 40,955 38,585 38,535 1,856 1,61Z 9'iIT 808 0 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· ................................................ 5,008 2,345 5,085 2,317 4,899 2,243 27 3 159 71 0 0 ..... 
SWlta Barbara-Goleta .......................... 34,521 31,543 31,944 30,068 31,501 29,686 106 72 337 330 0 0 to 
Santa Maria ............................................ 14,034 12,896 11,717 11.777 11,439 11,522 1:; 44 Z85 211 0 0 en 
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TABLE 31-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 

SUMMARY OF NONPAR KING TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS AND INFRACTIONS-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions after hesrin8. 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

filinRs dispositions before hesrin8. matters matters orden" 
Count}' /Uld Judicial District 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 1975-'16 

Santa Clara: 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill" ............................ B,GBS 0 5,941 0 5,785 0 148 0 7 0 1 0 

§ Los Gatos-CampbeU-Saratoga ............ '1:1,009 25/ST 26,231 24,112 25,055 22,899 287 2.50 888 963 1 0 
Palo Alto-Mountain View .................. 50,709 49,070 41,173 45,471 39,984 44,262 96 49 1,093 1,160 0 0 
San Jose-Milpitas .................................. 157,544 135,012 124,516 109,169 120,734 106,299 17 123 3,756 2,143 9 4 ..... 

0 
Santa Clara ............................................ 21,415 19,943 20,100 11,928 19,601 16,933 16 24 1,083 951 0 0 ..... 
Sunnyv:±!-Cupertino .......................... 19,308 22,294 19,913 22,119 19,196 21,141 1 57 710 921 0 0 :> 

t"' 
Santa CruZ! 0 

Santa Cruz County .............................. 39,916 34,555 32,586 32,942 28,931 29,&:13 401 576 119 799 2,:J3s 1,164 0 

~ Solano: 0 
Northern Solano" ................................ SO,I80 38,999 42,880 38,382 41,876 35,587 230 174 774 621 0 0 ..... 
Vallejo-Benicia • .................................... 19,,393 12,888 11,888 11,813 11,414 11,351 40 41 372 415 0 0 t"' 

0 
Sonoma: "Xj 

Sonoma County .................................... 54,730 51,603 53,502 57,594 52,315 56,608 324 263 863 723 0 0 f.) 
:> 

Stanislaus, t: 
StAnIslaus County" .............................. 43,Bro 32,880 41,815 33,012 39,985 31,741 87 74 I,B!}! 1,191 2 0 "Xj 

0 
Sutter: !:I:I 

Sutter County" .................................... 9,125 4,399 8,888 4,081 7,872 3,043 £{)6 193 ISO 523 638 322 Z ..... 
:> 

Tulare 
Porterville .............................................. 6,852 6,522 6,301 6,339 6,088 6,136 34 69 119 110 0 4 
Tulare-Pixley a ...................................... 10,318 0 9,716 0 9,523 0 103 0 90 0 0 0 
V!saJia ...................................................... 18,660 16,881 16,411 15,7'1:1 16,001 15,131 166 250 11.95 344 9 2 

Ventura, 
Ventura County .................................... 88,708 84,636 76,687 84,761 74,B:rT 82,740 140 116 1,890 1,905 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County' ........................................ 12,134 0 10,661 0 10,024 0 15 0 287 0 295 0 

"tor explanation, see footnote appUcable to the court on Table 28. 
R ReVised. 
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TABLE 31A-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS G 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1915o-n 
Dispositions sRer hesrin~ 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

fiJinfJ!. dispositions before heJUiJ11l. matters mlltteT$ 

County lind Judicial District 1916-77 1975-76 1916-77 1975-76 1916-77 1!115-76 1916-77 J915-76 1916-77 1975-7'6 
State Totals .................................................................................... 251,026 247,664 203,652 199,244 187,381 191,945 1,334 1,910 4,810 5,238 

Alameda: 
Alameda ...................................................................................... 240 2.68 214 208 207 205 1 I) 1) 3 
.Berkeley-A1bany ..................................................................... _ 575 611 492 572 400 481 69 66 21 19 
b~remont-Newark-Uni0l: City ................................................ 1,591 1,211 1,114 1,113 1,046 1,036 27 49 41 28 
Livermore-Pleasanton .......................................................... 1,074 1,118 711 876 699 835 0 17 12 24 
Oakland-Piedmont ................................................................. 4,141 4,702 3,072 3,902 2,llil3 3,800 4 16 85 86 
San Leandro-Ha}'Ward ............................................................ 3,538 3,472 3,132 3,660 3,051 3,321 17 238 64 103 

Butte: 
Chico .......................................................................................... 318 371 294 376 265 326 0 28 50 

Contr'l, Costa: 
Bay ............................................................................ ~.I~ ............. 959 () 997 0 952 I) 10 () 35 0 
Delta ............................................................................................ 584 666 647 639 630 626 7 4 7 9 

~~!~~~Ii::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,798 1,745 1,676 1,675 1,594 1.,608 14 13 66 54 
540 798 902 982 844 824 4 1 17 50 

~~'f,~.=~~~.:~:~~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,341 1,291 1,138 1,074 1,058 990 12 7 65 74 
385 959 312 414 290 375 1 3 21 38 

Fresno: 
Fresno ........................................................................................ 2,7$.. .. 3,072 2,664 2,795 2,608 2,731 0 55 64 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ....................................................................................... 673 642 585 543 lI53 526 9 .( 23 U 

Imperial: b 
Imperial County ................................................................ ; .. 1,841 1,026 1,886 1,413 1,709 1,133 138 101 41 179 

Kern: b 
0 3,282 {) 2,812 0 2,727 0 15 (I 70 

E~~\·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 187 {) 208 {) 195 () 2 {) !} {) 

4,196 0 5,717 () 5,648 0 13 0 55 0 

luveni/tt 
orrI=b 

1916-77 1!115-7'6 

m 151 

1 () 

2 0 
Q O. 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 I) 

0 0 
3 0 
() f) 

37 107 
1 3 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0·' 

(I 0 

0 0 
2 I) 

1. 0 



TABLE 31A-CALIFOFlNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ..... 
<0 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 00 

F=iscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

[)jspo'litions sRer hearing 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

BIin£ dispositions heforeheBl'iIll( matters matters ordersb 

County and Judicial District 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 

Los Angeles: 
AlIwnbr~ ........ , .............................. " ........................................... 3.017 2.455 1,886 1,970 1,841 1,785 3 159 42 26 0 0 
Antelope .................................................................................... 1,286 1,304 855 841 639 811 2 6 14 24 0 0 
Beverly Hills .............................................................................. 826 797 833 893 803 89.9 5 22 25 42 0 0 ...... 
Burbank ...................................................................................... 904 ~16 886 77Q 657 750 6 4 3 16 0 0 § Citrus .......................................................................................... 4,237 4,798 2,890 3,864 2,B.29 3,784 1 3 60 77 0 0 .... 
Compton .................................................................................... 3,098 3.030 2,786 2,780 2,754 2,699 5 30 27 50 0 1 () .... Culver ........................................................................................ 590 608 419 451 411 439 0 1 B 11 0 0 > Downey ...................................................................................... 2,545 2,462 1,487 1,257 1,434 1,225 15 13 38 19 0 0 t"' 
East Los Angeles ...................................................................... 2,719 2,646 1,440 1,432 1,427 1,407 B 3 5 22 0 0 () Glendale ............... , .................................................................. 857 1,072 540 885 526 828 1 B 13 29 0 0 0 Inglewood .................................................................................. 2,414 2,152 1,701 1,944 1,854 I,B42 7 63 40 !J9 0 0 ~ Long Beach ................................................................................ 4,334 4,199 3,903 3,860 3,BIB 3,571 14 161 71 127 0 1 
Los Angeles ................................................................................ 37,927 5~,,{)1 39,255 41,929 38,689 41,385 88 102 47B 442 0 0 () .... 
Los Cerritos .............................................................................. 2,314 2,054 2,206 2,090 2,127 2,069 39 3 40 IB 0 0 t"' Malibu ........................................................................................ 903 895 545 511 529 502 8 3 8 6 0 0 0 Newhol! ...................................................................................... 1,206 1,249 560 816 554 796 0 1 6 19 0 0 '%j Pasadena .................................................................................... 1,662 1,998 1,769 2,476 1,673 2,322 1 26 95 127 0 1 () 

~mEf~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1,148 1,219 993 1,076 962 1,044 4 2 27 30 0 0 

~ 2,&T1 3,082 2,414 2,915 2,372 2,899 19 :1 23 13 0 0 
0 1,628 0 l,fffl 0 1,654 0 2 0 21 0 0 .... 

'%j 
Santa Anita ............ , ................................................................... 759 598 611 498 577 462 20 5 14 31 0 0 0 
Santa Monica ............................................................................ 1,384 1,428 832 670 804 819 3 7 25 44 0 0 !:l:I 

~~~e~g:~::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
3,497 2,779 2,191 1,851 2,087 1,71;1 36 29 88 55 0 0 Z 

0 984 0 823 0 Bll 0 3 0 9 0 0 .... 
4,386 1,902 4,045 1,834 4,027 1,812 1 0 17 22 0 0 

~. 

Whittier ...................................................................................... 3,543 3,854 3,502 2,953 3,41B 2,859 0 13 84 Bl 0 0 

Marin: 
Centrru .................................................... , ................................... 2,748 2,456 2,097 2,025 2,036 1,966 3 10 58 49 0 0 

Merced: b Merced County ...................................................................... Im6 0 1.082 0 1,037 0 9 0 3 0 13 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey P"ninsula b .............................................................. ~.467 1,081 1,200 889 1.092 808 13 7 101 74 0 0 
Salinas .......................................................................................... 1.096 1.069 949 930 598 870 296 17 55 43 0 0 

... 



~ 
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~~ 

Napa: 
Napa Col1I1tyb ........................................................................... 1.035 450 1/.142 417 995 3'J1 8 3 26 17 13 0 

Orange: 
C'.entral Orange County ....•... _ ................ _ .............................. 6.955 5.399 11.031 3,364 3.949 3,279 15 16 f){ 69 () () 

North Orange Count>/ ............................................................ 5.145 4.794 3.447 3.028 3.324 2,sg'1 10 15 113 116 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .......................................................... 2,186 2,224 a18 1,496 865 1,445 5 9 48 30 0 12 
South Orange County ..................................................... _ ..... 1.190 1.351 658 735 631 712 6 2 21 21 0 0 
West Orange County .............................................................. 5.7&0 4.638 2,f!t9 ;;,235 2,791 3.148 7 7 81 79 0 1 

~ Riverside: 

~~2i;:~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
649 613 409 370 3'J1 361 5 0 7 9 0 0 

~ 2,639 2,257 1.&07 1.955 1,736 1,923 7 6 62 26 2 0 
1,161 1:;JJ1 &00 702 793 546 1 46 6 1\0 0 () 

~=t.k~·li::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 4,792 2,551 3,170 2,!Yi/T 3.068 2,045 54 14 48 38 0 0 
6:3 ro3 0 174 0 If){ 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 

'" Sacramento: 0 
SactBIIlento .....•........ , ...•..•....•........•...••..........•.....•....•.•.......•.•....• 10,076 9,481 7,895 9,108 7,745 BlJ97 149 110 0 0 ~ 

San Bernardino, 0 
San Bernardino County .......................................................... 8,514 8,728 6,016 5,888 5,782 5,532 40 126 193 229 

>:tj 

San Diego'b 
;! 

~~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~:~~~~~~:~~:~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~:~~~:~:~~~:::~~: 
4,266 2,758 2,509 2,106 2.439 2.048 0 1 1ll- $ 0 1 t:rJ 

4,975 3.817 3,310 2,989 3.146 2,Em 7 4 15'; lOB 0 0 > 
12,2.04 13,069 6,s.'l4 6.843 6~.3 6,~ 22- 46 369 371 0 0 1:1 
3,862 3.828 2,195 1.7'J1 2.150 1.724 10 9J) :as 53 0 0 ~ 

San Francisco: -
San Francisco ........................................................................... 5,328 5.482 3.989 5,448 3.930 5.302 9 25 50 1111 0 .0 ~ 

San Joaquin ~ Lodl .............................................................................................. 550 485 489 494 476 490. 0 2 9 2 4 0 
Mant"",,·Ripon·Escnlon·Tracy .... , ..... " ............... ,;~ ........ :c. ..... ~ . - :;.w 81B 815 767 764 733 4 11 15 7 32 16 
Stocklon ...................................................................................... 2,508 2.105 2.085 2.(\46 2,<115 2,024 0 1 10 sa 0 0 

0 
San Luis Ob'.spo: 

1.7s3· .. ·~· 
.... ?-- .-. . ~ ~l San Luis Obispo Couiity .: . .: ............... :: .. : .... :.::::: ............ :.:-... 1,433 1,232 1,222 1.187 1.183 0 4 45 35 0 0 

(j 

San Mat",,: 
t:rJ 

Centr.l. ....................................................................................... 1,901 1,990 1.410 1.732 1.417 1,681 2 3 51 4B 0 0 
Northern .................................................................................... l,ms 2,022 1.307 1,556 1,268 1,510 2 11 37 35 0 0 
Southern .......... ; .......................................................................... ~g,!ro 2,2.';3 1,392 1.403 1,343 1,338 4 11 45 M 0 0 

. . __ ..... -. _. _ .. " 
Santa Barbera: 

329 171 285 l8l 1 1 2 3 0 0 Lompoc .................................................................................... 185 282 I-" 
Santa Barbara-Goleta .............................................................. 1.994 2,082 2,003 2,199 l!lf){. 2,1$ 1 1 37 42 0 0 ~ Santa Maria ................................................................................ 718 6a8 598 l$51 585 541 0 1 13 !I 0 0 



TABLE 31A-CAlIFORNIA MUNICiPAL COURTS 8 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP C TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
D~tions alter hearing 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
Blin8!. dispositions before hearinJ( I1l8tters matters ordersb 

County RIld Judicial District 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1975-76 1!l76-77 1975-76 1!l76-77 1975-76 

Santa Clara: b 
388 0 336 () 332 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 GUroy-Morgan Hill ................................................................ 

Los G&tos-Carnpbell-5aratog ................................................. 1,110 1,003 981 901 947 853 5 7 29 41 0 0 'C Palo Alto-Mountain View ...................................................... 1,738 1,353 1,570 1,360 1,522 1,316 11 8 37 38 0 0 0 San Jose-Milpitas ...................................................................... 7,181 6,913 6,194 5,513 5,990 5,278 3 39 199 195 2 1 .... 
Santa Clara ................................................................................ 1,334 1,216 1,170 1,122 1,145 1,084 6 7 19 31 0 0 (") 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino .............................................................. 1,241 1,170 1,2O? 1,004 1,146 924 3 7 53 73 0 0 ;;: 
t"' 

Santa Curz: (") 
Santa Cruz County .................................................................. 2,281 1,935 1,722 1,567 1,647 1,469 26 28 49 67 0 3 g 

Solano: b Z 
2,957 1,445 2,393 1,365 2,331 1,318 10 2 52 45 0 0 (") 

~':ll~~r;;e~!:g .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -1,467 1,491 1,386 1,201 1,309 1,110 12 11 65 110 0 0 t"' 

Sonoma 
0 
"'l 

Sonoma County ........................................................................ 2,526 2,152 1,696 1,472 1,657 1,433 12 8 27 31 0 0 (") 

Stanisl.us: t Stanislaus County b .................................................................. 4,146 2,869 4,303 2,629 4,127 2,556 6 168 72 2 0 "'l 
0 

Sutter: ::I:l 
Sutter County b ..................................... . - ............................. 541 226 536 189 460 8 24- 55 25 123 7 3 Z -

Tulare: 
;> 

~:d~j1~;;:·Ii·::::::::::::::::::: .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 460 628 455 550 437 532 5 3 13 15 0 0 
321 0 284 0 230 0 47 0 7 0 0 0 

YWilla .......................................................................................... 983 914 734 741 693 592 0 102 41 47 0 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................................................................ 4,372 4,753 5,050 5,751 4,903 5,611 4 7 143 133 0 0 

Yolo: b 
Yolo County ............................................................................ 760 0 :s57 0 543 0 2 0 8 0 4 0 

~ Group C tr.ffic misdeme.nor Violations of the Yehicle Code are hit and run, drunk driVing, reckless driVing with injury and driVing under the influence of drugs. 
For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 
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TABLE ·l1B-CALlFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS 0 

Fiscal 'fears 1915-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions aRm- hearlnll. rz Total Tomi Disposltions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

~ 1ilin8! _disJ?osI1ions before hearing matters matters orders b 

County andjudicial distnct 11176-77 11175-76 11176-77 11175-76 11176-77 11175-76 11176-77 11175-76 )1176-77 11l7S-16 11176-77 197.f.-76 
State TotaI ................................................................................ 199,438 147,540 332,230 281,858 322,011 ZTl,786 3,776 3,731 4,446 5,074 I/HT 1.'JRl t"" 

~ J;lameda: '"C 
A1omeda ................................................................................ 63 39 130 84 123 80 1 1 6 3 0 0 0 
Berkeley-Albany ................................................................ 701 611 fHl 742 6:IIl 648 48 47 13 41 0 0 l:I:I 
Fremont-Newarlc-Uni'!:' City ........................................ 1,052 854 1,314 1,049 1:m 932 17 17 20 100 0 0 >-i 
Livermor .... Pleasanton .................................................. 3,391 1,883 2,880 1,602 2,trr9 l,Il9;l 1 6 0 2 0 0 0 
Oaldand-Piedmont ............................................................ 6,043 6,269 7,325 7,591 ~ja,~ 7,489 21 42 49 60 0 0 "=l 
San Leandro-Hayward ...................................................... 2,751 2,360 4,901 3,128 4,$(:t 2,893 28 73 52 162 0 0 

~ Butte: 
Chico .................................................................................... 500 355 285 277 264 248 0 3 13 15 8 13 

~ 
Contrl\, Costa: E:: 

Bay ...................................................................................... !l29 0 2,916 0 2,651 0 4 0 48 0 215 0 ..... 
Delta .................................................................................... SlO 1,076 983 932 833 844 1 2 3 2 148 84 ~ 
~~~~~i;:::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,078 861 4,028 3,290 3,790 ~.180 54 M 54 63 130 13 

~ au 1,081 1,575 3,553 1,444 3,181 2 7 39 81 90 284 
Wa1n~t Creek-Danvill/: ...... __ ................................ _ .... 2,598 2,164 5,326 4,845 4,996 4,477 13 24 59 91 258 253 
West .................................................................................... 623 743 519 1,029 l503 916 0 14 15 ,26 1 11 >-i 

<: 
Fresno: trJ 

Fresno .................................................................................. 1,224 905 3,2$ 1,951 3,225 1,925 0 33 35 0 0 0 
Humboldt: ~ Eureka .................................................................................. 493 392 902 .514 BiB </178 3!l 25 22 11 0 0 

J:1j 
Imperial: 

Imperial County b ................................................................ 1,266 725 2,950 1,012 2.,800 954 liB 38 32 19 0 

Kern: b 
1) 741 0 1,233 0 1,039 0 !rt 0 107 0 0 

E~~\·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 335 0 ZT3 0 209 !I .2 0 .13 0 49 0 
2,173 0 2,14$ (). 1,957 0 31 0 7l 0 54 0 ~ .... 



TABU: 31B-CALIFORNiA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
1.'0 

FILINGS AND DISPuSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 
~ 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Dispositions siler hearins:. 

Total Total Dispositions Unco.~tested Contested Juvenile 
Rlin~ dispositiolJS before hesrins:. matterY matters ordersb 

County .. nd judicial dismct )976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambrll .............................................................................. 843 !104 6,828 5,135 6,805 5,049 3 ()1 20 19 0 0 
Antelope .............................................................................. 406 309 702 1,063 689 1,028 1 5 12 30 0 0 
Beverly Hills ........................................................................ 254 141 5,272 4,290 5,258 4,286 1 I 13 3 0 0 'a 
Burbllllk ................................................................................ 270 391 458 1,111 447 1,080 4 6 7 25 0 0 tJ 
Citrus .................................................................................... 2,325 1,988 14,812 14,729 14,490 14,431 173 8 149 287 0 3 >-< 
Compton .............................................................................. 338 50!! 977 1,438 968 1,408' 3 II 6 18 0 I {j -Culver .................................................................................. 400 256 438 374 425 364 4 5 9 5 0 0 :> 
Downey ............................................................................... 1,215 712 1,238 1,237 I,I&~ 1,189 5 28 47 20 0 0 t"' 
EIlst Los Angeles ................................................................ 658 739 5,810 3,358 5,7£6 3,2.'l2 66 66 18 60 0 0 {j 
Glendole .............................................................................. 418 265 614 1,219 609 1,161 2 4 3 54 0 0 0 
Inglewood ........................................................................ ' ... 3,2OB 5,961 2,265 8,535 2,195 8,400 6 33 63 102 !l 0 c:: 
Long Beach .................................................................... , .. 1,170 1,263 807 4.366 774 3,969 8 271 25 126 0 0 Z 
Los Angeles .......................................................................... 29$l'1 5,642 12,947 8.385 12,846 8,185 31 25 70 175 0 0 {j -Las Cerritos ........................................................................ 452 433 293 995 272 979 2 2 19 14 0 0 t"' 
Malibu .................................................................................. 434 318 517 521 507 519 6 1 4 I 0 0 0 
Newhall ................................................................................ 4,421 1,327 4,022 1,934 4,014 1,922 2 2 6 10 0 0 ~ 
Pnsadena .............................................................................. 418 306 28 166 15 121 I 18 12 27 0 0 {j 

~~~:~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1,000 1,018 484 588 428 571 I 4 35 13 0 0 ;:.-

847 273 738 536 726 506 4 5 8 25 0 0 t: 
0 685 0 4,486 0 4,475 0 3 0 8 0 0 ~ 

Santa Anita ......................................................................... 530 753 766 862 738 828 4 3 24 31 0 0 0 
Santa Monlca ...................................................................... 374 416 859 1,000 831 966 12 14 16 9 0 0 ~ 

~~ffiI;~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,490 2,304 15,924 14,640 15,857 14,403 127 56 140 181 0 0 Z 

0 194 0 106 0 102 0 I 0 3 0 0 s= 
2,094 813 7,552 3,253 7,536 3,231 0 2 16 20 0 ~ 

Whittier ................................................................................ 928 956 857 1,DI5 814 930 3 18 40 ()1 0 0 

Marin: 
Centrw .................................................................................. 2,266 1,886 2,391 2,572 2,255 2,457 19 13 111 94 6 8 

Merced: 
Merced Countyb ........ _ .......................... , .......................... 2,940 0 2.611 0 2,513 0 17 0 29 0 52 0 

Monterey: b 
Monterey Penlnsula ........................................................ 1,472 1,441 2,172 1,710 2,038 1,598 25 32 109 80 0 0 
Salinas .................................................................................... 3,298 3,230 3,527 5,948 2,568 5,857 869 32 70 59 0 0 



Napa: 
Napa County b .................................................................... 41(1 63 38() 35 Z73 32 2.1 3 43 (I 43 () 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .................................................... 2.,809 ~4U 5,342 2,603 5,2.86 2,574 6 3 5!1 26 (I () 

North Orange County ...................................................... 1,936 1,793 1,588 1,847 1,544 1,752 8 19 36 76 0 0 
Orange County Harbor .................................................... 1,076 92.8 1,139 678 1,12.5 660 1 0 10 7 3 11 
South Orange County ...................................................... 321 2.94 3,315 2,2.81 3,306 'J.;}$ Il 1 9 11 Il Il 
West Orange County ........................................................ 2,443 1,102. 2,548 5,537 2,477 5,489 4 6 84 42 3 0 >-

Riverside: Z 
Z 

~~::bi~=;~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
229 235 365 341 323 293 3 0 39 48 0 0 

~ 2,548 1,902 2,629 2,186 2,605 2,145 5 7 19 34 0 0 
1,919 1,344 2,492- 1,594 2,456 1,518 17 49 19 Z7 Il Il t"' 

~:, it.:k;;;;'i;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,318 1,552. 5,072 5,176 5,019 5,114 5 12 48 50 0 0 fiJ 197 0 353 (I 326 0 22 0 5 0 0 0 

'\l 
Sacramento: 0 

Sacramento .................................................. ~ ....................... 11,171 10,451 9,099 7,344 9,029 7,284 0 00 60 Il () ~ 
San Bernardino: 0 

San Bernardino County .................................................... 9,394 10,119 18,029 16,348 17,582 15,741 63 261 383 346 () 
"%j 

San Diego: b 
4,403 3,010 B,698 4,680 8,651 4,517 6 84 41 69 0 0 ~ ~. 

E~~;~~~;~~:::~:::::~~:~~~:~~~~~:~::~~~~~~~~::~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~: 7,120 6,115 22,335 14,626 22,165 14,535 2.5 12 148 79 0 0 >- ~i 
0 11,858 7,060 16,906 2.5,195 16,688 24,994 33 42 lar 159 0 0 
~ 4,020 3,081 3,296 1,436 3,228 1,391 2 20 43 2.5 23 0 .... 
Z 

San Francisco: .... 
San Francisco ...................................................................... 2,153 2,419 21,410 5,481 20,303 3,976 1,090 1.430 16 75 () ~ San Joaquin: 
Lodi... ..................................................................................... 672 300 740 422 536 362 4 1 16 16 184 43 ~ Manteca·l!ipon·Escalon·Tracy ........................................ 909 &55 913 984 797 843 2 42 10 Hi 104 84 
Stockton ................................................................................ 1.739 1,438 1,373 1,354 1.365 1,340 2 4 6 10 0 0 

a 
San Luis Opispo: 

San Luis Obispo County .................................................. 2,094 1.004 1,257 B12 1,238 745 o. 10 19 67 0 () 

San Mateo: 
Central .................................................................................. 907 519 3,256 1.183 3.013 1,059 IgS 14 45 1I0 (I (I 

Northent .............................................................................. 5,334 4,900 2.162 3,315 2,123 3,219 15 3!1 24 58 0 0 
Southern .............................................................................. 508 401 4.786 6,081 4,521 5,942 23a 103 31 36 (I (I 

Santa Bar~a: 
336 129 564 173 537 167 7 (I 20 6 0 (I t¢ Lompoc .............................................................................. 

Santa Barbara-Goleta ..... ~ ................................................. 1.056 1m 1,253 B95 1:JZ1 841 8 10 18 44 (I 0 8 Santa Maria .......................................................................... 7fCl 392. 672 728 634 660 2 17 36 51 () 0 



TABLE 31H-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF GROUP D TRAFFIC MISDEMEANORS a-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-16 and 1976-11 
Dispositions Biter hesrinlf. 

TotBl Total Disposltions Unccmtesteel Contesteel Juvenile 

--~ disposjtions before hcarinlf. matters matters ordersb 

County and judiclBl district 1976-'17 1975-76 1976-'17 1975-76 1976-'17 1975-76 1976-'17 197$.·76 1!lTfl-.'17 1975-76 1976-'17 1975-76 

San~ Clara: . b 
GUroy·Morgan Hill .......................................................... 732 0 961 0 935 0 22 0 3 0 1 0 
Le. Gatos-CampbeU.Saratoga .......................................... ,02 825 2,354 1,069 2,323 1,027 5 6 26 36 0 0 '-< 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ................................................ 481 275 602 815 489 765 8 1 lOS 49 0 0 § 
San Jose-Milpitas ................................................................ 5,563 5,448 9,568 8,744 9,104 Il,533 !l 65 449 143 7 3 ..... 
Santa Clara .......................................................................... 2,432 1,844 2,354 1,689 2,296 1,634 2 1 56 54 0 0 CJ 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ........................................................ 899 628 688 1,046 844 973 2 16 42 57 0 0 5= 

t'" 
Santa Cruz: CJ 

Santa Cruz County ............................................................ 2,297 751 2,433 1,597 1,907 1,247 14 52 35 .53 477 245 0 c:: 
Solano: b Z 

~~~!':e~;:g .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,158 1,607 5,331 3,486 5.244 3<'370 16 25 71 91 0 0 CJ 
1,114 1,091 2,198 1,907 2,150 1,847 7 11 41 49 0 0 ..... 

t'" 

Sonoma: 0 
Sonoma C..ounty ................................................................. 3,204 2,836 5,789 5,308 5,663 5,228 36 30 88 50 0 0 ~ 

Stanislaus: &2 
t'" 

Stanislaus County b ......................................................... 3.437 2,743 3,014 1,989 2,874 1,858 19 34 121 97 0 0 ..... 
~ 

Sutter: b 
0 

652 1,943 458 1,844 353 21 242 56 206 
!:I:l 

Sutter County ................................................................. 1,381 26 15 Z ..... 
Tulare: > 

PorteI'Ville ............................................................................ 499 450 743 688 707 643 8 24 28 14 0 4 
Tulare-Plxiey ........................................................................ 454 0 l,013 0 993 0 15 0 5 0 0 0 
Visalia ............. , ...................................................................... 863 1,250 679 984 655 891 8 74 )I; 19 1 0 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................................................. 7,687 4,863 13,066 8,937 12,628 8,124 18 22 220 191 0 0 

Yolo: b 
Yolo County ...................................................................... 820 0 712 0 607 0 2 I) 49 0 54 0 

• Group D traffic misdemeanors are aU other traffic misdemeanor offenses except those specified in Group C. Examples of Group D traffic misdemeanors are speed contests, driving without 
b a driver's license. faUure to appear after signing citation, violution of weight limit for trucks, reckless driving without injury and driving with a suspended or revoked license. 

For explanation, see footnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 
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TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURT'S 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS· 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
Disl?!!!!.tionr aher hearing > \', 

Z 
Tow Total Dispositions cn,eontested C<>ntested Juvenile a Rl1n~ disposl!'ions before hearini. matt"" matten ordersb 

County Il11d judicial district 1!IT6-17 1975-76 J!lT6-17 1!IT5-76 1!IT6-17 1975-76 i"jrl6-'17 I!lT5-76 1!IT6-17 1975-76 1976-17 1975-76 ~ 
State Total .................................................. 4,356.682 4.024,303 R 3.879.166 3.623,836 3.741,869 3,500.100 32,2ti8 31.753 13,882 68,272 31,147 23,708 

~ Alameda, 
Alameda .................................................. 8.6C:l 8,002 8.128 7.419 7.fIlO 7,337 1'5 14 73 87 10 1 0 
Berkeley-Albany ...................... b .......... 2:Z,5l6 21,526 27.442 22,193 26,898 21,722 1'12 78 402 393 0 0 ~ Fremont-Newark-Union City .......• 18.1M 2Jj,073 28,804 24,566 27.762 23.637 4:10 336 612 593 0 0 

0 Livermore-Pleasanton ••.....•...•..•......... 'J9:;tJ7 !?'l.686 29,574 26,003 29,280 25,610 118 73 2Il6 320 0 0 
Oakland-Piedmont .............................. 119,!111 }2Jj,276 130.058 126,939 128,087 124,962 3/~1 430 1,584 1,547 0 0 '1j 

San Leandro-Hayward ........................ 57,208 51.689 54.698 49,863 52,ll95 48,529 0.\2 300 l,\J91 1,001 0 3 ~ Butte: 
Chico ...................................................... 7,127 6,874 7,044 6.460 5,9$5 5.489 U3 110 351 300 655 1561 ~ 

ConIT'!, Costa: 
21,296 0 16,868 0 14,568 0 197 0 716 0 1,3S1 0 ~ Bay ........................................................ 

Delta ........................................................ 12,779 11,514 13,014 10.650 11,590 9,309 122 &I 2.50 211 1.052 1,046 

~ M~~~~(j:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 33.110 28,072 28,949 2Jj.774 2'l.768 22,035 309 280 8ff1 841 2,!115 2,615 
10,Il97 19.484 7,968 17,202 6,525 13,889 14 18 350 644 1,079 2,6.'S1 

Waln'6t Creek-Danville ...................... 30,382 32,544 27.665 28.432 23.724 24,432 74 131 774 910 3.093 2,959 

~ West ...................................................... 9,945 17,961 9.698 16,291 9.191 15.697 21 63 4S6 475 30 156 

Fresno, 
Fresno .................................................... 46,290 46.049 44,310 46.341 43.752 46,851 1:2 2 546 488 0 0 0 

Humboldt: ~ ~ i 
Eureka ................................................... 6,402 6,866 6,299 6,908 6,046 6,631 195 154 $5 123 0 0 ~ 

Imperial: 
Imperial CoMty b ............................... 38,100 20,230 26,755 10,356 26.141 10.189 364 71 240 Sf 10 2 

Kern: b 
0 48,382 0 44,210 0 43,378 0 214 0 618 0 0 

t;:~::b·~:::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::: 6,822 0 6,475 0 6,068 0 16 0 62 0 329 0 

b1 58~ 0 51,876 0 50,643 0 86 0 573 0 iS74 0 

,~:; 



~------------------'"--------------

1:'0 
TABLE 31C-CALIFORNIA MUNICI?AL COURTS g;; 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF NONPARI(lNG TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Dispositions aRer hearinl!.. 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

Rlinll!. dispositions before hearinH matters matters ordersb 

County and Judicial district J!l'16-77 1975-76 1!l'16-7. J!l'15-76 1!l'16-77 J!l'15-76 1!l'16-77 1!l'15-76 1!l'16-77 1!l'15-76 J!l'16-77 J!l'15-76 
Los Angeles: 

Alhambra ................................................ 52,120 32.793 40,300 fl9,(179 39.352 28.011 35 235 913 B33 0 0 Antelope ................................................ 18,320 22,016 17.636 19.998 17,387 19.642 25 94 224 262 0 0 

§ Beverly Hills .......................................... 22,988 18.757 16.097 14,244 15.632 13.779 18 7 447 C8 0 0 Burbank .................................................. 18,245 18,816 14.071 15,369 13.874 15.079 69 94 128 196 0 0 Citrus ...................................................... 87.946 <39.621 54.684 57,152 53,500 56,035 2fl9 44 955 1,071 0 2 -(j Compton ................................................ 74,226 70.404 69,551 65,431 68,133 64,245 668 829 750 351 0 0 :> Culver .................................................... 13,5~2 13,846 1?.,575 13.178 12.1fl9 12,626 339 295 107 254 0 3 
Downey .................................................. 31,724 32,366 32,923 34.011 32,3fl9 33,515 ~9 71 535 425 0 0 t"' 
Ea..t Los Angeles .................................. 39,320 41.090 33.635 ~2,895 32.645 31,964 6.56 589 332 342 2 0 (j 

Glendale ................................................ 22,192 24.444 21.420 22,870 20,877 22,366 160 165 380 338 3 1 0 
c: Inglewood .............................................. 47.698 42,997 36.010 36,345 35,060 35,354 113 515 817 476 0 0 Z Long Beach ............................................ 87,328 70,074 63,984 63.430 62.331 61.71'4 603 663 828 979 22 4 (j Los Angeles ............................................ 744~ 730.606 652,353 639.408 634,570 619,293 37 3.746 17.746 16,369 0 0 F Los Cerritos .......................................... 31,553 33,247 28,941 31,335 28,203 30,740 141 35 597 ~ 0 0 Malibu .................................................... 20.041 22!NI 21,325 21,877 20,978 21,526 35 38 312 313 0 0 0 Newhall .................................................. 25,956 24,217 22,722 22,£09 22,302 21,7fl9 194 263 226 217 0 0 "'l 

P ..... dena ................................................ 36,944 42,7OS 32,353 32,571 31,531 31,631 71 lOS 700 634 I 1 (j 

~~~~~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
fl9,I06 fl9,390 fl9.442 fl9,312 28,895 28.775 31 59 516 478 0 (l :> 
fl9.646 37.683 26,946 30.127 26.728 fl9.457 112 251 106 419 0 0 t"' -0 18.092 0 13.679 (I 13.609 0 2 0 68 0 0 "'l 

Santa Anita ............................................ 17,533 14,248 18.199 14.417 17.699 13.939 26 15 474 463 0 0 0 
Santa Monica ........................................ 21,556 22,501 18,162 21,210 16,812 19,926 912 830 438 454 0 0 !:l:l 

Z 

~~Ee;:g:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
80.090 72,871 62,668 sa,496 59,995 55.760 851 694 1.820 2,042 0 0 -0 9.687 0 8.780 0 8,545 0 62 0 173 0 0 :> 
46,854 21.421 39.740 19.311 39,275 19.149 2 3 462 159 0 0 

Whittier .................. , ............................... 39.7M 39.103 37.176 37.139 35.497 35.349 3!11 508 1,287 1,r:19 1 0 

Marin, 
Central ................................................... 48,270 42.782 45.181 41.073 44.016 40.064 176 113 952 859 31 37 

Merced: b Merced County ................................. 22,310 0 20,040 0 19,679 0 35 0 183 0 143 0 

Monterey: b Monterey Peninsula .......................... 20.005 15,224 17,334 13.125 16,714 12.663 65 62 555 380 0 0 
Salinas ...................................................... 20,455 20.100 18.045 18,957 16.3<)7 18,:;20 1.359 63 3fl9 374 0 0 



1: 
Nap''' 

Napa County b ...................................... 15,381 6,349 17,836 6,475 15,061 5,642 474 113 l!58 74 2,043 646 

~ Orange: .... 
Cl"'tral Orange COunly ...................... 96,010 84,426 88,956 75.760 87,536 74,531 161 33 1,259 1,190 0 6 to 
North Orange County ........................ 80,966 82,203 81.632 83,834 79,(116 81,229 106 !l.61 1.984 1.984 488 360 
Orange County Harbor ...................... 87.700 75.720 85!J57 77.eas 77,880 72,755 384 389 849 211 7,064 4,!!.'lO 
South Onlllge County ........................ 32(lJJ1 32,505 30.436 30,633 27,Fm 28,128 11 66 272 426 2,276 2.013 
West Orange County ._ ...................... 92.635 87.117 77,490 7(1,,211 74,82.5 70,673 1.383 ),.<:00 1,302 1,240 0 0 

~ Riverside: 

[~Zbi~:~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::: 
14,659 13,833 13,732 13,681 13,478 13.446 59 30 195 :zoo IJ 0 Z 
46,595 43,831 44.656 34.45oIi 44,151 34.122 33 56 488 286 6 0 ~ 
32.151 21.445 27.880 18,(110 27,617 17,760 50 146 213 144 0 0 r< 

~:itk;;;;·b:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 49;702 42,474 46,178 38,562 45.628 38,121 60 50 488 391 2 0 !:ti 
4.064 0 3,848 0 3,769 0 59 0 20 0 0 0 ttl 

'"CI 
Sactam~nto: 0 

Sacramento ............................................ 119,283 100,760 98,371 67,672 98,214 87,315 0 2 l57 355 0 0 ~ 
San Bernardino: 0 

San Bernardino County ...................... 118.675 119,110 104,092 106;20)1 102,401 104,739 685 001 1,005 1.077 4 
>%j 

San Diego: ~ 
~~~~:;~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~;~;~~~;,;~~~~~~~ 

65,212 34.617 ifl,687 31,945 55,646 30,815 1,385 702 635 421 1 1 
75,2!Xl 62,570 &I,92B 33.m 63.120 51,896 166 168 1,642 1,313 0 0 

~ 168i,3M 187,249 159,818 156.062 154,794 151,296 3,24& 2,425 1,776 2,341 0 0 
38,856 40.035 37,349 35,371 36,459 34,298 38 317 849 756 3 () ..... 

Z 
~ Fr.ncisco: ...... 

l1an Fl'and= ........................................ 941,391 94.1(11 68,896 85.003 61,778 77.662 6,737 7.161 375 175 6 5 ~ 
San Joaquin: 

I, ~ 
LoW .......................................................... H.f!Ii!1 10,863 8,906 9,940 7,966 8.6H 19 23 CO,.> 187 2f11 734 1.069 

~ Manteca-Ilipon-Escalon-Tracy .......... 2<I,1l1 23,189 20,518 18,103 19,673 17,839 :l4 182 243 166 568 496 
Stockton ................................................. $',517 34,236 35,543 32.396 34.954 31.963 72 82 517 371 0 0 a 

San Luis Obisp": 
40,90011 334 ~ San Luis Obispo Co~>;lty .................... 42,334 37,fT16 36,505 33,598 32,829 158 338 525 3,695 3.004 

(") 

San Mateo: 
." txl 

Ce.ntrW ......... :., ....... _ ............................... ' ' , '615,539 53.015 54,772 43,889 51.434 ,41.739 2,257 1,284 I,OBI 685 Q 1 
Northern .......................................... .;,,; 33,6:)0 38.168 36,409 38.658 35.190 37,214 201 241 1.018 1,197 () () 

Southern ........ " ............................ : ......... 42.~ 40,685 35,200 33.471 32,121 31,255 1,618 1,498 921 718 0 0 

Santa Barbgra: 
4.433 2,045 4,236 1,!l59 4.080 1.895 19 2 137 ',' .~-:<:. 62 () ",.0 l..ompoc: ......... '( ~.' .......................... _ ......... ~ 

Santa BarbaTll-Goleta .......................... 31,471 28.584 28.686 28~1 28,3f11 28,6B9 97 61 282 244 0 0 ~ .. Santa Mlilia ..• : ....... , ............................... Ift;5B9 • 11,8,6 10.447 10,498 10,220 10,321 11 26 216'. 151 0 0 

4":" • 

. 
:'1 .' 

'>1 " 
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TABLE 3tC-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIOI'JS OF NONPARKING TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS a-Continued 
Fiscal Years 197&-76 and 1976-77 

Disposibons sfier hearin{l 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juyenile 

RJinI(s disposibons before hearin{l matters matters ordenb 

County and judicial district 1976-77 1!ll5-76 1976-'77 1975-76' 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1!ll5-76 

Sanlll Clma: b 
Gllroy·Morgan Hill ............................ 6,965 0 4,644 0 4,518 0 126 0 0 0 0 0 
Lps Gatos·CampbeU·Saratoga ............ 2:'J;JST 23,469 22,896 22,142 21,785 21,019 277 237 833 886 1 0 § Palo .\.Ito-Mountain View .................. 48,490 47,412- 39,001 43,296 ~7,973 42,181 77 40 951 1,075 0 0 
San Jose·MUp!t .................................... 144,800 122,651 IOB,754 94,!112 105,640 92,488 6 19 3,IOB 2,405 0 0 ..... 
Sant .. Clara ........................................... 17,709 16,883 17,176 15,117 16,160 14,235 8 16 1,008 86G 0 0 () 
Sunnyvale.Cupertino ......................... 17,168 20,496 18,023 20,069 17,406 19,244 2 34 615 791 () 0 ..... 

;> 
t"' 

Santa Cruz: () 
Santa Cruz ('.ounty .............................. 35,398 31,869 28,431 29,778 2:'J,377 27,0fIT 361 496 635 679 2,058 1,516 0 

Solano: b 
C1 
Z 

Northern Solang ................................ 45,065 35,947 35,156 :),1,531 34,301 30,899 ro4 147 651 485 0 0 () 
9,812 10,286 8,302 J,705 8,015 8,394 21 2:'J 268 268 0 0 ..... V llllojo-Benicia .................................. t"' 

Soncma: 0 
Sonoma Cblinty .................................... 49,000 46,615 46,017 50,814 44,995 49,947 274 225 748 642 0 0 

"rj 

() 

Stanislaus: ;> 

StMislaus County ~ .............................. 36,22-5 28,394 32,984 27,333 1,512 1,022 0 0 
t"' 

27,048 34,556 62 39 ..... 
"rj 

Sutter: b 0 
Sutter County .................................... 7.932 2,228 7/374 2,048 7,039 1,654 156 123 104 158 575 113 ~ 

Tulare: 
:; 

~~;~~~;;.~ .. ::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::: 
5,873 5,444 5,103 5,1U4 4,944 4.l)Ql 21 62 138 81 0 0 
9,543 0 8,419 0 8,300 0 41 0 78 0 0 0 

Visali ...................................................... 16,814 14,717 15,058 14,002 14,653 13,648 158 74 239 278 8 2 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .................................... 76,649 75,020 58,751 70,073 57,106 68,405 118 87 1,527 1,581 0 0 

Yolo: b 
Yolo C'.ol'llty ........................................ 10,554 0 9,392 II 8,874 0 71 0 210 0 237 0 

: Exarnl'les of traffic infractions are running" stop sign. speeding, improper operation of vehicle, faulty equipment and improper registration. 
For explanation; see footnote applJcable \(1 the court 0", Table 28. 

Rnevised. 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COU'RTS 
FIUNGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING 

Fiscal Years 197~76 and 1976-77 
Dispositia...'1$ after hesrinl{. >-

Z 
Tots! Tots! Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juveni1e 

~ BlinKs disl!2sltions beliJre he8Iing matters lWlllerY orden' 
County and JudicisJ District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-'17 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 jgf~'!7 1975-115 1976-77 1975-76 

State Total ...................................... 8,763,2BO 8,403,381 7,584,020 7,226,615 7,521,134 '1,177,362 59,362 46,423 3,437 2,777 37 113 

~ Alameda: 
Alamedli .............................................. 2!JI1l 1,444 2,780 1,94.3 2,704 1,930 54 6 21 7 1 0 0 
Berkeley.Albany ................................ 320,795 306,467 306,689 299,232 306,559 299,148 56 24 74 60 0 0 :j 
Fremollt-Newark·Union City .......... 7,606 8,111 3,ocn 1,056 2,971 1,029 l!O 4 16 23 Q 0 
Livennore-Pleasanton • .................... 4,153 4,962 4,555 3,599 4,552 3,514 0 5 3 20 0 0 0 
Oakland·Piedmont ............................ 392,882 397,519 406,046 400,286 4f1l,742 405,929 254 £76 50 81 0 0 '>-%j 

San Leandro-Hayward ...................... 23,474 25,725 18,825 23,229 18,672 23,095 71 114 82 20 0 Q 

~ Butte: 
Chico .................................................... 60,079 47,865 52,986 48,109 52,964 48,065 0 0 22 44 0 0 ~ 

Contra Costa: ~ 
Bay· ...................................................... 14,357 0 10,827 0 10,821 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 .... 

Z 
Delta .................................................... 4,147 4,339 4,045 4,259 4,029 4,244 6 9 1\ 1 5 Ii 

~ 
Mt. DIablo ............................................ 41,tl6O 34,966 34,741 34,517 34,725 34,478 "I 19 8 20 1 0 
Richmond ........................................... 8,132 19,001 7,428 16,254 7,418 16,211 0 0 10 28 0 15 
Walnut Creek·Danville .................... 51,51.4 46,390 48,372 46,366 48,346 46,341 Ii 9 21 14 0 2 
West· .................................................... 3,113 10,015 3,671 9,618 3,631 9,586 2 4 38 19 0 9 

~ 
I· 

Fresno: 
Fresno .......... , ............................ , .......... 111,616 97,543 100,488 63,173 100,459 63,133 2 0 27 40 0 0 0 

Humboldt: ~ I 

Eureb .................................................. 25,780 40,512 27,412 39,771 27,362 39,769 42 2 8 0 0 0 () , i 
f:1l 

Imperial: 
Imperial County· .............................. 9,097 6,080 3,778 3,331 3,778 3,323 0 2 0 6 0 0 

Kern: 
Bakersfield • ........................................ 0 38;194 0 35,392 0 35,392 0 0 0 0 0 0 
East Kern· .......................................... 177 0 136 0 135 0 0 0 0 0 i 0 

~ West Kern • ........................................ 35,948: 0 39,850 0 39,842 0 0 0 1 0 7 0 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS ~ 
0 

FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING-Continued 
Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 

Disl!!!!.!.tions BRer hearinEl. 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 

!ilinS!. dispositions before hearinEl. Wtitters matters orders A 

County and Judicial District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-·76 
Los Angeles: 

Alhambra ............................................ 38,257 26,722 31,6% 2'1,605 31,683 2'1,582 1 7 12 16 0 0 
Antelope .............................................. 1,746 2,033 1,926 1,834 1,924 1,834 0 0 2 0 0 0 ..... 
Beverly Hills ...................................... 2'11,088 249,571 226,743 204,118 29.6,731 204,107 2 0 10 11 0 0 c: 
Burbank ................................................ 58.683 59,12'1 53,152 58,851 53.123 58,818 10 25 19 8 0 0 t1 
Citrus .................................................... 28,599 25,301 21,090 19,411 21,0:n 19,382 28 11 31 18 0 0 ..... 

() 
Compton .............................................. 45,499 42,786 53,160 24,111 53,138 24,089 15 14 7 8 0 0 .... 
Culver .................................................. 35,794 2'1,768 30.000 25,043 29,824 24,941 153 51 23 51 0 0 :> 
Downey ................................................ 48.143 37,443 43,557 31,138 13,285 31,115 2 2 2'1 21 0 0 t'"' 
East Los Angeles ................................ 42,807 47,776 39,635 42,217 39,575 42,184 53 32 7 1 0 0 () 

Glendale .............................................. 59,645 72,384 58.022 71,952 58.011 71,925 5 6 6 21 0 0 0 
Inglewood ............................................ 113.847 107,368 95,827 93,344 95,760 93,338 24 1 43 7 0 0 c: 

Z Long Beach ........................................ 381.028 318,085 277,534 253,930 277,455 253,735 69 162 7 13 3 0 () 
Los Angeles ........................................ 1,671,880 1,603,958 1,176,745 1.097,477 1,175,'353 1,095,794 14 540 1,368 1,143 0 0 ? Los Cerritos ........................................ 38,573 33,257 29,375 28,522 29,352 28,511 12 1 11 10 0 0 
Malibu .................................................. 10,457 7,018 7,556 5,625 7,556 5,603 0 3 0 19 0 0 0 
Newhall ................................................ 2,861 2,190 2,122 1,849 2,115 1,839 4 9 3 1 0 0 >:I:j 

Pasadena ............................. · ..... 10 ......... 86,737 99,237 83,726 54,162 83,679 54,127 10 B 37 47 0 0 
&? Pomona ................................................. 34,518 33,487 34,645 32,004 34,823 31,961 0 8 22 35 0 0 

Rio Hondo· ........................................ 13,614 15,796 11,520 15,850 11,518 15,849 0 1 2 0 0 0 t: 
San Antonio· ...................................... 0 39,970 0 32,775 0 32,772 0 0 0 3 0 0 >:I:j 
Santa Anita .......................................... 9,671 7,666 9,037 8,344 9,W 8,343 1 1 9 0 0 0 0 
Santa Monica ...................................... 264,117 255,807 197,450 216,120 196,945 215,644 463 401 42 75 0 0 !:J:l 
South Bay ............................................ 1'.16,218 215,180 202,349 224,749 202,140 224,544 96 42 113 163 0 0 Z 
South Gate· ........................................ 0 11,251 0 8,411 0 8,398 0 7 0 6 0 0 :> 
Southeast· .......................................... 104,411 33,542. 79,242 26,161 79,242 26,160 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Whittier ................................................ 2'1/112 23,203 23,875 21,769 23,818 21,684 26 59 31 26 0 0 I' 

Marin: 
Central .................................................. 151,914 163,962 144,351 147,188 144,298 147,104 12 16 4l 68 0 0 

Merced: 
Merced County ................................. 11,934 0 10,331 0 10,335 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula a ...................... 12'1,429 115,458 126,177 112,396 126,101 112,312 35 54 41 30 0 0 
Salin .................. ;_ ............................... 28,832 23,164 26.802 23,029 26,788 23,023 2 1 12 5 0 0 



f¥W'"--~._', 

Napa: 
Napa County a .................................... 27,861 10,542 23,034 8,795 23,030 8,793 4 2 0 0 0 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange County .................. 56,524 42,765 50,547 38,817 50,534 38,810 0 0 13 7 0 0 
North Orange County .•....•......•........ 135,281 119,487 129:" • 107,863 129,790 107,788 10 9 76 88 0 0 
OrWlge County Harbor •..................• 130,046 122,855 141,278 127,332 140,806 126,048 464 1,274 8 1 0 9 
South Orange County ....••................ 63,968 54,841 52,939 46,180 52,933 46,176 0 0 6 4 0 0 
West Orange County •..•.....•...•.......•.. 94,743 86,139 77,309 61,719 77/liXl 61,ff:11 93 3 16 17 0 2 > 

Riverside: Z 
Corona .......................................... _ ...... 1,610 888 1,258 754 1,258 754 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Desert· ................................................ 17,ff:11 15,634 15,859 15,186 15,824 15,157 3 2 32 7 0 0 
Mt. San Jacinto a ................................ 4,035 470 3,054 470 3,054 487 0 3 0 0 0 0 
Riverside .............................................. 51,920 35,684 38,754 33,090 38,750 33,083 2 0 2 '1 0 0 l:1;j 
Three Lakes' .................................... 46 0 38 0 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l:tj 

I't:l 
Sacramento: 0 

Ss,(.1'nII'lento ••.....•.....••••.....•.••••. _ •.••••....• 2.23,663 203,138 223,177 192,083 223,176 192,072 0 0 II 0 0 ~ 
San Berruu:dino: 0 

'-rJ 
San Bernardino County .................. 20,059 35,445 22,852 26,286 22,824 26,269 I':' U 16 0 0 

~ San Diego: l:tj 
EI Cajon' ............................................ )6,742 14,470 8,130 7.75:{1 8,115 7,746 13 7 2 2 0 0 

~ North COWlty' .................................. 30,197 23,132 25,722 22,4).0 25,007 22,407 15 3 40 0 0 0 
San Diego· .......................................... 485,159 447,848 396,235 375,812 395,440 375,300 726 448 69 61 0 0 

~ South Bay· .......................................... 20,610 19,780 19,288 16,153 19,256 16,146 0 6 32 1 0 0 

San Francisco: -
San Francisco ...................................... 1,215,801 1,303,496 1,202,384 1,228,373 1,146,357 1,186,621 55,506 41,752 5~1 0 0 0 

~ (Ii 
San ]oa:;uin: 

Lodi ...................................................... 34,481 38,739 33,292 37,198 33,283 37,195 1 2 2 1 6 0 
Manteca·Ripon·Escalon. Tracy ........ 6,763 4,369 6,002 3,625 6,031 3,622 0 0 0 1 1 2 ;3 
Stockton ........................... _ ................ 83,508 92,23& 83,768 l00,Dl8 83,158 l00,()().j 0 1 10 13 0 0 

0 
San Luis Obispo: 

San Luis Obispo County .................. 30,434 29,236 20,852- 28,598 20,820 28,551 0 0 32 41 0 Q ~ 
San Mateo: 

l:tj 

Central .................................................. 102,381 101,466 96,636 81,949 96,135 81,479 497 469 4 1 I) 0 
Northern .............................................. 96,287 91,692 88,349 78,746 88,345 18,743 3 2 1 1 0 0 
Southern .............................................. 48,849 43,339 37,469 33,025 37,120 32,634 291 357 IlB 34 0 0 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· .............................................. 1,235 786 1,160 636 1,152 631 1 1 7 6 0 0 t-:> 
Santa Barbara·COleta ........................ 72,553 65,570 59,117 60,429 59,Il7B 60,379 10 19 29 31 0 0 l-' 

Santa Maria ........................................ 3,287 5,801 3,169 5,583 3,165 5,578 0 2 4 3 0 0 l-' 
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TABLE 31D-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS OF ILLEGAL PARKING-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
m<pasibons after hearinll. 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested Juvenile 
Rlings dispositions before heariJ1ll. matters matters orders" 

County and JudJdal District 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Santa Clara, ....... Cil{oy.Morgan Hill ............................ 1,734 0 1,119 0 1,118 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 c:: 
Los Catos·Campbell-5aratoga ........ 17,209 20,762 17,434 11,469 17,414 17,425 4 1 16 43 0 0 0 
Palo Alto-Mountain View ................ 97,747 91,026 72,180 72,496 72,165 72,431 3 9 12 56 0 0 -San, Jose·Milpitas ....................... ..-...... 172,390 162,393 119,869 135,372 119,847 135,371 0 0 22 1 0 0 0 
Santa Clara .......................................... 9,700 5,988 6,486 5,334 6,477 5,322 0 0 9 12 0 0 ;; 
Sunnyvale-Cupertino ........................ 8,456 9,179 8,777 8,414 8,751 8,413 0 0 26 1 0 0 t'"' 

0 
Santa Cruz: 0 

Santa Cruz County ............................ 1~~.U7 110,728 119,608 106,301 119,429 106,106 109 87 61 99 9 9 §;J 
Solano: 0 -Northern Solano' .............................. 8,576 6,165 6,545 5,124 6,544 5,123 0 0 1 1 0 0 t'"' 

Vallejo-Benicia' ................................ 12,443 12,365 10,627 10,604 10,619 10,593 3 1 5 10 0 0 0 
I'%j 

Sonoma, 0 
Sonoma County .................................. 84,279 75,757 75,197 61,587 75,178 61,586 13 6 0 0 0 ~ 

Stanislaus, -, 
'Xl 

Stanislaus County' ............................ 44,191 37,194 37,118 34,001 37,090 33,970 4 4 24 27 0 0 0 
l:d 

Sutter: Z 
Sutter County" .................................. -3,143 578 1,994 1,143 1,985 1,143 5 0 3 0 0 :> 

Tulare: 
PortervUle ............................................ 2,956 3,2El 3,143 2,810 3,140 2,809 2 1 1 0 0 0 
Tulare·Pixley· .................................... 223 0 220 0 220 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
VisaJla .................................................... 10,111 14,169 8,043 8,480 8,043 8,479 0 0 0 1 0 0 

Venlura: 
Vel1l1lra C'AlI!flty ............................... 53,948 53,569 39,145 43,473 39,145 43,469 0 0 0 4 0 0 

Yolo: 
Yolo County ....................................... 21,066 0 19,450 0 19,437 0 $ 0 9 0 2 0 

~xplanation, see footnote appUcable to the court on Table 28. 



TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS 

Fiscal Years 1975-16 and 1916-n 

Total 
filings 

Total 
dispositio1l5 

Dlsppsitions Nher helli'ing 
UnccJntested Contested 

matters matters 
Ct1unty and judicial district 1976-71 1975-75 1976-71 1975-76 

DiSpositions 
before hearing 

1976-71 1975-76 J976-71 1975-76 1976-71 1975-76 
State Total ............................................................................... . 

Alameda: 
Alameda ....................................................................................... . 
:berkeley-Albany ....................................................................... .. 
Fremont-Newark-Uni'ln City ................................................. . 
Uvennore-Pleasanton • .......................................................... .. 
OaJdand·Piedmont ..................................................................... . 
San Leandro-Hayward ............................................................ .. 

Butte: 
Chico ............................................................................................. . 

Contra Costa: 
Bay· ............................................................................................. . 
Delta .. _ ....................................................................................... .. 
Mt. Diablo .................................................................................. .. 
llichmond a ................................................................................. . 
Walnut Creek-Danville ............................................................. . 
WestliL ........................................................................................... . 

Fresno: 
Fresno .......................................................................................... .. 

Humboldt: 
Eureka ........................................................................................ .. 

Imperial: 
Imperial County' .................................................................... .. 

Kern: 
Bakersfield' ............................................................................... . 
East Kern' , ............................................................................... .. 
West Kern • ................................................................................. . 

390,390 R 390,453 

1,268 1,084 
2$l 2,140 
2,382 2,423 
1,254 1,149 

12,140 13,122 
5,780 5,970 

1,132 I,Ill 

1,887 0 
1,823 1,709 
3,332 3,518 

940 2,t;YJ:l 
2,886 2,871 

634 1,519 

7,421 7,192 

927 1,177 

1,360 

o 
485 

6,785 

652 

5,745 
o 
o 

291,226 298,112 

911 882 
1,772 2,029 
2,050 2,WT 

919 1,r:tt7 
8,858 9,553 
4,216 4,799 

834 853 

1,852 0 
1,514 1,657 
2,643 2.846 

741 1,626 
2,369 i!,398 

516 1,134 

5,065 5,430 

868 1,051 

985 

o 
312 

5,389 

411 

4,'\69 
Q 
o 

70,562 70,798 

149 153 
353 392 
357 353 
223 188 

1,583 1,529 
824 972 

177 188 

238 0 
346 451 
515 660 
17l 317 
766 714 
66 228 

1,042 1,185 

303 218 

232 

o 
134 

1,576 

137 

1,084 
o 
o 

114,862 121,660 

414 
581 
927 
345 

4,409 
1,748 

B65 
738 

1,119 
316 
790 
221 

o 
19,B 

2,864 

404 
711 
948 
352 

4,938 
2,032 

335 

o 
823 

1,146 
794. 
sa9 
436 

2,070 

539 

172 

2,642 
o 
o 

105,802 105,834 

348 
838 
766 
351 

2,868 
1,644 

312 

549 
430 

1,009 
2M 
813 
229 

1,769 

312 

o 
110 
949 

325 
926 
80S 
1137 

3,088 
1,795 

350 

o 
383 

1,040 
11115 
845 
470 

2,175 

102 

743 
o 
o 



TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 
IJispositior.s after hearin~ 

Total Total Dispositions Uncontested Contested 

filin~ dispositions before hearin~ matters matters 
COUi.Jty and judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-~1 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los Angeles: 
Alhambra ....................................... _ ........................................... 3,930 4,OI""'l 2.898 3.185 949 880 1.057 1,243 89-2 1.062 
Antelope ....................................................................................... 1,564 1,7{: 1.388 1.315 369 361 507 641 512 413 ...... 
Beverly HUIs ................................................................................ 3,260 3,3' 2.014 2,600 534 641 640 1>70 840 1.089 c::: 

0 BurbanJc ........................................................................................ 1,504 1.477 1,219 1,107 312 182 342 415 585 510 ...... 
Cl\rus .............................................................................................. 5,963 6.167 4.124 4.774 901 947 1,573 2.022 1.650 1,1lO5 () ...... 
Compton ....................................................................................... 6,225 7,109 4,219 5.001 115 1,203 2.146 2.533 1.358 1,285 >-
Culver ............................................................................................ 2,147 2,224 1,478 1.566 331 416 612 582 535 588 t"" 
Downey ........................................................................................ 3,755 4,225 2.680 3.057 502 769 1,149 1,250 1,029 1,036 () 
East Los Angeles ........................................................................ 4,076 4,238 2,498 2.807 461 553 1,139 1,350 898 904 0 
Glendnle ........................................................................................ 2,515 2,1>74 1,911 2,146 555 509 641 825 715 812 2 Inglewood .................................................................................... 6,650 7,457 4.009 4,302 811 510 1.877 2,217 1,321 1,575 
Long Beach .................................................................................. 9.134 9,261 6,821 7,084 1.316 1.592 3,760 3,752 1,745 1,740 () ...... 
Los Angeles .................................................................................. 51,228 53,212 36.831 38,963 6,809 7,573 13,102 14,654 16,920 16,736 t"" 
Los Cerrilos .................................................................................. 3,016 3,207 2,210 2,302 577 596 603 883 630 823 0 Mallbu ............................................................................................ 645 588 456 392 44 45 163 129 249 218 >:tj 
Newhall ......................................................................................... 838 888 668 682 148 160 263 260 257 262 () 
Pasadena ........................................................................................ 3,828 3.789 2.(.44 3.118 99 498 1,081 1,320 1,264 1,300 >-Pomona .......................................................................................... 2.988 2,882 1,956 2.061 401 359 792 915 763 71>7 t"" 
Rio Hondo·· .................................................................................. 2,946 3.058 2,336 2,261 610 481 959 1.036 7(1;' 782 ...... 

>:tj 
San AntonIo" ............................................................................. 0 2,160 0 1,400 0 264 0 632 0 1504 0 
Santa Anita .................................................................................. 1,313 1,321 1,023 938 199 171 360 331 464 436 !:rl 
Santa MonIca ................................................................................ 2,801 2,737 1,907 1,928 404 425 595 6IJ1 908 838 Z 
~~~ g~; •.. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 7,124 6,819 5,002 5,175 940 1,164 1,909 1,974 2,153 2,047 ;; 

0 784 0 858 0 209 0 242 0 207 . 
Southeast" .................................................................................... 4,256 1,835 3,014 1,456 674 352 1,317 672 1,023 432 
Whittier ........................................................................................ 3,327 3,397 2,512 2,517 516 545 972 995 1.024 977 

Central .......................................................................................... 3,343 3,203 3,187 3,128 1,312 1,274 706 673 1.169 1,181 

Merced, 
Merced County" ........................................................................ 976 0 419 0 74 0 235 0 110 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey PenInsula" ................................................................ 2.131 1,685 1,672 1,416 369 300 704 615 599 501 
SaIlnas ............................................................................................ 2,416 2.489 1,602 1,700 41>7 431 712 860 403 418 





TABLE 32-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF SMALL CLAIMS FII.INGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 137&-77 

DL'JX'Sitions sRer hearin~ 
Total Total Dispositions Uncontestt-d Contested 
filinS!. dispositions before hearin~ matters matters 

County and judicial district 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1976-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1!l75-76 1!l76-77 1975-76 

Santa Clara: 
Gllroy-Morgm Hill ~ .................................................................. 414 0 226 0 25 0 120 0 81 0 ....... 
Los Gatos·Campbell-Saratoga ................................................ , 1,304 1,450 1,056 1,222 308 351 304 309 444 562 c: 
Palo Alto-Mountain View .......................................................... 2,268 2,180 1,805 1,690 453 458 614 537 738 695 t:J 
San Jose·Mllpitas .......................................................................... 11,747 13,659 9,123 9,271 2,458 2,302 3,572 3,985 3,095 2,984 ..... 
Santa Clara .................................................................................. 1,785 1,757 1,246 1,309 264 264 511 543 471 502 

() 

Sunnyvale-Cupertino .................................................................. 2,447 2,281 3,555 1,698 2,305 458 597 557 653 683 > t"' 
Santa Cruz: () 

Smta Cruz County .................................................................... 2,811 2,585 2,091 2,056 478 465 682 751 931 820 0 
c: 

Solano: Z 
Northern Solano· ...................................................................... 1,381 1,144 1,086 997 247 '!31 368 367 471 399 

() 

Vallejo-Benicia • .......................................................................... 1,838 1.695 1,450 1.321 323 235 576 585 561 SOl F 
0 

Sonoma: 'rJ 
Sonoma County .......................................................................... 4,658 4.710 3,320 3,581 800 781 1,204 1,413 1,316 1,387 () 

:> 
Stanislaus: t: 

Stanislaus County' ..... ~ ............................... ............................... 2.517 2,023 1,609 1,481 251 161 719 678 639 642 'rJ 
0 

Sutter: ~ 
Sutter County ............................................................................. 694 301 478 219 69 8 231 114 178 97 Z ... 

:> 
Tulare, 

Porterville ............... , ...... " ............................. _ .......................... 661 672 543 506 143 liS 256 221 144 170 
Tulare-Pixley· .............................................................................. 344 0 237 0 53 0 110 0 74 0 
Visalia ............................................................................................ 1,380 1,272 1,109 1,097 142 143 519 566 448 368 

Ventura: 
Ventura County .......................................................................... 9,233 9,265 6.937 7,048 1,615 1,675 3,214 3,292 2,108 i ;';9 

Yolo: 
Yolo County· .............................................................................. 1,093 0 655 0 166 0 263 0 206 0 

~For explanation, see (ootnote applicable to the court on Table 28. 
R3vised. 



TABLE :U-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIO~S 

DisE!!!E.b"ons alter hecing ~ ToW ToW Dispositions Uncontested Contested Z 
filing dispositions beforehearin;r matters matters 

~ County and judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1!l15-76 1976-77 1975-76 

State Tob1ls ............................................................................ 331,170 317,438 l?S2,674 l?:l9,796 180,698 168,846 57,119 58,203 14,857 12,747 
f;:J 

Alameda: 'i:l 
Alameda ...................................................................................... 748 677 ro9 467 411 311 65 81 33 35 0 
Berkeley.Albany ...................................................................... 1,819 1,888 1,422 1:st 1,008 009 'P7 281 131 107 ~ Fremont·Newark·Union City ............. " ................................. 2,163 2,144 1,721 1,528 974 931 688 497 79 100 
Livermore-Pleasanton • .................. _ ....... _ .......................... fR1 691 673 584 5'l6 450 64 67 43 67 0 
OaJdand·Pie<imont. ................................................................. 12,479 12,592 9,675 9,061 9,043 7.771 187 984 445 306 I:tj 
San Leand~o-Hayward ............................................................ 3,894 4,237 3,514 3,325 3,102 2,889 ro4 203 M8 234 

~ Butte: 
Ciic:..v .... 1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• _ .................................. 1 ....................... 735 751 696 757 614 669 32 30 50 58 ~ 

Contra Costa: :: 
Bay' ............................................................................................ 1,699 0 1,172 0 958 0 173 0 41 0 ~ Delta ............................................................................................ 962 963 729 859 455 562 240 2Ii8 34 39 
Mt. Diablo .................................................................................. 2,055 2,008 1,623 1,t;:;..;~ 1,482 1,487 63 89 78 74 

~ Riclunond .............................................. _ ................................ 1,107 2,109 1:< 1,126 694 1,400 58 'P7 22 49 
Walnut Creek·Danville .......................................................... 1,351 1,420 1,4 1,090 939 959 25 44 75 87 
West· .......................................................................................... 553 1,145 497 8Ii8 360 179 116 47 21 32 ~ 

Fresno: trJ 
Fresno ........................................................................................ 6,890 6,216 5,341 4,842 5,146 4,441 44 311 1.~1 90 0 

Humboldt: ~ 
Eureka ....................................................................................... 741 796 659 633 507 517 64 70 68 48 CJ 

trJ 
lmperial: 

Imperial County· ................................................................... 601 402 426 135 293 91 72 35 61 9 

Kern: 
Bakl)rs/ield ~ .............................................................................. 0 3,407 0 2,llO1 0 2;sT 0 425 \l 79 
East Kern' ................................................................................ 72 0 52 0 41 0 1 0 10 0 

~ West Kern- ........................ ~ ...................................................... 3,973 0 3,099 0 2589 0 378 0 132 0 ..-
~ 



TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Dispositions s1ter hearinG. 
Total Total Disposibons Uncontested COl.'tested 

filin~ dispositions before hearilJK. matters matters 
County I1I1.d judicial district 1976-il 1975-76 1976-il 1975-76 1976-il 1975-76 1976-il 1975-76 1976-il 1975-76 

Los Angeles, 
A1hambrn " ... " ..• "" .• "" •. "."""."".""" .... "" ...... " ......• " .• ".,, .. ""." 1,633 1,664 1,210 1,224 709 8ZT 430 326 71 71 
AAtelope "" ... " ............ """" ... ""." ... " ........ """" .... "."".,,"",, .. ,, 745 B25 628 608 490 457 93 109 45 42 
Beverly HiUs."."".""" ..... """ .. ".""""."""""""""""."""""" ... 3,458 3,832 2,484 2,561 2,'lST 2,335 79 86 148 139 '-I 

c:: 
Burbank ..... " •. "."""" .. """.",, ... "" .• "" ............ " ... ""." .... ",, ....... 1,245 1,083 790 823 603 621 148 161 41 41 ti 
Citrus ."" ..... " ... """""""""." ..... " ......... """,, .. ,, .. " .... ,, ...... """ .. " 3,9if1 3,595 3,365 2,840 2,046 1,835 1,083 851 256 154 ~ 

Compton ." .. "" ............... " .. " .... """"." .... " .. "."." .. ""." .... ,, ....... 6,191 5,633 4,304 4,105 2,076 2,302 1,9if1 1,655 241 148 () 
~ 

Culver .................................................................................... 1,925 1,722 1,336 1,117 771 665 520 (19 45 33 :> 
Downey" ... """ .... "" .. "." ..... " .... """ ...... " .. """"" ..... "" ....... " ..... 2,7B1 2,251 1,913 1,676 [,276 1,140 511 429 126 107 t"' 
Enst Los Angeles ............ " ........ " ............. "." ... " .... """" .. "",, ... 1,335 1,239 1,127 1,132 831 784 209 276 87 72 () 
Glendale ..............•..•............................ ~. ' ................................... 1,452 1,582 1,127 1,tlO4 1,C59 B50 15 94 53 60 0 
Inglewood .... "" ....... " ..... " ........ " .. ,, .. ....................................... 6,537 6,025 5,115 4,079 4,054 2,869 638 972 423 238 c:: 
Long Bench ... ""."" .... "" ...... """ .. """",, .. ,, ..... " ........... ""."",, .. 6,568 6,265 4,722 4,834 4,369 4,298 196 375 157 161 Z 
Los Angeles""""""" ... "."." ..... " .. " .. " ... "" ... "" ...... ".""".",, .. ,, .. 77,164 77,743 58,460 59,948 31,195 31,364 23,204 25,OIB 4,061 3,566 () 

~ 

Los Cerritos ... "".""""" .. "" ... "." .. " ...... "."." ...... "" .......... ,, ...... 1,902 2,018 1,483 1,496 914 956 482 464 87 76 t"' 
Malibu 387 380 304 286 238 191 31 59 35 36 0 
Newhali':::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 477 392 299 247 267 204 12 21 20 22 "%j 
Pasadena .................................................................................... 3,038 2,953 2,293 1,824 1,217 1,308 922 361 154 155 () 
Pomona , .. " ................................................................................ 2,429 2,355 2,180 2,092 1,100 1,135 1,018 915 62 42 :> 
Rio Hondo' .............................................................................. 2,(l43 2,056 1,464 1,576 932 953 451 537 81 86 t: San Antonio ~ ............................................................................ 0 1,104 0 809 0 596 0 207 0 6 "Xl 
Santa Anita ................................................................................ 932 919 750 741 491 451 219 252 40 38 0 
Santa Monica ............................................................................ 2,361 2,227 1,725 1,597 1,220 1,117 41B 380 87 100 !;d 

~~:~ ~:te·j .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5,343 5,046 3,Bll 3,317 2,369 2,004 1,106 1,083 336 230 Z 
0 412 0 331 0 224 0 91 0 16 

~ 

:> 
Southeast· .................................................................................. 2,931 1,217 1,901 860 1,115 546 693 289 93 25 
Whittier ...................................................................................... 2,599 2,548 2,051 2,096 1,473 1,689 403 301 175 10:: 

Marin: 
Central ........................................................................................ 2,771 2,706 2,344 2,270 2,177 2,101 18 22 149 147 

Merced, 
Merced County' ...................................................................... 695 0 430 0 415 0 11 0 ~ 0 

Monterey, 
Monterey Peninsula a .... _ ..................................................... 1,519 1,604 1,304 1,335 900 1,052 261 190 143 93 
Salinas .......................................................................................... 1,496 1,389 1,263 1,215 1,0.';4 989 145 167 64 59 

t 



i,., 
Napa: 

Napa County • .............................. " ........................ , .... , ............ 8B6 264 647 107 512 94 18 9 ~ 4 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ............... , .......................................... 6,574 6,82.; 4,589 4,674 !I,166 !I,24Q 1,117 1,1:10 3GIi :lO4 
North Orange County ................. , .......................................... 6,998 6,624 4,845 4,533 3,310 3,095 1,114 1,170 361 268 
Orange County Harbor .......................................................... 3,088 3,026 2,321 2,074 2,078 1,827 !11 106 146 141 
South Orange County ............................................................ 1,569 1,469 1,008 !111 700 8B6 24:T 225 65 60 
West Orange County .............................................................. 5,746 5,333 4,209 3,596 2,762 2,338 1,119 983 328 275 

~ Riverside: Z Corona ........................................................................................ 416 447 251 !l25 167 255 as 55 26 IS 
~ Desert' ...................................................................................... 2,332 1,589 1,590 1,184 1,468 1,050 as 56 B1 78 

Mt. San Jacinto' ...................................................................... 410 296 355 184 270 125 51 :10 34 29 t"' 
Riverside .......................... _ .................................... ' ....... , .......• 2,378 2,184 1,118 1,790 1,586 1,636 29 52 103 100 ~ 
Three Lakes • ........................................................... ., .......... ., ... 154 0 50 0 42 0 7 0 1 I) trJ 

'"d 
Sacramento: 0 

Sacramento ...................................................... "'HI •••••••••••••••••••• 12,483 1!1,464 9,539 10,525 7,691 8,2Jl6 1,316 1,842 S32 477 ~ 
San Bernardino: 0 

San Bernardino County .......................................................... 5,039 5,028 4,273 4,065 2,736 2,712 1,303 1,16~ 234 191 "l 

San Diego: 
@ 

El Cajon ................................................. " ................................ 2,822 2,468 2,010 1,850 1,860 1,718 26 16 124 116 trl 

E~i~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2,491 2,335 1,803 1,649 1,1M 1,161 467 389 142 99 ~ 12,760 11,614 10,631 9,345 6,376 5,550 3,636 3,381 S89 41~ 
1,647 1,5..."7 1,250 954 1,129 905 27 11'. 94 37 ~ -Z 

San FrancisC'l: g San Francisc:o ............................................ _ .... _ ...................... 15,228 15,390 11,455 11,322 7,79S 7,231 3,198 3,502 462 S89 

San Joaquin: 
Lodi .............................................................................................. 414 439 395 433 353 378 l1tJ 32 22 1!3 <! Manteca·Ripon-Esclilon-Tracy .............................................. 731 654 455 491 343 329 73 71 39 91 
Stockton ...................................................................................... 4,321 3.!115 3,139 2,948 2,281 2,166 695 636 163 144 trJ 

0 
San Luis Obispo: 

11 
";I 

San Luis Obispo County ........................................................ 1,419 ),337 1,139 1,093 895 9:lO 122 74 89 B :' i 
I 

San Mateo: trJ .' 
Central ........................................................................................ 2,399 2,196 2,012 1,765 1,423 1,246 441 401 112 
Northern .................................................................................... 2,803 2,618 2,093 1,870 2,001 1,791 8 4 84 7S 
Southe> n .................................................................................... 1.956 1,996 1,536 1,659 906 1,004 491 505 139 ISO 

Santa Barbara: 
Lompoc· ....................................... _ .......................................... 267 lOS 223 78 199 76 9 2 15 0 !)O 
Santa ,Barbara·Goleta .............................................................. 2,194 1,742 1,738 1,388 525 817 1,166 503 .7 68 I-' 
Santa Maria ................................................................................ 953 768 SOl 771 775 614 2 78 24 19 CO 



.----------..,,...~~~. ~--. 

TABLE 33-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
SUMMARY OF CIVIL (Excludes Small Claims) FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS-Continued 

Dispositions sfler hesrin: 
Totd Total Dispositions Uncontested ConteJted 
filin~ dispositions before hearing matters matter:; 

County and judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1!l75-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Santa Clar.: 
GUroy-Morgan HUl • ................................................................ m 0 169 0 78 0 84 0 7 0 Cl Los Gatos·Campbell·Sar.tog ................................................. 1,067 892 835 836 711 626 80 155 44 55 

Polo Alto-Mountain View ...................................................... 2,254 2,107 1,404 1,529 1,066 1,300 254 154 84 75 t:;) -San Jose-Milpitas ...................................................................... 14,789 13,563 10,097 9,930 9,355 9,209 395 401 347 320 (') 
Santa Clara ................................................................................ 1.147 1.115 72'; 717 667 528 33 160 26 29 -> 
Sunnyvnle-Cupertino .............................................................. 1,999 I.BI9 2,609 1,430 2,518 1,362 19 5 72 63 t"" 

Santa Cruz: 
C".l 
0 

Santa Cruz County .................................................................. 2,2B6 2,134 1,780 1,706 1,261 1,306 417 2B3 102 117 

~ 
Solano: (') 

Northern Solano • .................................................................... 981 693 792 537 780 492 3 21 9 24 F 
Vallejo-Benicia ......................................................................... 996 1,105 836 915 &J2 B30 15 56 19 29 

0 
Sonoma: 

~ 

Sonom. County ........................................................................ 3,440 3,090 2,970 2,330 2,770 2,138 94 75 106 117 ~ 
Stanislaus: 

t"" -Stanislaus County' .................................................................. 4/1T1 4,081 3,859 3,286 3,253 2,823 372 331 234 132 >:tj 
0 

Sutter: 
~ 
Z 

Sutter Co\lll ty' ........................................................................ 552 2118 414 216 366 200 36 3 12 13 -> 
Tulare: 

Porterville .................................................................................. 735 669 615 532 535 3.'55 65 153 IS 24 
Tulare-Pixley' .................................................. " ...................... 172 0 74 0 73 0 0 0 1 0 
Visalla .......................................................................................... 1,383 1,538 1,163 1,040 1.007 663 79 80 77 f1T 

Ventura: 
Ventura County ........................................................................ 4.609 4.429 4.089 3,489 3.829 3,205 56 sa 204 201 
Yolo County • ............................................................................ 56B 0 373 0 264 0 77 0 32 0 

~xplan.tion. see foobtole applic.ble 10 the count on Table 28. 



TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL COURTS 
: NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN 

Fiscal Years. 1975-16 and 1976-71 
[uries selected and swom 

Misdemeanors "~; 
.".1 

Reducecl fehnles ~ (includes traHic Traffic 

~ rota! and nontrrdl1.<;) Nontral1ic Tota! Seiecledb Oth~; CiVIle 
Col/my dnd judicial t!J$(rict 1976-77' 1975-76 1976-77 1!lt~76 1976-17 1975-76 1976-77 1975-'16 1976-77 ~6 19'/6-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 r.J 

StnN, totol> ........ ~;: .......................... 10,400 1O.A:i~ 150 129 5,583 5,436 4,001 4,193 3,691 3,892 310 301 666 506 

fil A1amC¥L~: " Il '"0 
AllliIli!da ............ c,. , ..................... 1 r~ 0 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 0 
Ber~eley:A.lbauy .......................... ,2 3Il ',' J, 0 26 25 10 5 9 :I 1 0 15 B ~. F~emont.Newlit:\,Upi(J:t City .. 92 Bf' 0 () 50 63 41 21 3B 20 3 1 1 0 
Uvermore·Pleasanron ............ 21 Il.1 0 0 18 12 2 11 2 11 0 0 1 0 0 
Oakland·Piedmont ...................... 370 - 1\.~' c' 2 9 '}Sf 174 99 123 91 114 8 9 12 17 "l 
San Leandro-Hayward ............... 135 165 1 3 63 65 60 86 56 84 4 2 11 11 .. ::e 1-: 

Bulle: .. ' txl 
Chico ...................... ;'.I: .................... 26 ". -2a II 0 12 12 16 20 14 19 12 1 0 ,3 E; 

ContT':! Costa: 

== Bay .............................................. 1~ 0 0 0 59 0 65 0 53 0 12 0 5 0 Z D€!ta ....•................................. _"' ..... 32 30 0 0 19 15 13 13 13 13 0 0 0 ~ -Mt. Diablo d ................................... 95 108 0 0 40 43 54 64 54 62 0 2 1 1 CIl 

Richmond .................................. 29 101 0 0 14 63 a 31 10 29 1 5 4 4 ~. W..In'Jt Creek·Danville .............. 81 68 0 1 22 13 S6 50 54 49 2 1 3 4 
WIfSI ............................................ ~.S BT 0 II 21 35 14 51 13 43 1 8 1 1 

~ Fresn~ 
Fiemn ......................................... , ... 235 198 25 . .15 128 104 77 70 66 65 11 5 5 \I 0 

HU!nboldt: (., ~ 
Eureka ...................... : ..... :" ........ ; 48 27 0 14 8 32 16 31 15 :J () 

txl 
Imperial: • 
Imp.lri~"COunty-d ....... " .. ~ ........... 48 22 1 0 29 10 18 11 18 11 0 0 0 

Ke\1.l:. . \I .. 
0 119 () 0 0 68 0 49 0 « 0 5 0 ~ 

=:t:~d::::::::::::::;::::::~:::::::::: 'I \} \} 0 2 \} 5 0 5 \} 0 0 () t) 

134 0 0 0 73 0 57 1) '51 \} t) 
". I) 0 4 (). ~ 

I-' 
1; 

~":- "1 
,,' 



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

TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNIC/?AL COURTS gg 
NUMBER OF JURIES ~HECTED AND SWORN-Continued l'O 

Fiscel Years 1975-76 and 1976-n 

lun"es selected and swom 
Misdemeanors 

Reduced Felonies 
(includes tralliC! Trollic 

Total and nontrallic!; Nontrallic Total Selectedo- Other Civile 
County /kId judicial district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77' 1f175-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 

Los A..g?;les. ...... 
A1hlllf:bra ...................................... 88 84 5 0 45 48 36 34 33 Z8 3 6 2 2 C 
Jlntet!pe ........................................ B5 92 () 0 51 61 32 31 22 20 10 II 2 0 tj 
B,,~erly Hills ................................ 139 160 0 0 104 103 30 50 24 47 6 3 5 7 ..... 
Burbank ........................................ 24 21 0 0 II 12 4 9 4 8 0 I 9 0 () 

Citrus .............................................. 173 200 0 I 90 116 56 79 42 55 14 24 27 4 ;;: 
Compton ...................................... 122 164 0 0 91 115 24 40 22 39 2 I 7 9 t"" 
Culver ............................................ 51 29 0 0 41 18 8 10 8 8 0 2 2 1 () 
Downey ........................................ 69 sa I 0 47 32 18 35 16 29 2 6 3 1 0 
East Los Angeles ........................ 56 67 0 0 4t' 47 9 18 5 13 4 5 5 2 ~ Glendale ........................................ 75 91 !J 0 53 50 14 37 12 27 2 10 3 4 
Inglewood .................................... 94 96 1 0 71 65 19 26 14 25 5 I :I 5 () ..... 
Long Beach ................ ; ................. 197 164 I 0 129 100 57 57 51 56 1 10 1 I.""' 
Los Angeles .................................. 1,518 1,565 0 1 911 954 451 481 434 456 11 23 ISO 129 0 
Los Cerritos .................................. 10 52 0 0 44 36 25 14 25 14 0 0 1 0 "Ij 
Malibu ............................................ 8 35 0 0 4 18 1 II I 8 0 :I 3 6 f2 N"whall .......................................... 35 48 0 3 27 19 8 26 5 22 3 4 0 0 
Pasadena ........................................ 118 140 0 0 69 83 32 56 29 55 3 I 17 1 t"" 
Pomona ...... a· .... · .... · ...... · .... · .... · .... ·· B6 as 0 0 65 sa 16 18 15 18 1 0 5 2 

..... 
"Ij 

Rio Hondo u ............................... sa 49 5 I 39 32 21 8 16 8 5 0 I 8 0 
San Antonio .............................. 0 100 0 1 0 78 0 15 0 13 0 2 0 0 !:d 
Santa Anita .................................. 55 94 0 0 4i 65 13 26 13 24 0 2 1 3 ~ 
Santa Monica ............................... 65 81 0 3 36 31 27 37 24 34 3 3 2 4 ;:.. 
South BaY ... .l ................................. 156 203 0 0 96 139 49 54 37 46 12 8 II 10 
South Gat~ ................................ 0 30 0 0 0 20 0 10 0 9 0 I 0 0 
Southeast .................................... 123 79 9 3 88 63 2' 23 21 23 3 0 2 0 
Whittier ........................................ 136 127 1 0 69 83 62 57 52 47 10 10 4 1 

Marl", 
Central .......................................... 104 80 2 44 25 63 46 51 39 2 7 5 8 

Merced County: 
Merced Countyd ........................ 13 0 0 0 9 0 4 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 

Monterey: 
Monterey Peninsula d 178 122 0 0 65 58 lOB 61 103 60 5 1 5 3 
Sallnas ....................................... _ .. 100 123 0 0 49 54 51 69 46 56 5 13 0 0 



---~ ~~--------.-----------..... ---..... -... -....... "'. --~£ '!","---..,..------""'II ..... -""I,."" . .-",~."'. ,,..,,. 

County and judiclnl district 

Napa: 
Napa County d ............................ 29 17 0 0 12 9 15 8 12 8 3 0 2 0 

Orange: 
Central Orange County ......... _. 178 173 2 0 94 97 73 71 69 70 4 1 9 5 
North Orange County .............. 165 180 4 10 100 lOB 50 59 50 56 0 3 11 3 
Orange County Harbor .....•...... 104 69 0 0 57 33 43 30 41 2B 2 2 4 6 
South Orange County ................ 77 82 0 0 53 57 23 23 19 19 4 4 1 2 

~ WI'.st Orange County County .. 180 193 10 10 76 74 85 104 75 101 10 3 9 5 

Riverside: ~ ~?Zd;~~~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::: 
13 30 0 0 8 24 5 6 3 4 2 2 0 0 

123 81 0 0 82 43 58 35 51 34 7 1 3 3 
34 20 0 0 10 6 10 6 10 5 0 1 14 8 ~ 

~:::t.:k~·a·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 112 138 0 0 64 98 45 39 38 3S 7 4 3 1 "0 
10 0 0 0 8 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Sacramento ........................... _ ..... 397 273 24 14 143 111 175 133 166 131 9 2 .65 15 !:rl 
~ 

San Benlardino: 0 
San Bernardino County ............ 353 421 11 8 146 163 190 245 181 233 9 12 6 5 "1j 

San Diego: d ~ 
EI Cajon ........ il ............................ 154 116 13 2 69 58 69 50 67 46 2 2 3 6 t:l 
North Co~ty ...... _ .................... 221 200 0 0 89 89 119 lOB 114 106 5 2 13 3 

~ ~~J;>~:; d :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 528 599 7 10 267 340 206 230 204 222 2 8 4!l 19 
112 106 4 0 65 54 40 52 36 44 4 8 3 0 a:: .... 

San Francir.co: ~ 
San Francisco .............................. 208 214 2 4 154 119 16 44 16 40 0 36 47 ~ 

San Joaquin: ~ Lodi ................................................ 7 14 0 0 3 9 4 & 4 1 0 2 0 2 
Manleca·Ripon-Escalon-Tracy 22 29 0 \I 9 16 10 4 10 4 0 0 3 7 ~ Stocllton ....................................... 43 65 0 1 20 27 10 25 9 24 1 1 13 12 

San Luis Obispo>: 
0 

San Luis ObUlpo County .......... 66 52 0 0 19 16 46 33 45 31 2 3 ~ 
"f.i 

San Mateo: t:l 
Central .......................................... 74 80 1 0 25 27 44 32 40 32 4 () 4'" 1 
Northem ...• , ..• \ .. h ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 110 82 1 1 !i2 44 42 33 39 28 3 5 5 4 
Southern ....................................... 82 62 0 0 34 24 45 36 44 37 1 1 3 0 

Santa !!ar\>ftr", 
8 5 0 0 6 1 2 4 2 4 0 0 0 0 Lompoc ...................................... 

Santa Brucbara·Goleta .............. 85 108 0 0 47 80 34 46 34 45 0 1 4 2 ~ Sanln Maria .................................. 22,- 21 0 0 15 13 7 8 4 7 3 1 0 0 

n' 



TABLE 34-CALIFORNIA MUNICiPAL COURTS 
NUMBER OF JURIES SELECTED AND SWORN-Continued 

~ Fiscal Years 1975-76 and 1976-77 oj>.. 

luries selected and swom 
Misdemesnors 

Reduced felonies 
(indudes traIlic TrsIl1c 

Totlll and nontrallic2 Nontrallic Total Selected 6 Other Civiic 

County and judidlll district 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 1976-77 1975-76 
Santa Clua: 

Gilroy-Morgan Hill • _ ................. 11 0 0 0 5 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 
Los Gatos-Campbell-Saratoga .. 41 24 0 0 12 7 29 17 21 13 .5 4 0 II 
Palo Alto-MounWn Vi"w", ..... ,. ¥. ,~ :; 0 11 14 28 30 28 28 0 2 2 3 '-~. c::: San Jose-Milpitas .......................... 266 317 0 10 131 111 118 186 115 173 3 13 17 10 t:i Santa Clua .. , .............................. 14 25 0 0 5 3 8 21 7 21 1 0 1 1 -Sunnyvale-Cupertino .................. 34 47 0 0 11 10 22 34 16 33 6 1 1 3 (') 

Santa Cruz: ~ 
Santa Cruz County .................... 79 80 0 41 29 28 48 23 45 5 3 9 3 (') 

0 
Solano: c::: 

Northern Solano d ..................... 70 58 0 0 14 19 55 37 50 37 5 0 1 2 Z 
Vallejo-Benicia d .......................... 85 75 1 3 22 17 62 53 60 52 2 1 0 0 (') -t"' 

Sonoma: 0 Sonoma County .......................... 66 90 2 0 47 42 15 41 14 37 4 2 7 "%j 

Stanislaus! ~ Stanislaus County d 250 147 0 0 85 64 155 7'1 151 74 4 4 10 5 C 
Sutter. 

"%j 
0 Sutter County d .......................... 36 15 0 19 16 10 12 10 4 0 0 ~ 
Z 

1'ulue: -> Porterville .... ~ .............................. 60 39 1 2 44 20 13 17 12 15 1 2 2 0 
1'ulue-PWey ............................ 21 0 1 0 10 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
Visalla ............................................ 85 110 5 4 44 56 30 45 29 44 1 1 6 5 

Vll!\tura: 
Venhlra County .......................... 119 86 0 0 55 37 55 45 45 40 10 5 9 4 

Yolo: 
Yolo Countyd ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 19 0 0 0 16 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 

~es selected and sworn" are not the equivalent of cases disposed of by verdict since a single jury may try consolidated cases which in criminal matteN may resuit in multiple dispositions. 
b No disposition is reported for hung juries. 

Violations Qf Sections 20002. 23102. 23104 and 23105 of the Vehicle Code and Vehicle Code felonies filed as misdemeanors under Penal Code Section 17(b)4. 
C Data nre (or cMl jury trials rather than civil iunes sworn. 
d For explanation, see foornote applicable to the Court on Table 28. 



TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 
CriminsJ 

Total Nontrallic TrsJ1ic Civil 
nonpar/dng Misdemeanors Misdeme".!!E!!.. IUegsl SmslJ ~ County and juciiciai district filings" Feionies Group A GroupB Infract. GroupO GT(JupD Infract Parking Claims Other 

Z 
State Totals .................................................................. 630,671 8,327 29,884 27,659 6,103 25,065 36,012 447,773 194,907 36,834 12,994 

~ 
Alpine: ~ 

Alpine .......................................................................... 1,089 0 16 158 19 6 19 866 216 2 3 
~ 

Amador: "'d 
Amador .................... , .................................................. 4,691 128 235 90 0 142 200 3,443 1,938 ~18 135 0 

Butte: 
~ 

Biggs .............................................................................. 1,227 2 32 ff1 0 17 72 990 85 20 7 0 
Gridley ............. , ............................................................ 2,293 36 135 102 0 229 251 1,299 402 139 102 "'l 
Oroville ....................................................................... 7,324 196 769 212 10 348 430 4,628 226 375 338 ~ Parad~ ................... o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,944 38 373 41 0 105 128 1,857 928 ~ 78 t'=l 

Calaveras: ~ Calaveras b,c ................................................................ 5,15'; 104 195 150 17 173 254 3,411 314 67'1. 181 

~ Colusa: 
Colusa-Williams .......................................................... 8,373 43 176 416 0 318 171 6,907 308 2ff1 W -

I Del Norte: 
Del Norte County ...................................................... 7,678 f17 371 188 0 380 67 6,082 286 363 110 

EI Dorado: 
EI Dorado .................................................................... 10,329 119 164 100 82 183 932 8,357 405 324. 68 
Georgetown-Divide .................................................. 695 10 65 98 12 25 46 316 17 103 20 0 
Lake Vall~y ...................... ..: ....................................... 12,453 302 ff12 288 209 :l34 705 8,711 1,785 636 398 

~ II 
Placerville ......................... ,I •• "''o ................................ , ... 9,464 84 406 204 0 265 349 7,396 5,994 5111 245 

Fresno, trJ 
Clovis-Ponderosa d.., .................. ~ ................................ 6,614 104 348 272 24 211 277 4,376 3,350 ffi'6 126 
Coalinga ...................................................................... 13,359 83 429 008 36 423 ·1,030 10,269 479 323 B8 

~::~:~~~~::..:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 10,783 196 485 993 59 772 894 6,924 193 376 84 
5,789 81 139 2B 1 165 139 5,122 13 94 20 

Kingsburg-Riverdale s.,,_ ........................................... 4,934 50 143 68 0 151 227 
" 

4,036 44 213 46 

~=:~D~:; 1;<;'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
7,839 85 448 504 0 277 396 15,717 1,210 376 36 

~ 3,669 76 396 75 0 212 323 1,978 4,512 l566 43 
Sanger .......................................................................... 3,972 82 258 267 164 151 220 2,346 932 ~ :r1 

II 

t: 



TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS t8 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-Continued Q) 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 

Criminal 
Total Nontrai1ic TraHic Civil 

nonpar/dng MisdemeJll10rs MlsdemeJll10rs IUegal Small 
County and judiclal district filings" Felomes Group A GroupB Infract. Group G GroupD InlTsct. Parking Claims Other 
Glenn, 

Orland .......................................................................... 3,566 29 106 89 146 184 159 2,620 79 161 72 
Willows ........................................................................ 4,563 47 71 210 0 140 0 3,852 11 185 88 

'-< 

Humboldt: § 
Arc~ta .......................................................................... 10,058 0 514 321 252 562 fr1 7,570 14,315 493 259 ...... 
Fortuna ........................................................................ 4,733 0 221 394 0 217 422 3,029 290 365 85 () 

Garberville .................................................................. 1,709 0 164 76 0 198 93 96B 66 183 27 ;:;: 
Klam.th-Trinity ......................................................... 1,278 4 195 126 0 63 139 548 7 143 60 t"" 

() 
Inyo, 0 

Inyo County)·c ........................................................... 7,547 143 292 263 208 222 309 5,795 939 251 64 c: 
Z 

Kern: k 
() -~~~~~:;\ .. ::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,801 0 218 435 0 101 274 1,641 123 128 4 t"" 

1,089 0 14 18 2 9 8 1,021 2 14 3 0 
Dclano-McF,,{land .................................................. 4,~ 0 406 461 127 132 299 2,721 306 145 143 ~ 
Indian Wells .............................................................. 2,582 0 234 34 0 91 133 1,760 59 288 44 () 

~~;~~~;,:~:;:::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
211 0 38 01 0 4 0 78 0 22 2 :>-

11,195 0 237 329 0 185 298 9,925 279 122 99 t"" 
2,015 0 56 90 7 18 111 2,300 98 48 45 -~ 

Tehac\Bpi.Moj.ve ,c ............................................... 6,928 0 UI 66 4 162 180 6,106 48 145 21 0 
Wasco ........................................................................ 2,910 0 156 170 0 49 622 1,733 28 80 100 ~ 

Z 
Kings: -:>-

Avenal .......................................................................... 4,091 38 113 47 0 138 89 3,513 3 111 42 
Corcoran ...................................................................... 2,246 64 160 299 0 56 143 1,161 88 288 77 
H.nford ........................................................................ 10,568 319 1,216 922 230 227 235 6,420 4,066 540 459 
l..emoore ...................................................................... 3.907 102 245 180 0 198 362 2,589 245 124 107 

Lake: 
Clearlake Highlands .................................................. 1,987 102 91 178 0 125 220 920 42 232 119 
Kelseyville .................................................................. 693 3 90 105 0 34 46 344 10 51 20 
Lakeport. ..................................................................... 1,960 86 227 100 49 111 132 1,047 277 139 69 
Middletown-Lower Lake ........................................ 1,278 0 62 42 0 28 70 888 3 188 20 
Upper Lake ................................................................ 1,222 0 114 125 0 109 106 6B5 25 78 25 

Lassen: 
Lassen Consolidated n,< ............................................ 4,713 74 214 113 72 173 145 3,037 937 812 73 



""f'IIi. 

Los Angeles, 
Catalina ........................................................................ :582 2 71 112 6 68 218 340 100 4 

Madera: 
Chowchilla .................................................................. 4,155 82 165 131 0 93 144 3,344 40t 138 58 
Madera-Sierra ............................................................ 13,630 339 484 653 30 1,087 FSl 8,831 3,266 1,045 298 

Mariposa 
Mariposa 0,0 ···•··•···· ...... ··· .. ···· .... ·•···· ... i·.· ..... ···.· ... ·.· .... ~ 1,725 45 106 H3 4 79 85 1,192 42 ·75 26 

~ 
Mendocino: 

~ Anderson ...................................................................... 'JSI 0 37 18 0 6 2 152 4 29 13 
Arena ............................................................................ 489 0 16 176 2 9 32 226 221 25 3 
Big River ...................................................................... 889 0 10 195 24 9.1 2.03 383 326 52 19 
Little Lake .................................................................. 2,904 0 126 173 0 141 240 2,030 284 136 58 ~ Long Valley ................................................................ f!JJ1 0 101 17 0 37 43 526 4 59 16 "tl 
Round Valley .............................................................. 295 1 65 4S 0 9 12 102 3 45 13 0 
Sanel.. ............................................................................ 298 1 6 14 0 9 24 225 0 9 10 

~ Ten Mile River .......................................................... 2,704 42 156 255 0 109 128 1,461 1,206 .454 93 
UJdah ............................................................................ 8,945 267 409 457 0 340 260 5,534 12,915 1,338 340 0 

>:t:I 
Merced: 

~ Atwaterl' 3,534 33 155 lao 0 Z73 190 2.574 179 'iTt 32 
Dos Palos p'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,544 25 82 83 0 59 135 1,030 12 113 17 tzJ 
Gustine P ...................................................................... 2,661 12 75 105 0 38 115 2,263 38 46 13 e; Le Grand P ............................................. _ .... _ ............ 1,804 15 38 9.1 0 122 114 1,463 1 29 0 
Livi.ugslOn P ................................................................ 6,092 34 149 98 0 303 496 4,904 143 76 32 

~ Los Banos P .................................................................. 4,468 38 283 135 0 212 35 3,5.50 260 134 81 
Merced P ...................................................................... 8,324 216 449 169 0 438 359 5,722 8,536 511 454 
Snelling P ...................................................................... 73 1 12 7 0 2 25 21 2 3 2 

I Modoc: 
Modocq,o ........................... _ ....................................... 2,199 59 19.1 83 0 16 33 1,527 11 303 55 
Surprise Valley .......................................................... 72 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 71 0 

tzJ 
Mono: 0 Mono ............................................................................ 3,918 4S 19.1 374. 368 259 206 2,375. 373 1119 36 

~ Monterey, 
6,420 

() 
Castroville-PaJaro ...................................................... 9,022 98 220 179 54 601 1,211 281 183 156 l"l 
Central r ...................................................................... 6,602 47 193 44 16 181 861 5,016 fi,& 177 82 

~::~W:~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::: 1,304 33 66 22 181 4S 15 854 ~19 73 12 
14,094 56 22.~ 334 0 22B 516 12,362 .fS1 ~ 91 

Nevada: 
Nevada. ......................................................................... '6;m 141 394 202 .0 522 178 3,248 15,9Z7 488 2M 
Truckce ........................................ , ............................... 1,770 24 58 137 3 128 131 -6,!T12 492 258 59 

~ 



TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARK.lNG AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 

Criminal 
Total Nontrallic Trallic Civil 

nonpar king Misdemeanors Misdemeanors Illegal SmsU 
County and judicial district RUngs" Felonies Group A GroupE InIi'act. GroupG GroupD Infract Parking Claims Other 

Placer: 
Auburn ........................................................................ 8,950 231 500 154 0 155 339 6,709 4,533 613 249 
Colfax·Alta·Dutch F1at ............................................ 7,62.'5 1 105 55 0 84 2BO 6P11 336 111 18 
Foresthill ...................................................................... D39 0 29 110 0 6 8 145 17 39 2 ..... 
UncoIn .... , ................................................................... 862 0 75 86 0 73 91 409 55 104 24 c:: 

0 Loomls ......................................................................... , 5,625 0 Z76 44 0 136 234 4,642 666 221 72 -Rcseville ...................................................................... 7,197 86 471 79 299 259 194 5,113 5,994 440 .'2.56 C') -Tahoe ............................................................................ 5,890 74 4IlO 179 9 135 71 4,364 1,250 447 131 >-
t"' 

PluntaS: C') 
A1manor ...................................................................... 1,613 15 114 176 147 51 120 755 49 217 16 0 
PluntaSu.c .................................................................... 2,534 33 161 145 168 77 464 1,152 258 249 65 c:: 

Z 
Rive~d,,: C') 

Elsinore y ........................................................... ; ......... 1,657 '12 116 965 22 120 31 -0 292 257 4 t"' 
Murrletta Y .................................................................. 1,516 0 153 36 4 Z7 9 1,154 7 133 0 0 Perris Y .......................................................................... 2,728 0 217 211 Ef1 Ef1 99 1,865 55 141 21 "!J 

Sacramento: &? 
Elk Grove·Galt .......................................................... 6,061 0 241 179 0 220 316 4,703 484 368 34 t"' 
Fair Oaks.Folsom ...................................................... 8,809 1 412 Z76 88 326 776 6,610 0 Z72 48 -"!J Walnut Grove-Isleton ............................................. 1,336 0 138 602 0 14 144 376 ao 54 8 0 

!:C 
San Benito, Z 

San Benlto County w,c .............................................. 5,737 102 398 408 25 310 684 3,0"...5 2,137 653 132 ->-
San Bernardino: 

Bear Valley .................................................................. 3,458 41 195 370 0 115 277 1,868 535 528 64 
Bloomington ................................................................ 5,676 0 101 117 0 568 516 3,m 70 239 258 
Colton .......................................................................... 12,105 33 202 600 0 345 2,048 7$1 1,089 739 121 
Crest Forest ................................................................ 2,007 33 199 241 0 78 109 990 233 310 47 
Cucamonga.Etiwanda .. c .......................................... 6,655 lao 120 425 73 52.0 337 4,563 570 263 224 
Highland ...................................................................... 3,352 20 112 176 0 218 184 2,435 333 139 68 
Mission .......................................................................... 3,912 9 29 576 0 163 372 2,530 6,789 147 86 
Needles-CaizoDa Y.C ............. , .................................... 7,143 48 150 298 0 93 506 5,832 374 211 7 
Trona .......................................................................... 1,214 0 37 12 0 96 37 908 0 117 7 
Twentynine Palms .................................................... 6,154 97 192 156 0 421 61 4,865 29 311 51 
Yucaipa ........................................................................ 3,776 41 .106 19 0 238 546 2,630 175 165 31 



- _h. , 

~ ~I 

Santa Barbara: 
Carpinteria.Montecito .............................................. 4,458 0 98 363 101 177 100 3;377 1,117 219 23 ,'. 

Guadalupe .................................................................. 1,079 3 107 82 0 184 51 633 1,530 15 4 
Solvang ........................................................................ 8,292 11 101 651 1,545 %l5 147 5,308 143 26.'l 31 

Santa Clara: 
Gilroy.Morgan Hill Z ................................................ 9,844 77 345 376 3 318 658 7,084 1,052 343 24Q 

Shasta: > z 

t~re~:;:~;::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::: 
4,772 31 221 395 0 253 32:1 3.000 174 ~ 141 ,""" 

1,555 15 86 136 2 82 181 820 3 165 48 ~ 7,984 2:10 424 373 4 238 266 6,100 1,292 201 108 
Reddirtg ........................................................................ 14,700 451 982 560 109 115 1,182 8;395 31,64S 1,422 884 

:xl 
Sierra: ~ 

Sierra County .............................................................. 821 24 39 150 49 15 453 71 81 9 0 
Siskiyou: ~ 

Dorris· Tulelake .......................................................... 1,573 1 79 106 10 37 80 1,184 66 150 28 0 
Durumuir·Mt Shasta ................................................ 6,150 0 174 124 41 74 2:11 5,070 321 326 70 >tj 
McCloud ...................................................................... 247 0 27 7 0 15 4 129 18 5.'S 10 

~ ~=~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 4;347 0 248 60 104 115 573 2,555 400 847 45 
7,960 197 374 218 82 ll18 140 6,104 1,479 451 176 

Solano: ~ 
Rio Vista ...................................................................... 1,02:1 15 51 72 7 57 109 595 151 llO 11 

I Stanislaus: i Newman.Patterson ee .............................................. 1,992 11 67 82 22 75 397 1,198 229 102 38 
I 

Oakdale-Waterford ee .............................................. 1,928 24 109 40 74 101 195 1,232 1,023 79 74 :1 
Riverbank ee ................................................................ 720 4 35 0 116 29 42 391 53 84 39 1 

Turlock ee .................................................................... 4,406 25 243 85 28 lac 290 3,044 9,721 i71l 336 

~ 
Tehama: trJ 

Corning ........................................................................ 4,838 57 161 2:1 0 167 109 :!o,822 125 «7 48 0 Red Bluff ...................................................................... 11,901 151 505 163 6 239 642 9,408 474 556 231 

~ .1 
Trinity: /I' 

&1 
I 

Trinity County ,c ...................................................... 2,077 91 122 170 0 19 135 1,101 28 331 47 

Tulare: 
Dlnuba .......................................................................... 8,053 271 318 142 0 355 73 6,209 41 570 lUi 
Exeter·FannersvilJe .................................................. 2,984 91 212 107 111 241 243 1.730 111 152 17 

~:aKs:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1.804 52 105 135 0 130 74 1,0$ 199 202 :n 
2,761 35 55 61 0 150 113 2,453 3 0 0 

Tulare 88 ...................................................................... 4,663 86 190 278 :ll 154 238 3,493 124 129 66 

~ Woodlalce .................................................................... 1,557 55 95 248 65 115 62 778 ll8 102 17 
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TABLE 35-CALIFORNIA JUSTICE COURTS 
SUMMARY OF NONPARKING AND ILLEGAL PARKING FILINGS-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 
Criminsl 

Totsl Nontrallic Trallic 
nonpsrJdng IBegal 

County and judicisl district filings" Felonies 
Misdemeanors 

Group A Group B Infract. 
Misdemeanors 

Group G Group D Infract Puking 
Tuolwnne: 

First. ............................................................................. 1,519 51 172 91 0 71 62 398 7,009 
Second .......................................................................... 915 18 54 26 7 14 30 624 6B 
Third ................................ ...... , ......... _ ... -........... _ .. - 1~ 43 133 3ro 6 88 59 1,049 248 
Fourth .......................................................................... 847 11 38 171 5 29 112 71 13 
Fifth .............................................................................. 2,788 59 211 74 0 115 74 2,165 185 

9,746 
1 
1 

228 
42 

4,119 

Yolo: hh 
2,701 52 145 57 

~~~~~~~~ 
0 94 26 1,973 

238 5 15 31 0 18 14 132 
57 0 7 0 0 5 40 0 

3,769 110 245 329 0 319 115 2,370 
254 7 17 30 0 10 49 114 

8,034 55 326 289 0 298 657 3,777 

Yuba: 

Civil 
SmsU 
Claims Other 

325 349 
133 9 
132 33 
405 5 

()7 23 

'i:n 77 
17 6 
4 1 

193 88 
22 5 

411 221 

MDrysville H,c .............................................................. 9,919 269 831 213 220 621 377 6,030 10,988 659 699 
Wheatland .................................................................. 1,110 0 28 15 6 33 15 997 87 10 6 

a. Excludes illegal parking filings. 
h. Angels·Murphys, San Andreas and West Point JUltice Court Districts consolidated to become Calaveras Justice Court District on January 1, 1977. 
c. nata for 1976-77 include /ilings for all consolidated courts prior to consolidation. 
d. Clovis and PonderQSa Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Clovis· Ponderosa justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
e. Firebaugh and Kerman Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Firebaugh·Kerman Justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
f. Caruthers and Fowler Justice Court Dim>lcts consolidated to become Fowler-Caruthers Justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
g. Kingsburg and Riverdale ]ustil'C Court Districts consolidated II) become Kingsburg'Riverdale Justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
h. Parlier and Selma Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Parlier-Selma Justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
i. Reedley and Dunlnp Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Reedley-Dunlap Justice Court District on January 2, 1977. 
j. Northern lnyo and Southern !nyo Justice Court Districts consolidated to become !nyo County Justice District on January 3, 1977. 
k. Arvin-Lamont, Butt<r.1wi1!ow, De!ano-McFarland, Maricopa-Taft, Shafter and Wasco Justice Court Districts consolidated with Bakersfield Municipal Court District to become West Kern 

M'miciilal Court District on January 2, 1977. 
I. Moja~" and TehachapiJustice Court Districts consolidated to become Tehachapi.MojaveJustice Court District on August 2, 1976. Indian Wells and Tehachapi·MojaveJustice Court Districts 

consolidated to become East Kern Municipal Court District on January 2, 1977. 
m. Kern River-Rand Justice Court District consolidated with Bakersfield Municipal Court District on August 12, 1976. 
n. Big Valley and Central Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Lassen Consolidated Justice Court District on ]anUluy 3, 1977. 
o. Coulterville Justice Court District consolidated with Mariposa Justice Court District on January I, 1977. 
p. Atwater, Do~ Palos, Gustine, Le Grand, Livingston, Los Banos, Merced and Snelling Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Merced County Municipal Court DIstrict on January 

1,1977, 
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q. Adin-Lookout, Alturas and Newell Justice Cnurt Districts consolidated to becoml) Modoc Justice Court District on November 15, 1976. 
r. Soledad-GonzaIes Justice Court District's name changed to Central Justice Court District on January 2, 1m. 
s. Pacific Grove Justice Court District consolidated with Monterey·Carmel Municip'l! Court Distr;ct to become Monterey Peninsula Municipal Co .. rt District on January 2, 1m. 
t. King City·Greenfield and San Ardo Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Southern Justice Court District on January 2, 1!(11. 
u. Beckwourth Justice Court District consolidated with Plumas Justice Court District on January 1, 1m. 
v. Elsinore, Murrie,ta and Perris Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Three Lakes Municipal Court Diemct on January 2, 1m. 
w. Hollister and San Juan Justice Court Districts consolidated to become San Benito County Justice Court District on Jlii1uary 3, url7. 
x. Cucamonga and Etiwanda Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Cucamonga-Etiwanda Justice Court District on January 2, 1m. 
y. Calzona and Needles Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Needles·Calzona Justice Court District on January 2, 1m. 
z. GiIroy·Morgan Hill Justice Court District became Gilroy·Morgan Hill Municipal Court District on January 1, 1m. 
aa. Cottonwood Justice Court District consolidated with Anderson Justice Court District on January 3, 1m. 
bb. Fall River Valley Justice Court District and a, portion of Mountain Justice Court District consolidated with Burney Justice Court District on January 3, 1m. 
cc. Castella Justice Court District and a portion ,of MOWltain Justice Court District consolidated with Central Valley Justice Court District on January 3, 1m. 
dd. Happy Camp, Scott Valley and Yreka Justice Cw)l1: Districts <>onsolidated to become Western Justice Court District on January 3, 1m. 
00. Newman·Patterson, Oakdale-Waterford, Riverbank and TurlockJustice Court Districts consolidated with Modesto Municipal Court District to becomeStanis1aus County Municipal Court 

District on January 2, 1m., 
If. Hayfork·Mad River, Trinity Center and Tri!lity River Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Trinity Coi • • ,ice Court District on January 2, 1m. 

!;! :J! gg. Pixley and Tulare Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Tulare-Pixley Municipal Court District on Dece> )- 17, 1976. 
c" hh. Davis, Esparto, Grafton, Washington, Winters and Woodland Justice Court Districts consolidated to become Yolo'coimty Municipal Court District on January 1, 1m. 
d <i ii. Camptonvil!e Justice Court District consolidated with Marysville Justice Court District on January 2, 1m. ill ~, 
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