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The eagle is symbolic of protection and freedom to the
Indians of the Pacific Northwest. The feathers of this
powerful bird are thought to convey extraordinary strength
and power.

Washington’s judiciary also symbolizes freedom, equality,
strength and protection to its citizens; the same traits
possessed by one of the Pacific Northwest’s most spectacular
birds—the eagle.

The eagle has been recreated in Indian symbols for the
cover of this judicial report by Diane Robertson, an Olympia
artist.
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Washington Court System: 1980

Supreme Court

9 Justices

Jurisdiction:

- Direct appeals wherein actions of state officials are
involved, constitutionaliti' of a statute is questioned,
conflicting statutes or rules of law are involved, or the
issue is of bread public interest

- Aggrieved party has right of review when reversal in
Court of Appeals is not unanimous; otherwise review
is discretionary.

_+ Constitutionality of statutes

Conflicting statutes or rules of law

Court of Appeals
16 Judges. {3 Divisions)
Jurisdiction: ]
~ Appeals from lower courts except those in jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court

Superior Court

117 Judges® (28 Court Districts)

Jurisdiction:

- Exclusive original jurisdiction over all civil matters .
involving dollar amounts over $3000; title or possession
of real property; cases involving legality of any'tax,
impost, assessment or toll; probate and domestic matter

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

- Exclusive original jurisdiction over juvenile matters

Appeals from Courts of Limited Jurisdiction heard de novo.

* 8 Additional judges authorized by 1979 & 1980 Legislatures
effective January 1981.

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

213 Judges (136 attorney, 77 non-attorney)

or less
-~ Small claims

- Traffic matters

- Civil actions involving dollar amounts of $3000

-~ Misdemeanors with mazimum fine of $500 or less
and/or jail sentence of 6 months or less

- Felony matters for preliminary hearings
Provide court services directly to 93 municipalities

. District Courts
(72 Courts) (149 Cqurts) .
Established by counties Estabh'shfzd by cities
Jurisdiction: Jurisdiction:

or less)

Municipal Courts

- Violations of municipal ordinances {maximum
fine of $500 and/or jail sentence of 6 months

Figure 1

' Indicates route of appeal

THE COURTS OF WASHINGTON

OVERVIEW OF 1980

The greatest changes experienced in the Washington
court system durizig 1980 were in the courts of limited
jurisdiction. A one-day mandatory jail sentence for con-
viction of driving while intoxicated (DWTI) was enacted in
1979 and implemented in 1980. Court rules and proce-
dures were developed for the pending decriminalization of
traffic offenses in 1981; the Office of the Administrator
for the Courts was engaged not only in assisting with the
development of the new court rules but also with the
extensive training of both court and law enforcement per-
sonnel. The advent of electronic recording in the courts
of limited jurisdiction (effective January, 1981) also re-
quired the development of new court rules regarding pro-
cedures, equipment and appeals on the record. In July,
1980 the district courts underwent another change in that
they were required to change their jury systems and share
the same jury pools used by the superior courts. In the
midst of these procedural changes, the courts of limited
Jurisdiction experienced a dramatic change in the distri-
bution of their caseloads. Civil and criminal case filings
increased far above previous trends, placing an additional
burden on district and municipal courts.

In all the courts, criminal case filings increased far
above expectations based on historic trends. Misdemean-
or filings in the courts of limited jurisdiction increased
18%; felony filings in the superior courts increased 21%;
criminal appeals filed in the appellate courts increased
17%. Whether this is the result of increased activity on
the part of law enforcement officials and prosecutors, in-
creased crime-or both-cannot be determined at this time.
But the result is increased levels of work and pressure on
the judiciary.

Coupled with the increase in criminal caseloads is an
increase in civil caseloads. The increase of civil jurisdic-
tion for the district courts during 1979 has had a
significant impact on district court civil caseloads. With
civil filings almost 50% above historic trends, workloads
in district courts have increased substantially. There has
not been, however, any corresponding decrease in superi-
or court civil caseloads. The question arises as to the
source of these new civil filings in the district courts.

Many innovative changes are being tried in the superi-
or courts to cope with a caseload that has increased
almost 80% in the last ten years cornpared to an increase

in judicial staff of only 33% during the same period.
Mandatory arbitration has been initiated for civil cases in
which there is a claim for damages of $10,000 or less.
This program is being monitored in King and Yakima
Counties where it has been implementcd and evaluations
will be forthcoming. King County Swuperior Court, the
largest in the state and the court witli possibly the most
serious congestion problem of all the superior courts, has
undertaken other innovative changes with respect to cal-
endar management and settlement conferences. These
will bear watching.

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

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

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

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




EXPENDITURES FOR COURT SERVICES

Washington’s courts are financed through funds appro-
priated by the state and local governments. This section
distinguishes between state expenditures for the judicial
system and those of the cities and counties. State fiscal
activities are based on a biennium consisting of two
consecutive fiscal years. Fiscal operations of the cities and
counties are based on the calendsy year,

EXPENDITURES BY THE STATE

Court operations funded directly by the state include
the Supreme Court, the Supreme Court Clerk's Office,
the Court of Appeals, superior court judges (one-half of
the salaries and benefits), the State Law Library, Re-

porter of Decisions and the Office of the Administrator
for the Courts.

Expenditures to support the Judiciary comprise a small
portion of the total cost of operating state government.
During the 1977-1979 biennium, state expenditures total-
ed $7.9 billion. Only $17.6 million, or two-tenths of one
percent, was expended on the judiciary. (This proportion
did not change from the biennium immediately preced-
ing.)

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

EXPENDITURES BY LOCAL
GOVERNMENT

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

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

In 1979, cities and counties of Washington expended
$41.5 million for judical services and operations. This
represents an increase of 14% over the previous year's
expenditures. As was the case with state expenditures, the
amount spent to support local courts was small relative
to the expenditures for other city and county government
operations. Expenditures for judicial services during 1979
represented only 3.3% of the almost $1.25 billion spent
by Washington's cities and counties. The courts had a
smaller percentage increase in costs than the remainder of
government services—14% compared to 14.7% for other
government costs.

Table 1
State Expenditures for Judicial Services
FY 1978/79 FY 1979/80
Supreme Court $2,167,955 $ 2,456,899
Court of Appeals 2,488,089 2,804,112
Superior Court Judges 2,707,841 3,197,881
State Law Library 594,725 679,631
Administrator for the Courts 1,306,761 2,544,992
Judicial Council 107,978 108,934
Judges’ Retirement Fund 288,000 282,000

Total State Expenditures $9,661,349 $12,074,449

Preéeding page blank
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Table 2 ] i L -
Local Government Expenditures for Judicial Services' } CD o .
1978 1979 | S '
Expenditures for Judicial Services® ‘ A -
COUNLIES .+ v v vvvveee e ciie i iiie s cnnenenns $28.4 million $33.5 million L
CHEIBS v vt vt e it e enneenenserenanaeonnns 8.0 million 8.0 million st Y
Total Expenditures ...........ccooeveennn. $36.4 million $41.5 million . SR
Breakdown by Court ,w : B e
Superior Court. ...ovvvveerirnenninnnnn $15.4 million $17.6 million : S SR AR
District Courts . .. v vvvii i e 12.7 million 15.5 miilion i o S o 5 i e
Municipal Cts. & Traffic Viol. Burs. .......... 7.9 million 7.9 million i e ST .
Total Expenditures ............coovuvnnnn $36.4 million® $41.5 million® S - L
Other Expenditures Related to the Judiciary ; / oo e R
County Clerk® ....... .ot $4.7 million $5.5 million * s : STk - y
Probation/Parole Services® ' ! e a0 .; ‘ ’ E
COUNLIES + « v vt v v it ie et einean s $1.83 million $2.9 million ; e g ) o & ‘
GBS « v vvevee et e eeieennannns 0.13 million 0.1 million ¢ R, ettt L
Total Probation/Parole Services $1.96 million $3.0 million ; . o T :
Juvenile Services® | - . ;} i
COUNLIES . ottt eniiieenes $18.25 million $21.5 million i X ‘ P L
(0313 = PO 0.78 miillion 0.7 million | ; D B ST I E RRR R T e e
Total Juvenile Services ................. $19.03 million $22.2 million S U g e T Ny e e T T e :
1. Source of data: BARS, Washington State Auditor ‘ SO K - i o ‘ . Ear Q"O,P
2. Judicial Services comprise BARS account 512.00. i Tt TN PR RE SR e PR :
3. Detail does not sum to the totals because sub-accounts are not reported by some local govern- ﬁ S AT o e e S s e L e e
ments. e : S L e e e e
4. These figures are taken from BARS account 514.21 (Records Services) and include all Lo R R ‘i T T S S ; ; ,
“duties of the Clerk of the Court” and some other activities not related to the courts. i ' ; R e T T e P TS S IR e
5. These figures are taken from BARS account 523.30 (Probation and Parole Services) and can | B . QIR oy A T L e B .
include other programs not under the control of the courts.’ i “ ‘ ’
6. Juvenile Services comprise BARS account 527.00. ; ; = .
REVENUE FROM COURT ACTIVITY : o ;
The role of the judiciary is not to produce a profit or to During recent years, the trial courts have been required R e ; e
act as a revenue-producing agency. Revenue is generated to collect surcharges and assessments on fines and forfeit- § : ~ e . g . ) ¢
by the courts, however, in three areas: (1) fees for the ures. Almost $10.3 million was distributed to a number : VL R S ; o
filing of cases and documents with the courts; (2) fines of state agency funds during fiscal year 1979/80. ! ’ B ] @ v v S L .
and bail forfeitures from persons convicted of crimes or 1 A e T T e e e e L e e Re e
traffic violations; (3) special surcharges and assessments Table 3 ? e e e e e e T I PR e e T T R
on fines and forfeitures for dedicated state funds. Revenue to State Funds from Court Activity A e L A e T A e e e o
During 1979, the trial courts generated more than Fiscal Year 1979/80 ; ' ; o : AT PR . o O o . Th ~ S o . ’ . ‘
$46.1 million in revenue from filing fees, fines and Traffic Safety Education $6,240,000 . - o RN R L e 1€ dDupreme Court R
forfeitures. The appellate courts collected approximately Highway Safety 380,000 ‘ S P SR T — - —— , IS — T
$41,500 from filing fees during the same period. Most of State Game 197,000 ; R S / L o gy : e T . '
the revenue collected by the trial courts was used by the Motor Vehicle Intox. Penalty 1,040,000 | R TR SLr e ‘// o e
cities and counties to defray costs of operating and Criminal Justice Training Comm:. 2,400,000 : VR : L F L Ll o : » -
maintaining judicial services. Victims of Crime Compensation 19,542 o E e S . i o e L o AR - .
6 | Y 3
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THE SUPREME COURT

Statistics on the caseload and operation of the Supreme
Court have been compiled from monthly reports submit-
ted by the Clerk of the Supreme Court. The data reported
was coilected, for the most part, using manual tallying
methods. In-March, 1980, the Supreme Court began im-
plementation of ACORDS, the appellate court compo-

OVERVIEW

While filings in 1980 were below those for 1979, the
Supreme Court disposed of more matters in 1980 than
in any previous year and more cases than were filed

Table 4
Filings in the Supreme Court
Year Filings % Change
1975 504 —_
1976 589 +16.8%
1977 638 +8.3%
1978 654 +2.5%
1979 785 +20.0%
1980 767 -2.5%

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

during the year. This increase in the number of cases
disposed was accompanied by an 8% increase in the
number of opinions mandated.,

Table 5
New Filings in the Supreme Court

1979 1980 % Change

Appeals 184 134 -27.2%
Petitions for Review 412 400 -2.9%
Personal Restraint Petitions 27 55 +103.7%
Notices of Discretionary Review 160 161 +0.6%
Disciplinary Proceedings -2 _17 +750.0%

Total Matters Filed 785 767 -2.3%

Preceding page hlank




THE SUPREME COURT

INTAKE
The types of matters filed in the Supreme Court

-include appeals of judgments from trial courts, petitions

for review of a decision by the Court of Appeals, personal
restraint. petitions, notices of discretionary review (which
encompass many types of matters).and disciplinary pro-
ceedings against members of the Bar. These may be filed
directly in the Supreme Court or may be ceitified
(transterred) to the Supreme Court from the Court of
Appeals.

Appeals Filed

There were 134 appeals filed in the Supreme Court
during 1980, lower than the trend established over the
previous ten years. The appellate courts overall, however,
experienced an increase in appellate filings. (See table 7.)

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

Supreme Court
Appeals Filed: 1975-1980

150

100

50

280

7 1978 1979 1

Table 6
Supreme Court Appeals Filed by Source

Filed Certified Total
Year Directly from COA Filed
1975 94 (60.6%) 61(39.3%) 155 (100%)
1976 97 (48.5%) 103 (51.5%) 200 (100%)
1977 141 (63.5%) 81 (36.5%) 222 (100%)
1978 134 (73.2%) 49 (26.8%) 183 (100%)
1979 154 (83.7%) 30 (16.3%) 184 (100%)
1980 116 (86.6%) 18 (13.4%) 134 (100%)

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

= Table7 . .

New Appeals* Filed in the Appellate Courts -

co 7 - Supreme o - Courtof - AN
Year ~Court . Appeals New Appeals
1975 94 (6.2%) 1405 (93.8%) 1499 (100%)
1976 97(6.2%) - 1472 (93.8%) 1569 (100%) -
1977 141 (7.8%) 1662 (92.2%) 1803 (100%)
1978 134 (7.2%) . 1736 (92.8%) 1870 (100%)
1979 154(7.6%) 1877.(92.4%) 2031(100%)
1980 « - 116 (5.1%) - 2165 (94.9%) 2281 (100%)

*NOTE: This does. notinclude those appeals transferred

between the Court of Appealsand the Supreme Couft
- or between divisions of the Court of Appeals,

The proportions of appeals filed that are civil or

criminal have fluctuated greatly over the last six years but
have remained within the same general boundaries.

Figure 2

10

Table 8 .
Types of Appeals Filed
Year Civil Criminal
1975 130 (83.9%) 25 (16.1%)
1976 154 (77.0%) 46 (23.0%)
1877 156 (70.3%) 66 (29.7%)
1978 129 (70.5%) 54 (29.5%)
1979 149 (81.0%) 35 (19.0%)
1980 103 (76.9%) 31 (23.1%)

[

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

Table 9
Appeals Filed by Type
1979 1980 % Change
Civil Appeals Filed 149 103 -30.9%
Criminal Appeals Filed 35 31 -11.4%

Petitions for Review Filed

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

~ Tabiel

. 'COA Opinions vs Peti ions for Review
: COA Opinions Petitions for =

. Year . . Remitted  ReviewFiled  Ratio
©1975. 0 574 2350 041
1976 . 587 232° Q40 -
1977 657 291 044
1978 948 337 036
1979 1108 . 412 037 ¢
1980 997 0

w0

Supreme Court
Petitions for Review Filed: 1975-1980

> o
°
el

400

300

300

200 —200

100

6 1977 19178 1975 1980

040

The proportions of petitions for review that are civil or
criminal have fluctuated on either side of 50% over the
last six years. (See table 11.) Petitions for review of civil
cases increased siightly from 1979 to 1980 while those for
criminal cases decreased 8.4%.

Table 11
Petitions for Review Filed
Year Civil Criminal Total
1975 127 (54.0%) 108 (46.0%) 235 (100%)
1976 107 (46.1%) 125(53.9%) 232 (100%)
1977 136 (46.7%) 155(53.3%) 291 (100%)
1978 160 (47.5%) 177 (52.5%) 337 (100%)
1979 222 (53.9%) 190 (46.1%) 412 (100%)
1980 226 (56.5%) 174 (43.5%) 400 (100%)

Figure 3

Other Matters Filed

Other matters filed in the Supreme Court izuclude Per-
sonal Restraint Petitions, Notices of Discretionary Re-
view and Disciplinary "Proceedings against members of
the Bar.

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

Table 12
Personal Restraint Petitions Filed in the Appellate
Courts
1979 1980 % Change
Supreme Court 27 55 +103.7%
Court of Appeals 174 313 +79.9%
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THE SUPREME COURT

Supreme Court

Other Matters Filed: 1975~1980

120

Notices of Discretionary Review

Personal Restraint Petitions

160

120

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

12

Figure 4

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

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

Table 13
Other Matters Filed in the Supreme Court

Personal Notices of

Restraint Discretionary Disciplinary
Year Petiiions Review Proceedings
1975 21 89 4
1976 32 120 5
1977 4 110 11
1978 1 123 10
1979 27 160 2
1980 55 161 17

COURT ACTIVITY

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

Termination of Appeals

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

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

Table 14
Appeals Disposed vs Filed Previous Year
Appeals Appeals Filed
Year Disposed Previous Year
1975 160 151
1976 151 155
1977 200 200
1978 231 222
1979 175 183
1980 167 ' 184

When discussing the termination of appellate matters
by opinion, it must be remembered that there is a period
of 20 days from the time an opinion is written and filed
before it can be mandated to the court in which the issue
originated. The appellant or respondent thus has a period
of time in which to seek reconsideration of the court's
decision. The statistics reported for the Supreme Court
and the Court of Appeals for appellate matters termi-
nated with an opinion are based on the 'final' conclusion
of the matter with the mandate on remission of the

opinion and not on its filing which occurred a month earli-
er.

Supreme Court
Appeals Filed & Disposed: 1975-1980

200

200

150 160

100 100

50

1976 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

Appeals Disposed Appeals Filed

Figure 5
Table 15
Appeals Terminated

Manner of Termination 1979 1980 % Change
Opinion Mandated 118 80 -32.2%
Denied or Dismissed 20 33 +65.0%
Transferred to COA 37 _ 54 +45.9%
Total Appeals Terminated 175 167 —4.6%

13



THE SUPREME COURT

Termination of Petitions for Review

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

cated.

Table 16
Petitions for Review Terminated
QOpinion
Year Mandated Denied Dismissed Total
1975 29 (13%) 191 1 221
1976 23 (12%) 160 2 185
1977 23 ( 9%) 236 4 263
1978 76 (21%) 274 6 356
1979 40 (10%) 363 5 408
1980 79 (20%) 316 7 402

Termination of Other Matters

The Supreme Court disposed of 54 personal restraint
petitions, 155 notices of discretionary review and 13 disci-
plinary proceedings during 1980. As in prior years, the
numbers of these matters disposed were commensurate
with the numbers filed during the year.

Table 17
Other Matters Terminated
Personal  Notices of

Manner of Restraint Discretionary  Disciplinary
Termination Petitions Review Proceedings
Opinion Mandated 9 22 i3
Denied 16 129 N/A
Dismissed 0 0 ‘ 0
Transferred 29 4 N/A
Total Terminated 54 155 13
14

Opinions Mandated

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

_ Tablel$

Opinions Mandated L

; 1979 1980 % Change
"Appeals - » g 80 . =322%
 Petitions for Review - - . 40 19 H975%
- Personal Restraint Petn. ' 5 9 +80.0%
- Notice of Discretionary Rev. S22 22 L +0.0%
Disciplinary Proceedings - L4 4% +225.0% .
Total Opinions Remitted 189 203 +7.4% .

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

Pending Caseload

A total of 276 matters were left pending at the e
n
Ib980, a decrease of 19.3% in the pending ciseload du;iiri)'f
the year. The number of matters pending hearing howc-,
ever, increased by 7.3% while the number of cases w’ith an
opinion or order in process was reduced from 94 at the
start of the year to 10 by year’s end. The numbér of

-matters set for hearing increased 14.8 y
the year to the end of 1980. 5% from the start o

Table 19
Pending Caseload
Start End

. of Year of Year
Awaiting Hearing % Change

Set for Hearing 115
Ready for Setting 21 IZBZ% +-§l-:.8%
Not Ready to Set 112 112 +0‘gi7%J
iz _Ale W70
Subtotal 248 266 +7.3%
Opinion/Order
in Process 94
10 -
Total Pending 342 276 —?g:‘(;:
Opinion/Order Filed
but Not Yet Mandated 21 63 +200.0%
0

. There were also 63 cases for which opini
fllqd but not yet mandated pending at ?hglzrrlliihoafdll;%%n
This was three times the number awaiting remittance ai
the start of the year and indicates that 42 more opinion
were filed than were remitted during the year. P ’

Supreme Court
Cases Pending: 1975-1980

500

500

400

400

300

300

200

4200

100

1976 1976 1977 1978 1999 1980

Cases for which opinions have been filed
but not yet mandated are not included.

Figure 6

»
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THE SUPREME COURT

OUTLOOK

Events in the Supreme Court are linked quite closely
with those of the Court of Appeals. The rapid increase in
appeals filed in the Court of Appeal portends a similar
rise in the number of petitions for review in the Supreme
Court separated by the time taken to process the appeals
in the Court of Appeals. Therefore, the Supreme Court
can probably expect a substantial rise in the number of

‘petitions for review filed in 1982 as a result of the increase

in Court of Appeals filings in 1980.

Inthe past, a great many appellate matters heard in the
Supreme Court were cases that had been filed in the
Court of Appeals and certified to the Supreme Court. The
reduction in certifications in recent years indicates the fu-
ture caseload of the Supreme Court will consist mostly
of matters filed originally in the Supreme Court or heard

previously in the Court of Appeals and brought to the
Supreme Court for review. As the pending caseload in the
Court of Appeals grows (because of filings exceeding the
capacity of the Court to dispose of them within a year's
time) and the time-to-process appeals is perceived to in-
crease, there will probably be a tendency to seek to file
directly in the Supreme Court rather than in the Court of
Appeals in order to obtain a faster resolution. Therefore,
the number of appeals filed directly in the Supreme Court
can probably be expected to increase in the next few
years.

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

Table 26
SUPREME COURT
HISTORY OF FILINGS: 1975-1980
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
APPEALS FILED
Criminal 25 46 66 54 35 31
Civil 130 154 156 129 149 103
Total Appeals 155 200 222 183 184 134
PETITIONS FOR REVIEW FILED
Criminal 108 125 155 177 190 174
Civil 127 107 136 160 222 226
Total Petitions for Review 235 232 291 337 412 400
OTHER MATTERS FILED
Personal Restraint Petitions 21 32 4 1 27 55
Petn. for Discretionary Review 89 120 110 123 160 161
Disciplinary Proceedings 4 S 11 10 2 17
Total Other Matters 114 157 125 134 189 233
TOTAL FILINGS 504 589 638 654 785 767
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Table 21
SUPREME COURT
1980 Activity
—-OTHER MATTERS —
-APPEALS ——PETN FOR REVIEW—— Pers. Discr. Disc. ALL
Crim. Civil TOTAL Crim. Civil TOTAL Restr, Rev. Proc. MATTERS
FILED 31 103 134 174 226 400 55 161 17 767
TERMINATED
Opinion Mandated 15 65 80 44 35 79 9 22 13 203
Writ Denied — — — 148 168 316 16 129 — 461
Dismissed 4 29 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 33
Transferred 5 49 54 5 2 7 29 4 — 94
TOTAL TERMINATED 24 143 167 197 205 402 54 155 13 791
PENDING AT YEAR END
Awaiting Hearing .
Set 9 17 26 36 52 88 5 11 2 132
Ready for Setting 10 3 13 — — — 0 3 6 22
Not Ready for Setting 30 56 86 — — — 8 18 0 112
TOTAL AWAITING HEARING 49 76 125 36 52 88 13 32 8 266
Opinion/Order in Process 0 7 7 0 2 2 0 1 0 16
TOTAL PENDING 49 83 132 36 54 90 13 33 8 276
(Awaiting Remittance*) 3) 19 (22) 9) @5 39 4 3) 0) (63)

*In addition to total pending,
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THE COURT OF APPEALS

Caseload and operations statistics_of the Court of Ap-
peals have been compiled from monthly reports submitted
by the clerks of the three divisions of the Court. This data
was provided, for the most part, by ACORDS, the

OVERVIEW

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

Table 22

Filirgs in the Court of Appeals
Year Filings % Change
1975 1,819 _ —
1976 1,777 -2.3%
1977 1,996 +12.3%
1978 2,093 +4.8%
1979 2,243 +7.2%
1980 2,752 +22.7%

Table 23
Court of Appeals Filings by Division
1979 1980 % Change

Division I 1,086 1,425 +31.2%
Division IT 615 771 +25.4%
Division IIT 561 556 -0.9%

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

Appeals represented 81.8% of all matters filed in the
Court of Appeals during 1980. The number of appeals
filed in the Court of Appeals increased substantially. As
in the Supreme Court, the number of personal restraint
petitions increased dramatically from 1979 10 1980.

Table 24
New Filings in the Court of Appeais
1979 1980 % Change

Appeals 1,921 2,251 +17.2%
Personal Restraint Petitions 174 313 +79.9%
Notices of Discretionary Review 148 _ 188 +27.0%

Total Matters Filed 2,243 2,752 +22.7%

The number of matters disposed in the Court of
Appeals during 1980 was slightly less than in 1979 but
still above previous years. With the sudden and dramatic
increase in new cases filed, it is not unexpected that the
pending caseload of the Court of Appeals increased con-
siderably during the year.

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

21
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THE COURT OF APPEALS

INTAKE

Those matters filed in the Court of Appeals have been
grouped into three categories for statistical repor_ting and
analysis. They include appeals, personal restraint peti-
tions and notices of discretionary review. These matters
are ecither filed directly in each division or may be
transferred from one division to another or to the Court of
Appeals from the Supreme Court.

Appeals Filed

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

Table 25
Appeals Filed by Source

Filed

Year Directly Transferred Total Filed

1975 1405 {95.8%) 62 (4.2%) 1467 (100%)
1976 1472 (97.4%) 40 (2.6%) 1512 (100%)
1977 1662 (97.9%) 35(2.1%) 1697 (100%)
1978 1736 (95.5%) 82 (4.5%) 1818 (100%)
1979 1877 (97.7%) 44 (2.3%) 1921 (100%)
1980 2165 (96.2%) 86 (3.8%) 2251 (100%)

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

Court of Appeals
Appeals Filed: 1975~1980

2000

1000—

500—

M
N

another division (3.8%).

Figure 8§

Table 26

New Appeals Filed* vs Superior Court Cases Tried

probate or juvenile matters are included, their numb
impact on the data.)

R ——— 1 1 817 Crimi:al C:;ses
i } Superiox Ct. ppeals
Year SCI;?;“';FHS; %f:;'s Ratio Cal;eos Tried Filed* Ratio
1975 7,433 1,008 13.6% 2,296 491 21.4%
1976 7,662 1,062 13.9% 2,569 507 19.7%
1977 7,957 1,133 14.2% 2,763 670 24.2%
1978 8,446 1,160 13.7% 2,615 710 27.2%
1979 7,384 1,292 17.5% 2,790 739 26.5%
1980 6,658 1,418 21.3% 2,065 863 41.8%

*The number of “new appeals” filed refers to those appeals filed direcily in both the Supreme Court and
the Court of Appeals; it does not include appeals that are transferred betwgcn the Supreme Court and
the Court of Appeals or between divisions of the Court of Appeals. (While a handful of appeals on

ers are small and should have no significant
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Substantial fluctuations in the number of superior
court cases tried and the types of cases tried can have a
profound effect on the number of appeals filed in the
appellate courts. At present there is no answer as to why
there has been such an increase in appeals filed while the
number of cases tried in superior courts has decreased in
the last few years. (See table 26.)

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

- Table27
- Criminal Appeals Filed* vs
Superior Court Criminal Dispositions’

- 'SuperiorCt. .~ .. . New

o Criminal Criminal ,

Year - Dispositions . Appeals Ratio -

1975 14,284 491 3.4%

1976 - . 14374 - 507 . 3.5%

1977 7 - 14,664 670 4.6%

1978 - 13,817 . 7100 51%
- 1979 12,956 739 5.7%
. 1980 - 15,220 863 . 5.7%

- *“New” criminal appeals does not include those appeals
transferred to a division of the Court of Appeals from
another division or the Supreme Court. :

The number of appeals filed in Division IIT (Spokane)
decreased 9.0% from 1979 so that the portion of the
appeals filed in the eastern half of the state was reduced
from 22.9% in 1979 t0 18.9% in 1980. That portion of the
appeals filed in Division I (Seattle) increased by five
percentage points.

Table 28
Appeals Filed by Division
1979 1980 % Change
ngision I 941 (49.0%) 1224 (54.4%) +30.1%
D}VfS}on II 513 (26.7%) 602 (26.7%) +17.3%
Division IT1 467 (24.3%) 425 (18.9%) ~9.0%

Total Court 1921 (100%) 2251 (100%) +17.2%

The proportions of civil and criminal appeals filed in
each division vary considerably. Division I (Seattle) has
the highest proportion of criminal appeals and, conse-
quently, the largest share of all criminal appeals (62.2%)
filed in the Court of Appeals. Division III (Spokane) has
the highest proportion of civil appeals in its caseload.

Table 29
Types of Appeals Filed by Division

Civil  Criminal  Total
Division I (Seattle)

Appeals Filed in 1980 693 531 1224

Proportion Within Division 56.6% 43.4% 100.0%

Share of Total Court 49.5% 62.5% 54.4%
Division II (Tacoma)

Appeals Filed in 1980 387 215 602

Proportion Within Division 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%

Share of Total Court 216% 253% 26.7%
Division III (Spokane)

Appeals Filed in 1980 321 104 425

Proportion Within Division 75.5% 24.5% 100.0%

Share of Total Court 229% 122% 18.9%
Total Court of Appeals

Appeals Filed in 1980 1401 850 2251

Proportion Within Court 62.2% 37.8% 100.0%
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THE COURT OF APPEALS

Other Matters Filed

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

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

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

Table 30
Personal Restraint Petitions Filed
1979 1930 % Change
Division 1 65 137 +114.1%
Division IT 62 111 +79.0%
Division III 47 65 +38.3%
Total Court 174 313 +79.9%
Table 31
Notices of Discretionary Review Filed
1979 1580 % Change
Division I 61 64 +4.9%
Division I1 40 58 +45.0%
Division IIT 47 66 +40.4%
Total Court 148 188 +27.0%
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COURT ACTIVITY

For the purpose of this report, COURT ACTIVITY
includes terminations (dispositions), time-in-process for

appeals and pending caseload in the Court of Appeals.’

While the Court of Appeals is engaged in far more

activities than are referenced by these categories, statis-

tics have been collected only in these areas.

Termination of Appeals

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

Court of Appeals
Appeals Filed & Disposed: 1975-1980

2000

1000 ] 1000

500 500

1976 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

Appeals Disposed Appeals Filed

Figure 10

Table 32
Termination of Appeals

% Change
Manaer of Termination 1978 1979 1980 (79-80)

Opinion Mandated .
Published 402 409 379 -3.9%
Unpublished 546 699 590 -13.6%
Total Mandated 948 1108 969 ~12.5%
Dismissed 707 718 714 -8.2%
Transferred 115 54 58 +7.4%

Total Appeals Disposed 1770 1940 1741 -10.3%

The number of appeals disposed in each division during
1980 was below 1979. Division II showed the greatest
decline in appeals disposed and both Divisions I and 11
were below 1978 in disposition of appeals.

Table 33
Appeals Terminated by Division
1979 1980 % Change
Division1 973 886 -8.9%
Division II 522 429 -17.8%
Division I1I 445 426 -4.3%
Total Court 1940 1741 -10.3%

Of those appeals terminated by opinion, both Divisions
I'and III mandated more published opinions than in 1979
increasing the proportion of opinions that were published.

Table 34
Appeals with Opinions Mandated:
Published vs. Unpublished

1979 1980 % Change
Division I (Seattle)
Published Opinions 167 ( 29%) - 170 ( 34%) +1.8%
Unpublished Opinions 407 ( 71%) 331 ( 66%) -18.7%
Subtotal 574 (100%) 501 (100%) -12,7%
Division II (Tacoma) .
Published Opinions 127 ( 50%) 90 ( 46%) -29.1%
Unpublished Opinions _129( 50%) 106 ( 54%) -17.8%
Subtotal 256 (100%) 196 (100%) -23.4%
Division III (Spokane)
Published Qpinions 115( 41%) 119 ( 44%) +3.5%
Unpublished Opinions 163( 59%) 153( 56%) —5.1%
Subtotal 278 (100%) 272 (100%) ~2.2%
Total Court of Appeais
Published Opinions 409 ( 37%) 379 ( 39%) ~1.3%
Unpublished Opinions 699( 63%) 590( 61%) -15.6%
Total 1108 (100%) . 969 (100%) ~12.5%
25
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Termination of Other Matters

The Court of Appeals disposed of 244 personal
restraint petitions and 166 notices of discretionary review
during 1980. As in prior years, the number of these
matters was commensurate with the numbers filed during
the year except that the Court had not been able to catch
up with the sudden and substantial increase in personal
restraint petitions by the end of the year.

Table 35
Other Matters Terminated
Personal Notices of

Manner of Restraint Discretionary
Termination Petitions Review
Opinion Mandated 12 16
Denied 76 86
Dismissed 133 62
Transferred 23 _2

Total Terminated 244 166

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

Table 36
Termination of Other Matters by Division

1979 1980 % Change
Division I (Seattle)

Personal Restraint Petn. 55 101 +83.6%
Discretionary Review 58 59 +1.7%
Total Other Matters 113 160 +41.6%
Division IT (Tacoma)
Personal Restraint Petn. 50 95  +90.0%
Discretionary Review 39 _41 +5.1%
Total Other Matters 89 136 +52.8%
Division II (Spokane)
Personal Restraint Petn. 49 48 -2.0%
Discretionary Review _42 66  +57.1%
Total Other Matters 91 114 +25.3%
Total Court of Appeals
Personal Restraint Petn. 154 244 +58.4%
Discretionary Review 139 166  +19.4%
Total Other Matters 293 410 +39.9%
26

Pending Caseload

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

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

Court of Appeals
Cases Pending: 1975~1980
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500
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Cases for which opinions have been filed
but not yet mandated are not included.

Figure 11
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Table 37
1980 Pending Caseload
Start End
of Year of Year
Awaiting Hearing
Set for Hearing 468 485
Ready for Setting 295 618
Not Ready to Set 1070 1310
Subtotal 1833 2413
Opinion/Order
in Process 220 197
Total Pending 2053 2610
Opinion/Order Filed
but not Yet Mandated 240 299

% Change

+3.6%
+109.5%
+22.4%

+31.6%

-10.5%
+27.1%

+24.6%

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

Table 38
1980 Pending Caseload by Division
Start End
of Year of Year % Change
Division 1 976 1318 +35.0%
Division II 611 812 +32.9%
Division 111 466 480 +3.0%
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THE COURT OF APPEALS

OUTLOCGK

The dramatic increase in the caseload for the Court of
Appeals during 1980 raises the question of when the
capacity of the Court of Appeals will be reached...or
whether it has already been met.

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

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

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

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

Table 39
Pending Caseload vs Dispositions
Pending Cases % Pending Disp. per
Year Cases Judges Disposed Disposed* Judge
1972 788 12 1,005 127.5% 83.8
1973 1,026 12 1,132 110.3% 94.3
1974 - 1,138 12 1,250 109.8% 104.2
1975 1,429 12 1,439 100.7% 119.9
1976 1,809 12 1,670 92.3% 139.2
1977 1,915 12 1,634 85.3% 136.2
1978 2,277 16 2,074 91.1% 129.6
1979 2,296 16 2,233 97.7% 139.6
1980 2,293 16 2,146 93.1% 134.1
*A percentage greater than 100% indicates that the court disposed of more cases than were
pending at the beginning of the year; i.e., some of the current year’s cases were disposed.
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Table 40
COURT OF APPEALS
HISTORY OF FILINGS: 1975-1980
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
APPEALS FILED
Criminal Appeals
Division I—Seattle 217 211 308 374 402 531
Division II—Tacoma 154 163 188 177 176 215
Division III—Spokane 122 121 144 145 143 104
Total Court of Appeals 493 495 640 696 721 850
Civil Appeals
Division I—Seattle 521 556 482 531 539 693
Division II—Tacoma 239 255 296 320 337 387
Division ITI-—Spokane 214 206 279 271 324 321
Total Court of Appeals 974 1017 1057 1122 1200 1401
Total Appeals
Division I-—Seattle 738 767 790 905 941 1224
Division II—Tacoma 393 418 484 497 513 602
Division III—Spokane 336 327 423 416 467 425
Total Court of Appeals 1467 1512 1697 1818 1921 2251
OTHER MATTERS FILED
Personal Restraint Petitions
Division I-—Seattle 61* 47 62 47 65 137
Division 1I—Tacoma 78% 40 53 42 62 111
Division I1I—Spokane 46* 43 30 53 47 65
Total Court of Appeals 185* 130 143 142 174 313
Petitions for Discret. Review
Division I—Seattle 90 68 80 65 61 64
Division II—Tacoma 26 25 38 25 40 58
Division III—Spokane 51 42 38 43 47 86
Total Court of Appeals 167 135 156 133 148 188
Total Other Matters
Division [—Seattle 151 115 140 112 126 201
Division 1I-—Tacoma 104 65 91 67 102 169
Division III-—Spokane 97 85 68 96 94 131
Total Court of Appeals 352 265 299 275 322 501
TOTAL FILINGS
DIVISION I—Seattle 889 882 930 1017 1067 1425
DIVISION II—Tacoma 497 483 575 564 615 771
DIVISION II1—Spokane 433 412 491 512 561 556
TOTAL COURT OF APPEALS 1819 1777 1996 2093 2243 2752

*Includes petitions filed under CrR 7.7
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Table 41
COURT OF APPEALS
TOTAL COURT
1980 ACTIVITY
APPEALS MOTIONS
TOTAL Pers. Discr. ALL
Criminal Civil APPEALS Restr. Review MATTERS
FILED 850 1401 2251 313 188 2752
TERMINATED
Opinion Mandated
Published 142 237 379 5 9 393
Unpublished 299 291 590 7 7 604
Denied 0 0 0 76 86 162
Dismissed 149 565 714 133 62 909
Transferred 17 41 58 _23 _2 83
Total Terminated 607 1134 1741 244 166 2151
PENDING—December 31, 1980
Awaiting Hearing
Set 214 258 472 8 5 485
Ready for Setting 225 337 562 49 7 618
Not Ready for Setting 493 689 1182 _73 _55 1310
Total Awaiting Hearing 932 1284 2216 130 67 2413
Opinion/Order in Process 78 110 188 3 _6 197
Total Pending 1010 1394 2404 133 73 2610
(Awaiting Remittance*) (132) (143) (275) 19) 5) (299)
(*In addition to pending)
Table 42
COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION I—SEATTLE
1980 ACTIVITY
APPEALS MOTIONS
TOTAL Pers. Discr. ALL
Criminal Civil APPEALS Restr. Review MATTERS
FILED 531 693 1224 137 64 1425
TERMINATED
Opinion Mandated
Published 69 101 170 2 4 176
Unpublished 181 150 331 1 3 335
Denied Y 0 0 76 47 123
Dismissed 78 277 355 18 4 377
Transferred e 19 30 _4 1 35
Total Terminated 339 547 886 101 59 1046
PENDING--December 31, 1980
Awaiting Hearing .
Set 108 108 216 5 3 224
Ready for Setting 151 208 359 4 3 366
Not Ready for Setting 290 269 559 _46 18 623
Total Awaiting Hearing 549 585 1134 55 24 1213
Opinion/Oz<er in Process 44 _56 100 _3 2 105
Total Jending 593 641 1234 58 26 1318
(Awalting Remittance*) (82) (61) (143) (0) (3) (146)

(*In addition to pending)
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Table 43
COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION II--TACOMA
1980 ACTIVITY
APPEALS - MOTIONS .
TOTAL Pers. Discr. ALL
Criminal Civil APPEALS Restr. Review MATTERS
FILED 215 387 602 111 58 771
TERMINATED
Opinion Mandated
Publish;d 32 58 90 1 2 93
Unpublished 55 51 106 1 1 108
Df:med 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dismissed 44 171 215 87 37 339
Transferred _5 13 18 6 1 25
Total Terminated 136 293 429 95 41 565
PENDING—December 31, 1980
Awaiting Hearing
Set 80 80 - 160 0 2 162
Ready for Setting 42 47 89 32 3 124
Not Ready for Setting 136 272 408 15 32 455
Total Awaiting Hearing 258 399 657 41 37 741
Opinion/Order in Process 31 38 69 0 2 71
Total Pending 289 437 726 47 39 812
(Awaiting Remittance*) (34) (40) (74) (11) 1 (86)
(*In addition to pending)
Table 44
COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION III—-SPOKANE
1980 ACTIVITY
APPEALS MOTIONS
TOTAL Pers. Discr. ALL
Criminal Civil APPEALS Restr. Review MATTERS
FILED 104 321 425 65 66 556
TERMINATED
Opinion Mandated
Published 41 78 119 2 3 124
Unpublished 63 90 153 5 3 161
D?nu’:d 0 0 0 0 39 39
Dismissed 27 117 144 28 21 193
Transferred 1 _9 10 13 0 23
Total Terminated 132 294 426 48 66 540
PENDING—December 31, 1980
Awaiting Hearing
Set i 26 70 96 3 0 99
Ready for Setting 32 82 114 13 1 128
Not Ready for Setting _67 148 215 12 5 232
Total Awaiting Hearing 125 300 425 28 6 459
Opinion/Order in Process _3 _16 19 0 2 21
Total Pending 128 316 444 28 8 480
(Awaiting Remittance*) (16) (42) (58) (8) (1) 67)

(*In addition to pending)
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THE SUPERICR COURTS

OVERVIEW

Filings in the superior courts increased for the 24th
consecutive year in 1980. Dramatic increases occurred in
mental illness (+30.4%), criminal (+17.8%) and juvenile
(+10.3%) case filings along with moderate increases in
probate (+4.5%) and civil (+3.9%) filings. The number
of superior court case filings for both 1979 and 1980 were
well above the projected trend established during the ten-
year period from 1969 to 1978.

Table 45
New Filings in the Superior Courts

1979 1980 % Change
Civil 90,689 94,201 +3.9%
Criminal 15,224 17,930 +17.8%
Juvenile . 20,836 22,972 +10.3%
Probate* 17,245 18,025 +4.5%
Mental Illness 4,386 5,720 +30.4%

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

The growth in criminal caseloads corresponds to a simi-
lar increase in misdemeanor filings in the courts of
limited jurisdiction. The number of civil cases ﬁlgd was
also higher than in any previous year. An increase in civil
jurisdiction for the district courts In 197? was expected
to divert some civil matters from the superior courts to the

district courts, however, there is no evidence this oc- -

curred. Both juvenile and mental illness ﬁlipgs have con-
tinued to follow a trend that has been established over the

Jast ten years.

Superior Courts
Total Cases Filed: 1975~1980
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THE SUPERIOR COURTS

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

Superior court case filings did not increase uniformly
across the state. Substantial increases were experienced
in most Puget Sound counties and in the more urbanized
counties around the state. Several of the rural and more
sparsely populated counties saw little change (less than

4%) or experienced decreases in superior court filings in
1980.

Superior Courts
Distribution of 1980 Filings

—

Criminal

Commercial
Cases

Domestic Relations
Cases

28%

Figure 14
Administrative Law Review
Civil Appeals 1%
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Superior Courts

Total Filings per 1000 Population
Figure 16

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

high in several diverse areas, including Skamania, Pacif-
ic, Clallam, Franklin, Pierce, Pend Oreille and Jefferson.
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"
Cases filed in superior courts fall into five general
. categories: civil, criminal, juvenile, probate and meqtal
illness. In turn each of these can be separated accord!ng
to the nature of the issue brought before the court. Civil
caseloads are subdivided into tort, commercialz property
right, domestic relation, administrative.le_lw review, other
civil petitions and complaints, and ClYll appeals f.rom
courts of limited jurisdiction. Probate is also l{sed in a
broad sense to include guardianship and adoption mat-
ters. Juvenile court caseloads included juvenile offenses
(either crimes or status offenses) and juvenile dependency 40,000
| matters. s
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There were 94,201 civil cases filed in superior courts
during 1980. This was a 3.9% increase over 1979 a‘nd
continued the trend set by civil filings over the last five
years.
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Over half the state’s counties (21) had a decrease in
civil filings or no growth (less than +1%). Eleven of the
19 western counties showed increases of 4% or more while
only four of 20 eastern counties had increases of 4% or
more in civil filings. Ten counties from Eastern Washing-
ton and two western counties experienced decreases of 4%
or more in 1980 compared to 1979, {See figure 18.)

Counties with the greatest increases in civil caseloads
(considering not only rate of increase but also volume of

increase) included Spokane, Snohomish, Clark, Island
and Skagit.

Table 46
Civil Cases Filed

1979 1980 % Change
Torts 6,968 7,141 +2.5%
Commercial 22,469 22,397 -0.3%
Property Rights 6,984 8,730 +25.0%
Domestic Relations 42,529 44,938 +5.7%
Admin. Law Review 888 792 -10.8%

Other Petitions
and Complaints 9,979 9,049 -9.3%
Civil Appeals 872 1,154 +32.3%
Total Civil Filings 90,689 94,201 +3.9%

Civil filings did not increase uniformly among all types
of civil cases. {roperty rights cases and civil appeals
showed dramatic increases while the number of adminis-
trative law review cases, and other civil petitions and
complaints were fewer than in 1979. Fluctuations are not
unusual and can often be caused by changes in the

methods to count and compile statistical information in
individual courts.
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Despite the substantial changes in several case catego-
ries, little change in the proportion of the total caseload
each category represents was experienced with the excep-
tion of property rights cases (9.3% of all civil cases vs
7.7% in 1979). (See figure 16.)
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The rate at which civil cases are filed wi'th respect to
the population in each county was pigh in t‘he Puget
Sound area and in most counties containing major metro-
politan areas. The number of civil cases ﬁleq per 1000
population was highest, hgwcver, in Franklin, Pacific,
Skamania and Pierce counties.

Torts Filed

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

Table 47
Torts Filed
Year Filings % Change
1975 6,746 —
1976 6,749 +0.0%
1977 7,321 +8.5%
1978 6,882 —6.0%
1979 6,968 +1.2%
1980 7,141 +2.5%
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Notable increases in tort filings occurred in Snohomish
(+45.8% or 211 cases) and Whatcom (+67.6% or 69

cases) counties.

Commerical Cases Filed

Commercial cases represent the second largest cate-
gory of civil filings with 22,397 filings during 1980.
Although figures indicate a decrease of only 0.3% from
1979, the sctual decrease is probably greater be_causc of
changes in counting methods used in some counties. (The
actual amount of change due to reporting dlffgren_ces can-
not be estimated at this time.) Increases in district court
civil jurisdiction are considered to have. the greatest
potential for impact by diverting comr.nc-rm.al cases. The
1979 increase in district court civil jurisdiction to $3,000
did not have near the scale of impact on superior court
filings as it did on district court filings. As that
jurisdiction is increased further to $5,QOO in July 1981,
greater changes in commercial case filings may become
evident.

Table 48
Commercial Cases Filed
Year Filings % Change
1975 17,799 —
1976 18,141 +1.9%
1977 19,779 +9.0%
1978 21,679 +9.6%
1979 22,469 +3.6%
1980 22,397 -0.3%

Twenty-one counties experienced a decline in commer-
cial filings, including King (-18.1% or 1,614 fewer filings
reported than in 1979), Chelan, Walla Walla, Mason,
Grant and Franklin Counties. (Major decreases in King
and Spokane Counties are due primarily to changes in
counting methods that have since stabalized.)

Property Rights Case Filings

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

Table 49
Property Rights Cases Filed
Year Filings % Change
1975 3,574 —
1976 3,388 -5.2%
1977 3,819 +12.2%
1978 3,468 ' -9.2%
1979 6,984 +100.1%
1980 8,730 +25.0%

Substantial increases in property rights case filings
occurred in Pierce (+13.5% or 169 cases), Clallam

(+114.3% or 64 cases) and Grays Harbor (+57.1% or 68
cases) Counties.

Domestic Relations Cases Filed

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

Table 50
Domestic Relations Cases Filed
Year Filings % Change
1975 37,643 —
1976 38,608 +2.6%
1977 39,974 +3.5%
1978 41,659 +4.2%
1979 42,529 +2.1%
1980 44,938 +5.7%

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

and Spokane (+16.6% or 604 cases) showed large in-
creases.

Other Civil Cases Filed

Other civil cases include Administrative Law Review,
Other Civil Petitions and Complaints and Civil Appeals
from Courts of Limited Jurisdiction.

Table 51
Other Civil Cases Filed

Admin, Other Appeals
Law Petns. & from

Year Review Complaints Lwr. Cts.
1975 * 6,256 502
1976 * 7,770 520
1977 * 9,616 517
1978 * 9,690 549
1979 888 9,979 872
1980 792 9,049 1,154

*not reported separately prior to 1978

Administrative law review cases were first counted as a
separate category in 1979. During 1980, superior courts
reported 792 of these cases filed, a decrease of 10.8%
from 1979. Because this is only the second year for which
statistics on administrative law review cases were report-
ed, trends have not been determined. Over half of all
administrative law review matters filed in 1980 originated
in King (37.7%) and Thurston (17.4%) Counties.

Other civil petitions and complaints include all matters
which cannot be classified or included in the previous civil
case categories. Generally, this includes uncontested peti-
tions and petitions for writs or injunctions. Other civil
petitions and complaints reported filed during 1980 total-
ed 9,049. While there was a substantial change from 1979
to 1980, most of this change can be attributed to changes
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in counting methods in a number of counties, particularly
Spokane County. With the exclusion of Spokane County,
there was a 7.4% increase in the number of cases reported
filed.

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

The advent of electronic recording in the courts of
limited jurisdiction in 1981 should significantly r.educe
the number of civil case appeals that are filed in the
superior courts,

Criminal Filings

There were 17,930 criminal cases filed in' the superior
courts during 1980. This represents a 17.8‘79 increase over
1979, well above the trend set over the previous five years.

Superior Courts
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Increases in criminal filings were most common in Pu-
get Sound counties but big increases were also experi-
enced in the Tri-Cities and Vancouver areas. Ten Eastern
Washington counties and three western courities experi-
enced decreases-in criminal filings. (See figure 19.)

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

Increases in filings varied among the different types of
crimies charged.

Table 52
Criminal Cases Filed

Primary Offense Charged 1979 1980 % Change
Homicide 254 319 +25.6%
Sex Crimes 739 784 +6.1%
Assault 1,285 1,485 +15.6%
Robbery/Theft 2,484 3,214 +29.4%
Burglary 2,243 2,575 +14.8%
Forgery/Fraud 936 1,323 +41.4%
Controlled Substances 1,606 1,763 +9.8%
Other Felonies 2,624 3,280 +25.0%
TOTAL FELONIES 12,171 14,743 +21.1%
Appeals from Lwr. Cts. 3,053 3,187 +4.5%
TOTAL CRIMINAL

FILINGS 15,224 17,930 +17.8%

Despite the different changes among criminal case cat-
egories from 1979 to 1980, there was little change in the
proportions of the total caseload each represented, except
that robbery/theft cases comprised 18% of all criminal
cases in 1980 compared to 16.3% in 1979,
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Criminal filing rates (per 1000 population) varied
greatly among the counties and were generally higher in
Western Washington counties. Ferry, Clallam, Pacific,
and Jefferson Counties showed the highest criminal filing
rates with respect to population. (See figure 21.)
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Superior Courts

Criminal Filings per 1000 Population
Figure 24

Juvenile Filings

There were 59,819 juvenile matters referred to the ju-’

venile courts during 1980. Comparable data for previous
years are not available.

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

Table 53
1980 Juvenile Referrals
Delinquency/Offenses 52,771
Traffic 1,535
Other Violations 87
Status Offenses 185
Non-Offense Referrals 775
Dependency Matters 4,466
Total Referrals 59,819

A total of 22,972 juvenile cases were filed in superior
courts during 1980. This 10.3% increase in filings con-

tinues a trend that has seen a near-tripling of juvenile

caseloads since 1973.
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Table 54
Juvenile Cases Filed

Year Filed % Change
1975 11,929 —
1976 13,433 +12.6%
1977 14,824 +10.4%
1978 17,101 +15.4%
1979 20,836 +21.8%
1980 22,972 +10.3%

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

ma (+14.7% or 178 cases) Counties. Several counties .

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

‘Superior Courts
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particular geographical area or locales with common
demographic characteristics.

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

Table 55
Juvenile Court Cases
1979 1980 % Change
Juvenile Offenses 16,378 18,650 +13.9%
Juvenile Dependency 4,458 4,322 -3.1%
Total Juvenile 20,836 22,972 +10.3%
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Probate, Guardianship, Adoption and Mental Illness
Filings

While probate, guardianship and adoption filings
showed onﬁ)y modera%e increases between 1979 and 198(?,
mental illness case filings increased dramathally. This
rapid rise continues a trend that has resulted in a 363%
increase in filings from 1973 to 1980.

Superior Courts
Mental Iliness Cases Filed: 1975-1980
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Figure 26

46

'Probate’ has been used to designate a broader.class of
cases than the name implies. Included within thlS. broa.d
category are formal probate matters plus guardianship
and adoption matters. These three types of matters are
combined not because they are similar in the.way Fhe:y are
processed but because they all require confidentiality in
file handling and may be kept 'open' for protracted
periods of time.

Table 56
Other Cases Filed
1979 1986 % Change
11,516 12,041 +4.6%
CP}rl.(t):)::itin.\ship 2,020 2,1?8 +6.3;%
Adoption 3,709 3,836 +3.4 %
Mental Iliness 4,386 5,720 +30 4%

Seventeen counties showed no change or a deprease in
the number of probate, guardianship and adoption cases
filed, most notably Pierce County which had 323 fewer
cases (-20.2%) filed in 1980 than in 1979. Particularly
great increases occurred in King (+13.7% or 711 cases)
and Benton (+32.4% or 107 cases) Counties.

King, Pierce and Spokane Counties accounted for 67%
of all mental illness cases filed in superior courts during
1980. These three counties also accounted for 91% of the
increase experienced in superior courts between 1979 and
1980.

T e e T g st e s N

COURT ACTIVITY

For the purpose of this report, COURT ACTIVITY
includes trials, disposition of cases, sentencing of criminal
offenders and general Judicial workload. While the courts
and court personnel engage in far more activities than are
referenced by these categories, statistics have been col-

lected only in these areas,

Trials

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

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

Table 57
Trials Held
Year Jury Non-Jury
1975 2,647 7,082
1976 2,745 7,486
1977 3,143 7,577
1978 2,990 8,071
1979 2,800 10,718
1980 2,319 9,524

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

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

The increases in dispositions combined with a decrease
in trials indicates the courts are exercising alternative
methods for disposing of disputes.

Superior Courts
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Table 58
Trials Held in 1980
Civil Jury 902 13.5%
Civil Non-Jury 5,756 _86.5%
Total Civil Trials 6,658 100.0% 6,658 56.2%
Criminal Jury 1,417 68.6%
Criminal Non-Jury 648 31.4%
Total Criminal Trials 2,065 100.0% 2,065 17.4%
Juvenile Trials 3,022*  25.5%
Other Trials** 98 0.8%
Total 1980 Trials 11,843  100.0%

*Does not include Clark and Yakima counties.
**Probate, guardianship, adoption & mental illness cases
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Disposition of Civil Cases

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

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

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

Table 59
Civil Dispositions by Type of Case
Type of Case 1979+ 1980* % Change
Torts 6,248 6,355 +1.7%
Commercial 16,138 18,744 +16.1%
Property Rights 3,834 5,071 +32.3%
Domestic Relations 31,545 34,341 +8.9%
Administrative Law Review 410 515 +25.6%
Other Petitions & Complaints 4,054 5,258 +29.7%
Civil Appeals from Lwr. Cts. 193 294 +52.3%

*Spokane County not included for lack of data.
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Civil dispositions generally followed the same pattern
as in 1979. A larger number of cases were disposed by
dismissal for lack of prosecution (re: King County).

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

Disposition of Criminal Cases

Superior courts reported the disposition of 15,220
criminal cases during 1980. This was 17.5% more than
were reported in 1979, however, two-thirds of this in-
crease is accounted for by the increase in criminal case
dispositions reported by King County (5,239 criminal
cases disposed in 1980 versus 3,793 in 1979).

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

The ratio of criminal dispositions to filings for 1980
was 849/1000 (i.e., 849 criminal cases were reported dis-
posed for every 1000 that were filed during the year.)

Disposition of Juvenile Cases

The superior courts reported the disposition of 18,150
Jjuvenile cases during 1980, an increase of 9.0% over 1979,
Of those, 15,674 were for juvenile offenses and 2,476 were
dependency matters.

Superior Courts
Disposition of Juvenile Offenders

Figure 30
The qonyiction rate among juvenile offenders was
72.5%, similar to 1979. The proportion of Jjuvenile offend-

ers who were acquitted decreased from 1979 to 1980

while those juveniles against whom charges were dis-
missed increased.

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

Disposition of Other Cases

The superior courts reported the disposition of 13,096
probate, guardianship, adoption and mental iliness cases,
8.5% more than in 1979. The ratio between dispositions
reported and filings during 1980 was 552/1000 (i.e., 552
cases were disposed during the year for every 1000 that

were filed.) Disposition of these cases tends to take many
years.

Judicial Workload

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

Those cases ﬁled in the superior courts during 1980
represent 156.1 judge-years of work based on a weighted
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caseload analysis. This does not take into consideration,
however, the effect of the Juvenile Justice Act of 1978 on
the workload associated with juvenile cases. The increase
in the number of cases filed from 1979 to 1980 translates
toa 10.7% increase in judicial workload.

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

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

NSTEE

. Table60

' Judicial Workload in Superior Courts
One Year Change 1979 1980 % Change
Weighted Caseload o L < :
Witd, Csid. per Judge 81,652 90,415 -
Judge Years of Work 1410 1561 +10.7%
Filings per Judge 1267 . 1358 +7.1%
TenYearChange 1570 1980
Total Filings 88,627 - 158,848 . +79.2%
Authorized Judges =~ . 88 LT +33.0%

*Eight additional judges authorized in 1979/1980 will become

effective January 1981 resulting in a 42% increase in autho-

rized judges from 1970 to 1980. '

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

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

Table 61
Sentencing Guidelines Cases: Jan.-Sept. 1980
Class-A Felonies 178 6.6%
Class-B Felonies 1,285 47.6%
Class-C Felonies 1,237 45.8%
Total 2,700 100.0%

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

Of those sentencing guidelines worksheets received,
66.4% indicated the sentence given was within the guide-
lines range and 7.5% indicated the sentence given was
above guidelines or more strict than called for in the
guidelines. Within each class and type of offense convict-
ed, the concurrence between the actual sentence given

and that recommended by the guidelines varied substan-
tially.

Table 62
Relation of Felony Offender Sentences to Guidelines
(Sentencirigs Reported: Jan.-Sept. 1980)
Below Within Above

Offense Class Guideline  Guideline  Guideline
Class-A Felonies 30.3% 69.7% 0.0%*
Class-B Felonies 28.2% 64.8% 7.0%
Class-C Felonies 23.4% 67.5% 9.1%

All Sentences Reported 26.1% 66.4% 7.5%

*It is not possible to go above the guidelines for class-A felony
offenders except to give the death penalty.

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

Modifications to the sentencing guidclinés will be made
following analysis and evaluation of the data that has
been collected to date.
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OUTLOOK

The rate at which cases have been filed in the superior
courts has been increasing faster that the population over
the last ten years. The number of superior court cases
filed per 1000 population has increased 48.1% (from
25.97 cases per 1000 population in 1970 to 38.46 in
1980). This implies a substantial growth in superior court
caseloads over the next ten years.

Table 63
Superior Court Filings vs Population: 1970-1980
Total State Superior Ct. Filings per

Year Peopulation* Cases Filed 1000 Pop.
1970 3,413,244 88,627 25.97
1971 3,430,100 92,369 26.93
1972 3,418,800 100,205 29.31
1973 3,424,300 100,135 29.24
1974 3,448,100 111,477 32.33
1975 3,493,900 116,505 33.35
1976 3,571,591 121,811 34.11
1977 3,661,975 127,855 34.91
1978 3,774,300 135,700 35.95
1979 3,911,200 148,380 37.94
1980 4,130,163 158,848 38.46
Projected:

1985 4,476,200 197,000 : 44,01
1990 4,587,100 207,000 45.13

*Population figures for 1970 and 1980 from Advance Reports,
US Bureau of the Census; population figures for other years
and for projections from publications by Population, Enroll-
ment, & Economic Studies Div. of Office of Financial Mgmt.,
State of Washington. Relationship between population and
superior court filings determined using linear regression with
result of R2=0.904.
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Because of the relationship between population (and its
growth) and superior court caseloads, future increases in
court filings will be most strongly felt among those
counties exhibiting high growth rates such as in Puget
Sound (particularly those counties on the west side of the
sound), in the northeast corner of the state, and in the Tri-
Cities and Vancouver areas. (See figure 30.) Rapid popu-
lation growth may point the way for increases in other
areas as well.

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

Population Growth: 1970 to 1980

Source: Advance Reports, Bureau of the Census
Figure 33

+40% or More

+20% to +39.9%

+10% to +19.9%

+1% to +9.9%

) Decrease or
Increase Less than 1% 1

® 10 Largest Cities



. TABLE 65
TABLE 64
WASHINGTYON SUPERIOR COURTS WASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS

. A
1980 CASELOAD HISTORY OF CIVIL FILINGS
1980

----------- wmmameme 1980 CASE FILINGS=—mmmmmmmmm o 1979 o 1975 - ‘
NUMBER HENTAL 1980 TavAL P ERCENT : 1975 1976
| COUNTY/DISTRICT OF JUJGES CIVIL  CRIMINAL JUVENILE PROBATE  ILLNESS  TOTAL FILINGS CHANGE 97 : 1977 1974 1979 1980
ADAMS
’ ; - ¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT  tod . 230 231 212 207 208
‘ ADAMS 208 46 41 52 7 3564 363 -2.51% . * 297 212 207 208
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 208 46 4l 52 7 354 363 -2.5¢% ASOT IN 257
‘ COLUMBIA o5’ 288 331 398 399 396
ASOTIN 396 70 51 a8 24 629 574 9.6% : GARF LELD A &9 68 64 99 o
COLUMBIA 24 19 8 28 10 149 181 -17.7¢ ! ® JUDICIAL DISTRICT 357 403 39 26 48 46
GARFIELD 46 6 0 18 2 72 92 -21.7% L 438 488 546 526
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 526 95 59 134 36 850 847 0.6% : BENTUN 1169 :
FRANKL IN 1015 - 150 1704 1979 2504 2433
RENTON 2433 197 640 437 55 3962 3703 7.0% * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2184 ° 2415 1191 1119 1164 1149
FRANKL IN 1149 156 217 92 21 . 1635 1638 -0.2% 2895 3098 3668 3582
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4 3582 553 857 529 76 5597 5341 4.88 CHEL AN 853
DOUGLAS 160 . Tae 924 999 1076 123
CHELAN 1123 163 186 238 35 1745 1793 -2.7% * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1013 . 977 185 217 301 362
DOWGLAS 362 T4 89 83 5 613 553 10.8% R 1109 1207 1377 1485
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 1485 237 2715 321 40 2358 2346 0.5% CLALLAM 827
JEFFERSON - 238 o 870 1229 118 1266
CLALLAM 1244 366 794 242 42 2648 2523 6.5% * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1065 1097 261 282 300 369
JEFFER SON 369 104 63 113 4 653 530 23.2¢ . : [LED) 1291 1418 L613
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 1613 470 857 355 46 3341 3053 9.4% CLARK 3167
: : * JUDICIAL BISTRICT 3167 i{éf 3sar 3754 4140 4542
CLARK 4542 740 1452(2) 768 186 7688 6591 16.6% ‘ ! . 3527 3754 4140 «542
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT 5 4542 740 1452 768 186 7648 6591 16.6% ; caWLIT2Z 1564 .
5 * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1544 . Laee 1543 1674 1788 1786
conLITZ 1785 411 429 257 28 2911 2879 1.1% - 1549 1674 1788 1786
i * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3 1786 411 429 257 28 2811 2879 1.1% FERRY 7% 4
OKANGGAN 487 52a s 0 156 134
FERRY 134 42 19 26 > 221 298 -25.8% : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 561 628 3e 588 624 591
OKANOGAN 591 142 356 97 0 1186 1123 5.6% i 731 678 780 725
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT 1 125 184 315 123 0 1407 1421 ~1.0% GRANT 846 939
: ; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT - 844 239 1092 Lo34 1y 956
GRANT 956 207 321 240 45 1769 1829 -3.3¢ ‘ . 1092 1034 1117 956
: * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 956 201 321 240 45 1769 1829 ~3.3% GRAYS HARBUR 1236 1311 1498 1567
: i * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1206 . 1613 1618
GRAYS HARBJIR 1618 221 419 304 37 2599 2496 418 : ) A 31 1498 1547 1613 16{5
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 168 221 419 304 37 2599 2496 41k : ISLAND 557 .
) SAN JUAN 121 i’2§ 7oL 763 8ul 1045
1 SLAND 1045 128 a4 175 28 1455 1171 24.31% : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 678 747 : 107 154 145 160
SAN JUAN 169 35 42 42 0 279 233 19.7% : : . 808 917 946 1205
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT 2 1235 158 126 217 28 1734 1404 23.5% : KING
4 ' : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT s6g9t 26314 Tener Za0as 23585 29159
KING 29159 5621 6519 5916 2144 49159 41412 4old i : 26562 28050 29585 29159
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3411) 29159 5621 6519 5916 2144 49359 47412 4018 ‘ KITS AP 2024 2266 2654 2743
i * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 20 . ; 2948 910
~ KL TSAP 2910 495 776 626 129 4936 4907 0.6% ‘ . 24 226§ 2654 2743 2948 59;0
: * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4tk 2910 495 7% 525 129 4936 4907 2.6% : KITT ITAS 431 423
; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 431 . 423 487 466 558 577
KITTITAS 577 136 91 84 0 LLT] 813 9.2% ; 4817 466 558 577
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 : 577 136 91 84 o R88 813 9. 28 i KLICKITAT 201 :
§ SKAMANIA : L4s ae 284 339 354 336
KLICKITAT 336 a3 82 68 5 574 604 -5.0% * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 427 397 154 L55 207 228
SKAMAY 1A 228 53 a3 44 16 424 458 -7.48 438 494 561 564
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT 1 564 136 165 112 21 99y 1062 -6.02 ; LEWIS 805 ale
: ¥ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 803 19 i 976 Lo90 1032
LEWI S 1032 294 466 197 a9 2078 2187 -5.0% ! : 911 976 1090 1032
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 1032 294 466 197 89 ror8 2187 -5.02 : LINCOLN 106 138 : Le3 127
* JUBICIAL DISTRICT : “ 181 173
LINCOLN 113 49 34 36 10 352 348 118 ‘ . 106 138 163 127 181 173
* JUDICIAL DISTRICF 1 173 49 34 4o 1) 352 348 1ol HASIN . 417 -
| THURST ON 2061 232 496 465 524 564
A& SON 564 161 222 145 18 ti1o 1056 5,12 ; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2478 2158 2661 2667 2717 2746
THURST ON 2746 468 736 07 L46 4623 4739 -2.9% H ) 3157 3132 3241 1310
* JUDICIAL DUSTRICT 5 3310 629 958 652 164 5713 5795 -1.6% ; PACIFIC 347 : ‘
e WAHK [ AKUN 48 342 342 414 407 513
PACIFIC 513 19 148 73 L3 866 131 18.5% : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 395 375 8 42 3l 67 p
nARK TAKUM %] 22 12 13 0 112 129 -13.2% i ) 390 456 48R 530
& JUDICIAL ODISTRICT L 582 141 153 86 13 978 860 13. 7% : PEND QREILLE 123 157 153 Los
. H STEVENS 381 L 155 195
. PEND OREILLE 195 41 73 52 2 363 291 24.7% H * JUBICIAL DISTRICT 504 PN b4l 401 488 4l
™~ STEVENS " 441 15 119 96 2t 752 775 -3.0¢ E : s94 5o 643 636
* JUDICIAL DISFRICT 1 636 115 192 148 23 1115 1066 4.6% ; PIERCE 8785 9151 9797 10547
: * JUDICIAL DISTRICT g785 s 13116
PIERCE 13t16 2461 2279t2) 1602 1082 20540 17148 19.8% : 915t 9797 10547 1S 13116
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT  Li(1) 13116 2461 2279 1602 1082 20540 17148 19. 88 : SKAGIT 1117
i * JUDICIAL DISYRICT 1117 R :;;: 1317 1246 1296 144k
SKAGLT 1444 259 269 329 15 2436 2082 17.0% : ; 117 1246 1296 1444
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 1444 259 269 329 135 2436 2082 17.0¢ ; SNOHOMIS H 5321 5547 5819 5921
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5321 : ' 6579 1105
SNOHOMISH 7105 1378 1994 1332 3l 12031 10853 10.9% 5547 5819 5921 6579 7105
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT a 7105 1378 1905 1332 31t 12031 10853 10,92 . SPOXANE 6068 5479 8477 6967
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4048 8276 8826
SPUKANE 3826 1953 1760 1689 633 13958 12804 9.0% L6419 6477 6967 8276 3826
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10 8826 1253 1760 1689 630 13958 12804 9.0% WALLA WALLA TY : 866 917 823
. * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 73 : , 932 845
WALLA WALLA 845 252 229 262 150 1738 1807 ~3.8% ! 866 7 823 932 845
% JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2 845 252 229 262 150 1738 1807 -3.8% KHATCOM 1555 - 1548 1793 1897
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1555 ' 2056 2129
WHATCON 2129 519 s01 483 56 3694 3523 492 L1548 - 1793 1897 2056 2129
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3 2129 519 5)7 483 56 3694 3523 4.9% WHITHAN 303 e 155 61
4 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 303 p 385 369
WH1THAN 369 69 62 155 24 679 670 1032 . 3le . . 355 367 385 369
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 369 69 62 155 24 679 670 1.3% . YAKIMA 2555 S 2 3120 3105
. ; * JUDICIAL OISTRICT 2555 ’ s heigs 3157 3180
YAKI MA 3180 1000 1390621 966 210 6747 6413 w2y i , 215 3t2o 3305 3157 3180
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5 3180 1000 1391 %66 210 6747 6473 4,28 ] *+ TOTAL STATE 12520 75317 80026 83927 90689 94201
#% TOFAL STATE %% 94201 17930 22972 18025 5720 156848 148380 T.1% i :
i
€1) KINSy KITSAP AND PLERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR CUOURTS MAVE BEEN AJTHURTZED ADDIT IONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 198l.
2) JUVENILE FILINGS DATA PROVIDED BY JUVIS. :
;
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C OUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
*« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMBIA
GARFIELD
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTUN
FRANKLIN
* JJOICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
# JUDICIAL DISTRICY

CLALLAM
JEFFERS ON
® JUDICIAL OLSTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

CUWLITZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

FERKY
OKANDGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
& JUDICLAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBUR
* JUDICEAL OISTRICT

I SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL JI3TRICT

K ING
¢ JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KITSAP
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JIDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAHANIA
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LENIS
¢ JJOICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN ’
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

HASON
THURSTON
*« JJDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHK TAKUM
*« JUDICIAL DISTRICY

PEND LRElLLE
STEVENS
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PLERCE
# JUDICIAL JISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUUICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHOM I SH
« JUDICLAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JYDICIAL DISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
+ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHATC OM
*« JUOICTAL DISTRICT

WHITMAN
* JUDICIAL JISTRICT

YAKIMA
*« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

¢+ TOTAL SVWATE

------------------- DISPOSITION BY TYPE

O SMe
LACK OF
PRQS «

N/R

34
24

0
58

1
3
4

N/R
26

N/R

w

28
26

16
16

155
75%

N/R
4

5701
5701

N/R

55
58

117
117

142
4
144
4

6

v
29
5a
85

291
2971

N/R

1248
1248

485
485

N/R

2h
26

&7
47

69
69

9254

WASHINGTON

CHANGE
OF
VENUE

N/R

~
Soa srne-

N/R

88
88

21
2l

N/R

21
27

9
9

17
17

622

DEFAULT
JOMT

N/R

269
219
219

31
3t

N/R
12

5461
5461

451
451

N/R

135
25
162

41
47

121
121

112
1256
1363

332

32

364

60

24
B4

5620
5620

N/R

1649
1£49

3486
3486

N/ R

325
326

152
152

383
383

24530
.

SETTLED

N/R

83
13
]
97

9071 -

583

1490

N/R
106

N/R
183

5117
517

N/R

3
S6
59

398
398

218
2i3
IR
Lo0

8409
8409

1041
1041

N/R

19
38

554
594

22
22

255
766
1021

8l
12
93
4l
238
279

1153
1153

N/R

3021
3021

848
848

N/R

146
146

99
99

598
598

PROCEED INGS BY TYPE-—————-

TABLE 46
SUPERIOR COURTS
CIVIL CASE ACTIVITY
e eeTRIALS .
SUMMARY TOTAL NON-
JDGHT RIED D1SPOSED JURY  JURY
N/R 169 32 3
MR — 169 32 3
6 4 280 22 1
3 H 80 10 1
2 0 37 1 0
11 9 397 33 2
63 53 2448 139 23
9 3 802 110 10
72 56 3250 249 33
N/R N/R 597 49 16
10 210 22 1
- —— 807 7 17
N/R N/R 450 137 8
3 20 303 24 3
—— —— 753 161 1
62 178 3206 345 30
62 178 3206 345 30
N/R 1491 100 20
NR — 1491 109 20
5 0 27 6 [
9 0 322 42 6
t4 0 349 4B 6
8 52 314 170 18
8 52 Bl4 170 18
10 [ 1016 12 17
13 H) 1016 72 17
N/R N/R 652 64 4
6 26 151 28 6
- -— 803 92 10
796 10284 30855 1112 245
796 10284 30855 112 245
4 12 1537 240 26
4 12 1537 240 26
R N/R 366 58 1
il - 366 58 i
2 0 215 20 o
12 5 125 8 1
14 5 340 28 1
8 23 845 49 6
8 23 845 49 6
2 5 162 10 0
2 5 162 10 0
1l 21 555 37 11
61 180 2299 125 17
12 20 2854 162 28
19 8 450 8l 4
9 2 62 59 3
28 10 512 140 8
6 5 158 22 2
2 23 353 18 7
8 32 511 40 9
190 1066 8347 507 81
190 1066 8347 607 81
R N/R 1191 222 26
M -— 1191 222 26
174 427 6607 427 82
174 427 6607 427 62
7 79 5249 842 176
n 79 5249 842 176
I3 N/R 837 86 9
at -— 837 86 9
104 467 1094 266 27
104 467 1934 266 21
12 0 319 24 3
12 0 319 26 3
62 104 1235 70 27
62 104 1235 70 27
1736 13066 75916 5756 992

20659

NOTE: THE BREAKDUWN OF CIVIL DISPOSITIONS FUR THE STATE DO NGT SJM T) THE TOTAL BEZAUSE DETVAIL
WAS NJT REPORTED BY ALL CUUNTIES.

N/R = NUT REPORTED

s OTHER HEARINGS..
PRE=- POST
pISP.  DISP. DISP.

N/R N/R N/R

45 [} 5
71 i5 9

2 1 0
118 22 14

2203 647 309
309 459 49
2512 1106 358

N/R N/R N/R
[-1:] 67 31

N/R N/R N/R
N/R N/R N/R

1677 1507 676
1677 1507 676

N/R N/R N/R

46 15 3
130 52 46
176 68 49

593 315 147
593 315 147

1533 403 612
1533 403 512

607 0 0
L2 65 37
19 65 37

L7488 12054 3514
17488 12054 3514

1101 993 330
110l 993 330

N/R N/R N/R

44 27 26
N/R N/R N/R

473 447 159
473 447 159

27 86 16
27 86 16
let 219 48

859 L1216 177
1029 1635 225

190 18 80

58 43 30
248 58 110
134 40 24
228 193 81

362 233 105

222 {66 122
222 566 122

319 454 101
3lo 456 101

2197 2736 815
2797 2736 815

N/R N/R N/R

N/R N/R N/R

844 358 208
844 358 208

N/R N R N/R

1419 1227 258
1419 1227 258

33751 24245 7913

COUNTY/ COURT

ADAMS
® JUDICIAL OISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMBIA
GARFIELD
¥ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFER SON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUODICTIAL DISTRICT

CoMLETZ
& JUDICIAL OISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOGAN
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBUR
% JUDICIAL DISTRICT

I SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KING
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KITSAP
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Kitrivas
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANT A
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LERLS
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASUN
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHK  AKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PLERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHOM ISH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

WHLTMAN
* JUDICTAL OISTRICT

YAKINA
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

** TOTAL STATE

NUMBER
OF JUDGES

3

34t 1)

4t}

i}

5
1z

TAGLE 67
WASHINGTON SUPERIUOR COURTS
CIVIL CASES
FIL INGS 01 SPOSIVIONS
PERCENT FIL INGS PERCENT 015P,
1980 1979 CHANGE PER JDG 1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG
208 207 0.5% 169 132 28, 02
208 207 0.5% 208.0 169 132 28.0% 169.0
196 399 -0.8% 280 138 102.9%
84 99 ~15.2% 80 58 37.9%
44 48 ~4,2% 37 71 ~47.9%
526 546 ~3.7% 526.0 397 267 48. 1% 397.0
2433 2504 =24 8% 2448 1497 63.5%
1149 1164 -1.32 802 1119 -28,3%
3582 3668 “243% 895,75 3250 2616 244,23 812.5
1123 1076 4643 597 817 ~1l.8%
362 3¢l 20.3% 210 210 0.0%
1485 1377 7.8% T42.5 807 as7 -9.2% 403.5
124% 1118 11.3% 450 S5l4 ~12. 5%
369 300 23.0% 303 251 0. 7%
1613 1418 13.8% 806.5 753 765 ~Le6% 376.5
4542 4140 9.7 3206 3200 0.2%
4542 4140 9. 7% 908. 4 3206 3200 0.2% 641.2
1786 1788 -0.1% 1491 1496 ~0,3%
1786 1788 ~0.1% $595.3 1491 1496 ~0.3% 497.0
134 156 -14.13 27 63 -57. 1%
591 624 =5.3¢8 322 386 - 16, 6%
725 789 =7.12 725.0 349 449 -22.3% 349.0
956 L =l4.4% 814 172 5.4%
956 1117 -14,4% 478.0 8l4 172 5443 407.0
15618 1613 0.3% 1oié6 914 1l.2%
1618 1613 0.3% B809.0 1ol6 9i4 11.2% 508.0
1045 801 30.5% 652 611 6 7%
160 145 10.3% 151 136 11.0%
1205 946 27. 4% 602.5 803 T47 7.5% 401.5
29159 29585 ~la.4% 30855 25466 21.2%
29159 25585 ~l.4% 857.6 30855 25460 2L.2% 907.5
2910 2948 =1.3% 1537 2111 -27. 2%
2910 2948 =~1.3% 727.5 1537 2111 =-27.2% 384.3
577 558 3.43 366 528 ~30.74
577 558 3.4% 577.0 366 528 ~30.7% 366.0
336 354 ~5.1% 215 19% 843%
224 207 10.1% 125 102 22. 5%
564 561 0.5% 56440 340 301 13.0% 3400
L1032 1090 ~5.3% 845 755 11.9%
L1032 1090 ~5,3x 516.0 845 755 11.9%3 42245
173 181 ~hoa% 162 201 -19.4%2
113 181 ~4e4% 173.0 162 201 ~19.4% 16249
564 524 T.6% 555 459 20, 9%
2746 2117 1.1 2299 1979 16,23
3310 3241 2. 13 662.0 2854 2438 17.1% 570.8
513 407 26 .03 450 160 181,32
67 aiL ~17.3% 62 55 12.7%
580 488 18,92 580.0 512 215 138,12 512.0
195 155 25.8% 158 113 39.8%
441 488 -9.6% 353 402 ~12.2%
636 643 “l.1% 63640 5il 515 -V. 8% 51l.0
13116 11113 18. 9% 84347 7603 9.8%
13116 11113 18.0¢ 1192.4 8347 7603 9. 8% 758.8
1444 1296 11.4% 1191 653 82448
444 1296 li.4% 722.0 1191 653 824X 595.5
7105 6579 §.0% 5607 6354 4.0%
7105 6579 8.0% 388.1 6637 6354 4.02L 825.9
8926 8276 6.6% 5249 N/R -
8826 8276 64 62 382.6 5249 N/R - 524.9
845 932 =9.3% 817 629 33.1%
845 932 -9.3% 422.5 837 629 33.1% 418.5
2129 2056 3.6% 1094 132 49, 53
2129 2056 .68 109.7 1094 132 49.5% 3647
369 385 ~4.2% 319 334 -3.6%
369 385 ~4.2% 369.0 319 331 ~3.62 319.0
3180 3157 0. 7% 1235 1355 -8.9%
3130 3157 0.7% 636.0 1235 1355 -8. 9% 247.0
94201 90689 3.9% 305.1 75916 52432 2l.6% 648.9

0.836

(1) KINGs KITSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COUKTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES FFFECTIVE JANUARY L, 1981.
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COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISYRICT

ASOTIN

COLUMBIA

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DCUGLAS
* JUDICIAL OISTARICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

conLtre
*» JUDICIAL OISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOIR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KI NG
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KITSAP
& JUDICIAL UDISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KLICK [TAT
SKAHANT A
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

EWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
# JUDICIAL DISTRICY

MASUN
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

PACIFIC
WAHKTAKUH
* JUDICIAL DISYRICY

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL UISTRICY

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRIGT

SKAGLT
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

SNOHOM{SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

S POKANE
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WALLA wWALLA
« JUDICLAL oISTRICT

WHATCUN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHI TMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKI HA
# JUDICIAY DISTRICT

é* TOTAL STATE

TABLE 68
WA SHINGTON SUPERTIOR COURTS

CIVIL CASES

TCRTS
FILINGS DISPOS[TIONS=—=~

NUMBER PERCENT  FILINGS PERCENT
OF JUDGES 1980 1979  CHANGE  PER JOG 1980 1979 CHANGE
' 29 20 45.0% 13 20  -35,0%

1 29 20 45.0% 2940 13 20 -35.0%
20 14 42.9% & 4 50.0%

2 o ——— 0 2 -100.0%

4 A 0.0% L 10 -90.0%

1 26 18 44,43 2640 1 16 -56,3%
221 3064 ~25.3% 290 93 211.8%

116 8l 43,2% 7 66 7.6%

4 343 385  -10.9% 85.8 361 159 127.0%
05 49 32, 1% a7 18 105.6%

53 82  -35.4% 63 56 12. 5%

2 118 131 =9.9% 59.0 100 14 35.1%
71 48 47.9% 30 a3 -9.1%

20 16 25.0% 9 25 -56.0%

2 91 64 42,28 45.5 41 58  £29.3%
349 316 10 .43 221 199 1. 1%

5 349 316 10.4% 69.8 221 199 .1g
107 77 39.0% 96 62 56.8%

3 107 77 39.0% 35.7 %6 62 54.83
8 12 -33.3% 1 6 ~83.3%

26 56  -53.6% 8 17 -52.9%

1 34 68  =50.0% 34,0 9 23 -63.9%
40 40 0.0% 20 28 -28.6%

2 40 40 0.0% 2040 20 28 -28.6%
s 100  =-65.0% 47 66  -28.8%

2 15 100 -65.0% 17.5 47 66  -28.8%
44 48 -4.33 34 40 -15.0%

3 3 0.0 2 6 -66.TT

2 47 49 ~4.1% 23.5 36 46 =21.7X
2789 2780 0.3% 3342 3437 -2.8%

34t 1) 2789 2780 0.3% 52.0 3342 3437 ~2.8%
191 203 ~5.9% 87 126 =29.8%

4t} 191 203 -5.9% 47.8 87 124 -29.8%
39 s 2.6% 22 71 -69.0%

L 39 38 2.6% 39.0 22 71 -69. 0%
5 10 -50.0% 4 2 102.0%

51 22 131.8% 26 12 L16.7Z

¢ 56 32 75.0% 56.0 30 14 114.3%
28 41 ~40.4% 5 10 ~50.0%

2 28 4T -4D.4% 14.0 5 10 -50.0%
5 4 25, 0% 2 7 -T1.4%

1 5 4 25.0% 5.0 2 T -Tl.4%
32 29 10.3% 10 3B -21.1%

139 153 ~9,2% 08 156  =30.8%

5 171 182 ~6.0% 34,2 138 194  ~28.9%
51 &7  -23.91 52 35 48.6%

18 19 -5.3% 17 20 ~15.0%

1 69 86  ~19.8% 69.0 69 55 25.5%
7 11 -36.4% 12 5 140.0%

21 23 ~8.7% 18 19 -5.3%

1 28 34 -17.6% 28.0 30 24 25.0%
836 911 -8.2% 786 735 6.9%

ISURY) 336 a1l -6.2% 76,0 786 735 6.9%
119 107 11.2% 46 14 228.6%

2 119 17 11.2% 59.5 46 14 228.6%
872 461 45, 8% 478 512 ~6.6%

8 572 46l 45.8% 84.0 418 512 -6.6%
443 402 10. 23 N/R N/R —

10 443 402 10.2% 4443 N/R N/R -—-
39 43 -9,3% 69 84 ~17.9%
2 39 43 -9.3% 19.5 69 B4 =17.9%
171 102 67.6% 72 15  380.0%

3 171 102 67, 6% 57.0 12 15  380.0%
36 35 2.9% 57 37 54418
t 36 35 2.9 .36.0 51 37 54.1%
230 233 ~1.3% 17 174 -1L.%

5 230 234 -1.3% 46.0 171 174 .
17 7141 6963 245% 61,0 6266 6355 1.62

PER JDG

13.0

T.0

90.3

50.0

20.5

4442

32.0

18.0

98.3

21.8

22.0

30.0

27.6

69.0

30.0

71.5

23.0

59.8

34.5

2440

57.0

34,2
5403

0ISP/
FILING
RATID

0.448
0. 448

0.300
0. 000
0.250
0.259

1.278
0.612
1.052

0.569
1.189
V. 847

0.423
0.550
Q.451

0.633
0.633

0.897
0. 897

1. 769
1.769

Q.421
0421

1.583
1.583

0.74%3
0.743

0.8%0

(1) KINGy KITSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIDR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECT IVE JANUARY £, 1981,

N/R = HOT REPCRTED

COUNTY/COURT

ADANS
¢ JUDICIAL DISTARICT

ASOTIN

CaLUMBIA

GARFIELD

* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICLAL OISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFER SON
®= JUDICIAL DISTRICY

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COWLITZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANDG AN
¢ JUDICIAL JISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBUR
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITS AP
* JUUICIAL OISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMAN LA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEAIS
® JUDICEAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURSTUN
* JUDICTAL OISTKICT

PACIFLC
aAHKT AKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND UKEILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PICRCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRIGY

SKAGI T
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

SNOHUM I3H
& JUDICIAL olSTRICT

S POKANE
* JUDICLAL UISTRICY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WHATCOM
¢ JUDICTAL DISTRICT

WHITHAN
* JUUICLAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICTIAL UISTRICT

** TUTAL STATE

(1) RINGe KITSAP ANO PIERCE COUNTY SUPERICOR COURYS HAVE BEEN AUTHORI1ZED ADDITiIiONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1,

N/R = NOT REPCRTED

NUMBER
OF JUOGES

341}

4(l)

iy

5
17

WASHINGTON

TABLE 69
SUPERTOR

CIVIL CASES

COURTS

COMMERC 1AL
FLILINGS
PERCENT  FIL INGS
1980 1979 CHANGE  PER JDG 1980 1979
54 67 ~19.4% €8 45
54 67 -19.4% 5640 58 45
109 83 31.3% 54 35
38 44 ~13.6% 25 t9
20 6 233,3% 9 12
167 133 25.6% 167.0 a8 66
554 625 -11.4% 546 620
199 248 -19. 8% 157 313
753 873 ~13.7% 188.3 703 933
160 338 -52.7% 85 1§31
37 8 .362.5% 33 21
197 346 -4341% 98.5 118 192
231 184 25. 5% 37 36
LT 62 62492 56 56
332 246 35,08 166,0 93 92
667 634 5.2% 396 455
667 634 5.2% 133.4 396 455
299 352 -15.1% 250- 269
299 352 -15.12 99,7 252 262
53 37 354 1% 5 12
72 85 ~15.3% 19 22
122 122 V.08 122.0 24 34
273 347 -21.3% 255 21
213 347 -21.3% 136.5 255 211
73 [:b) -8.8% 27 53
73 80 ~8.83 3645 27 53
224 114 96. 5% 142 49
33 28 17.9% 33 30
257 142 81.0% 128.5 175 119
7284 8893 -18.1% 8453 6279
1284 8898 -18,12% 2164,2 8453 6279
609 642 ~5. 5% 252 460
600 842 -6,5% 150.0 252 460
il

90 97 ~7.2% 41 146
99 97 ~T.2% 90.0 4l 146
16 6l 24.6% 38 30
12 27 - 55.6% 22 26
88 83 0.0% 88.0 50 56
243 257 ~5.4% 3oL 284
243 257 -5.4% 121.5 3ol 284
41 23 78. 3% 34 38
41 23 78, 3% 41.0 34 38
99 129 -23.3% 128 75
579 514 12.6% 522 377
678 643 5.4% 135.6 650 452
167 106 57. 5% 223 37
4 2 100.0% 1
I 108 58.3% L7L.0 227 38
65 38 71.1% 4% 27
11 139 ~14.6% 67 92
176 168 4. 8% 176.2 112 119
3042 2664 13.3% 3292 2822
3042 2684 13.3% 276.5 3292 2822
409 309 32.43 399 203
409 309 32,62 204.5 399 203
1612 1626 -1.0% 1586 1497
1610 1626 -1.0% 201.3 1588 1497
3212 1831 75, 3% N/R N/R
3210 1831 75.3% 321.0 N/R N/R
168 215 -21.9% 214 138
168 215 -21.92 84.0 214 138
538 650 -17.2% 232 303
538 653 ~17.22 179.3 232 303
75 95 -21.1% 84 69
5 95 -21.1% 5.9 84 59
780 793 ~l.6% 620 705
780 793 -1.6% 156.0 620 105
22397 22469 -0.3% 191, 4 18744 16138

PERCENT
CHANGE

28.9%
28, 9%

54438
31. 6%
=25, 0%
33.3%

-11.9%
“49.8%
~24. 1%

~50.3%
57.1%
=38.5%

2.8%
0. 0%
l.1%

-13.0%
~13.0%

=7.1%
=7.12

~58.3%
~13, 6%
~29.4%

~5.9%
~5.9%

~49.1%
-49. 1%

59.6%
10, 0%
47.12

34.6%
34. 6%

-45.2%
~45.2%

~Tl.9%
-71.9%

26, 72X
~15.4%
7. 13

6.0%
6. 0T

=10.5%
-10.5%

70.7%
38.5%
43. 82

502.7%
300. 0%
497. 4%

66.72

~2T.2%
~5.9%

16, 7%
l6.7%

6. 6X
964 6%

5.9%
5.9%

55.1%
55.1%

-23,4%
=23.4%

21.7%
21.7%

-12.1%
~12.1%

16. 1%

DISPOS IT [ONSwmmm==mmmm =

Dise,
PER J4DG

58.0

88.0

175.8

59.0

4645

79.2

B83.3

2440

127.5

13.5

87.5

248.6

63.0

41.0

60.0

150.5

34.0

130.0

227.0

112.n

299.3

199.5

198.3

107.0

7.3

84,0

124.0
160.2

DISP/
FILING
RATIQ

1.074
1.074

0495
0.658
0.450
0.527

Ce 986
0.789
0.934

0.531
0.892
0.599"

0.160
0.554
0.280

0.594
0.594

0.336
0.836

0.100
0.264
0.197

0.934
0.934

0.370
0.370

0.634
1.000
0.581

1.160
1.160

0,420
0.420

04456
0.456

0.500
1.833
0.682

1.239
1.239

0.829
0.829

1.293
0.902
0.959

10335

1.000
1.327

0.692
0. 604
0.636

1.082
1.082

0.976
0.976

0.985
0. 985

L.274
1.274

0.431
0.431

1.120
14120

0.795
2.795

0.837
1981.
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NUMBER

COUNTY/COURT Of JUDGES

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

ASOV IN
CaLuMBlI A
GARF IELD
&« JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

BENTON
FRANKLIN
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT 4

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DESTRICT 5

COWLITZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3

FERRY
OKANOG AN
#+ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2

GRAYS HARBOR
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
® JUDICEAL OISTRICT 2

KING
* JUDIGIAL OISTRICT 34lt)

KITS AP
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT LAY

KITTITAS
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3

KLICKITAT
SKAMANTA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT L

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 2

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT 1

MASUN
THURSTON
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT 5

PACIFIC
WAHKI AKUM
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

PENO OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT L

PIERCE
¢ JUDICIAL BRISTRICT SIS

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICYT 2

SNOHOMISH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY 8

S POKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 10

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICEAL DISTRICY 2

WHATCOM
. % JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3

WHITMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1

YAKI MA
* JUDICIAL QISTRICT 5

&* TOTAL STATE (S84

TABLE 70 X
WASHINGTUN SUPERIDR COURTS
CIVIL CASES
PROPERTY RIGHTS
FILINGS DISPOSIT JONS~==
PERCENT FILINGS PERCENY
1980 1979 CHANGE PER JOG 1980 1979 CHANGE
17 15 13.33 15 i5 0.0%
17 15 13.3%2 17.0 15 15 0. 0%
16 9 7. 8% 12 3 330.0%
4 2 100.0% 3 0 ———

5 0 - 2 3 -33.3%
25 11 127.3% 25.0 17 6 183.3%
236 234 0.9% 115 32 259.4%
82 48 70. 8% 53 36 47.2%
318 282 12.8% 79.5 168 68 147. 1%
23 34 ~32.4% 1 9 -88.95
22 1t 100.0% 12 12 Ge(C™
45 45 V.02 22.5 13 21 -38.1%
129 56 114.3% 34 44 ~22.7%
21 29 -27:6! 17 15 13.32
14l 85 65.9% 70.5 s 59 ~13.56%
430 388 10.8% 254 234 8. 5%
430 388 10.82 86.0 254 234 8.5%
26 3 -13.3% 24 15 60.0%
26 30 ~13.3% 8.7 24 L5 60, 0%
19 21 ~9.5% 12 13 =T.7%
44 L23 0:02 17 25 -32, 0%
63 65 -3.1% 63.0 29 38 ~23.7%
43 24 19.2% 28 L5 86.7%
43 24 79.2% 2L.5 28 L5 86.7%
157 119 ST.1% . 141 a3 69.9%
187 119 57.1% 93.5 141 83 69. 9%
43 16 =-43.4% 58 69 -15.9%
36 29 24.1% a8 24 58. 3%
79 105 =24 .8% 39.5 96 93 3.2%
3717 2406 ;4.52 2590 1567 65.3%
3Nz 2406 54.5% 109.3 2590 1567 65.3%
218 196 11.2% 55 105 -47.63%
218 196 11.2% 54.5 55 105 - 47, 6%
44 36 22.22 39 61 -36.1%
4% 36 22.2% 44,0 39 61 ~36.1%
19 X3 15.8% 27 20 35.0%
20 11 81.8% & 3 100,0¢
39 27 44 4% 39.0 33 23 43.5%
27 51 -47.1% 5 32 ~A4.4%
27 51 ~47.1% 13.5 5 32 ~Bho 42

1 22 -95,5% 2 10 -80.0%

1 22 -95.5% 1.0 2 10 ~80.0%

a8 68 29.4% 72 41 75.6%
253 248 2.0t Les 140 2).0%
341 316 7.9% 68.2 240 181 32.6%
46 34 35. 3¢ 32 il 193.9%

3 7 ~57.1% 7 2 250.0%
49 41 19.5% 49.0 39 13 200, 0%
217 23 17.44 20 12 66.7%
29 41 -29 .31 25 25 0.0%
56 b4 -12.5% 56.0 45 37 21.6%
1421 1252 13,5% 188 286 ~34,32
{421 1252 13.5% 129.2 188 286 =34.32
44 65 -32-3% 17 17 0.0%
44 65 -32.3% 22.0 L7 17 0.0%
640 678 -5.6% 613 604 11.4%
640 678 ~5.6% 80.0 673 604 11.4%
233 203 L14. 8% N/R N/R —-—=
233 203 14.8% 23.3 N/R N/R -
47 43 9.3% 40 54 =25.9%
47 43 9.32 23.5 40 54 -25.9%
271 204 32.8% 123 30 3i0.0%
271 204 32. 8% 90.3 123 3 3l0.0%
1 5 ~80.0% 3 10 - 10,02

3 5 -80.0% 1.0 3 12 -70.0%
207 206 0.5% 143 157 -8, 9%
207 206 0.5% Gleb 143 157 ~A.9¢
8730 6984 25.0% T4.6 5071 3834 32.3%

0i5P.
PER JDG

15.0

17.0

42.0

6.5

25,5

50.8

8.0

29.0

14,0

70.5

48,0

16.2

13.8

39.0

33.0

48.0

39,0

45.0

17.1

8.5

4.l

20.0

41.0

3.0

28.6

43.3

DISP/
FILING
RATIO

0.882
0. 882

0.750
0.750
0.400
0.680

0.487
04646
0.528

0.043
0.545
0.286

0.283
0.810
0.362

0.591
0.591

0.923
0,923

0.632
0.386
0,460

04651
Q. 651

0.754
0.754

14349
1.056
1.215

0.697
0.697

0.252
0.252

0.886
0.886

1.421
0.300
0.846

Q.185
0.185

2,000
2.000

0.818
0.664
0.704

0.696
2.333
0.796

0.741
0.862
J.804

0.132
0. 132

Q4386
0.386

1.052
1.052

V.851
U.851

Gu454
0.454

3,000
3.000

0.691
Va691

0.581

(1) KING, KITSAP AND PLERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORL ZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1981.

N/R = NOT REPORTED

COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOT IN
COLUMBLA
GARFIELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHEL AN
DOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFER SON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

CLARK
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

CowLiTZ
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
CKANOG AN
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
® JUDICTAL OESTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

KITS AP
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

KITT IT AS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KL ICK ITAT
SKAMANT A
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

L INCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURSTON
& JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKI AKUM
4 JUOICIAL OISTIRICT

PEND ORELLLE
STEVENS
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGLT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNCHOM I SH
» JUDICIAL DISTRICT

S POKANE
* JUDICLAL OISTRICTY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

WHI THAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

** TOTAL STATE

NUMBER
UF JUDGES

34(1)

atl}

(SN Y]

10

5
1r

HWASHINGTON

TABLE 71

SUPERIOR

CIVIL CASES

DOMEST IC RELATIONS

COURTS

FILINGS
PERCENT FIL INGS
1980 1979 CHANGE PER JDG 1980 1979
91 90 l.12 68 46
91 90 l.1% 91.0 68 46
208 272 -23.52% 181 93
35 47 ~25.5% 48 36
16 3ar ~56.8% 25 45
259 356 -27.2% 25%0 254% 174
1217 1133 T<43 1396 686
449 530 ~15. 3% 395 6l4
1666 1663 0.2% 41€.5 1791 1300
646 602 733 439 4713
126 109 15.6% 59 69
172 711 B.6% 386.0 498 542
717 642 1l.7% 335 383
203 153 32.7% 187 139
920 795 15.72 46040 522 522
2376 2244 5.9% L7l6 1838
2375 2244 5.9% 475.2 1716 1838
1067 1078 -1.0% 880 967
1067 1073 -1.0% 355.7 880 967
55 48 l4q 6% 9 27
419 371 12.9% 277 273
474 419 13.1% 474.0 286 300
473 576 ~17.9% 428 407
473 576 -17.9% 23645 428 407
654 606 7.9% 489 397
654 606 7.92 327.0 489 397
476 478 =J. 4% 354 368
66 63 4.8% 59 65
542 541 0.22 271.0 413 433
12546 12063 4.0% 13558 12302
12540 12063 4.0% 369.0 13556 12302
1729 1686 2. 6% 1086 1252
1729 1686 2462 432.3 1086 1252
241 216 11. 6% 197 223
241 216 11.6% 241.0 197 223
il9 147 ~19.0% 125 130
113 125 ~-9.6% 68 57
232 272 —14.7X 232.0 193 187
683 699 ~26 3% 516 423
683 699 =2.3% 341.5 516 423
101 84 20.2% 98 17
101 B4 204 2% 101.0 L] 117
295 254 16.1% 282 276
L1407 1451 -3.0% 1267 1130
1702 1705 -0.2% 340.4 1549 1406
221 179 23. 5% 126 71
26 37 -29.72 32 29
247 2le 14.4% 247.0 158 100
72 70 2.92 63 62
263 275 -2.2% 232 250
341 345 -l.2% 34l1.0 295 312
5861 5001 17.2% 4002 3626
5861 scot 17.2% 532.8 4002 3626
763 136 3.7% 633 3719
763 736 3.7% 381.5 633 379
3510 3384 552 3342 3241
3s7o0 3384 545% 446.3 3342 3241
4236 3632 164 6% N/R N/R
4236 3632 16.6% 423.6 N/R N/R
493 533 ~7.5% 445 278
493 533 ~7.5% 246.5 445 278
958 958 0.03 609 17
958 958 0.0% 319.3 609 317
189 191 -1.0% 1 212
189 191 ~l.0% 189.0 171 212
1752 1729 1.33 146 184
1752 1729 1.3% 350.4 146 184
%4938 42529 5.72 4. 34341 31545

OISPUS IT IONS—

PERCENT
CHANGE

47.8%
47.8%

V%e6%
33,3%
~44.4%
46.0%

103.5%
-35.7%
37.8%

~T.2%
=14.5%
~8.1%

-12.5%
34.5%
0.0%

~6e 6%
~6.6%

-9.0%
-9, 0%

“65.7T%
1.5%
~-4.7%

5.2%
5.2%

23.2%
23. 2%

-3.8%
~9. 2%
~4. 6%

10.2%
10.2%

-13.3%
-13.3%

-11.7%
“11.7%

-3.8%
19.3%
3. 2%

22.0%
22. 0%

~16.2%
-16.22

2.2%
12.1%
10.2%

77.58
10. 3%
58, 0%

1.6%
~7.2%
-5.4%

104 4%
10.4%

67.0%
67.0%

3.1%
3. 12

60.1%
60.13

6l.5%
6l.5%

=19.3%
-19.3%

~20. 7%
-20.7%2

8.9%

PER J4DG

68.0

25440

447.8

249.0

261.0

343.2

293.3

286.0

214.0

244.5

206.5

398. 7

271.5

197.0

193.0

258.0

98.0

309.8

158.0

295.0

363.8

316.5

417.8

222.5

203.0

17L.0

29.2
293.5

pIse/
FILING
RATID

0.747
0.747

0.870
1.371
1.563
0.981

le147
0.880
1.075

0.680
~0.468
0. 645

0.467
0.921
0.567

0.722
0.722

0.825
0.825

O.164
0.661
0.603

0.905
0. 905

0.748
0.748

04744
0.8%%
0.762

1.081
1.081

0.628
0.628

0.817
0.817

1.050
0.602
0.832

0.755
0.755

0.970
0.970

0,956
0.900
0.910

3.570
1.231
0.640

0.875
0.862
0,865

0.683
0.5683

0.830
0.830

0.936
0.9386

0.903
0.903

0.636
G.636

0.905
0.905

0.083
0.083

0.764

(1) KING, KITSAP AND PLERCE COUNTY SUPERIDR COURYS HAVE BEEN AUTHORI ZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1981.

N/R = NUT REPCRTED
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62

COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

ASOTIN
COLUMBL A
GARF [ELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DGUGLAS
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COWLITZ
® JUDICIAL DISTRICY

FERRY
DKANDGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
+ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISYRICY

[SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITS AP
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANIA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

L INCOLN
* JUDICIAL ODISTRICT

MA SON
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKTAKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PLERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
+ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHOMISH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTYRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

Wi TMAN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICTY

YAKI MA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

w* TOTAL STATE

(1) KING, KITSAP ARD PIERCE

N/R = NOT REPORTED

TABLE 72
WASHIENGTON SuUPERIOR COURTS
CIVIL CASES
ADHINISTRAT IVE LAW REVIEW
DISPOS IV JONS =~ vmm—em
FILINGS
NUMBER PERCENT FIL INGS o ngﬁsg; pg;556c
OF JUDGES 1980 1979 CHANGE PER JDG 1980 197
0 —
2 2 0.0% 1 - .
1 2 2 0.02 2.0 1 ] 1.0
29 1 2800. 0% 22 s 2102181
1 2 -50.0% g S oo
o —
1 Sg 3 900, 0% 30,0 22 1 2100.0% 22.0
17 6 183.3% 5 2 lzg.g:
15 7 114.3% 22 g 285.72 0.8
4 32 13 146.2% 8.0 27 -
0 0 duind
H 1 0.0 400.0%
1 -100.0% 5 1 .
2 g { -100.0% 0.0 5 1 400. 0% 2.5
8 23 ~65.22 1 7 —Bg.z:
6 28 ~-78.6% 0 4 —lgo.qx 0.5
2 14 Sl ~-72.5% 7.0 1 11 . .
200,038
8 12.5% 12 4
5 g 8 12.5% 1.8 12 4 200.0% 2.4
0. 0% 20 6 233.3%
3 tg :2 0.0% 5.0 20 L} 233, 3% 6.7
0 7 ~-100,0% 0 1 -100.0:
1 4 -75.0% 0 2 -100.0 0.0
3 1 1 -90.9% 1.0 0 3 -100. 0% .
7 0.0%
2 5 -60.0% 7
2 2 5 -60.0% 1.0 7 7 0. 0% 3.5
31 -83.6%
8 41 ~80. 5% & - .
2 8 41 -80.5% 4.0 6 31 80, 6% 3.0
0.02 1 1 2.02
; 15 -30-01 9 3 200.0% 5.0
2 6 12 -50,0%2 3.0 10 4 150,02 -
16 90.8%
299 316 -5.4% 145 o3
341} 299 316 ~5.4% 8.8 145 16 90. A%
2 -103.0%
1 4 ~-75. 0% 0 - : .
41} 1 4 ~715.0% 0.3 0 2 100. 0% 0.0
-50,0%
10 -20.0% 1 2 z
1 g 10 -20.0% 8.0 1 2 50.,0% 1.0
3 3 0.0% g g
2 ! 100, 0% - .
1 5 4 25.0% 5.0 o] 0 0.0
1 202.9%
4 200.0% 3
2 ig 4 200.0% 6.0 3 1 200.0% 1.5
3 -66.7%
0 7 -100.0% 1 - .
i M) 7 -100.0% 0.0 13 3 66.7% 1.0
5 0.0%
10 ~90.02 5
IZE 115 6. 1% 88 34 {g%.g: L6u6
H 123 125 -1.6% 24.6 93 39 N
[ 8 -25.0% é ; E:E!
M p) —— .
1 6 8 -25.02 6.0 1 1 0. 0% 1.0
|8 L 0.0%
2 0 -
6 -33,3%
8 |33 -27.3% 4 - .
1 10 1l -9.1% 10.0 5 7 28.6% 5.0
100 -43.0%
22 92 ~T16.1% 51 - 1 .
1338 %] 22 92 -76.12 2.0 51 100 43.0% 5.2
7 7 428.6%
40 20 100.0% 3 i
2 40 20 100.0% 20.0 37 7 42863 18.5
55 -3.6%
83 55 53. 9% 53 - .
8 a3 55 50.93 10.4 53 55 3. 6% 6heb
N/R ———
34 44 -22.7% N/R i .
1) 34 4% ~22.7% 3.4 N/R N/R
-— [} 33 -100.0%
2 g g === 1.5 2 33 -100.0% 0.0
2 200. 0%
15 23 ~34 .82 6 .
3 LS 23 ~34. 8% 540 6 2 200.)% 2.0
0 0 -
5 oz — .
1 g 0 - 2.0 o 1] 2.0
7 ~Tl. 4%
10 3 233.3% 2 - .
5 10 3 233.3% 2.0 2 7 TL. 4% 0.4
17 792 888 -10.8% 6.8 515 410 25.6% 4o

pisp/
FILING
RATIOD

0.500
0.500

0.759
0.000

0.733

0.2%4
1.467
0.844

5.000
V.721
0.756
0.167
0.167

0.500
0.500
0.500

2.591
2.591

0.925
0.925

0.639
0.639

0.000
0.000

0.400
0.400

0.000
0.000

0.200
0.200

J.650

COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE SEEN AJTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1y 198Bl.

§
i

COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOT IN

COLUMBIA

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKL IN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGL AS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

COWLIVZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMAN 1A
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

LEAIS
* JUDICIAL BISTRICT

LINCULN
¥ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MA SON
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
AAHK TAKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIY
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNUHUN ISH
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
& JUDICIAL OISTRICT

aHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHI THAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

** TOTAL STATE

(1) KINGy KITSAP AND PI
N/R = NOT REPORTED

NUMBER
OF JUDGES

340

4(1)

ey

10

5
117

ERCE COUNTY SUPERIUR COURTS HAVE BEEN AJTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFEC

WASHINGTYON

TABLE 73

SUPERIOR

CIVIL CASES

COURTS

OTHER -CIVIL PETITIONS/COMPLAINTS

FILINGS
PERCENT  FILINGS
1980 1979 CHANGE  PER JDG
14 13 7. 7%
14 13 T.73 l4.0
9 20 =55.0%
3 2 53.0%
[} 1 ~100.0%
12 23~ -47.8% L2.0
164 193 ~15.0%
268 244 3.8%
432 437 ~1.12 108.0
178 50 256 .0%
118 90 3l.1%
296 140 Lil.42 148.0
77 136 ~43 .43
17 1) 54.5%
94 1647 -36.1% 47.0
692 540 28. 1%
692 540 24.1% 138.4
269 234 15.0%
269 234 15.0% 89.7
2 22 -90.9%
22 54 ~63.02
22 76 ~71.1% 22.0
119 114 -3.5%
110 114 -3.5% 55.0
598 568 5.3%
598 568 5.3% 299.0
252 a3 203.6%
17 12 41,72
269 95 183.2%3 134.5
2250 2984 —24. 63
2250 2984 ~24.6% 66.2
154 203 -24.1%
154 203 -24.1% 38.5
145 158 -8.2%
145 158 ~He 2% 145.0
1tz 115 =2.6%
28 19 55. 6% -
L40 133 5.3% 140.0
35 26 34.6%
5 26 34.62 17.5
25 41 -39.0%
25 4l -39.0% 25.9
46 32 43.81
236 194 21 .63
282 226 24.8% 56.4
17 12 4l.7%
13 i5 ~13.3%
30 27 .12 30.0
20 12 66, 7%
2 8 ~75.0%
22 20 10.0% 22.0
1592 871 78.0%
1550 a71 78.0% 140.9
61 S4 13,02
61 54 13.0% 30.5
483 353 36.8%
483 53 36.8¢ 60.4
596 2105 ~7l.7%
596 2105 =71.713 59.6
86 89 “3.43
86 89 ~3.4% 4349
168 98 71 .4%
168 98 71 .42 56,0
53 54 =l.9%
33 54 ~1.9% $3.0
161 150 7.32
L6l 150 7.3% 32,2
9349 9919 ~9.3% 17.3

185
35
73
10
13

597
597

219
219

27
27

257
257

60
70

2701
2701

52
52

53
53

19
© 2l

15
15

25
25

34
131
165

12

13

L7

22

10
10

59
59

428
428

N/R
N/R

67
67

51
51

3
3

111
111

5258

PERCENT

1979 CHANGE

5 180.0%
5 180. 0%
2 150.0%
1 0.0%
0 ———
3 100.0%
64 35. 93
78 25.6%
142 30.3%
5 600. 0%
51 -25453%
56 20, 4%
7 42.9%
11 =72.7%
18 -27.8%

465 28.4%

465 28,42

176 24.4%

176 26.4%

4 -100,0%

47 -97.92

51 ~98, 03

41 -34.1%

41 ~34. 1%

257 2.0%

257 0.0%

40 50.0%

8 25.0%

48 4S5, BY
1793 50.6%
1793 504 62

152 -65.8%

152 -65.82

22 140. 9%

22 149.9%

te 18. 8%

2 2.0%
18 16. 7%
S 200.0%
5 200.0%

26 -3.8%

26 ~3.8%

21 61493
Ly 12.9%
138 19.6%

4 200, 0%

3 ~66.7%

7 85. 1%

5 240.0%

10 -50. 0%

[§] 46, 1%

31 -67.73%

3t ~67. 1%

33 78.8%

33 78. 8%
408 4.9%
408 4.92
N/ R _—

N/ & ——

40 67.5%

49 67.5%

1 5000, 0%

L 500),.0%

2 50. 0%

2 50. 0%
101 .93
Lot 9.92

4054 29.7%

~DISPOSITION S~=wnmaumane

olse,
PER JDG

14.0

46.3

36.5

6.5

119.4

73.0

35.0

79.4

13.0

5340

21.0

25.0

33.0

13.0

22.0

0.9

29.5

53.5

22.2

44.9

TIVE JANUARY 1,

Dise/s
FILING
RATIU

1.000
1.000

0.556
0.333

0.500

0.530
0.366
0.448

0. 197
0.322
0.247

0.130
0.l76
0.138

04863
0.863

0.814
0.814

0.000
0.050
0.045

04245
0.245

0.430
0.430

0.238
0.588
0.260

1.200
1.200

0.338
0.338

0.366
0.3606

0.170
U.071
0.150

0.429
0.429

1.000
1.000

0.739
0.555
0.585

0.706
0.077
0.433

0.850
2.500
1. 000

0.006
0.006

0.967
0.967

9.886
0.386

0.779
V779

0.304
0.304

0.057
0.057

0.689
0.689

0.581
1981,
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COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICLAL OISTRICT

ASOTIN

COLUMBIA

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKL IN .
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
* JUDECTAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDLCIAL DISTRICT

COWLITZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

FERRY
CKANOGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBUR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KITSAP
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICLAL DISTRICTY

KLICKITAT
SKAMAN 1A
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

MASON
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
AAHK TAKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRIET

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

PLERCE
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHQM ISH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICEIAL DISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

WHATCUH
* JUDICTAL UISTRICT

AHITMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Y AKINA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

*% TOTAL STATE

{1) KINGy KITSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADOITIOUNAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY L,

N/R = NOT REPORTED

NUMBER

OF JUDGES

34(1)

401)

e

5

L7

WASHINGTON

TABLE 74
SuUPE

CIVIL CAS

R1OR COURTS
ES

CIVIL APPEALS FROM COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION

FILINGS

PERCENTY FILINGS
1989 1979 CHANGE  PER JDG 1980
L [} - [}
1 0 - 1.0 0
5 ] - 0
1 2 ~50.02% 1
1 0 -—— 0
1 2 250.0% 7.0 1
18 9 100.0% 9
20 ] 233,33 6
38 15 153,32 9.5 15
51 3 1600 .0% o
6 g - o
57 3 1800,0% 28,5 0
20 29 -3L.0% 3
1 1 0.0% 3
21 30 =~30.0% 10.5 6
19 10 90. 0% 10
19 10 90.0% 3.8 10
3 2 50. 0% 2
3 2 50.0% 1.0 2
0 3 ~100.0% 0
9 19 -10.0% ]
9 19 -52.6% 9.0 0
15 1t 36, 4% 3
15 1L 36.4% 7.5 3
63 99 ~36.4% 47
63 99 ~36.4% 3.5 47
3 2 50.0% 3
2 Q- -— bl
5 2 150.0% 2.5 3
274 138 98.61 67
274 138 98.63 8.1 67
17 14 21 .4% 5
17 14 21.4% 4.3 5
10 3 233,33 13
1o 3 233.3% 10.0 13
2 2 0.02 2
2 3 -33.3% 1
4 S -20.0% 4.0 3
4 6 -33.3% [}
4 5 -33.3% 2,0 0
] bl —— [}
Q c —— 2.0 bl
3 2 50.0% 4
10 42 -16.2% 15
13 44 «70.5% 2.6 19
5 1 400.0% 3
3 1 200. 0% 1
1] 2 300.0% 8.0 4
P4 I3 100.0% 0
L 3 - 1
3 3 200.0% 3.0 1
384 302 27. 2% 2
384 302 271 .23 34.9 2
8 5 60.0% 0
8 5 60,02 4.0 0
41 22 113.6% 47
47 22 113.62% 5.9 47
T4 59 25.4% N/R
74 59 25, 4% T4 N/R
9 9 0.0% 4
9 9 0.0% 4.5 2
8 21 -61.9% 3
8 21 ~-61.9% 2.7 3
i3 5 L60.0% 1
13 5 160 .CX 13.0 1
43 43 -7.0% 49
40 43 -7.0% 8.0 40
1154 872 32.3% 9.9 294

DISPOSIT IOY S—=mmm= ———
PERCENT  DISP.

1979 CHANGE PER JDG

1 -100.0%
1 ~100.0% 0.0
0 i
0 ——
1 -100.03
1 2.0% 1.0
0 —
T -14.3%
7T 114.3% 3.8
1 -100.0%
0 —— -
1 -100. 0% 0.0
4 -25.0%
1 200.0%
5 20. 0% 3.0
5 100.0%
5 100.0% 2.0
1 100.0%
1 100.0% 0.7
0 -
0 —
0 - 0.0
3 3.0%
3 0. 0% 1.5
27 T4.1%
27 T4e1% 23.5
4 -25.0%
0 -
4 -25.08 1.5
12 458.3%
12 458.3% 2.0
16 -68.8%
16 -68.8% 1.3
3 333,3%
3 333.3% 13.0
t 160, 0%
2 -50.0%
3 0.0% 3.0
0
0 0.0
0 ——
0 -—- 0.0
3 33,33
25 -~40.0%
28 -32.1% 3.8
1 200.0%
° -
I 300.0% 4.0
L ~100.0%
o pihd
t 0.0% 1.0
3 -33.3%
1 -33.3% 0.2
2 ——
0 ——— 0.0
37 21.0%
37 27.0% 5.9
N/R -
N/R - -
2 0.0%
2 2.3% 1.0
4 -25.0%
4 -25.0% 1.0
1 0.0%
1 0. 0% 1.0
27 48.1%
27 48.1% 8.0
193 52.3% 2.5

Disp/
FIL ING
RATIO

#
0.000 ;
0.000 .

0.000
1.000
0.000
0.143 "y

0.500
0.300
0.395

0.000
0.000
0.000

0,150
3.000
0.286 .

0.526
0.526 i

0.333 ;
0.667 ‘

0.000 :
0.000 ;

0.200
0.200

0.746
GaT406

1.000
0.000
0.600

0245
0.245

0.294 !
0.294 !

1.300
1.300

1.000
0.500
0,750

0.000
0.000

1.333
1.500
14462

0,600
0.333
0.500

0.000
1.000
0,333

0.025
0.005

0.000
0.000

1.000
1.000

0.222
0.222

0.375 i
0.375

0.077
0.077

1.000
1.070

0.255
1981.

ADAMS
* JUZICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN

COLJMBIA

GARFILELD

* JUDICIAL DISYRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
+ JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
VOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL OISYRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

com.IT2
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOGAN
% JUDICIAL OISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISYRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICLIAL DISTRICT

I SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

K ING
* JUDICIAL ODISTRICY

KIT5AP
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL OLSTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANIA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

LEWI §
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FASON
THUR STON
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC

- WAHK TAKUM

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT
PEND CREILLE
STEVENS

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGI T
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNUAOMI SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
¢ JUDICIAL OISYRICT

WALLA wWALLA
* JUDICIAL DISTVRICT

WHAT COM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHITMAN
* JUOICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIKA L
* JUDICTIAL OISTRICT

€s TOTAL 5TATE

WA SHINGTON

1975

49
49

50

9
84
156
177
333
i23
163
297
329

488
488

395
395

12
114
126

205
205

214
214

115
154

4289
4282

548
548

101
Lot

67
108

345
345

4l
41

116
456
572
Lo8
127

34

9L

1883
1883

145
L45

600
600

1133
1133
23~
236

351
351

54
54

758
758

13913

HISTORY OF CRIMINAL FILINGS

TABLE 75

SUPERTI OR

1975 - 1980
1976 1977
72 67
72 67
38 73
32 40
14 10
84 123
217 194
195 138
412 332
150 136
69 o7
219 183
253 248
42 41
295 289
536 617
536 617
295 236
295 236
19 32
133 160
152 192
169 229
169 229
203 237
203 237
118 105
56 38
174 143
4567 4493
4567 4493
535 486
535 486
65 91
65 91
50 41
59 44
109 a5
345 319
345 319
64 44
b4 44
148 147
382 339
530 486
107 114
15 14
122 128
46 46
64 52
ito 98
1821 1849
1821 1849
123 133
123 133
558 624
558 624
1052 984
1052 968
251 303
251 303
325 364
325 344
63 55
63 55
802 967
802 967
14053 Lalet

COURYS

1978

73
73

17
33

114
197
171
368
135
198
atro
434

534
534

335
335

34
L56
190

149
149

202
202

104
122

4432
4432

446
446

84
84

59
93

273
273

30
30

102
314
416

99
112

40
100

2005
2005

266
266

167
767

1012
iz

225
225

370
370

59
59

an9
289

L4278

1979

56
56

53
as

97
250
432
172
237
303
394

518
518

369
369

84
199
283

201
201

230
23

90
113

4539
4539

475
475

80
80

102
168

328
328

41
4l

153
465
598
tor
122

52

97

1 3:1.7%
1861

158
158

1039
1039

1105
L1105

196
196

442
442

&4
64

981
981

15224

184

207
207

221
221

123
158

5621
5621

495
495

136
136

83
136

294
294

49
49

161
468
629
119
161

41

&
16

2461
2461

259
259

1378
1378

1053
1053

252
252

519
519

&9
69

1099
1000

17930

65




ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

ASOTIN
COLUMBL A
GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTUN
FRANKL IN
* JUDICLAL DISTRICY

CHELAN
DGUGLAS
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAN
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

couLiTe
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

FERRY
UKANOGAN
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
€ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICLAL DISTRICY

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KEING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANI A
& JUDICIAL DISIRICT

LEXIS
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

L INCOLN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

MASON
THURSTON
# JUDICTAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKE AKUH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PENU OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PLERCE
* JUDICIAL OISWICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNUHOMISH
* JUDICLAL QISTRICY

SPOKANE
*® JUDICIAL OISTRICY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL DISYRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHI TMAN
* JUDICTIAL DISIRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

¢ TOTAL STATE

HOMICIDE

-
e OCmWN N

—
Q-0

-
NS NN O®

FOD By NN OPN

@urm OO NNy U

-

27
319

WASHINGTON

S
CRI

-~ Zm
LS00 NMM

~N
-

10
23

57

oo

-
Vo W

oHH WOwWw W OO

-
-
N

172

22
22

27
27

54
54

16
16

21
21

184

s

CRIMINAL FILINGS BY TYPE

ASSAULY
8

8

15
5
0

2)

30
26
56

9
5
14
44

7
51

108
108

32
32

17

14
14

18
13

[=XPE)

286
286

191
191

96
9%

1485

TABLE 76
SUPERTDOR

ROBBERY
& THEFT
1

7

7

5

2
14
73
17
90
19
23
42
70
14
T3

179
179

44
44

22

19
19

37
7

16
21

1222
1222

1017
107

21
21
12
20

26
26

32
109
141

24

32

23

84
84

32
32

351
351

236
236

28
28

96
96

23
23

204
204

3214

BURGL ARY
i

10
18

2

(]
20
57
28
:1
32

5
37
47
11
58

100
100

85
85

24

49
49

34
34

24
37

728
7128

69
69

23
23

18

55
55

36
120
21
22

10

272
272

45
45

210
210

215
215

42
42

50
50

149
149

2575

COURTS

CONTROLLED LWR.CT.

FORGERY SUBSTANCES FELONIES APPEALS
1 7 8 1
1 7 ] 1
2 6 1 5
] 0 3 1
0 1 2 0
2 7 16 6
25 102 38 51
4 12 38 20
29 114 76 71
6 41 17 26
4 7 17 6
10 8 34 32
22 19 8 66
4 15 25 15
26 34 103 81
32 113 102 37
32 113 102 37
18 63 107 36
18 63 107 36
0 2 8 9
8 26 36 6
8 28 44 15
12 26 58 10
12 26 58 10
1 40 12 0
11 40 T2 0
3 12 23 29
2 3 6 2
5 13 29 31
195 289 560 2018
195 289 560 2018
40 38 as 90
%0 38 85 90
10 14 30 21
10 14 30 21
3 24 16 11
1 6 13 4
4 0 29 15
14 29 92 39
14 23 92 39
1 7 20 4
1 7 20 “
9 19 28 14
36 87 57 31
45 106 85 45
4 0 32 13
0 0 12 0
4 ) 44 13
1 5 10 1
1 7 38 1
2 12 48 2
580 186 120 246
580 186 720 246
12 27 74 20
12 27 74 20
144 190 163 140
77 150 163 140
66 8l 251 45
66 8l 251 45
7 30 90 9
7 30 90 9
35 75 139 58
35 75 139 58
10 2 8 11
10 2 8 11
67 154 191 91
67 154 191 91
1323 1763 3280 3187

TOTAL
46
46

70
19

&
95
397
156
553
163
14
237
317
94
471

740
140

411
411

40
142
182

207
207

221
221

123
158

5621
5621

495
495

136
136

83
53
136

294
294

49
49

16l
468
629
119

22
141

41
116

2461
2461

259
259

1378
1378

1053
1053

252
252

519
519

69
69

1000
1000

17920

COUNTY/COURY

ADAMS
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

ASOT IN

COLUMBI A

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKL IN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
. * JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLANM
JEFFER SON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COWLETZ
*® JUDICIAL OISTRICT

FERRY
OKANDG AN
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
& JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

KITSAP
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTIT AS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMAN 1A
* JUDICJAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
HAHK TAKUM
*® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

SKAGIY
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

SNOHOMI SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

hHITHAN
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICTAL DISTRICY

** TOTAL STATE

NUMBER
OF JUDGES

34(1)

0

1Ll

5
17

HASHINGTGOGN

1980

46
46

70
19

[}
95

397
156
553

163
T4
237

366
104
470

740
140

411
411

42
142
184

207
207

221
221

123
158

5621
5621

495
495

136
136

83
136

294
294

49
49

161
468
629

119
22
141

41
75
116

2461
2461

259
259

1378
1378

1053
1053

252
252

519
519

69
69

1030
10060

11930

TABLE 77
SUPERIOGR COQURTS
CRIMINAL CASES
------- FILINGS ~=—
PERCENT FIL INGS
1979. CHANGE PER JDG 1980 1979
56 -17.92 45 48
56 ~1T7.9% 46.0 45 48
53 32.12% 44 15
38 -50.0% 17 [ §Y
[ 0.0% 7 33
ks ~2.12 95.0 68 59
250 58.8% 198 216
t82 ~14.3% a9 176
432 28.0% 138.3 287 392
172 ~5.2% 123 144
65 13.8% 17 70
237 0.02 118.5 200 211
303 204582 20) 229
91 l4.32 93 54
394 19.3% 235.0 293 283
518 42.93 669 431
518 42.9% 144.0 669 431
369 11.4% 370 322
369 11.42 137.0 370 322
84 =50, 0% 25 D]
199 ~28.6% 126 147
283 -35.0% 184.0 151 227
201 3.0% 156 171
201 3.0%3 103.5 156 171
230 =3.9¢ 93 134
230 ~3.9% 110.5 93 134
90 36. 7% Tl 106
23 52:2% 34 33
113 39.82 19.0 105 139
4539 23.8% 5239 3793
4539 23.82 165.3 5239 37193
475 4428 383 396
475 .23 123.8 383 196
82 70. 0% 71 92
80 70.0% 136.0 71 92
102 -18.6% 89 78
66 ~19.7% R 46 52
168 -19.0% 136.0 135 130
328 -10.4% 301 215
3zs =10, 42 147.0 3ot 215
L4l 19.5% 40 36
41 19.5% 49.0 40 36
153 5.2% 120 103
445 5.2% 439 380
593 5. 2% 125.8 559 483
107 1t.22 139 78
15 46. 1% 25 15
122 15.62 141.0 164 93
52 -21.23 46 49
45 64, 7% 65 a7
97 19.6% 116.0 it 86
1861 32.2% 1691 lele
1861 32.22 223.7 1691 1614
198 63.9% 203 132
158 63.92 129.5 203 132
1039 32.62 1088 845
1039 32. 4% 172.3 1388 845
1105 -4 .73 1296 1210
1105 ~4. 1% 195.3 1296 1200
196 28.63 207 233
196 28.63 126.0 207 233
442 17.4% 341 344
442 17.4% 173.0 341 344
&% T.83% 69 69
64 7.8% 69.0 &9 69
981 l.92 885 T68
981 1.9% 200.0 88s 768
15224 17.8% 153.2 15220 12956

PERCENT
CHANGE

~6.3%
-6.3%

193.32
54, 53
-78.8%
15.3%

-8.3%
=49 .4%
~26, 8%

-12.8%
10.0%
~5.2%

“12.7%
72.2%
3.5%

55. 2%
55. 2%

14.9%
14,93

~68.8%

~14,3%
-33,.5%

-8.83%
-8.8%

-30.63%
-30.6%

~33.0%
3. 0%
~24.5%

38.1%
38. 1£

~3.3%
-3.32

-22.8%
~22. 8¢

RN §
~11.5%
3.8%

40, 0%
4).0%

11.13
1L.1%

16. 5%
15. 5%
15.7%

78.2%
66.7%
76433

-6.1%
75.7%
29.1%

4.8%
4. 82

53.8%
53.8%

28.8%
28.8%

T 1%
T.12

-11.2%
=ll.2%

-0.9%
-0.93

0.0%
0. 0%

15.2¢
15.2%2

17.5%

DISPOSIT [ONS—em—mmm

Dl sp.
PER JNG

45.0

68.0

V1.8

100.0

146.5

133.8

123.3

151.0

78.0

46.5

52.5

154.1

95.8

71.0

L135.0

150.5

439

111.8

164,90

111.0

153.7

101.5

136.0

129.6

103.5

113.7

69.0

177.0

133.1

DIsP/
FILING
RATIO

0.978
0.978

0.629
0.895
1.167
0.716

0. 499
0.571
0.519

0.758
1.041

" 0. 844

0.546
0.894
0.623

0,904
0.904

0.900
0.900

0.595
0.887

- 0821

0.754
0.754

0.421
04421

0.577
0.971
0.665

0.932
0.932

0.774
0.774

0.522
0.522

1.072
0.868
0.993

1.024
1.024

0.8le
J.816

T 0.745

0.938
0.889

l1.168
l.136
1.163

1.122
0.867
0.957

0.687
0.687

0.784
0.784

0.790
0.790

1.231
1.231

0.821
0.821

0.657

0.657

1.000
1.000

3.885
0.885%

0.849

(1) KING, K1TS5AP ANO PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEV AUTHORTZED AODI VIONAL JUWOGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1981,

67

.
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ADAMS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

ASOTIN

COLUMBIA

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
+ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
OOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFER SON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
& JUDICIAL DISTRICY

CONLITZ
* JUD!CTAL DISTRICY

FERRY
OKANOGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR

{SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL QISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KITTITAS
4 JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KLICKITAT
SKAHAN A
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

L ENCOLN
& JUDICIAL OISTRICT

HASON
THURSTON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKL AKUM
4 JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

SKAGIT
* JUDICTAL ODISSRICT

SNOHOMI SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

S PCKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHATCOHM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHTTMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

** TOTAL STATE

NOTE: THE AREAKDUWN GF CRIMINAL DISPOSITIGNS FOR THE STATE DG NOT SUM YO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL

T
KA SHINGT ON

A
S

BLE 78
UPERIOR

CRIMINAL CASE ACTIVITY

CHANGE  DISM. CONV.
CF OR DEF. AND
VENUE PROS  ACQUITTED SENT.
N/R N/R N/R N/R
0 24 [ 20
0 10 0 7

0 1 0 6
o 35 0 33
1 31 5 151
o 9 7 73
11 40 12 224
N/R N/R N/R N/R
0 18 13 46
N/R N/R N/R /R
43 4 45

0 424 19 126

0 424 119 126

0 101 10 259

0 101 10 259

0 13 3 9

2 25 3 9

2 38 6 Los

0 22 2 132

0 22 2 132

0 I 0 93
0 0 0 93
N/R N/R N/R N/R
2. 10 1 21
664 657 183 3735
664 657 183 3135
29 243 7 104
29 243 7 104
N/R N/R N/R N/R
0 2 1 86

1 23 2 20

1 25 3 106

s 60 2 233

6 60 2 233

0 8 0 32

0 8 0 32

3 41 14 56
19 36 8 376
22 83 22 432
2 32 21 84

0 4 2 19

2 36 23 103

2 17 4 25
-0 13 2 50
0 30 6 75

k) 602 12 1077

o 602 12 1077
N/R N/R N/R N/R
32 285 32 739
32 285 32 739
0 390 180 726

0 390 180 726
N/R N/R N/R N/R
18 46 3 274
18 P 3 274
0 15 3 g1

0 15 3 51

70 57 11 447
70 357 1t w47
as0 3568 654 9218

WAS NOT REPORTED BY ALL COUNTIES.

N/R = NOT REPORTED

-=)1SPOSITIONS BY TYPE~——=mwua=

TOTAL
DISPOSED

45
45

44
17

7
68

198
89
287

123
77
200

200
93
293

669
669

370
370

25
126
151

156
156

93
913

7l
105

5239
5239

3es
383

71
71

a9
135

iol
3ol

40
40

120
439
559
139

25
164

46

65
111

1691
1691

203
203

1388
1088

1296
1296

207
207

341
341

69
69

885
885

15220

COURTS

—===—~-~e—-PROCEEDINGS

oo TRIALS..
NON- ARRAIGN-
JURY JURY MENTS
3 2 N/R
3 2 -
0 1 54
1 0 12
Q 0 4
1 1 70
1 15 400
2 10 128
3 25 528
3 20 N/R
2 7 23
S r44 23
5 16 N/R
4 6 N/R
9 22 -
4 53 i
4 53 i
8 28 N/R
8 28 -
6 5 25
5 9 147
11 16 172
1t 29 155
11 29 155
12 57 133
12 57 133
7 5 210
0 1 17
7 6 227
338 536 5571
338 536 5571
62 73 303
62 73 303
0 10 N/R
0 10 —-—
2 11 83
4] 2 N/R
2 13 -
9 22 244
9 22 244
0 3 29
0 3 29
3 5 9%
6 36 195
9 41 289
25 16 L38
18 0 21
43 16 t59
Q 4 40
1 6 57
1 10 97
28 101 2435
28 101 2435
] 12 191
6 1 ¥3 191
39 132 1124
39 132 1124
io 103 919
10 103 919
1 L2 N/R
8 12 -
8 41 208
8 41 208
9 2 N/R
9 2 -—
9 26 129
9 26 129

648 1417 13690

i . . TABLE 79
! WASHINGTON SUPERIOGR COURTS
‘ HISTORY JF JUVENILE CASE FILINGS
N 1975 - 1980
++OTHER HEARINGS o4 i .
pey Gs.e ‘ 1975 1976 1917 1978
DISP OTHER DISP . ADAMS 21 17 .19 ' 48
! * JUDICIAL DISYRICT 27
N/R  N/R N/R 2 17 19 48
N/R s MR ‘ ASOTIN 27 35 40
COLUMBIA 15 15 10 ig
0 [} 0 GARFIELD 4 0 6 o
9 p 2 * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 46 54 . 56 14
[} 0 0 V'l .
g 0 2 BENTON 390 - 437 439
FRANKLIN 121 105 159 33
3:; f} 5; | * JUDICIAL OISTRICT 511 542 598 555
oi2 28 03 : CHEL AN 129 100 m
N/R N/R N/R : Dsujb;fcm. ots e i o “{,Z
STRICT 206
25 10 5 146 167 253
e — 2 : CLALLAH a7 129
o " " JEFFERSON 29 33 z:?;’ 1;;
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 116
W W v 162 274 195
N/R AR nR CLARK 731 899 756 91
0
: + JUDICIAL DISTRICY 731 L
. - " : 899 756 910
128 40 %0 CuWLITZ : 294 339 348 '
; . 495
| * JUDEZIAL DISTRICT 294
" e " 3 339 348 495
MrpME R FERRY 15 15 1 32
. 0 0 05“}33?211\1. DISTRIC 1% le6 15 o
RICT 149
! 0 0 ! 169 173 173
3 ° b ! GRANT 211 225 234
; 265
1 * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 '
. . . | 2 225 234 265
3 H ° ; GHAYS HARBUR 103 103 155
‘ 296
; & JUDICIAL DISTRICT 103 103
. . 1 | 3 155 296
32 . h ] ISLAND 58 84
o e e i S'}.N JUAN 10 12 3:5 zg;
'1 8 ; f JUDICIAL DISTRICT 68 96 324 3o
——n aee — i KING 3904 4140 4592 7
i * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 3904 s
2552 335 442 4140 4592 5271
2 44 pokd KITSAP 254 366 364 418
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 254 6
- L N 366 364 418
7 11 217 KITTITAS 15 14 s 10
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 15
N/R  N/R N/R 14 EH] 70
N/R - R/RNAR KLICK ITAT 61 49
SKAMANIA 19 23 3; 13
1 N * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 80
N/R NR NR ” > °
N/R MR R LEWIS 79 120 185
) . 1 * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 79 120 185 ggg
3 2 1 LINCOLN 24 34 40 24
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT 2
1 ) . 34 40 24
h : : | MASON 44 a4 85
! YHURSTCN . 201 268 288 ;;?,
N/R  N/R N/R ! * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 245 352 173 679
81 16 6 :
uno 8 i PACIFIC 10 23
WAHKI AKUM 3 4 ‘é ?:
23 3 : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 13 27 46 80
2 1e L0 PEND CREILLE 10 35 24 75
STEVENS 27 42 59 174
: ? f * JUDICIAL OISTRICT 37 77 83 249
. 7 H PLERCE 1494 1135 1021
1074
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT 1494
e e 1135 1021 1374
N/R - N/R hii SKAGLT 333 295 392 283
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 333 95
. . N { 2 392 283
18 7 11 ] SNOHOM ISH 1049 1032 1444 1
957
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1049
. . " 1032 1444 1957
183 62 28 SPOKANE 758 1506 1470 1
656
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 758
r wn 1506 1470 1654
N/R nRNR WALLA WALLA 157 181 133 268
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 157
N/R  N/R N/R o 22 e
— ——— — WHATCOM : 198 233 245 322
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 198
N . . 233 245 322
o . 19 WHITHAN 52 58 50 38
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 52 5
N/R N/R N/R ’ > >
N/R - N/R arn YAKI MA 784 1039 1193 1068
4 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 184 )
N N . | , 1039 1193 1068
5 52 14 *+ TOTAL STATE 11929 13433 14824 17406
3787 - 1) JUVENILE FILINGS DATA PROVIDED BY JUVI 5.

1979

32
32

45
20

n
595
166
T61
249
106
355
836
a9l

997
997

444
444

26
192
218

251
251

346
. J4e

102
134

6466
6466

749
T49

92
92

92
189

429
429

39
39

P

€iv
880
1097
140
158
54
123
(Y24

1473
1473

254
254

1677
1677

1493
1493

218
218

557
557

55
55

L1213
1213

20836

1980

41
41

51
8
]

59

640
217
as7

186
89
275

794
63
857
1452(1)
1452

429
429

19
356
3715

321
321

419
419

84
%2
126

6519
6519

776
776

91
91

82
83
185

466
466

34
34

222
736
958

L48
10
158

3
119
192

221941}
22719

269
269

1905
1905

1760
1760

229
229

507
507

62
62

L1391t}
1391

22972

69




COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMB [A
GARFIELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

BENTON
FRANKLIN
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISYRICT

CLALLAN
JEFFERSON
* JUDICLAL DISTRICY

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COWLITZ
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

FERRY
OKANDGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTYRICT

GRANT
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBIR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

I'SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

K1TsAP
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKI TAT
SKAMANTA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEwWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURSTYON
* JUDLLIAL OISTRICT

PACIFIC
dAHK TAKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS )
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
v JUDICLAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHOMI SH
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

SPOXANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHATCUN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHITMAN
* JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

#% TOTAL STATE

NUMBER
QF JUDGES

3401}

4t 1)

fLeLl

5

Ly

WASHINGTON

TABLE 80

SUPERITIOR

JUVENILE CASES

COURTS

FIL INGS
PERCENT  FILINGS
1980 1979 CHANGE  PER JDG 1980 1979
4l 32 28.1% 27 52
4l 32 28.12 41.0 27 52
51 45 13.3% 46 40
8 20 -60.0t 4 5
0 6 -100.0% 1 3
59 71 -16.9% 59.0 51 51
640 595 7.6% 578 359
217 166 30.7% 153 81
857 761 12065 214.3 731 440
186 249 -25.3% 136 220
89 106  -16.0% 97 110
215 355 -22.58  131.5 233 330
194 836 -5.0% 514 617
63 55 14. 5% 30 34
857 891 S3.8%  428.5 544 651
1452021 997 45.6% 137602) 1362
1452 997 45.6% 2904 1376 1362
429 444 -3.43 373 373
429 444 —3.4%  143.0 373 373
19 26 -26.9% 29 33
356 192 854 4% 177 161
315 218 72.08  375.0 206 194
321 251 27.9% 268 381
321 251 27.98  160.5 268 181
419 346 2118 294 404
419 346 21.1% 2095 294 44
84 102 -17.6% 70 a8
42 32 .32 37 23
126 134 Z6.0% 63.0 o7 121
6519 6466 0.8% 5143 4690
6519 6466 0.8%  191.7 5143 4690
76 743 3.6% 450 452
176 749 3,68 194.0 450 452
9t 92 -l.ag 59 78
sl 92 -1az% al.0 59 18
8z 92 -10.9% 49 46
83 97 ~l4.4% 56 12
165 189 -12.7%  165.0 135 118
466 429 8.6% 422 368
4686 429 8.6%  233.0 422 388
34 39 -12.81 46 52
34 19 -12.8% 34.0 46 52
222 217 2.3% 166 239
736 880  ~16.4% 372 544
958 1097  -12.7%  191.6 538 783
148 140 S.7% 149 164
10 LB ~44.43 14 28
158 158 0.08  158.0 163 192
73 54 35.2% 50 41
119 123 NPT 104 112
192 177 8.5%  192.0 154 153
227902) 1473 54. 7% 1682(3) 1069
2219 1473 54,78 207.2 1682 1069
269 254 5.9% 264 226
269 254 5.93  134.5 264 226
1905 1677 13.6% 1361 1161
1905 1677 13.65  238.1 1361 1161
1760 1493 17.9% 1633 1237
1760 1493 17.95  176.0 1633 1237
229 218 5.0% 16 147
229 218 5.08  Ll4.5 116 147
507 557 -9.0% 395 470
507 557 -9.0F  169.0 395 470
62 55 12.7% 76 61
62 55 12.7% 62.0 76 6l
1391021 1213 14o 78 1333 1030
1391 1213 14.73  278.2 1333 1030
22912 20836 10,38 196.3 18150 18666

DISPOSITIONS

PERCENT
CHANGE

~48.1%
~48.1%

~16.7%
-11.8%
=16, 4%

1.0%
1.0%

0. 0%¢
0.0%

-12.1%
9.9%
6.2%

-29.7%
~29.7%

-27.2%
-27.2%

~2846%
60.93
~11.6%

9.7%
F.7%

-0.4%
~0a4%

-2k, 4%
—24.4%

6. 5%
~22.2%
~11.02

14. 7%
i4.7%

~11. 5%
~11.5%

=-30.5%
“31.6%
~31.33

~9.1%
-50.0%
-15.1%

22.0%
~T.1%
0. 1T

57.3%
57.3%

16.8%3
16.8%

17. 2%
17.24

32.02
32.9%

~21. 1%
-2l.1%

~16.0%
-16.02

24.6%
24, 6%

29,42
29.4%

9.0%

DisP.
PER JDG

27.0

51.0

182.8

11645

272.0

275.2

L124.3

20642

134.0

147.0

53.5

151.3

112.5

59.9

105.0

211.0

46.0

107.6

163.0

154.0

152.9

132.0

170.1

163.3

58.0

131.7

76.0

266.6
15541

orses
FILING
RATIO

0. 659
04659

0.902
0.500

0. 864

0.903
0.705
0.853

0.731
1.090
0.847

0.647
Ca476
0,635

0.948
0.948

0.869
0.869

1.526
0,497
0.549

0.835
0.835

0. 702
J.702

0.833
J.881
0.849

0.789
0.789

0.580
J3.580

0.648
0.648

0.598
0,675
0.636

0.906
0.906

1.353
1.353

0.748
0. 505
0.562

1.007
1.400
1.032

0,685
0.874
0.802

0.738
0,738

0.981
0.981

0.714%
0714

0.928
0.928

0,507
0.507

0.779
0.779

1.226
1.226

0.958
0.956

0.790

{1} KING, &I TSAP ANU PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIDR COURTS HAVE BEFN AUTHORIZED ADODITIONAL JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 198l.
(2} JUVENILE FILINGS DATA PROVIDED 8Y JUVIS.
(3) DATA OW OISPOSITION OF JUVENILE UFFENSE CASES PROVIDED BY JUVIS; DATA ON DISPOSITION OF DEPENDENCY MATTERS NOT REPURTED.

AR S

[N

COUNTY/COURY
ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN

COLUMBIA

GARFIELD

® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKL IN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
ODUGLAS
* JUDICYAL DISTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFER SON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

CLARK
* JURICIAL DISTRICY

COWLIT2
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

FERRY
DKANDGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
¢ JUOICIAL DISTRICY

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
* JUDICKAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUBICIAL DISTRICT

KLICK ITAT
SKAHANTA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
¢ JUDICIAL OISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURSYON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKT AKUM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICLAL DISFRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNUHOM I SH
* JUDEICIAL DISTRICT

S POKANE
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHITMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

¢¢ TOTAL STATE

WASHINGTON

TABLE 8l

SUPERTOR
JUVENILE CASES

COURTS

JUVENILE OFFENSES (DEL INQUENCY}

-DISPOSIVIONS BY TYPE

es sCONVICTED. .o

NOTC: THE BREAKDOWN OF JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS FOR THE
WAS NOT REPCRTED BY ALL COUNTIES.

(1) TOTAL JUVENILE CASES DISPOSED PROVIDELD BY JUVIS.
(2) TOTAL JUVENILE CASES DISPOSED PROVIDED BY JUVIS:

N/R = NOT REPORTED

INTY o

JURT SD. CMMNT
DECL INED DISM. ACQUIY, SUPVSI
5 1 0 15

5 d ] 15

-] 2 0 20

] 0 0 2

a o 0 0

6 2 0 22
19 142 17 240
12 30 & 66
31 172 21 306
N/R N/R N/R N/R
T 0 0 50
10 13 47 a2
1 4 "] 13
11 17 47 325
N/R N/ R N/R N/R
52 8 & 202
52 8 6 202
i Q 13 15

9 21 25 68
10 21 26 83
20 26 3 132
20 26 3 132
9 76 93 84

9 16 93 84
N/R N/R N/R R/R
] 5 1 23
55 1620 ia1 2288
55 1620 181 2288
10 7 3 337
10 T 3 337
N/R N/R N/R N/R
2 9 1 14

0 3 5 13

2 12 L] 27
14 87 16 141
14 87 16 147
7 10 0 22

7 10 0 22
[§% 10 3 T4
3 16 26 231
14 26 29 305
13 20 6 42
3 2 0 2
i6 22 6 44
4 7 2 16
12 6 2 57
Lé 13 4 73
14 2 7 871
14 2 T 871
N/R N/ R N/R N/R
13 126 46 913
1 126 46 913
65 L68 13 670
65 168 13 670
N/R N/R N/R N/R
3 30 25 262

3 3o 25 262

[ 5 3 28

0 5 3 28

7 140 3 617

7 L40 3 617
385 2596 539 7846

INST.

N/R

408
408

55
55

N/R

10

107
lo7

1
1

38
95
133
33
1
34

[
3
9
129

129
N/R

R6
86

65
65

N/R

31
37

17
L7

131
116

1467

TOTAL
DISPOSED

24

24

34
2
1

37

460
125
585

118
67
185
4l4
24
438

1212( 1}
1212

315
315

19
153
172

238
236

275
275

61
29
90

4552
4552

412
412

55
55

32
57

371
371

40
40

136
3
507
L14
8
122
35
a0
11

16821 2)
1682

211
211

L1182
1182

1172
1172

114
114

357
357

53
53

1103{2)
1103

158674

~=-~--PROCEED INGS BY TYPE—=-=~=
wesess HEARINGS aacses
PRE- PO

TRIALS

0000 uw

N

219
219
N/R

34
34

102
103

30
30

119
119

51
51

R

1
71

N/R

N/R

3022

DIseP
2
2

4
9
0
13

737
12
T49

({3}
118
451

0
451
R/R

194
194

18
239
257

341
341

388
388

146
39
185

3498
3498

706
706

N/R

29
28
57

239
239

37
37

198

418
6l6

L84
8
192
62
39
(D

199
199

234
234

121
a2t

3204
3204

N/R

133
133

N/R

N/R

13035

STATE DO NOT SUM TU THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL

DETAIL PROVIDED BY SCOMIS.

OTHER

P-R ]

Cko VOome

338
12
158
91
91
N/R

280
280

57
61

217
217

138
138
25
25

3135
3135

357
357

N/R

127

693
693

766
766

N/R

29
20

N/R

N/R

7051

1684
1684

178
178

N/R

257
257

20
20

347
347

78
78

N/R
116
116
N/R

N/R

3285



TABLE 83

TABLE B2
WA SHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS

WASHINGTAON SUPERIOR COURTS

HISTORY OF PROBATE, GUARDIANSHIP AND ADOPTION FILINGS

JUVENILE CASES
1975 - 1980

JUVENILE DEPENDENCY

1975 1976 1917 9
——————— DISPOS ITIONS BY TYPE--—---- cemcnmc=PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE=ww~=w—— 1978 1979 1960
CHANGE  WITHOUT  AFTER ADAMS 53 73 60 51 60
OF FACT FACT  TOTAL SHELTER  FACT POST . * JUDICIAL DISTRICY 53 73 60 51 o0 32
VENJE FINDING  FINDING DISPOSED CARE FINDING  OTHER DISP. ASOTIN o 32
g 86 34 74
ADAMS 0 1 2 3 3 0 0 1 CaLune 1A 23 33 33 ¢ 2 2
* JJDICIAL DESTRICY 2 1 2 3 3 0 0 1 GARE1ELD 28 27 29 19 3 28
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 142 154 136 141 A 18
ASOTIN 1 7 4 12 2 0 4 0 BENTON , 18 134
COLUMBIA 0 2 0 2 1 3 4 3 86 275 268 4
L SR S R R orsrer 13 ie n o
* 4 3 8 3 :
JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 9 4 1 3 ! 411 386 435 P o5
BENTON - 3 36 79 118 51 106 128 219 : CHELAM 222 235 234
FRANKL [N 14 o 14 28 5 25 12 0 § DOWGLAS 74 106 82 2 1o 238
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 17 36 93 146 s6 131 200 219 ¥ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 296 341 316 297 351 3
CHELAN N/R N/R NR 18 21 s 58 80 : CLALLAM 213 204 181 8
DUUGLAS 0 18 12 30 3 1 23 i : JEFFER SON 56 84 68 186 238 242
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT — -—- - --- 21 6 81 91 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 264 288 249 252 313 ;;g
CLARK
CLALLAM N/R NIR NR 100 28 57 78 113 : S5lé 497 575 5
JEFFERSON N/R N/R N/R 6 2 0 0 0 : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 516 497 575 sle ;22 Tea
* JUDICIAL DiSTRICT —- - — 106 28 57 8 113 c 7e8
‘ R 225 240 251 248 241
CLARK N/R N/R N/R 16401} 2 0 0 ] JUDICIAL DISTRICT 225 240 251 248 241 357
* JOICIAL DISTRICT --- -- -—= 164 0 0 o 0 | FERRY " 257
i M 27 26
CONLITZ 7 17 3 58 22 26 21 59 : OKANOGAN 9 103 115 Y o2 26
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT 7 17 34 58 22 26 21 59 : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 110 130 141 159 140 123
FERRY 2 6 2 10 4 7 3 0 GRAN T 207 216 224
Cr.ANOGAN 7 3 14 24 13 «8 50 25 ¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 207 216 224 22331l g:g 2
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 9 9 16 34 17 55 53 25 GRA 240
RAYS HARBOR 311 283 291 281 250 306
GRANT 2 15 15 32 19 21 4 52 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 31l 283 291 281 250
» WDICIAL DISTRICT 2 15 15 32 19 21 14 52 . 304
_ Istanp 139 218 192 198 166 N
GRAYS HARBOR 2 2 15 19 27 19 15 59 : AN JUAN 24 37 33 26 4 18
* JobiclaL DISTRICT 2 2 15 19 21 19 15 59 ! . JUDICIAL DISTRICT 163 255 225 2264 197 32
1 SLAND N/R N/R N R 9 60 [ 0 0 i KING 5178 5664 . 475 556
SAN J1AN 0 i\ 7 M 3 5 7 ° ; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 5178 5466 5475 5569 Sasa Jate
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT —~—— --- --- 17 63 5 7 9 ‘ K1TsA 5916
; 115AP 547 570 532 542 605 62
K ING 22 531 - 38 591 1114 105 365 651 ! JUDICIAL DISTRICT 547 570 532 542 605 "
» JUDICIAL DISTRICT 22 531 38 591 1114 105 365 651 1 KITT1T4S 626
; 78 91
! 96
KITSAP 0 16 22 a8 160 31 52 216 : * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 78 91 96 to1 3 Be
+ JUDICIAL DISTRICY 0 16 22 18 160 3t 52 216 ! KLICK [TAT 84
H 5% 56 (34
¥
KITTITAS NR N/R N/R 4 0 0 0 0 ! S!:ANANIA 3 31 39 ‘;z :‘8 68
* JJDICIAL DISTRICT -— -— — 4 o 0 0 0 ! . JUDICIAL BISTRICT 83 ar 9 91 114 R
1 . .
. i LEWIS
KLICKITATY 1 &) ] 19 9 2 41 17 i 208 236 238 226
SKAMAN 1A 0 1 22 29 14 16 5 19 i * JUDICIAL DISYRICT 208 236 238 226 223 . 1957
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT X 17 30 48 23 18 46 36 | LINCOLN 105 197
: 100 7
LEWIS 1 23 27 51 26 20 7 15 ; € JUDICIAL DISTRICT 100 100 7 igi :22 8s
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 23 21 51 26 20 7 75 : A 86
; HASON 147 150 133 141 144 L
LINCOLN 0 5 1 6 2 o 2 5 ; HURS TON 381 336 405 451 537 e
» JUDICIAL DISTRICT 0 1 6 2 0 2 s i JUDICIAL DISTRICT 528 486 538 592 8ol R4
}
MASUN [ 5 25 30 24 15 31 1 i PACIFIC 87 112 86
THURS TON 0 1 0 1 30 93 95 61 : HAHKTAKUM 14 10 14 I 4 73
* JIDICIAL DISTRICT Iy 6 25 31 54 108 126 72 ! JUDICTIAL DISTRICT 101 122 100 107 92 f;:
PACIFIC ) 10 25 35 16 14 14 54 | PEND OREILLE 44 36 26
WAHK [AKUM 0 0 6 6 3 1 1 & i STEVENS 105 95 15 118 100 %
* WDICIAL DISTRICT 0 10 3l 4l 19 15 15 60 i JUDICIAL DISTRICT 149 131 161 156 130 g
i
PEND OREILLE i 4 10 15 13 8 50 43 ; . PIERCE 1560 1583 1548 y
STEVENS ) 6 18 24 2 14 15 47 : * JUBICIAL DISTRICT 1563 1583 1548 1114 1322 1e%2
* JUICIAL DISTRICT X 10 28 39 15 22 65 90 : san s 602
[ AL 279 290
PIERCE N/R N/R N/R N/R 97 443 136 510 : * JUDICJAL DISTRICT 315 219 290 ite i 320
¢ JDICIAL DISTRICY -— —— -— — 97 443 136 510 ! SAOHONISH : 329
“ ¢ JuarcIAL , e oo 359 lo3o 1285 1332
SKAGIT N/R N/R N/R 53 129 0 1 0 : DISTRICT 934 994 959 1030 1285 1332
* JJDICIAL DISTRICT -—- — - 53 129 o 1 o SPOKANE 322
* JUDICIA 1672 1635 1643 1719 1687 1689
SNOHI% | St : 20 130 29 179 39 29 227 193 IAL DISTRICT 1672 1635 1643 1719 1687
* JJDICIAL DISTRICT 20 130 29 179 39 29 221 193 : VALLA WALLA 2 1689
i 3 292 293
SPOKANE 1 184 163 461 31 320 39 876 ; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 243 292 293 Sas F foz
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 la4 163 461 3L 320 319 876 i WHAT CON © 262
! ; . 8 445 421 4
WALLA WALLA R N/R N/R 2 0 2 [ 0 ; * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 404 445 421 ‘29 Hh hes
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT -—- —_ —_ 2 ) 2 0 0 WHITHA *83
| HITHAN 168 169 129 165 153 155
WHATCUM 3 23 15 38 51 45 53 191 : DICIAL DISTRICT 168 169 129 165 153 h
« JUDICIAL DISIRICT 0 23 15 38 51 45 53 191 ! YAKLNA e 35
. : 57 736
WHITMAN 1 2 20 23 o 0 0 0 * JUDICIAL DISTRICT 712 157 734 e doe ose
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 1 2 20 23 0 o 0 0 : . 96
: TOTAL STATE 15611 16329 16164 16685 17245 18025
¥ AK 144 N/R N/R N/R 230(1) b o 0 0
¢ JUDICIAL BISVRICT -— -— - 230 0 0 o 0
ev TOTAL STATE 95 1065 627 2476 2019 1487 1991 3606 ‘

NOYE: THE BREAKDOWN OF JUVENILE OLSPUSITIONS FIR THE STATE DU NOV SUN TO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL
WAS NOT REPURTED BY ALL COUNTIES.

(1) TOTAL JUVENILE DEPENDENCY CASES DISPUSED PROVIDED 8Y JUVL S,
N/R <« NOT REPORTED




b

74

T

WASHINGTUN

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMBIA
GARFLELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGL AS
# JUDICIAL Ou5TRICY

CLALLAN
JEFFERSUN
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

coW. L T2
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANO GAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CY.AYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

1 SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KING
« JUDICTAL DISTRECT

KITSAP
*« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTI TAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KLICKITAT
SKAMANIA
+ JUDICIAL DISTAULCT

LEWL S
* JUDICEAL DJSTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FASON
THURSTCN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

PACIFIC
AAHK LAKUM
*« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

SNUH OMI SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPUKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

RALLA hALLA
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

AHATCCM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WhITHAN
* JupIClAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
« JUDICIAL DISTRICT

#* TOTAL STATE

1975

14

18
57
66
32
32

79
79

32
32

29
29

70
13

444
444

85
85

oS oo

ABLE 84
SuPERTOR

COURTS

HISTORY OF MENTAL ILLNESS FILINGS

19
1976

141
141

34
34

102
102

2679

15 - 1980
1977

O~

19
19

61
61

713
713

69
69

10
12

63
63

12
129
141

Lo 0O

269
269

205
205

91
91

a5
23
i2

1715
175

2810

1978

14

15
47
b6
34
34
33
3¢

209
209

34
34

46
46

41
41

13
13

1006
1006

80
89

134
14
14

678
678

13
13

208
208

271
271

BS
8%

56
54

194
194

3334

1979

13

15
2
36
26
26
31
37

190
190

ar
37

42
42

57
57

14
14

1617
1617

130
130

28
30

97
97

18
160
178

176
776

78
8

273
27135

243
243

170
i70

57
57

13
13

238
238

4386

1960

186
186

28
28

45
45

37
37

28
28

2144
2144

129
129

as
a9

10
10

18
146
164

13

13

23

1082
1082

135
135

a1t
311

330
630

150
A50

56
56

24
24

210
210

5720

|

|
|

|

COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

ASOT IN

COLUMBL A

GARFIELD

* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKL IN
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHEL AN
0QUGLAS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

GLALLAM
JEFFER SON
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL ODISTRICT

COnLIVZ
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOG AN
* JUDICIAL ODISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
¢ JUOICIAL DISTRICT

KING
* JUDICTIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
& JUDICIAL DESTRICT

KITYITAS
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KLICK ETAT
SKAMANTA
* JUDICIAL DISFRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURST UN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKT AKUN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGITY
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

SNOROM LSH
‘€ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

§ POKANE
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

WHATCOM
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

WHITMAN
& JUDICTIAL OISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICIAL OISTRICY

*¢ TOTAL STATE

{1) KING, KITSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECT IVE JANUARY 1,

NUMBER
JF JUDGES

34(1)

400

iy

10

5
117

WASHINGTON

PROBATE, GUARDIANSHIP,

TABLE 85

SuUPERIOR

OTHER CASES

FILINGS
PERCENT FIL INGS
1980 1979 CHANGE PER JDG
59 48 36.8%
59 63 36.8% 59.0
112 17 45.5%
38 24 58.3%
20 32 ~37.5%
170 133 27.8% 170.0
492 354 39.0%
113 126 ~10.3%
605 480 26.0% 151.3
273 296 -7.8%
a8 :38 8+ 6%
361 377 =4.23 180.5
284 266 6. 8%
117 84 39.3%
401 3so 14.63 2005
954 936 1.92
954 936 1.9% 190.8
285 218 2.5%
285 2718 2458 95,0
26 32 ~18.8%
97 to8 -10.22
123 140 =12.1% 123.0
28% 260 9.6%
285 260 .63 142.5
341 307 11.1%
341 307 11.13 170.5
203 178 14.0%
42 33 27.32
245 21t 16.1% 122.5
8060 6822 18.1%
8060 6822 18.12 237.1
755 738 2.1
755 735 2.7% 188.8
84 a3 1.2%
84 83 1.2% 84.0
73 56 30.43
60 a8 -31.8%
133 144 ~7.6% 133.0
286 340 ~15.5%
286 340 ~15.9% 143.0
96 87 10.3%
96 a7 10.3% 96.0
163 162 0.6%
653 697 ~-6.3%
816 859 =5.0% 163.2
86 77 11. 7%
13 15 -13.33
99 92 7.6% 99.0
54 39 80.01
117 119 ~-l.72
iTL 149 14.8% L71.0
2684 2701 -0.6%
2684 270t ~0.6% 244.0
464 374 24.1%
464 374 24.1% 232.0
1643 1558 5.42
1643 1558 544% 205.4
2319 1930 23. 2%
2319 1932 20.2% 231.9
412 461 ~l0.62
412 461 = 13.6% 206. 0
539 464 15.2¢%
539 468 15.2¢ L79.7
179 166 7.9%
179 166 7. 8% 179.0
1176 1122 4.8%
1176 1122 483 235.2
23745 21631 9.8 202,9

COURTS

ADOPTION AND MENTAL I[LLNESS

mmmrm e =D S POS IT [ONS = m ==

1980

23
23

234
234

197
197

38
38

134
134

86
86

138
158

5358
5358

407
407

47
47

38
9
47

131
131

75
15

122
519
641

38
14
52

35
68
103

964
964

406
406

1003
1003

1272
1272

351
351

175
115

k12
112

550
550

13096

1979

24
24

267
267

220
220
56
61

103
a3

50
S0

157
185

5154
5154

455
455

56
56

34
4l

143
143

90
90

108
415
583

37
7
[

25
99
124

808
808

211
21t

984
984

%1
961

121
121

247
247

a9
89

610
610

12068

PERCENT
CHANGE

~4.2%
~442%

33.3%
664 T3
18.2%
37.3%

88. 4%
vedX
57. 2%

~62.3%
-2l.5%
-39.8%

26,13
14, 0%
17.8%

-12. 4%
~12.4%

-10.5%
=10.5%

-100.0%
~32. 1%
~37.7%

30.1%
30.1%

72.02
72.0%

-12.1%
~28. 63
~14.6%

4.0%
4.0%

-12.5%
~10. 5%

-16.1%
~16.1%

11.A%
28.6%
l4. 6%

“Bekz
—8. 4%

~16.7%
~16.7%

13.0%
9.3%
9. 93

2.7%
100.0%
18.2%

40,0%
-31.3%
-16.9%

19.3%
19.3%X

902.4%
2. 4%

l.9%
l.9%

32.4%
32. 4%

197.1%
190.1%

~29. 1%
-29.18

25.8%
25.82

~9. 8%
~9.8%

8.5¢%

D1SP.
PER JDG

23.0

81.0

73.5

35.5

43.0

4648

65.7

38.0

&67.0

43.0

79.0

157. 6

10t.8

47.0

47.0

6545

T5.2

12842

52.0

103.2

87.6

203.0

125.4

127.2

175.5

58.3

112.d

119.9

111.9

oises
FILING
RATIG

0.390
0. 390

0.429
0.526
0.650
0.476

0. 463
0.584
0.486

0.073
0.580
0.197

0.102
0.487
0,214

0.245
0.245

0.691
0.691

0000
0.392
0.309

0.470
0.470

0.252
0.252

0.680
0.476
0.645

0.665
0. 665

0.539
0.539

0.560
0.5560

0.521
0.150
0.353

0.458
0.458

0.781
0.781

0.748
0.795
0.786

0,442
1.017
0.525
0.658
0.581
2.602

V.359
0.359

0.875
0.875

0.610
0.610

04549
0.5649

0.852
0.852

0.325
0.325

0.626
0.626

Da468
0.468

0.552
1981,

75




76

ADAMS
* JUDICLAL OISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMBIA
GARFIELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
& JUDICIAL DISTIRICY

CHEL AN
DOUG LAS
* JUDICTAL DESTRICT

CLALLAM
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

caowLiTz
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANDGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
* JUDICIAL DISIRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

ISLAND
SAN JUAN
¢ JUDICIAL DISTRICY

KING.
* JUDICTIAL OISTRICT

KITS AP
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANI A
* JUDICIAL D1STRICY

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

MASON
THURST ON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHKT AKJM
*# JUDICTAL OISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICTAL OISTRICT

PLERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIY
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

SNOHUMISH
* JUBICTAL DISYRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICTAL DISTRICY

WALLA WALLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHA TCUM
* JUDICTAL OISTRICT

WHl TMAN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

YAKIMA
& JUDICIAL DISTRICT

** TOTAL SIATE

TABLE 86
HASHINGTON SUPERIOR COURTS

PROBATEs GUARDIANSHIP, ADOPT ION & MENTAL ILLNESS CASES
PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE

TRIALS HEAR INGS
PROBATE  GUARD.  ADOPT. Mol PROB;TE GUARD ADDP; Mol
1 0 0
2 1 0 0 3 0 2 0
0 0 0 10 5 0 0
; 0 9 0 3 1 3 0
0 0 0 0 2 1 1 0
9 0 0 0 15 7 4 0
1 4 0 63 44 168 36
o 0 0 0 14 6 0 11
0 1 & 0 7 50 168 47
0 0 213 96 29 0
Y o 0 0 59 16 15 0
1 0 0 0 272 112 44 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 3 0 0 o 0
0 0 344 125 233 18
H K 0 0 344 125 233 18
0 0
1 2 0 0 0 0
1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3 4 6 0
H 0 0 0 45 25 11 0
0 0 o 0 48 29 17 0
0 0 0 9% 40 30 0
\ 0 9 0 94 40 30 0
0 0 0 153 47 87 0
1 0 0 0 153 41 67 0
9
0 0 0 124 46 41
o 0 0 o 12 10 7 0
1 0 0 0 136 56 48 9
0 5143 2632 1365 2178
5 ° 1 0 5143 2632 1365 2178
0 138 50 154 17
° 0 : 0 138 60 154 17
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 52 1 14 4
0 0 2 0 0 0 o 0
0 0 0 0 52 1t 14 4
0 0 0 14 5 6 4
3 0 o 0 14 5 6 N
0
0 0 o 33 to 10
3 0 ¢ 0 33 10 10 0
1 0 58 20 30 3
1 ° 2 0 227 sl 106 53
2 0 1 0 265 A1 136 56
0 0 0 56 9 o 0
o 0 0 0 22 R 6 0
0 0 0 0 78 10 3 0
0 3 51 29 16 0
o o 0 0 50 15 20 0
1 0 0 3 91 4 36 0
3 ) 909 0 i85 1851
H 2 3 0 969 0 285 i851
0 2 0 213 49 30 31
. 0 2 ) 213 49 30 31
5 0 184 125 504 63
‘ s 5 0 8% 125 504 63
0 0 0 0 313
0 o H o 0 o 0 a3
) 0
o ! 0 0 0 0 0
3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 0 129 58 65 5
2 1 2 0 129 58 65 5
0 0
0 0 o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 195 57 158 62
H o 0 2 195 57 158 62
54 6 30 8 8606 3508 3382 4658

s

NUMBER
OF
COWNTY/COUWRT JUDGES

ADANS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ASOTIN
COLUMBI A
GARFIELD
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BENTON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICIAL ODISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGL AS
* JUDICLAL DISTRICT

CLALL AM
JEFFERSON
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLARK
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CoWLITZ
® JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANOGAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRANT
% JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

[SLAND
SAN JUAN
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KING
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITSAP
¥ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANIA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LEWIS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

LINCOLN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

MASON
THURSTON
*# JUDICsAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHK JAKUM
* JUBICIAL DISTRICY

PEND UREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PIERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGIY
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOHOM ISH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WALLA wWALLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

WHATCON
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

WHITMAN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

YAKIMA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

** TOVAL STATE 1

(1) KING, KITSAP AND p
N/R = NOT REPORTED

1

341}

4{1)

11(1)

5
17

.oC
JUR

Wow

245
245

26
26

——0

oo oo

176
176

9
9

27
27

3
3

a7
27

WASHINGTON

1980 TRIAL ACTIVIVY

TABLE 87

SUPERTIOR

———— e TRIALS MELD

IViL,. CRININAL

NON- NON-

Y JURY JURY JURY  JUVENILE
32 2 3 5
32 2 3 5
22 1 0 0
10 9 1 0

1 0 0 0
33 1 1 o
139 15 1 60
110 10 2 13
249 25 3 73
49 20 3 1
22 7 2 1
71 27 5 2
137 16 5 219
24 6 4 o
161 22 9 219
345 53 4 N/R
345 53 4 N/R
100 28 8 34
100 28 8 34
6 5 6 1
42 9 5 102
48 14 11 103
170 29 11 30
170 2% 11 30
72 57 12 23
72 51 12 23
64 5 7 3
28 1 0 2
92 6 7 5
1112 536 338 1837
112 536 338 1837
240 3 62 53
240 3 62 53
58 10 0 8
53 10 0 8
20 11 2 2
8 2 ) 10
28 13 2 12
49 22 9 235
49 22 9 235
10 3 0 2
10 3 0 2
37 5 3 8
125 36 6 46
162 41 9 52
8l 16 25 3
59 0 18 8
140 16 43 38
22 4 0 2
18 6 1 4
40 10 1 6
607 121 28 “2
607 101 28 42
222 12 6 2
222 12 6 2
427 132 39 119
427 132 39 119
42 103 1o 51
842 103 10 51
86 12 1 0
86 12 1 0
266 41 8 L
266 4l 8 i
24 2 9 0
24 2 9 0
70 26 9 NR
0 2 9 N/R
5756 1417 648 3022

902

OTHER
CASES

=r0 WOy OO WwWw

Qo Uy e B

coo W

—

——

+0+ 00O wrN ©O0 0O goo co

m— 00 VY om oo

v

NN oo

98

COURTS

TOTAL

43
48

24
12

1
37

243
145
388

89
34
123

389
38
427

432
432

193
193

18
164
182

259
259

182
182

84
121

4105
4105

455
455

77
17

35
S6

321
azi

15
15

66
229
295

156
89
245

34
36
70

867
867

216
276

788
788

1182
L1182

109
109

418
413

38
3A

13
134

11843

TRIAL/DISP
RAY IO
cIviL CRIM.
0.207 O.111
0.207 [ IS 3 §1
0.082 G.023
0.137 0.059
0.027 0.000
0.089 0.029
0. 066 0.081
0.150 0,13%
0,087 0.098
0.059 0.187
0.110 0.117
0.109 G.l160
0.322 0.105
0.039 0.108
0.228 0.106
0.117 0.085
G117 0. 085
0.080 0.097
0. 080 0.097
0,222 0.440
0149 0.111
0. 155 0.166
0.231 0.256
0. 231 0.256
0.088 0.742
0.088 0.742
0.104 0.169
0.225 0.029
0.127 0.124
0.044 0.167
0. 044 0.167
0.173 0.352
0,173 0.352
0,158 0.141
0.158 Qel4l
0.093 0.146
0,072 J.043
0.085 0.111
0.065 0.i03
0.065 0.103
0.062 0.075
0.062 0.075
0. 086 0. 067
0.062 0.096
0.067 0.089
0.189 0,295
2.387 2.360
0. 290 0.360
0.152 J.087
0.071 0.l108
0.096 0.099
0.083 0.076
0.083 0.076
0.208 0.089
0.208 0.089
0.07¢4 0.157
0.074 0.157
0.194 0,087
V. 194 0.387
O.114 0.063
Nelle 0.063
0.267 0. 144
0.267 0.144
0.085 0.159
0.085 0.159
0,079 0.040
0.079 0.040
3.088 0.136

TRIALS
PER JUDGE
NON=~
JURY JURY
5.0 43.0
3.0 34.0
14.5 82.5
22.0 39.5
16.5 197.0
16.6 69.8
16.0 48.3
20.0 162,00
23.5 106.0
37.2 54.0
4.0 52.5
23.0 97.8
24.8 89.0
t1.0 66.9
14.0 42.0
14.0 146.5
3.0 12,0
13.8 45.2
24,0 221.0
19.0 51.0
16.5 62.3
19.0 119.0
24,3 T4.3
27.9 90.3
10.5 4440
22.7 116.7
5.0 33.0
10.6 16.2
19.8 81.4

TERCE CCUNTY SUPERIOR COURTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED ADDITIONAL JUDGES EFFECTEIVE JANUARY 14 1981,
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‘ COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICTY

ASOTIN
COLUMBIA
GARFIELD
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

BENYON
FRANKLIN
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CHELAN
DOUGLAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CLALLAN
JEFFERSON
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

CLARK
# JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COALITZ
& JUCICIAL DISTRICT

FERRY
OKANJGAN
* JUDICTAL OISTRICT

i GRANT
* JUDICIAL OISTRICT

GRAYS HARBOR
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

I SLAND
SAN JUAY
« JUDICIAL OISTRICT

KNG
* JJUDICIAL DISTRICT

KiTSAP
® JUDICIAL OQISTRICT

KITTITAS
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

KLICKITAT
SKAMANLA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICY

LEWLS
* JUDICTAL DISTRICTY

LINCCLN
* JUDICEAL DISTRICT

HASON
THUR STON
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PACIFIC
WAHK [AKUM
+ JUDICILAL DISTRICT

PEND OREILLE
STEVENS
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

PIlERCE
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SKAGILY
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SNOH OMI SH
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SPOKANE
* JUDICIAL QISTRICY

WALLA wALLA
* JUDICTAL DISTRICT

WHAT CCM
* JUDICLAL DISTYRICT

WHITMAN
* JUDLLIAL DISTRICT

YAK [MA
* JUDICIAL DISTRICT

** TOTAL STATE

T ABLE 88

WASHIRGTON

NUMBER
OF
JUDGES

34(1)

4t1)

1)

10

5
nr

------- —~-=~dEfGHTED CASELDAD

JUDICTAL WORKLOAD

SUPERTIOR COURTS

WEIGHTED CASELOAD PER JUDGE

1980

25732
25732

42899
9424
4592

56917

65696.

29628
95324

52707
22501
75209

20295
21533
111828

100862
130862

63333
63333

16591
76540
93131

56362
56362

90723
90723

42308
10489
52797

96867
96867

73758
73158

66611
6é6ll

39639
32120
71760

64786
64786

20124
20124

15831
62445
78276

63536
10392
73928

25234
46242
T1536

135190
135193

77216
77216

102590
102590

80364
80264

57254
57254

88560
88560

35873
39873

90987
90987

90415

1979

25779
25779

31567
13885

3991
49444

60643
27662
88305

49228
2loll
70239

83658
21146
104805

8L790
81790

60253
60253

23352
84955
114308

55538
55538

94690
94692

34067
8590
42658

87373
87373

72695
72695

54413
54413

43951
31610
15561

70714
70714

22721
22721

15031
63221
78253

56104
10000
86104

22678
43997
66669

110438
110438

61265
61265

86907
86907

76368
76368

54180
54180

75959
75959

37436
37636

87070
27070

8l652

PERCENT
CHANGE

~0.2%
=%, 2%

35.9%
~32.1%
15,13
15.12

8.3%
7.1%
7.92%

T.1%
T.1%
7.1

7.9%
1.8%
6.T%

23.32
23,3%

5.1%
5.1%

~1l.43
-l .4%

5.3%
-1.2%
0. 0%

13,22
3.9%
11.8%

11.5%
5.1%
7.3%

22.4%
22. 4%

26.0%
26, 0%

13.0%
18.0%

5.13%
5.1%

5. 72
5.7%

16.6%
16 .63

6. 5%
6.52

4.5%
4.5%

10.7%

HORKLDAD
IN JUDGE
YEARS

(0.47)

{1.04)

(5.95)

12.74)

{ 4. 07}

(7. 88}

(2.97})

{ 1. 69)

12.05)

{3.30)

{1.92)

144.53)

(4.61)

(1.21}),

t1.31)

(2.36}

(0.37}

(6.11)

t1.34)

(1.30}

(20.11}

(2.81)

{11.10%

110.85)

(2.08)

(4,15}

{0.73)

(7.10}
(156.13)

1980

354.0
354.0

629.0
149.0

72.0
850.0

990.5
408. 8
1399.3

872.5
306.5
1179.0

1344.0
326.5
1670.5

1537.6
1537.6

970.3
970.3

221.0
1186.0
1407.0

884,.5
884.5

12499.5
1299.5

727.5
139.5
867.0

1451.7
L451.7

1234.0
1234.0

888. 0
888.0

574.0
424.0
998 .0

1039.0
1039.0

352.0
352.0

222.0
920.6
1142.6

866. 0
112.0
978.0

363.0
752.0
1115. 0

1867.3

1B6T.3

1218.0
1218.0

1503.9
1503.9

1395. 8

1395.8

869.0
869.0

1231.3
1231.3

679.0
679.0

1349 .4
1349.4

1357.7

1979

363.0
363.0

5%4.0
181.0

92.0
847.0

925.8
409.5
1335.3

B96.5
276.5
1173.0

1261.5
265.0
152645

1318.2
1318.2

959.7
959.7

258.0
1123.0
1421.0

914.5
914.5

1248.0
1248.0

585.5
116.5
702.0

1394.5
1394.5

1226.8
1226.8

8:3.0
813.0

604.0
458.0
1062.0

1093.5
1093.5

348.0
348.0

211.2
947.8
1159.0

731.0
129.0
860.0

291.0
T75.0
1066.0

1558.9
1558.9

1041.0
L041.0

1356.6
1356.6

1280.4
128044

903.5
903.5

1144.3
L144.3

670.0
670.0

129446
1294.6

1267.4

FILINGS PER JUDGE-——==~~
PERCENT

CHANGE

-2.58%
~2.5%

9.6%
-17.7%
-21.7%

0. 4%

.7.02
“0.28
4.8%

“2.7%
10, 8%
0.5%

6. 58
23.2¢%
9443

16.6%
16.6%

1.13
1.1%

~25.8%
5.6%
~1.0%

-3.3%
-3.3%

4.1%
4.12

24,33
19.7%
23.5%

4. 1%
413

0. 6%
.63

9.2%
9.27

-5.0%
= Te4%
~6.0%

~5.0%
-5.0%

1.1%
1.1%

S.1¢
~Ze 9%
~1e4%

L8.5%
~13.2%
13.7%

240 T%
~3.0%
4.6%

19.8%
19:8%

17.0%
1L7.02

10. 9%
10.9%

9.0%
9.0%

-3.82
-3.8%

T.6%
T. 6%

1.3%
1.3%

4e2%
4.2

T.1%

(L) KINGy KIYSAP AND PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COWRTS HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED AODITIONAL -JUDGES EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, !781.
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® District Court

* Municipal Court

The 80 Largest Courts of Limited Jurisdiction
based on total filings for 1980

(of 72 District & 149 Municipal Courts »

eporting)
Figure 34




THE COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION

OVERVIEW

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

Table 89
New Filings in the Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

1979 1980 % Change
Criminal Misdemeanor 119,991 141,429 +17.9%
Traffic 835,000* 851,163 +1.9%
Felony Preliminary 9,876 10,324 +4.5%
Civil 69,115 82,632 +19.6%
Small Claims 25,339 30,422 +20.1%

TOTAL CASES
FILED 1,059,321* 1,115,970 +5.3%

*Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts.

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

Table 90
Criminal & Traffic Filings by Jurisdiction
1979 1980 % Change
STATE/COUNTY
Criminal Misd./Felony 57,399 65,600 +14.3%
Traffic 433,000* 426,052 -1.6%
Total State/County 490,399 491,652 +0.3%
MUNICIPAL
Criminal Misdemeanor 72,468 86,153 +18.9%
Traffic 412.000* 425,111 +3.2%
Total Municipal 484,468 511,264 +5.5%

*Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts.

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

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

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

308,073 Cases

601,503
State/County
Matters

DISTRICT COURTS
807,897 Cases

Distribution of 1980 Filings by

Source & Court of Filing
Figure 35

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

The courts of limited jurisdiction conducted more trials
in 1980 than in any previous year. However, a smaller
proportion of civil and small claims cases were decided
by trial than in 1979. Little change occurred in the
manner by which criminal and traffic cases were disposed
compared to 1979.
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THE COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION

INTAKE

The courts of limited jurisdiction process flve dli‘StImCt

types of cases: Criminal hgisd%mef?réor,c?‘fillmgl;(li é: rgzlyl
iminary matters), lratlic,

ggin?sr.cgrimingl and traffic cases.are_ﬁlqd by state zlil{llcé
county law enforcement personnel in district courts w 1el
those initiated by municipal law enfo_rcemen.t personn t
are filed either in a municipal court or in the c}lstrlci:t ciur
with whom tneir city contracts for court serv1cc;s.d ac ;)}:s
considered to influence the v.olume of cases 'fIIC- 1m e-:
courts of limited jurisdiction 1pclude: pOpl.llatIOn,f t:aw er;_
forcement staff levels, allocation and pol_lcy; tra 1‘c pa -
terns and changes in traffic anq criminal laws; civi
jurisdictions and economic and social patterns.

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

Small Claims 3%

{Major 7%)

.....

(Minor 69%)

Traffic
76%

Distribution of 1980 Filings
Figure 36

Criminal Filings

imi i filed in
ere 97,350 criminal mlsderqeanor cases .

th;r Egﬁ't‘z of limited jurisdiction during 1980 mchéd:;rlxg
39,035 from state/county law enforcement and 58,

82

i istri ts also re-
municipal law enforcement. l?ls"mct cour S
iﬁ%a 10,323 felony filings for preliminary proceedings.

The misdemeano
the trend establishe
figure 33). This corresponds to a

felony filings in the superior courts.

Year
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980

Table 91

Crimina! Cases Filed

Misdemeanor
97,350
102,981 +5.8%
110,643 +7.4%
117,471 +6.2%
119,991 +2.2%
141,429 +17.9%

rs filed during 1980 were well above
d over the previous five years. (See
similar increase for

Felony
7,642
9,083 +18.9%
6,731  -259%
7,524  +11.8%
9876 +31.3%
10,324  +4.5%

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction
Misdemeanor Cases Filed: 1975-1980

125,000

100,000

76,000

50,000

25,0004

—125,000

--100,000

— 75,000

50,000

25,000

Figure 37

Misdemeanor filings increased both from state/county
law enforcement (+16.3%) and from municipal law en-
forcement (+18.9%). Possible reasons may include, (1) a
general emphasis on criminal investigation and crack-
downs by law enforcement throughtout the state, and,
(2), a general rise in crime. (FBI early release data shows
a 15% increase in reported crimes in'Seattle and Tacoma
and a 5% increase in Spokane.)

The major portion of the 1980 increase in misdemeanor
filings was in King, Spokane and Yakima Counties. There

were slight decreases in Pierce, Thurston and eight other
counties.

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

Table 92
Felony Filings: District Courts vs Superior Courts
o © . 1979 1980 % Change
King County Superior Court = 2,659 3,603 +35.5%

King County District Courts ' . 6,402 6,566 +2.6%

State Less King County* o
Superior Courts © 9,515 11,140 +17.1% -
District Courts 3474 3,762 +8.3%

“*This includes those counties in which felony preliminary mat-

ters are not filed in the district courts.

Traffic Filings

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

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

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

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction
Traffic Cases Filed: 1975~1980

Tr—ep_d‘,..——
800,000 800,000
600,000 600,000
400,000—] 400,000
200,000 - 200,000
]
1975 1976 f'sv% 1978 1979 1980
Figure 38
Table 93
Traffic Cases Filed
Year Filings % Change
1975 715,447 —_
1976 746,510 +4.3%
1977 820,030 +9,9%
1978 855,726 +4.4%
1979 833,000% -2.7%
1980 851,163 +2.2%

* Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts.

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

Table 94
Filings: Major Traffic vs Minor Traffic
1979 1980 % Change
Major Traffic Cases Filed 83,650* 82,296 -1.6%

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

*Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts.

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

Civil and Small Claims Filings

There were 82,632 civil cases filed in 1980 along with
30,422 small claims actions. These case volumes were far
above trends established during the period 1971 through
1978. The increases in filings for both types of cases
coincide with the 1979 increase in civil and small claims
jurisdictions. (See figure 35.)

Table 95
Civil & Smalil Claims Cases Filed

Year Civil Small Claims

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

When civil jurisdiction for district courts was increased
from $1,000 to $3,000, a diversion of civil cases frprp
superior courts to district courts was expected. While civil
filings in the district courts have incrcas;d dramatically
since then, there has not been a proportionate dem:ease
in the number of tort, commercial and property rights
cases filed in the superior courts. The civil jurisdiction of
district courts is scheduled to be further increased to
$5,000 in July, 1981. While civil filings in Qistrict courts
can be expected to increase stili furthe.r, the impact on the
superior courts, if any, cannot be predicted.
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Table 96 L
Civil Filings: Superior and District Courts ‘
Superior District . . :
Year Courfs* Courts Total % Change
1975 28,119 48,070 76,189 —
1976 28,419 = 46,750 75,169 ‘j—l.3%
1977 30,919 50,681 81,600  +8.6%
1978 32,029 52,948 84,977  +4.1%
1979 36,421 69,115 105,536  +24.2%
1980 38,268 82,632 120,900 = +14.6%
*Includes only tort, commercial and property rights
cases.

COURT ACTIVITY

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

Trials

Courts of limited jurisdiction held more trials in 1980
than in any previous year. Of the 138,815 trials held,
1,724 or 1.2% were before a jury.

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

Table 97
Trials vs Cases Filed
Cases " Jury Trials Non-Jury Trials

Year Filed Trials . Ratio* Trials Ratio*
1975 889,288 1,223 1,38 84,103 946
1976 926,235 1,355 - 1.46 89,087  '96.2
1977 1,009,159 1,657 1.64 102,397 101.5
1978 - 1,055,125 1,555 . 1.47 109,286 101.4
1979 1,059,321**  1.636 1.54 105,000%* . 99,1
1980 1,115,970 1,724 1.54 137,091 122.8
*Trials per 1000 cases filed _
**Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts

Disposition of Criminal Cases

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

Table 98
Disposition of Criminal Misdemeanors
(1979 proportions are shown in parentheses)

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

Deferred 10,300 11.7% ( 9.5%)
Acquitted 10,181 11.6% ( 15.4%)

Convicted by Plea or Trial 38,184 43.3% ( 41.8%)
Total Reported Disposed* 88,158 100.0% (100.0%)
*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all misde-

meanors disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction. Disposi-
tion data was not reported by some courts.

Disposition of Traffic Cases

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

Table 99
Disposition of Traffic Cases
(1979 proportions are shown in parentheses)

Manner of Disposition Major Traffic Minor Traffic
Change of Venue 383 1,801

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

8.6% (12.8%) 80.1% (78.8%)
Dismissed or Prose-

cution Deferred 3,103 6,738
12% ( 6.5%) 1.1% ( 1.3%)
Acquitted 3,403 9,334

7.9% ( 9.8%) 1.6% ( 1.9%)
Convicted by Plea
or Trial 32,517 99,654
154% (70.9%) _16.9% (18.0%)
Total Reported
Disposed* 43,137 590,952
100.0% 100.0%
*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all traffic
cases disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction, Disposition
data was not reported by some courts.
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Disposition of Civil Cases

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

Table 100
Disposition of Civil Cases
(1979 proportions are shown in parentheses)

Manner of Dispesition Disposed 1980 (1979)
Dismissed 3,103 7.1% (11.3%)
Default Judgment 28,061 64.2% (65.3%)
Settlement 10,361 23.7% (14.2%)
Tried 2,172 50% ( 9.2%)
Total Reported Disposed* 43,797 100.0%

*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all civil cases
disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction. Disposition data
was not reported by some courts. Change of venue dispositions
(100) not included.

Disposition of Small Claims Cases

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

Table 101
Disposition of Small Claims
(1979 proportions are shown in parentheses)

Manner of Disposition Disposed 1980 (1979)

Dismissed 2,007 13.9% (16.0%)
Default Judgment 4,485 31.0% (27.7%)
Settiement 3,840 266% (21.9%)
Tried 3,207 222% (28.4%)
Transferred to Civil 918 6.3% (N/R)

Total Reported Disposed* 14,797 100.0%

*The total reported disposed does NOT represent all small
claims cases disposed by the courts of limited jurisdiction; dis-
position data was not reported by some courts. Change of venue
dispositions (340) not included.

Sentencing Guidelines

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

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

Table 102
Sentencing Guidelines Cases: July, 1979-July, 1980
TRAFFIC
Driving While Intoxicated 1,310 71.0%
Reckless Driving 121 6.5%
Driving While License Suspended 415 22.5%
TOTAL TRAFFIC 1,846 100.0%
MISDEMEANOR
Simple Assault 117 25.7%
Theft, Third Degree 158 34.6%
Shoplifting 160 35.1%
Unlawful Issuance of Bank Check 21 4.6%
TOTAL MISDEMEANOR 456  100.0%

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

Table 103
Relation of Misdemeanor Sentences to Guidelines
(Sentencings Reported: July, 1979-July, 1980)
Below Within Above

Offense Guideline Guideline Guideline
Simple Assault 34.2% 51.3% 14.5%
Theft, Third Degree 9.5% 65.2% 25.3%
Shoplifting 3.1% 84.4% 12.5%
Unlawful Issuance

of Bank Check 19.0% 66.7% 14.3%

All Misdemeanors Reported 13.8% 68.4% 17.8%

NOTE: This data does not represent all misdemeanants sen-
tenced in the courts of limited jurisdiction but only
those for whom sentencing guidelines worksheets were
submitted for the collection of statistical information.
Because of the voluntary nature of guidelines use, this
does not represent a random sample.

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

Table 104
Relation of Traffic Offender Sentences to Guidelines
(Sentencings Reported: July, 1979-July, 1980)

Below Within Above
Offense Guideline Guideline Guideline
DWI (Prior to Jan. 1, 1980) 14.9% 59.5% 25.6%
DWI (Jan. 1, 1980, and after) 17.6% 33.9% 48.5%

Reckiess Driving 13.2% 70.2% 16.5%
Driving While License Sus-
pended 15.2% 61.9% 22.9%

All Traffic Offenses Reported  15.7% 53.0% 31.3%

NOTE: This data does not represent all sentences for the indi-
f:ated Frafﬁc offenses but only those for whom sentenc-
ing guidelines worksheets were submitted for the collec-
tion of statistical information; because of the voluntary

nature of guidelines use, this data does not represent a
random sample.

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

Revenue Resulting from Court Activity

_ A total of $38 million was received in the courts of
limited jurisdiction during 1980 from fees, fines and bail
forfeitures. This figure was 10.3% more than in 1979, an
Increase greater than demonstrated by the caseloads of
the district and municipal courts.

Receipts for civil and small claims filing fees almost
doubled from 1979 to 1980 and reflected not only the
increase case filings but also an increase in filing fees for
both civil ($6 to $12) and small claims (31 to $5) during
the year. Receipts from fines and bail forfeitures for
traffic cases increased by 7.5%, even though the number
of cases filed increased only 1.9% and the conviction rate
for traffic cases did not change.

Table 105
Receipts from Fees, Fines & Forfeitures
1979 1980 % Change
Criminal Mis-

demeanors $ 4,198,961 $ 5,102,585 +21.5%
Traffic Cases 29,975,563 32,210,720 +7.5%

Civil/Small Claims
Filings 433,559 855,254 +97.3%
Total Receipts* $34,608,083 $38,168,559* +10.3%

*'Does‘not_ include $5,080,076 reported received in 1980 for park-
Ing citations. (909,614 parking citations were reported as filed
in the courts of limited jurisdiction during 1980.)
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OUTLOOK

The greatest changes anticipated by courts of limited
Jjurisdiction during 1981 are the decriminalization of traf-
fic offenses and the implementation of electronic record-
ing of courtroom proceedings.

Decriminalization creates an entirely new type of case
for the district and municipal courts—the TRAFFIC IN-
FRACTION. Preliminary data indicates that (1), filings
will increase, and, (2) revenue generated from penalties
imposed for traffic infractions will also increase over cur-
rent revenue levels for traffic bail forfeitures. Concurrent
with the implementation of traffic infractions is the im-
plementation of a new uniform penalty schedule. The new
penalty schedule calls for monetary penalties that, in
most cases, are higher than set by bail schedules in the
past.
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On July 1, 1981, the civil jurisdiction of the district
courts will be increased from $3,000 to $5,000. Based on
the increase in civil caseloads coincident with the last
increase in civil jurisdiction, a further increase in civil
case filings can be expected.

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

i
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Table 106
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICT TON
CASELOAD HISTORY
District Courts 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
STATE/COUNTY MATTERS
Criminal Misdemeanor 42,776 43,073 44,280 47,523 55,276
Major Traffic 377,344 412,419 448,477 41,500* 38,346
Minor Traffic 391,500* 387,706
Civil 46,750 50,681 51,023 67,106 79,429
Small Claims 20,911 21,074 21,456 25,339 30,422
Felony Preliminary 9,083 6,731 7,524 9,876 10,324
TOTAL STATE/COUNTY MATTERS 496,864 533,978 572,760 582,844 601,503
MUNICIPAL MATTERS
Criminal Misdemeanor 30,176 24,191 26,031 23,230 28,472
Major Traffic 16,650% 16,114
Minor Traffic 147,035 147,177 155,407 154,550* 161,808
TOTAL MUNICIPAL MATTERS 177,211 171,368 181,438 194,430 206,394
Total District Court Caseloads 674,075 705,346 754,198 777,274 807,897
Municipal Courts 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
MUNICIPAL MATTERS
Criminal Misdemeanor 30,029 43,379 47,160 49,238 57,681
Major Traffic 222,131 260,434 251,842 25,500* 27,836
Minor Traffic 205,300* 219,353
Civil N/R N/R 1,925%% 2,009** 3,203**
TOTAL MUNICIPAL MATTERS 252,160 303,813 300,927 282,047 308,073
Total Municipal Court Caseloads 252,160 303,813 300,927 282,047 308,073
All Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
CRIMINAL MISDEMEANOR
State/County 42,776 43,073 44,280 47,523 55,276
Municipal 60,205 67,570 73,191 72,468 86,153
TOTAL CRIMINAL MISDEMEANOR 102,981 110,643 117,471 119,991 141,429
TRAFFIC
State/County 377,344 412,419 448,477 433,000* 426,052
Municipal 369,166 407,611 407,249 402,000* 425111
TOTAL TRAFFIC 746,510 820,030 855,726 835,000 851,163
CIVIL 46,750 50,681 52,948 69,115 82,632
SMALL CLAIMS 20,911 21,074 21,456 25,339 30,422
FELONY PRELIMINARY 9,083 6,731 7,524 9,876 10,324
Total Caseloads 926,235 1,009,159 1,055,125 1,059,321 1,115,970
*Adjusted for estimated under-reporting by courts.
**Seattle Municipal Court
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COUNTY/COURT

ADAMS COUNTY
OTHELLO DIST.CT.
OTHELLO
RITZVILLE DIST.CT.
RITZVILLE
TOT AL ADANS COUNTY

ASOTIN COUNTY
ASOVIN DIST.CT.
ASOTIN MUNI.CT.
CLARKSTON MUNT.CT,

TOTAL ASOTIN COUNTY

BENTON COUNTY
BENTON DIST.CT. #1
BENTON CITY
RICHLAND
We RICHLAND
BENYON DIST.CT. #2
KENNEWICK
PRCSSER MUNI.CT.
TOTAL BENTON CUDUNTY

CHELAN COUNTY
CHELAN DIST.CT.
WENATCHEE
CHELAN MUNI.CT.
ENTIAT HUNI.CT.
LEAVENWORTH HUNI.CT.
TOTAL CHELAN CUUNTY

CLALLAM COUNTY
CLALLAM DIST.CT.
SEQUIM
FORKS DIST.CT.
FORKS MUNI.CT.
PORT ANGELES MUNI.CT.
TUTAL CLALLAM COWNTY

CLARK COUNTY
CLARK J1ST.CT,
CAHAS
LA CENTER
VANCOUVER
YACOLT

BATTLE GROUND MUNI.CT.

WASHOUGAL HUNILCT.
TOTAL CLARK COUNTY

COLUMBIA COUNTY
COLUMBIA DIST.CT,
DAYTON MUNI.CT.

TOTAL COLUMBIA COUNTY

COWLITZ COUNTY
COWLITZ DIST.CT.
KALAMA
KELSO
LONGVIEW
WOODL AND
CASTLE ROCK MUNI.CT.
TOTAL COWLETZ COUNTY

DOUGLAS COUNTY
DOUGLAS DIST.CT.
WATERVILLE
BRIDGPORT MUNE.CT.

E. WENATCHEE MUNI.CT.

TOTAL DOUGLAS COUNTY

FERRY COUNTY
FERRY DIST.CT.
REPUBLIC MUNI.CY,
TUTAL FERRY COUNTY

FRANKLIN COUNTY
FRANKLIN DIST.CT.
CONNELL MUNI.CT.
KAHLOTUS MUNL.CT,
MESSA MUNILCT.
PASCO MUNI.CT .

TOTAL FRANKLIN COUNTY

GARFIELOD COUNTY
GARFIELD DIST.CT,
POMEROY HUNI.CT.

TOTAL GARFIELD. COUNTY

GRANT COUNTY
GRANT DIST.CT.
EPHRATA
MATTAWA
MOSES LAKE
SOAP LAKE
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COUNTY/COURT

ADANS COUNTY
OTHELLD OIST.CT.
OTHELLO
RITZVILLE DIST.CT.
RITZVILLE
TOTAL ADAMS COUNTY

ASOTIN COUNTY
ASOTIN DIST.CT.
ASOT IN MUNi.CT.
CLARKSTON MUNI.CY.

TOTAL ASDTIN COUNTY

BENTCN COUNTY
BENTON DIST.CT. #1
BENTON CITY
RICHLAND
We RICHLAND
BENTON DIST.CT, 42
KENNE WICK
PROSSER MUN1.CT.
TOTAL BENTON COUNTY

CHELAN COUNTY
CHELAN DIST.CT.
WENATCHEE
CHELAN MUNI.CT.
ENTIAT MUNL.CT.
LEAVENNORTH HMUNI.CT,
TOTAL CHELAN COUNTY

CLALLAM COUNTY
CLALLAM DIST.CT.
SEQUiN
FORKS DIST.CT.
FORKS MUNI.CY.
PORT ANGELES MUNI.CT.
TOTAL CLALLAM COUNTY

CLARK COUNTY
CLARK JIST.CY.
AHAS

LA CENTER
VANCGUVER
YACOLT
BATTLE GROUND MUNI.CT.
WASHUUGAL MUNI.CT,
TOTAL CLARK COUNTY

COLUMBIA COUNTY
COLUMBIA DIST.CT.
DAYTON MUNL.CT.

TOTAL COLUMBIA CUWNTY

CGhLITZ COUNTY
COWLITZ DIST.CY.
KALAMA
KELSO
LUNGVIEW
«00DL AND
CASTLE ROCK MUNI.CTY.
TOTAL COWLIFZ COUNTY

DOUGLAS COUNTY
DOUGLAS DIST.CT,
WATERVILLE
BRIDGPORT MUNI.CT.
Eo WENATCHEE AUNI.CT,
TGTAL DOUGLAS COUNTY

FERRY COUNTY
FERRY DIST.CT.
REPUBLIC MUNI.CT.
TOTAL FERRY CJUUNTY

FRANKLIN COUNTY
FRANKLIN DIST.CT.
CONNELL MUNIL.CT.
KAHLOTUS MUNILCT.
MESSA MUNI.CT.
PASCO MUNI.CT.

TOTAL FRANKLIN CGUNTY

GARFIELD COUNTY
GARFIELD DIST.CT.
POMEROY MUNI.CT.

TOTAL GARFIELD COUNTY

GRANT COUNTY
GRANT OIST.CT.
EPHRAT A
MATTAKA
MOSES LAKE
SOAP LAKE
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$529, 471 $L1,378
5,821 0
1254936 [+]
284,489 0
81562 o
1Te9217 a
$972,206 $11,378
$123,038 $4,954
70 )
3,528 0
47,689 0
$174,325 344954
$31,400 $919
84667 aq
$40,067 $919
$152,825 $13,4968
6¢401 0
Q 0
65 Q
128,832 0
$288,123 $13,968
$94673 171
316179 1]
$13,352 $171
$354,216 $9,279
174632 4]
802 0
61,651 J
2,071 [¢]

TOTAL

$111,934

1,805
32674475

$39,668
85350
13,069
$6L.087

$220,993
84627
187,831
37,689
350,938
2794354
43,900
$1,129,332

$434,308
67,097
869364
485
1,918
35704172

$282, 044
364699
87,096
72,082

135,547

$613,468

$14524,528
39,855
64616
2144354
1,241
174641
43,228
$1,847,263

$23,025
11,509
$34,534

$5404849
6y 441
133,937
2844489
10+ 186
21,810
$997,712

$141,303
260
44555
524466
$198.584

$43,200
13,986
$57.186

$167,363
6:929

0

65
128,832
$303.189

$13,500
34679
$174179

$411,231
21,050
856
761384
24920
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WA SHINGYON COQURTS 0F LIMITED JURISDICTION

BAIL FORFEITWRES, TRIALS AND RECELPTS
CASES FILED IN 1980

f BAIL FORFEITURES nerTRIALR v RECEIPTS - -
mmmmmm e e ein =~ STATE/ COUNTY  MATTERS MUNICIPAL MATTERS-===== TOTAL NON- CIVIL &
CRIN. KaJOR  HINOR SMALL CRIN.  MAJOR  MINDR ALL ! FOUNTY/COURT CRIN. TRAFFIC Jury JuRY CRIMINAL  TRAFFIC  SM.CLAIMS ToTAL
COUNTY/COURT HISD. TRAF, TRAF. FELONY CIVIL CLAIMS  TOTAL MISD.  TRAF. TRAF.  TOTAL  MATTERS ! COULEE CITY MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 50 $0 0 $0
COULEE CITY MUNI.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o i L LG ATy MUNI.CT. ! “7 0 S za0 2,261 0 24561
ELECTRIC CITY MINI.CT. O 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 92 106 106 ; GRAND COULEE MUNI.CT 2 92 . P o 0 0 )
GEORGE MURI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! QUINCY MUNI.CT. 60 147 S 14 90 5,585 0 5,675
GRAND COULEE MUNI.CT. 0 2 o 0 0 0 3 8 7 152 207 207 ; WARDEN MUNI.CT. 4 A b 15 12,736 34 0 444227
QUINCY MUNI.CT. [ 0 0 ] [ [ [ 281 54 376 711 711 ' TOTAL GRANT COUNTY ¥ M 0 516 49593 4 5¢109
WARDEN MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 35 224 288 288 i 357 6231 L4 4320 380,412 $480,302 $94279 $569,993
TOTAL GRANT COUNTY 1624 813 -~ 9637 88 164 452 13378 1042 713 2658 4413 17791 i GRAYS HARBOR COUNT
GRAYS HARBOR COUNT GRAYS HARBOR DIST.cT.1 252 3045 21 348 $414877  $248,863 55,104 $295,864
GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.1 658 391 3396 227 319 245 $306 0 0 0 0 5306 GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.2 995 3043 . To 2.817 13,314 0 23,791
MONTE SANO 0 0 ] 0 [ 0 74 78 308 460 460 ABERDEEN MUNI.CT. 514 200 M 610 664648 199,541 8,841 275,030
GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.2 1181 357 3346 0 173 302 5957 0 0 a 0. 5957 COSMOPOLLS MUNILCT 1 80 : B Lo7.40 129+806 0 2284269
ABERDEEN HUNI.CT. o 0 a 0 0 0 0 2373 376 3699 6448 6448 COMA MONI.CT . - 3 3 20 544 8,069 0 8613
COSMOPOLIS 4UNILCT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 14 35 307 356 356 HOQUIAR HUSES + CT + 0 0 o L4 8,381 33,623 0 42,004
ELMA AUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 120 112 441 673 673 MC CLEARY MUNILCT 1 136 S ¢ 14,886 134,639 0 149,525
HOQUIAH HUNI.CT. 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 333 514 1081 1928 1928 ! DARVILLE HUNT.CT. 0 116 S 16 2y 605 10,690 0 13,295
MC CLEARY HUNILCT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 67 42 256 365 365 ; QCEAN SHORES HUNL.CT 17 36 5 22 1,420 13,403 0 14,823
OAKVILLE MUNE.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 29 244 301 301 ' WESTPORF MUNL.CT. 26 9% ° 0 2,002 20,214 0 22,216
OCEAN SHORES HUNILCT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 412 463 463 TOTAL GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY . 39 ’ 409 6,861 0 7,270
WESTPORT MUNL.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91 4 192 357 357 . 1941 9336 T2 2557 $250,052  $816,703  $13,945  $1,080,700
TOTAL GRAYS HARBOR CO. 1839 748 6740 237 1152 547 11263 3151 1260 6940 11351 22614
, TSLAND COUNTY
I SLAND COUNTY ‘ égb::glﬂ?;‘ﬁz; or 39; 2886 26 468 $26,269 . $222,977 $2, 106 $251, 352
{SLANG DIST.CT. 1106 414 3453 ¢ 172 1 5256 2 0 0 0 5256 | CANGLEY RanrocroCTe 2 65 0 1 73 3,612 0 3,685
COUPEVILLE AUNILCT. 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 3 16 67 a6 86 i 0AK HARBOR SUNI.CT 40 1512 9 17 564 8,390 0 54954
LANGLEY MUNL.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 25 164 212 212 ! TOTAL ISLAND COUNTY 54 z 3 50 1,812 84,865 0 85,677
0AK HARBOR HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 66 153 1715 1934 1934 : 4547 29 536 $28,718  $319,844 $24106 $350,653
TOTAL ISLAND COUNTY 1106 414 3453 0 172 111 5256 92 196 196 2232 7488 JEFFERSON COUNTY
JEFFERSON COWNTY 1 R S LA 33 893 5 297 $104691 $77,127 sLo217 589,035
JEFFERSON DIST.CT. 305 138 1364 7 107 78 1999 0 0 0 0 1999 j QUILCENE DisToerLCT A ‘ 8 10 49271 2,632 0 6903
We JEFFERSON DIST.CT. 111 [ 33 [} ] 0 144 0 0 [ 0 144 : PORT TOWNSEND MUNI«CT 24 170 0 t 910 2 0 910
QUILCENE DIST .CT. 23 0 0 0 ] 0 23 0 0 0 0 23 : TOTAL JEFFERSAN COUNTY - o L 371 61697 40,331 o 47,4025
PURT TOWNSEND PUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 149 113 479 741 741 Lot 14 679 $22,569  $120,090 s1,217 $143,876
TOTAL JEFFERSUN COUNTY 439 138 1397 7 107 78 2166 149 113 479 741 2907 ! KING COUNTY
¥
KING COUNTY i Alzgg:;NmST-CT- 46 4693 15 1669 $30,4958 $262,438 $114240 $304,736
AIRPORT DIST.CT. 1103 837 6719 0 958 401 10018 0 0 0 0 10018 : AUKEEN DIST.CT 161 5741 5 96 Pt S 3 231843
NJRMANDY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 62 607 691 691 ] AUBURN i a0 25 2296 764239 339,037 29,509 444,785
AUKEEN DIST.CT. 2002 934 9611 o 2837 935 16319 0 0 0 o 16319 : KENT 20 4 2 286 61417 97, 845 0 104,262
AUBURN ) 0 o 0 0 0 31 163 8156 8410 8410 | BELLEVUE DIST.CT : P L 9Le 54:907 240,505 0 295,412
KENT a 0 o 0 0 o 1079 922 1008 9009 9009 ! LLEVUE DIST.CT. H 2333 14 1615 11,406 226,010 22 4868 260,284
BELLEVUE DIST.CT. 31t 903 2896 o 2075 673 6858 o 0 [ 0 6858 i CLYDE HILL 1 o} 15 1479 84,014 369,904 0 453,918
BELLEVUE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1284 1825 9397 12506 12506 i HUNTS POINT 0 23 o 28 586 15,671 0 161257
CLYDE HILL 0 0 3 2 0 0 2 10 105 267 382 382 | MED IHA ° 2 0 3 101 1,827 0 1,928
HUNTS PDINT o 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 12 29 49 49 { VARRON POINT ! o 1 26 56 74934 9 84690
HED INA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 62 129 219 219 FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT 292 15506 ? ! o 44883 0 41883
YARROW POINT a 0 9 0 0 0 0 1 9 114 124 124 ISSAQUAH DIST.ET. 138 11541 ; 1703 SN b e PN
FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT. 1687 1042 20912 0 1365 365 25371 0 0 0 0 25371 Tssaquan " 8 su 24 1763 27,483 652,622 5,792 685,897
ISSAQUAH DIST .CT. 1017 127 14900 0 526 L4 17714 9 0 0 0 17714 NORTH BEND ; i, N 227 0 28,562 0 28,562
[ SSAQUAH 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 147 92 1080 1319 1319 SNOQUALMIE a 622 . 0 1,882 0 1,882
NORTH BEND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 30 131 190 190 HERCER 1SLAND DIST.CT » 1253 L 52 0 5¢832 o 5,832
S NOQUALMIE 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 25 37 735 197 797 MERCER ISLAND 80 1065 2 409 399 99,743 3,093 103,235
MERCER ISLAND DIST.CT. 28 397 1855 0 277 76 2433 0 0 0 0 2433 NORTHEAST DIST.CT. 497 aie 15 Sa7 b+ 73100 . 30444
MERCER 1SLAND g 0 o 0 0 0 324 299 1584 2207 2207 BOTHE L. o a47 ? 2907 43,598 473,984 294494 547,076
NORTHEAST DIST.CT. 1500 981 19583 0 2722 697 16483 0 0 0 0 16483 RARNATION 5 . 3 279 64104 58,241 0 644345 |
BOTHEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 210 192 1635 2037 2037 KIRKL AND 4 7582 : 51 1,073 50438 0 64511
CARNAT ION 0 0 0 ) 0 2 0 35 18 L44 197 197 REDHOND 9 1949 ! o714 12,260 139,236 0 2014436
KLRKLAND 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 282 257 9836 10375 10375 | SKYKOH 1SH o M4 1 846 20, 300 1450174 0 1654474
REDHOND 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 426 391 3223 4040 4040 i RENTON DIST.CT. 67 7154 1 12 83 20503 0 2,588
SKYKOHISH 0 3 0 0 0 0 9 7 52 68 68 i ROXBURY DIST.CT. 18 4209 4 2511 16,012 350,018 19,814 385,844
RENTON DIST.CT. 955 583 11079 4 1738 570 15029 0 0 [} 0 15029 i SEATTLE DIST.CT. i14 P 27 1497 204 229 297,338 8,056 325,623
ROXBURY DIST.CT. 845  2l62 5826 0 689 254 9815 0 0 0 0 9815 i SHORELINE DIST.CT. 103 6347 3 3366 etk e S IR “
SEATYLE DIST.CT. 1934 1925  B3BA 6562 16846 - 344k 38199 0 0 0 0 38199 | VASHON ISLAND DIST.CT. 17 105 t s e A M. 12.820
SHORELINE DI ST.CT. 1234 1183 as17 0o 1006 346 12386 ¢ 0 0 0 12386 ) ALGONA MUNI.CT. 0 180 0 a R L1y 1,036 12,110 |
VASHON ISLAXD DIST.CY. 91 170 215 0 67 51 534 9 0 0 0 534 : BUACK DI AMOND NUNI.CT b sz 23 ale 22,182 2 22,596 |
ALGONA HUNLLCT. 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 3l 3l 505 567 567 ! DES MOINES MUNI.CT. 12 1065 o a7 e it o lnos
BLACK 3 IAMOND MUNI.CT. O 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 15 973 1023 1023 ] EROMCLAN BTt 12 963 0 337 910 111,173 0 112,083
OES MDINES MUNILCT. 0 0 0 0 a 0 o 275 202 1644 2121 2121 ! PACIFIC MUNI.CT. 2 o tie 74956 244571 0 32,527
ENUMCLAR HUNILCT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 158 177 404 739 739 ‘ RENTON HUNT.CT. 398 4958 2 o 260 190579 0 19,939
PACIFIC MUNI.CT. a 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 52 188 857 357 ; SEATTLE MUNI.CT o762 8287 8 1363 108,471 356,254 0 4641525
RENTON HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1796 720 7592 10108 10108 : TUKWILA MUNI.CTo e 2877 196 14602 740,361 34532,776 15,542 442884679
SEATTLE MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31159 14107 108124 156299¢  156299% ! TOTAL KING COUNTY i Y o 13703 119,288 0 196,951
TUKKILA SUNI.CT, 0 0 6 0 0 0 o 1224 230 3496 4950 4950 9314 19442l 502 «el9t $15474972  $94702,465  $311,145 $11,561,082
TOTAL KING COUNTY 11807 12244 191401 6566 31105 8036 171159 38705 20017 167653 229578+ 400737 K1TSAP COUNTY
KITSAP COUNTY ] KITSAP DIST.CT. M H 2132 17 605 $13,874  $200,965 $4,833 219,672
KITSAP DIST.CT. 41 326 413 3973 0 352 166 5328 0 0 0 0 5328 KITSAP DIST.CT. #2 ]! sist ; 1 31302 341146 0 39,448 |
PORT ORCHARD 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 249 144 657 1050 1050 BREMERT QN MUN1.CT 5 3606 2 o o603 IR 6582 e |
KITSAP DIST.CT. K2 886 858 7007 a 594 183 9528 2 ) 0 0 9528 i WINSLOW MUNI.CT. 0 325 ; Lo o103 2T p 335019
BREMERTON MUNL.CT. o 0 0 0 0 0 0 2139 652 . 6497 9288 9288 ! TOTAL K ITSAP COUNFY 9 48 0 33,639 0 33,639
W INSLOn HUNI o CF 0 o o ° o ° b 29 3% e06 o1 ppe :’ 84 11502 82 2686 $142,283  $868,319 511,422  $1,022,024
TOTAL KITSAP CUUNTY 1210 1331 10980 0 986 349 14856 2417 828 7760 11005 25861 ! KITTITAS COUNTY .
- UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 125 4468 3 158 $13,811 3260
KITTITAS CUUNTY ' v 442 $916 $2751169 ,
UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 268 201 515 0 78 4 5908 0 0 0 0 5908 e tieNsouRG T e % 1 253 1275 A 31763 304,922 .
LOMER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 540 369 6202 0 581 127 7819 2 0 o 0 7819 KITTITAS v 32 0 2% 12,133 6166 0 784901
4oy ENS BURG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 357 152 1320 1829 1829 GLE ELUN MUNI cT 1 2 6 1,094 8,975 0 10,069
RITTITAS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 96 114 1% ROSLYN MUNI.CTe - 3 45 : 28 2,395 7,071 0 94466
CLE ELUM HUNT.CT. 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 70 26 69 165 165 ‘ S. CLE ELUM HUNI.CT. 2 [ ° 4 S AR 0 44595
RCSLYN HUNI.CT, 0 ) 9 ) 0 ) 9 9 12 79 100 100 TOTAL KITTITAS CCUNTY 2 8 \ 30 ! ! 2
S. CLE ELUM MUNI.CT. 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 3 421 lid8o 8 1151 $48,050  $628,411 $6 4681 $683,162
TOTAL KITTITAS COWNTY 808 570 11517 0 659 113 13727 457 190 1564 2211 15938
* TNCLUDES 32)3 CIVIL CASES FILED IN SEATTLE MUNICIPAL COURT.
;
!
;
|
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WASHINGTCN COURTS aF LIMITED JURISDICTION

BAIL FORFEITWRES, TRIALS AND R i
CASES FILED IN 1980 ' s ECEIPTS

S SEATE/CUUNTY MATT ERS =~ mmmmmm e “eoeeHUNICIPAL KT TERS--=-- ToTAL ‘ . BAIL FORFEITURES SRR v & -
CRIM. HAJOR  HINOR SMALL CRIMs  MNAJ NOR : OUNTY/COURT CRIM. TRARFIC
€ UUNTY/COURT MiSD. TRAF. TRAF. FELONY CIVIL CLAIHS  TOTAL MISD. TRAF.  TRAF.  TOTAL  MATTERS i F JURY JURY CRININAL  TRAFFIC  SH.CLAIMS TovAL
i KJ.:CKUATL COUNT ¥
KLICK ITAT COUNTY . EAST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 55 1545
EAST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 266 115 2148 0 30 156 2775 ¢ 0 0 0 2175 WEST KLICKITAY DIST.CT. 52 553 g zlg; “3,';:: ‘2:’223 l‘ﬁg “25"{23
WEST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 250 83 1029 0 39 341 1742 1 o [ o 1742 : BINGEN 3 54 3 23 984 11,897 o 12,801
BINGEN 0 0 i 0 [ 0 30 31 156 7 217 i WHITE SALMON 1 60 3 31 2,429 11,530 p 13959
WHITE SALMON 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 47 19 267 333 333 : GOLOENDALE MUN1.CT. 11 50 0 39 2,559 10,533 0 12,897
GOLDENDALE YUNT.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 04 3t e 211 211 TOTAL KLICKITAT COUNTY 120 2259 9 405 $29,944 $169,970 $1,944 201,856
TOTAL KLICKITAT COUNTY 516 258 EYS £ 0 69 497 4517 141 81 539 761 5218 ! ' ' '
LEWIS COUNTY
LEWIS COUNTY LEWIS DIST.CT. 207 1614 6
LEWIS DIST.CT. 993 829 9306 56 507 370 12061 0 0 0 [ 12061 MOURTON 3 47 31 62‘5 s '325 ’232:2:: $6o “; ‘25:"3113
MORTON 0 [ 0 0 0 o 39 22 90 151 151 . NAPAVINE 1 7 0 3 a7 452 [} "539
NAPAVINE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 15 24 44 44 ; PE ELL 2 5 0 7 as 243 0 328
PE ELL 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 32 15 22 89 69 ; TOLEDD 2 6 1 10 90 449 0 539
TOLEDQ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 30 14 76 76 i CENTRAL 1A MUNI.CT. 151 1668 0 159 24,090 119,410 0 143,500
CENTRALIA HUNT.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 421 255 2214 2950 2950 ] CHEHALLS MUNI.CT» 35 249 2 23 P R bt o 431500
CHEHALIS MUNI.CT. 0 2 9 0 0 0 o 213 89 693 995 995 : VADER MUNIL.CT. 3 61 0 23 605 3,242 0 81986
VADER MUNI.CT. M M ° o M 0 e 18 3 n i w : WINLOCK MONL.CT 6 50 0 78 24340 60456 0 8,796
WINLUCK HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 i TOTAL LEWIS CUUNTY 410 9913
) TOTAL LEWIS COUNTY 293 829 9306 56 507 370 12061 796 450 3291 4537 16598 ! 91 38 1553 $53,385  $405,601 $6,177 $465,163
; LIN(‘ZDLN COUNTY
LINCOLN COUNTY : LINCOLN DIST.CT. 76 1552 4 9
LINCOLN DIST.CT. 173 12t 1769 o 30 42 2135 0 0 0 0 2135 ; ALMIRA 1 0 0 2 Z “°'f§§ ”9'135 “5’(’, ‘“°'f:§
ALMI RA 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2 i CRESTON o 21 0 0 0 753 0 753
CRESTON 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 27 27 DAVENPORT 9 59 o 33 749 59702 0 64451
DAVENPORT 0 0 9 9 0 o 2 21 20 75 116 116 HARR NG TON 0 14 0 0 0 577 0 577
HARRENG TON 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 2 12 14 14 : GUESS A 1 16 1 2 25 14590 0 1,615
ODESSA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 H 19 27 27 ‘ REARDAN 5 17 3 22 270 10,256 0 103526
REARDAN 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 16 30 256 302 302 SPRAGUE 2 % 0 1 69 212 0 ‘28
SPRAGUE o 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 1 9 9 WILBJR 0 10 0 5 105 1,027 0 1,132
WILBUR 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 5 5 9 19 19 TOYAL LINCOLN COUNTY 9% 1847 8 359 $11, 701 $119,” 48 $856 1314805
TOTAL LINCOLN COUNTY 173 121 1769 0 30 42 2135 55 62 399 516 2651 '
MASCN COUNTY
MASON COUNTY MASON DIST,.CT. 268 2200 9 583
MASON DIST.CT. 122 353 2720 0 250 161 4206 0 3 0 0 4206 : SHELTON HUNI.CT. 54 735 1 228 ‘3::2;’; sz:;g:i:; ‘3'073 "35'3‘23
SHELTON HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 o [} 0 0 230 222 1133 1585 1585 TOTAL MASON CUUNTY 322 2935 10 811 $48,863 $3184019 $3,074 369,956
TOTAL MASON CJUNTY 122 453 2720 0 250 16t 4206 230 222 1133 1585 5791 '
! OKANDGAN CDUNTY
OKANOGAN COUNTY ! OKANUGAN DIST .CT. 4487 2858 14 5 $
OKANUGAN DIST.CT. 680 374 3827 0 297 304 5482 [ 0 0 0 5482 . BREWSTER MUNI.CT, 115 139 [ 1325 ”I:%%h ”°‘5'.?.Z§ ""°§ ’”i'?gé
BREWSTER MUNI.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1ol 44 104 249 249 : COULEE DAM MUNI.CT. 12 155 0 o 1,836 249350 0 26,186
COULEE DAM HUNILCT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 59 428 552 552 : ELMER CITY MUNI.CT. 0 19 0 0 0 670 0 *670
ELHER CITY 4UNI.CT. 0 0 c 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 17 17 i NESPELEM MUNI.CY. 0 A 0 0 0 346 o 346
NESPELEH MUNI.CT. 0 9 0 9 ¢ 0 0 1 21 21 49 49 ‘ UKANUGAN MUNT.CT. 3 67 11 %8 1,115 18, 288 o 19,403
| OKANOGAN MUN{.CT. 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 77 102 L66 345 345 : GMAK MUNI.CT. 55 75 0 256 6 4651 164488 0 23'139
| OMAK MUNT.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 249 70 129 448 448 ; DROVILLE MUNI.CT. 83 187 0 105 16,006 51e262 e 67268
OROVILLE MUNECT. 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 328 206 361 893 893 ! PATEROS MUNIL.CT, 0 28 0 20 260 24113 0 2,313
PATEROS MUNI.CT. o o 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 47 48 48 i TONASKET HUNI.CT. 1 44 0 0 610 54102 0 5,712
TONASKET HUNT.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 9 2 6 12 66 8% 84 ; THISP MUNIL.CT. 0 79 0 3 0 426 0 "s26
THISP HUNI.CTA 0 0 o 0 0 o 0 5 2 137 144 144 ; #Nrmmv MUNT.CT. 0 173 0 1 0 614829 0 6829
‘» WINTHROP MUNT.CT. o 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 167 0 173 173 . OTAL OKANGGAN CGUNTY L6 3870 5 3
| TOTAL OKANOGAN COUNTY 580 374 3827 0 297 304 5482 839 681 1482 3002 8484 ‘ 2 1120 342,789 82340724 33,708 281,221
; PACIFIC COUNTY
PACIFIC COUNTY S. PACIFIC DIST.CT. 153 393 2 4
S+ PACIFIC DIST.CT. 412 84 731 0 91 278 1596 3 0 3 3 1596 Ne PACIFIC DIST.CT. 103 465 ] 3;1 ’i;:égg ‘gé:ggg s::%i sgg.glzx
Ne PACIFIC OIST.CT. 361 a7 858 0 226 93 1625 0 0 0 0 1625 ILWACO MUNT.CT. 2 5 1 16 940 59972 0 60912
ILNACO HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 11 15 140 166 166 LONG BEACH MUNI.CY. 14 139 0 20 1,902 154019 0 169921
LCNG BEACH MUNI.CT. 0 3 0 d 0 9 0 58 27 296 381 EYT ; RAYMOND HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 1,831 17,521 0 191352
RAYHOND MUNI.CT. 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 1? 25 449 591 591 : TOTAL PACIFIC COUNTY 212 1069 12 489 $37,4165 $109,077 $3,276 s$149;518
i TOYAL PACIFIC COWNTY 773 17 1589 0 317 371 3221 186 67 485 1138 4359 [ . '
" : PENZNORERKLLE COLNT
. ND ORE{§LLE COUNT : PEND OREILLE DIST.CT. 115 4C2 2 146 $12 3
PEND OREILLE DISY.CT. 329 54 582 1 47 130 1143 0 0 0 0 1143 ! CusiIcK 0 7 0 2 ! '69% ‘26'322 ’“3 ‘39'2215
€US ICK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 9 1l 11 NEWPOR T 0 112 0 26 125 71400 0 7,525
NEWPORT 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 3 20 256 219 279 Ne PEND OREILLE DIST.C 0 6 0 10 15 471 0 '486
N. PEND ORE(LLE DIST.CT. | 0 22 0 2 0 25 0 0 0 [ 25 1UNE 1 16 0 16 342 1,278 0 1,620
LONE 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 19 2 45 66 66 METALINE [ 3 0 1 0 124 0 124
' NE TAL{NE 0 [} 1} 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 TUTAHEYA;INE ;ALLS 0 0 0 b 2 0 0 [
} METAL INE FALLS 0 [ 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 L PEND UREILLE CCUNTY 116 546 2
. TOTAL PEND OREILLE CCUNTY 330 54 604 1 49 130 1168 22 24 314 360 1528 201 $13,172 $35,971L $837 $49,930
PIERCE COUNTY
PLERCE COUNTY PIERCE DISTJCT. #1 281 26721 150 8737 42493 3
PIERCE DIST.CT. 41 3298 3066 31923 [} 5860 2397 46454 0 3 N 0 46454 PIERCE DIST\.CT. #2 43 854 i 264 st i.'Zo% “'“23,’3‘32 “‘1:3‘3? ‘2'0?12'522
PIERCE DIST.CT. #2 226 150 1652 0 123 125 2276 0 o 0 0 2276 PLERCE DIST.CT. #3 749 1293 [ 611 47,574 741992 332 122,898
PIERCE DIST.CT. #3 987 2486 1791 0 23 36 3083 v 0 0 0 3083 PIERCE DIST.CT, #4 60 39 2 205 8, 726 34y 145 387 3,258
PIERCE DIST.CT. #4 251 97 502 0 23 32 905 [} o 0 0 905 : BUCKLEY MUNI.CT, 87 3gs 2 124 64569 294835 0 36,404
BUCKLEY MUNI.CT. 0 0 [ 9 0 0 o 213 17 574 864 864 ; CARBONADO MUNILCT. 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 "o
CARBOUNADO MUNI.CT. 0 0 1} 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 | BUNNEY LAKE MUNI.CT. 23 223 0 170 24314 15+882 0 184196
BONNEY LAKE HUNI.CT. 0 0 Q o 0 0 0 14l 83 342 566 566 : DUPUNT HMUNI.CT. 3 184 0 7 382 14,686 0 15,068
DUPONT MUNI.CT. 3 2 0 0 o 0 0 10 14 259 283 283 EATONVILLE MUNI.CT. al 732 0 124 5,100 241401 0 29,501
EATONVILLE YUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 131 53 77 961 961 , FIFE HUNIJCT, 1 756 1 62 2,180 884236 I 90,416
FIFE MUNI.CT . 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 90 237 1417 1744 1744 i FIRCREST HUNI.CT. 0 0 0 156 o 26,736 0 264136
FIRCREST HUNI.CT. 0 0 o 0 Q 0 0 112 17 836 1025 1025 ; GIG HARBOR YUNILCT. 4 812 ! 292 1,485 85,813 0 87,298
GIG HARBOR MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 89 1379 1531 1531 i MILTON MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 o o 33,269 0 33,269
MILTOR MUNI.CT. 2 2 3 0 [ 0 F 3 98 396 494 494 : ORTING MUNL.CT. ~ 41 61 1 35 3,483 70606 0 11,089
i ORTING HUNI.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 112 17 102 231 231 : PUYALLUP MUN1.CT. 222 1531 0 649 62,617 80,380 0 142,997
PUYALLUP MUNT.CT. 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 1110 360 2099 3564 3549 : ROY MUNL.CT. ) 455 [ 0 3,097 161660 0 191757
ROY RUNIJCT. 2 b 0 o 0 0 0 & 182 622 8lo alo0 RUSTON MUNI.CT. 16 523 [ 59 1,474 17:351 0 18,825
RUSTON RUNT.CT. 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 Al 37 584 662 662 Se PRARIE MUNIWCT. 0 67 0 12 14834 14660 0 9r494
5. PRARIE MUNI.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 12 122 155 155 : STEILACOOM MUNI.CT. 3 1358 1 173 310 724731 0 73,041
STEILACUUH HUNILCT . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 45 1120 1185 1185 ‘ SUMNER MUNILCT. 37 373 0 48 [ 9, COL 0 9,001
SUMNER MUNI.CT. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 142 18 %27 507 587 ; TACONA MUNILCT. 1904 14587 2 19936 502,583 6514171 by 10153,756
TACOMA MUNI.CT. 3 2 3 0 0 0 0 5798 2468 28897 37163 37163 WILKE SON MUNI JCT. 0 55 0 11860 0 1786
WILKESON HUNI.CT, 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 2 1 66 69 69 TOTAL PIERCE COUNTY 3555 51370 i67 30786 $798,866 33,245,212 $71,240  $44115,378
TOTAL P1ERCE COUNTY 4672 3559 35868 0 6029 2590 52718 8012 3868 40019 51899 104617
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WASHINGTON

MAJOR

CRI M.
COUNTY/ COURT HISD.
SAN JUAN COUNTY
SAN JUAN DIST.CTa 202
FRIDAY HARBOR MUNIL.CT. 0
TOTAL SAN JUAN COUNTY 202
SKAGIT COUNTY
SKAGIT 0IST.CT. 4L an
SKAGIT DIST.CT, #2 372
SKAGIT DIST.CY. #3 421

ANACORTES MUN1.CT. 0
HBURLINGTON HUNI.CT. 0
CONCRETE HUNI.CT. 0
LA CONNER MUNI.CT. g
MT. VERNON MUNI.CT. 0
SEORU WOOLLEY MUNI.CT. 0
TOTAL SKAGIT COUNTY 1170

SKAMANIA CGUNTY
SKAMANIA DIST.CT. 387
N. BONNEVILLE MUNI.CT. 0
STEVENSON MUNI.CT. 0
TUTAL SKAMANIA COWNTY 387

SNUHOMI SH COUNTY

CASCADE DIST.CT. 804
ARLINGTON 0
- DARRINGTON 0
GRANITE FALLS 0

STAN4OOD
EVERETT DISV.CV. 1184
EVERETY [+]
LAKE STEVENS 0
MUKILTED 0
EVERGREEN DIST.CT. 391
GULD BAR 0
INDEX 0
MUNROE b]
SNOHOMI SH ]
SULTAN 0
Se SNUHOMISH DIST.CT. 346
BRIER [
LYHNWOOD o
MT. LAKE TERRACE Q
HOOOHAY [¢]
EOMGNDS MUNL.CT. "]
MARYSVILLE MUNI.CT. 0
TOTAL SNIHOMISH CUUNTY 27125

SPOKANE CCUNTY

SPOKANE DIST.CT. 5636
S POKANE

AIRWAY HTS. MUMI.CT.
CHENEY MUNI.CT.
DEER PARK MUNI.CT.
MEDICAL LAKE MUNI.CT.
MILLWOJD MUNE .CT.

TCTAL SPOKANE CUUNTY 563

STEVENS COUNTY
STEVENS DIS?.CT. 370
CHEWE LAH [+]
COLVILLE 0
KETTLE FALLS 0
NORTHPOR ¥ 0
SPR INGDAL E 0
TOTAL STEVENS CUUNTY 370

THURSTON CUUNTY
THURSTON DIST.CT. JTYSY
LACEY 0
BUCUDA MUNI.CT. 0
OLYHPLIA MUNI.CT. 0
TENING MUNI.CT. 0
TUMWATER MUNT.CT. 0
YELH HMUNI.CT. 0
TOTAL THURSTON COWTY 1471

WAHKIAKUM CCUATY
WAHKIAKUM DI ST.CT. 138
CATHLAMET MUNIWCT. 0
TOTAL WAHKIAKUM COUNTY 138

WALLA WALLA COUNTY
CGLLEGE PLACE OIST.CT. 5
WALLA WALLA DIST.CT. 554
COLLEGE PLACE MINI.CT. 0
WAITSBURG MUNI.CT 4 0
WALLA WALLA MUNILCT. [}
TUTAL WALLA #ALLA COUNTY 559

WHATCOM COUNTY

WHATCOM DIST.CT. 1258

RLAINE 0
BELLINGHAM MUN{.CT. 0
EVERSON MUNI.CT. 0

TRAF .

78

128

Suoo

MINGR
TRAF.

623
0
623

2234
2113
2266

0

0
L]
0
2
0
3

1539
0

0
1539

1865

1}
0
Q
0
5089
0
]
0

3589

0
3552

8241
1]

TABLE 107 - PAGE 4
L1

COURTS OF

MI TED

CASES FILED IN 1980

STATE/COUNTY MATTERS

FELONY CIvVIL

10
0
10

65
236
87
4]

0

0

]

0

0
388

SY-Y-R-N-N-N- R N-F YRR~ R FE-X-R

oQoooocC

o
N

155

ocoQw

oo

155

N N
o9pooco [=¥-2=] oocOLOoY E-R-X-R-X-1 3

Quoo

40
0
40

152
329
208

-~
~
~

279

~0cCoO00On0Q000

-~
90
rs
N

NODOoOOOO

794

0
827
2080

1]

JURI SDICTION

MALL
CLAIMS

64

-
-3
oow

137

YouOoOOCwWOOoC

~n
-
o
S

OO0 Oo

276

o

~
w
o

i
Sdoocwuoo

1374

0

TOTAL

1017
0
1017

-
~
—
+>

[-N-R-R-3-)

1048

coo0oOON

4622

*
o
@
0
v

Cowoow

4689

(]

54
5642

5696

12953
0

CRIH.
MISD.

2742

o000

HAJOR
TRAF.

ooa

41

398
467

103
573
a3

MUNICIPAL KATTERS
MINOR
TRAF.

0
128
128

1988
855
219

3082
674
6878

944
4030
1498

384
5924
1071

26654

0
27243
130
790
261
322

28746

272
265
220

67
891

0
2647

5225
154
1168
185
9416

-X-X-)

412
16
4627
5055

']
1077
6487
317

0
10820
369
652
9

T41
g18
888

L1020
5722
2018
393
7339
1300
34750

30556
572
978
365
459

3
32933

343
470
250
101

1265

coo

488

5474
6007

1351
8867
447

TOTAL
ALL
MATTERS

1017
203
1220

3119
3402
3329
2565
1162
280
%4
4083
1056
19090

2412
90
147
2649

10800
1071
468
493
301
17970
10820
328
369
7274
652
9

741
818
888
10182
1020
5722
2018
393
7339
1300
80976

46895
30556
572
978
365
459

3
79828

5474
11703

12953
1351
8867

447

L. "

e A T, % PR

WASHINGTON

COUNTY/ COURT

SAN JUAN COUNTY
SAN JUAN DIST.CT.

FRIDAY HARBOR MUNI.CT.

TOTAL SAN JUAN COUNTY

SKAGIT COUNTY

SKAGIT DIST.CT. #1
SKAGITF DIST.CT, #2
SKAGIT DIST.CT. #3
ANACDRTES MUNI.CT.
BURLINGTON MUNI.CT.
CONCRETE MUNI.CT.

LA CONNER MUN1.CT.
MTo VERNON MUNILCT.

SEDRO WOOLLEY MUNI.CT.

TOTAL SKAGIT COUNTY

SKAMANIA CCUNTY
SKAMANIA DIST.CT.

K. BONNEVILLE MUNL.CT.

STEVENSON MUNI.CT.
TOVAL SKAMANIA CUWNTY

SNOHQMISH COUNTY
CASCADE DIST.CT.
ARL INGTON
DARRINGTON
GRANITE FALLS
STAN+0OD
EVERETY DIST.CT.
ERETT

LAKE STEVENS

MUKILTEQ
EVERGREEN OISV .CT.

GOLD BAR

INDEX

MONROE

SNOHOMI SH

SULTAN

So SNOHOMISH DIST.CT.
BRIER
LYNNWOOUD
MT. LAKE TERRACE
WOOD WAY

EDMONDS MUNI.CT.

MARYSVILLE NUNI.CT.
TUTAL SNIHUMISH COUNTY

SPOKANE COUNTY
SPUKANE DIST.CT.
S POKANE
AIRWAY HTS. MUNL.CT.
CHENEY MUNI.CT.
OEER PARK MUNI.CT.
MEDICAL LAKE MUNI.CT.
MILLWOOD MUNT.CT.
TOTAL SPOKANE COUNTY

STEVENS COUNTY
STEVENS ODIST.CT.
SHEWELAH
COLVILLE
KETTLE FALLS
NORTHPUR T
SPRINGDALE
TOVAL STEVENS COUNTY

THURSTON COUNTY

THURSTON DIST.CT.
LACEY

BUCODA MUNT.CT.
CLYMPIA MUNI.CT.
TENINO MUNi.CT.
TUMWATER MUNI[.CT.
YELM MUNI.CT.

TOTAL THURSTON COWNTY

WAHKTAXUM COUNTY
WAHKIAKUM DI ST.LCT.
CATHLAMET MUNI.CT.

TUTAL WAHKIAKUM CUOUNTY

WALLA WALLA COUNTY
COLLEGE PLACE UIST.Cr.
WALLA WALLA DIST.CT.
COLLEGE PLACE MINT.CT.
WAITSBURG MUNI.CT.
WALLA WALLA MUNI.CT.

TOTAL WALLA WALLA COUNTY

WHATCOM COUNTY
WHATCOM DIST.CT.
BLAINE
BELLINGHAM MUNI.CY.
EVERSON MUNL.CT.

TABLE 108 ~ PAGE %

CQURTS

BAIL FORFEITURES

CRIM.

69
25
89

239
94
11
121
38
7

0
193
ir
820

N/ZR
39
159
S

TRAFFIC

446
83
529

1824
1645
1356
1673

740

134

N/R = NOT REPURTED: * = INCLUOED UNDER TRAFFIC

JF

LIMITED

eeseoTRIALS. w4
NON-

JURY

- w n ~n
—0 g eQoo0oCc~NO o 0 >,

W

w
VMOOQ -+ onmoNgQOosPCoWNr~NowW

o
— - - w @
[ R -R-N-F-N-¥- TN rOCcOOR MOO= OO~

-

COOO~NN

JURY

83
87
L70

329
132
378

1550
103
1
104

29
238

3440
4133
225

765
42

JURI SDICTION
BAIL FORFEITURESs TRIALS AND RECEIPTS

RECELPTS
CIVIL &

CRIMINAL TRAFFEIC SMLCLATNMS TOTAL
$10,479 $344227 $571 $45,287
54957 6,857 4 12,844
$164436 $41y124 $571 $58.131
$12+959 $92,040 $1,751 $1064750
164138 101}, 882 3477 120,497
3Ls473 113,602 24892 150,967
6y 263 §4,979 ] 91,242
1,656 60,553 0 58,209
21965 10,712 0 13,677
14368 10633 a 3,001
32,434 157,508 0 189,939
Ty 797 264814 [} 344611
$119.050 $641,723 $8, 120 $768,893
$174188 453, 588 $14415 $72,191
LS 11464 1,579

129 3,30¢ 0 44035
$18,032 $58,358 $1,415 $77,808
$33, 162 $378,586 $13,214 $424,962
8,006 35,842 0 434848
449195 45,623 o 49,618
2¢629 20,209 [¢] 22,4838
54159 274112 0 324211
91,078 665,280 28,003 791 4241
824958 323,139 Q 406,097
300 11,795 0 12,095

395 17,081 Q 17,476
13,4735 284,508 89575 306,418
812 27,523 0 28,335

40 0 [} 40
59644 264428 [} 32y 112
9¢569 23;189 [} 32,758
5¢161 10+ 852 0 35,994
13,353 24%:266 304384 288,003
407 34,133 0 35,140
244517 172,511 o] 197,028
84405 644705 [} 73,110
164 15,482 0 154646
35,575 253,389 1} 288,955
9 0 0

$351,26% 32,702,325 $81,056 $349134,645
$92, 512 $876,282 $924¢343 $1,061,137
38,195 719,074 0 7574269
1,187 9y 34l 0 10,528
3,501 17,798 0 214299
1.284 74788 o 94072
164 19,579 0 19,743

65 20 [} 85
$136+908 $14649,882 $92,343 $1,879,133
3164254 $109,707 $3,589 $129,350
1,858 11,230 0 13,088
49546 20,070 ¢ 24,6186
500 51400 0 5,900

565 2,064 0 24029

471 4y520 bJ 44997
$23,994 $1524997 33,589 $180,580
$23,798 $608,937 $LB 4444 $551,179
3,383 108,534 0 111,917
515 3,535 0 4,050
1194624 271,728 0 391,352
550 3+ 541 0 4,091
21,582 53,765 0 754347
4,909 11,672 [} 164581
$174,361 sl,061,712 $18y444 3142544517
$4y 365 $344 695 $444 339,504
0 110 0 110
$44365 $34,805 $44b $394614
$105 $ly167 $174 $1,440

15,082 123,434 94465 147,981
348 LT, 778 Q 184126

25 331 0 356
12,038 92,128 0 104,166
$27,598 $2344838 $94+639 $272,075
. $50 4, 304 . $504,304

8,715 TH,670 Q 874385
$75, 809 214,971 [+ 290,780
1,382 31,631 P} 33,041
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TABLE 107 —~ PAGE 5
WA SHINKNGTCN CIURTS 0F LI MITED

CASES FILED IN 1980
------------------ STATE/COUNTY MATTERS

CRIM, MAJOR  MINUR
M1SD. TRAF. TRAF. FELONY CIVIL CLAIMS TOTAL

COUNTY/COURT

1] 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

LYNDEN MUNI.CT. 0
NOOKSACK MUNELCT. 0
SUMAS MUNT.CT. 0
FERNDALE MUNI.CT. [
TOTAL WHATLOM COUNTY 1258

OocoQo
[~N-]
CX-X-X-¥-)

0 0 Q
2080 1374 12953

WHITMAN COUNTY
WHI THAN DIST.CT.
ALBION MUNI.CT.
COLFAX MUNI.CT.
COLTON MUNI.CT.
GARFIELD MUNT.CT.
OAKESODALE MUNI.CT
PALOUSE MUNI.CT.
PULLMAN MUNI.CT.
ST. JOHN MUNILCT.
TEKOA MUNI.CT.

TOTAL WHITHAN COUNTY 77

&
N
3
o
-
»
N
w

53

-~
~
-~
w
w
~
@
-

~00QO0o0O0o0OO
woDOO®oO0OO
dCocoCvo0ao
- X-F-N-R-¥-Y-F-N-¥.]
—~CO0O0OQCO00O O m
=X R-X-R-N-F-¥-¥-)
woo®ooQowo

v
~
@
~n
0

T42

YAKIMA COUNTY
SUNNYSIOE DIST.CT. 193 283 2128
TOPPENISH DIST.CT ., 738 860
YAKIMA DIST.CT. 1524 997

SUNNYS IDE 0
UNION GAP 0
YAKINA 0
GRANOVIEW MJNI.CT. 0
GRANGER MUNI.CT. 9
HARRAH MUNI.CT. Q
MABTON MUNI.CT, 4]
0

]

0

0

5

2782
6467
17946
0

o
[=-N=)

-~
©om
0 o
~ o
o

o

@ 9 »
vaox
@

w

w

HOXEE CLTY MUNILCT,
SELAK MUNI.CT.
TOPPENISH MUNIT.CY.
WAPATG MUNI.CT.
TOTAL YAKIMA COUNTY 245

ocoooOcoCoocwue
SPO0LO0C0OO0O000CO
+O0DOO0OO0COOODOPCO
.q CooQoocooQoo
WoOoO0OoEoCoEOOO

0
0
0
Q
0
']
0
"]
0
0
5

2719

o
-~
™
el
-

214 1489

WASHINGTON SYATE
TOTAL OUISTRICT COURTS 55276 38346 3817GC6 10324 79429 30322 601503
TOTAL MUNICIPAL CTS. o 0 ] 0 Q o 0
TOTAL STATE 55276 38346 387706 10324 79429 30422 601503

¢ INCLUDES 3233 CIVIL CASES FILED IN SEATTLE MUNICIPAL COURT.

JURISDICTION

===——w—MUNICEPAL MATTERS=-==== TOVAL
CRIH.  HMAJOR  MINOR ALL

MESD. TRAF. TRAF.  TOTAL  MATTERS

%3 31 263 337 337

2 12 193 207 207

24 30 1108 1162 - 1162

L4 99 1i54 1397 1397

2238 931 10599 13768 26721

0 0 0 0 7423

o 0 148 148 148

1 45 174 220 220

1 23 26 50 50

[ 87 0 87 87

0 1 9 10 10

1 1 il 13 13

237 167 1426 1830 1830

0 0 7 7

10 1 10 2t a1

250 325 1811 2386 9809

0 o 0 0 2782

0 0 0 0 6467

0 [ 0 0 17946

634 407 581 1622 1622

346 109 1599 2056 2056
1842 794 12528 15164 15154
415 218 554 1187 1187

9 13 41 69 69

3 35 113 151 151

29 7 17 113 113

8 28 157 193 193

186 57 1050 1293 1293
51 202 1373 1626 1626
190 0 484 1274 1274
4313 1870 18563 24746 51941
28472 16114 161808 206394 807897
57681 27836 219353  308073%  308073¢
86153 43950 381161 514467¢ 1115970%

L i, P

HWASHINGTCN

COUNTY/COURTY

LYNDEN MUNI.CT.
NOOKSACK MUWE.CT.
SUMAS MUNI.CT.
FERNDALE MUNI.CT.
VUTAL WHATCOM COUNTY

WHITMAN CUUNTY
WHITMAN DIST.CT.
ALBION MUNI.CT.
COLFAX MUN(.CT,
COLTUN MUNL.CT.
GARFIELD MUNI.CT.
OAKESDALE MUNI.CT,
PALOUSE MUNI.CT.
PULLMAN MUNi.CT.
ST. JOHN MUNI.CT.
TEKOA MUNI.CT,

TOTAL WHITMAN COUNTY

YAKIMA COUNTY
SUNNYSIUE DIST.CT.
TOPPENISH DIST.CT,
YAKIMA DIST.CT.

SUNNYS [DE

UNION GAP

YAKIMA
GRANDVIEW MUNI[.CT.
GRANGER MUNI.CT.
HARRAH AUNL.CT.
MABTON MUNL.CT.

MOXEE CiTY MUNI,CT.

SELAH MUNI.CT.

TOPPENISH MUNI.CT,

WAPATO WUNL.CT,
TUTAL YAKIMA COUNTY

WASHINGTON STATE

TOTAL DISTRICT CJURTS
TOTAL MUNICIPAL CTS.

TOTAL STATE

BAIL FORFEITURE S

CRIM. TRAFFIC

-
o

-
~Qounudooooo

-
w

1401

15666
13517

29183

TABLE 108
COQURTS OF

~ PAGE 5
LIMITED

BAIL FORFEITURES, TRIALS AND RECEIPTS

112
97
876
367
L0659

23798

372049
148156

520205

eeesTRIALS¢us

JURY

o
0
[}

-
<
0o

-
cCovooconeoOY

N
—~ONOO~OOOD O

-
w

1372
352

1724

NON-
JURY
.0
10
0

80
1897

4050

91330
45161

137091

JURISDICTION

RECEIPTS

CIVIL &
CRIMINAL TRAFFIC SM. CLAI NS VOTAL
$0 $17,997 £0 $17.997
] 104341 0 10.+341
1] ] [ [}
44285 584487 0 62,772
$90, 189 $916,401 30 $1,006,590
$0 $332 5y $1 4299 $333,818
0 Lo 2 Q 42832
20 T %3 o 7¢909
20 &y 552 Q 24472
0 2: 047 Y 25047
o 280 0 280
24 292 0 316
B0 L5 51,007 0 59,022
aQ 310 0 310
100 270 0 370
$8,4179 $401,894 $1,299 $4114376
T 510,634 $115,857 $2,270 $1284761
274514 2614944 0 289,458
63,062 3864300 734294 522 4656
4548544 T69340 0 122,186
13,771 444585 0 584356
70, 808 3504163 0 4204971
194430 46,4770 0 664200
180 14943 0 2,123
275 9,013 0 95,208
14490 3,671 [} 50161
75 49461 0 44536
4778 35101 0 39,879
958 61,4331 4] 624289
36,912 42,879 [} 794791
$295,733  $1,440,358 375,564 $1:8114655
$24893,152 $23,961,277 $839,712 $27,694,141
292094433 8y249,443 154542 1044744418
$5,102,585 32,210,720 $8554 254 $38,168,559

99




TABLE 109

TABLE Ll0
COURTS JF LI MITEDD

JURISDICT I ON COURTS 0F LtIMITED

¥ ASHINGTON JURIT SDICTION
WASHINGTON

TRAFF ASE
CKIMINAL MISDEMEANOR CASES i 1cc s

- P Y TYP C T |
—————— mmeee—eee=PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE=———w====- i
DISPOSITIONS 8 E

100

Lo e ulxsszus IT IONS BY TYPE PROCEEDINGS RY TYPE———
! DISM. NON-
DISH. ARRAIGN- MAG. JURY JURY  MISC. 3 BAIL OR DEF. ARRAIGN-  H&G. JURY JURY MISC.
couRt ';g"z; U%RggF. ACQUIT  CONV.  TOTAL MENTS  HRGS. TRIALS TRIAL  HRGe APPEALS ] C QURT FORF. PRUS. - ACQUIT  CONV.  TOTAL MENTS  HRGS. TRIALS TRIALS HRGS. APPEALS
66 52342 386 SEATTLE MUNI.CT. 80533 3681 3784 23025 111286 18308 23049 8454 132 54548 18156
SEATTLE MUNIL.CT. 6762 3648 5125 9271 24810 1ere 2148 ‘33 25 1533 27 : SPOKANE DIST.CT. 30032 590 2555 16791 51332 8986 0 5512 17 7455 22
SPOKANE D IST.CT. 1126 119 Tes e 2150 2286 7 318 23 5030 13 CLARK DIST.CT. 19961 251 150 12406 32768 1867 9794 1099 26 6819 9814
CLARK DIST.CT. 454 871 155 2662 0 0 o 1522 85 0 44 | PIERCE OIST.CT. KL 26727 0 0 0 26727 0 0 4370 81 0 32
PIERCE DIST.CT. #1 281 0 0 0 281 460 o 479 1 2774 19 ¢ SEATTLE DIST.CT. 4592 8 209 770 5666 1570 les2 2211 33 1671 1924
SEATTLE DISV.CT. 114 78 139 78e 121 b o 2502 334 0 o : TACCMA MUNILCT. 14587 0 0 9 14587 o 0 8057 910 o 0
TACOMA MUNI.CT. 1904 o 1o ° L 137 0 985 17 94 39 i YAKIMA DIST.CT, 7878 310 225 5003 13416 227 4 1531 69 278 17
YAKIMA DIST.CT. 771 36 2L 209 3617 ° 0 604 3 0 o i FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT. 15506 232 S11 4759 21036 0 0 1759 4 ) 0
FEDERAL WAY OIST.CT. 292 113 305 795 1”8 29 0 338 2 48 0 i WHATCOM DIST.CT. 10151 55 50 731 10987 262 B 647 939 46 0
WHATCOM DISJ.CT. 216 24 14 144 A4 2036 149 1075 22 2235 16 : NORTHEAST DIST.CT. 10531 2130 423 2376 13561 2635 5422 2506 26 3536 5455
NCRTHEAST DIST.CT. 519 186 221 1301 2233 S21s 0 301 23 4426 4 | EVERETT DIST.CT. 10890 442 165 4311 15837 4832 [ 897 47 6789 15
EVERETT DIST.CT. 438 1039 lz3 188 2937 0 0 746 7 0 0 ‘ AUKEEN DIST.CT. 7528 2 2 0o 71528 0 o 1833 14 0 0
AUKEEN DI ST.CT. 187 0 0 0 017 2240 2 144 3 337 4 COWLITZ DIST.CT. 11748 136 110 3507 15501 5457 2 1300 26 155 10
COALITZ DIST.CT. 742 57 100 e 2077 S b “44 5 185 6 i ISSAQUAH DIST.CT. 11713 2 4 0 LLT24 249 ¢ 1351 20 396 21
1 SSAQUAH DIST.CT, a4 0 2 S 302 1220 0 536 4 1326 7 ; S. SNUHUMISH DIST.CT. 65717 0 624 3014 10222 3791 0 1613 36 295 29
S. SNOHOMISH DIST.CT. 2641 0 378 679 1666 220 0 Lare N P 1 ; BENTON DIST.CT. #2 4164 639 363 4239 9405 4525 0 1632 0 1435 8
BENTON DiST.CT. #2 327 391 524 La2s 2666 174 1 367 1 23 0 : GRANT DIST.CT, 5888 30 253 4415 10588 3359 T 3657 0 213 8
* GRANT DIST.CT. 490 4 149 481 124 i ! ey 1 a67 5 ; THURSTON DIST.CT. 7046 173 76 2413 9706 2541 0 412 13 1775 13
THURSTON DIST.CT. 371 253 55 966 1643 2697 4850 613 13 4972 99 H BELLEVUE DIST.CT. 4451 0 0 0 4451 0 2 1416 14 1 0
BELLEVUE DIST.CT. 11 0 0 0 o7 0 0 389 2 0 o i RENTGN DIST.CT. T154 0 2 0 7154 o 425 1475 9 0 437
RENTON DIST.CT. 67 0 0 9 497 2155 2 531 8 1304 & ‘ KITSAP DIST.CT. ¥1 5738 2 70 2153 7978 5489 0 982 9 2010 18
KI{TSAP DIST.CT. At 13 0 42 1439 L a es 1 176 2 268 5 CHELAN DIST.CT. 6746 318 147 1850 9063 2222 4 501 15 521 6
CHELAN DISV.CT. 922 127 66 505 1342 1202 B 566 2 91 4 BENTON DIST.CT. #1 4420 324 317 3680 8741 5983 1 1723 a 206 6
BENTON DIST.CT. #1 199 120 195 AT 1342 2oz 0 158 10 1096 6 CASCADE DIST.CT. 7625 207 206 2055 9895 2752 o 390 29 2945 13
CASCADE DIST.CT. 304 134 69 612 s s 0 646 16 0 0 SHORELINE DIST.CT. 6341 9 o 0 6347 0 0 1484 14 0 0
SHORELINE DIST.CT. 103 o 0 0 Los 143 2 139 10 188 2 LEWIS DIST.CT, 7620 55 81 323 8079 1260 0 371 27 338 14
LEWIS DIST.CT, 209 57 59 86 o8 18 0 430 7 58 5 RCXBURY DIST.CT. 5294 0 0 9 5294 29 3 1193 26 77 2
RUXBURY DI ST.CT. 98 0 o 0 va3 77 0 217 1 0 1 WALLA WALLA DIST.CT. 1548 1 43 5947 7539 67 o 3724 6 0 0
WALLA WALLA DIST.CT 169 1 44 269 A 0 0 471 5 0 0 AIRPORT DIST.CT, 4867 0 0 0 4867 0 o 928 9 0 0
AIRPORT DIST.CT. 46 0 0 N ;' 1205 : oo A 201 13 RENTON HUNI.CT. 4958 121 178 2282 1535 2497 2 a65 8 636 34
RENTON MUNI.CT. 398 36 121 1146 651 3 0 ae 3 5 o EVERGREEN DIST.CT. 4920 [ o 0 494k 0 o 582 E o 5
EVERGREEN DISY.CT. 187 9 3 o ;17 319 286 226 2 114 7 LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 7331 14 68 627 8073 948 602 603 3 146 446
LGWER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 271 12 43 248 517 313 e 228 2 455 18 KITSAP DIST.CT. W2 5151 129 136 2112 1541 2438 0 512 25 344 18
KiTSAP DIST.CT. #2 71 14 127 389 A 17 2 136 2 0 0 WHETHAN OIST.CT. 4344 0 12 296 4452 10 0 731 7 0 0
WHITMAN DIST.CT. 76 ) 0 Y3 h7 e ° 115 0 14 2 i EOMONDS MUNI .CT . 4232 3 18 265 4498 53 9 439 0 34 2
EUMONDS MUNI.CT. 348 0 17 «2 423 520 o ¥ 0 a1 1 ' OLYHPIA HUNI.CT. 4511 174 43 965 5693 982 o 392 0 42 1
DLYHPIA MUNI.CT . 256 144 22 541 %63 A o o o o 1 i TOPPENISY DIST,CT. 3879 142 24 1344 5417 0 0 181 1 0 7
TOPPENISH OIST.CT. 169 79 23 289 659 g g 199 2 P 2 ! ABERDEEN MUNI.CT. 2300 9 0 o 2000 2 3 597 0 0 0
ABERDEEN MUNI.CT. 614 0 0 0 i 256 0 41 4 28 0 ; CLALLAM DIST.CT. 3387 4 22 203 3642 904 0 153 10 95 5
CLALLAM DIST.CT. 148 4 10 51 H 5 2 1o 4 M I 0 j FRANKLIN DIST.CT. 1808 54 141 1475 3478 0 0 316 i [ 1
FRANKLIN DIST.CT. 252 42 56 369 x;,r:o 2ad 0 S 5 A 8 ! GRAYS HARBUR DIST.CT.#2 3443 9 5 248 3737 738 30 237 6 177 8
GRAYS HARBUR DIST.CT.¥2 995 13 1t Iy 150 208 : s h 26 0 : UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT, 4468 20 22 507 5067 531 0 137 2 119 5
UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT. 125 13 8 49 e 413 0 97 9 67 0 GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.AL 3132 21 18 761 1955 993 0 204 1l 105 4
GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.#l 263 12 20 319 615 3 0 129 M a 1 OKANOGAN DIST.CT, 2898 0 0 0 2898 0 o 337 8 0 1
GKANCGAN DIST.CT. 467 f) 0 2 o1 0 o 90 3 0 0 ISLAND DISTWCTe 2686 o 0 0 2886 0 0 270 23 0 0
LSLAND DIST.CT. 397 0 0 0 1393 %98 0 197 0 186 3 TUKHILA MUNILCT. 2127 78 7 873 3155 929 3 389 7 231 12
TUKWILA MUNI.CT . 516 58 63 461 139 o P 57 0 o 0 STEVENS DI ST.CT. 1996 0 o 0 1996 0 0 113 4 o 2
STEVENS DIST.CT. 183 2 b 0 389 b o 141 o 0 0 MASON DIST.CT. 2200 0 ¢ 0 2200 0 0 348 9 b 0
MASON DIST.CT. 268 0 0 0 268 p 2 19 0 ) 0 DCUGLAS DIST.CT. 1695 3 3 0 1695 0 0 113 1 0 0
BCUGLAS DIST.CT. 140 1 0 1 L 13 o “ 3 1 0 RITIVILLE DISI.CT, 3424 147 219 149 3939 17 0 43 0 4 1
RITZVILLE DIST.CT. 46 6 9 52 113 242 0 .. 4 143 P MT. VERNON MUNI.CT. 2672 s1 15 443 3043 461 3 193 9 424 0
MT. VERNUN MUNI.CT. 193 12 25 177 407 209 ‘ o4 2 s 0 d OIHELLO DIST.CT. 1522 64 57 975 2620 569 2 127 9 1 0
OTHELLO DIST.CT. 20 2 11 64 97 Loz 5 2854 0 178 4 H PUYALLUP HUNI.CT. 1531 16 162 558 2267 792 0 365 0 178 3
PUYALLUP MUNI.CT. 222 18 226 540 199% 124 0 23 0 576 0 t SKAGIT DIST.CI, #2 1645 4l 20 57 1770 207 0 62 0 815 2
SKAGIT DIST.CT. #2 94 65 1 30 % 2¢ o B p 211 0 i SKAGLT OIST.CT. 43 1356 29 26 456 1870 93 2 140 8 381 2
SKAGET DIST.CT. #3 11l 4 14 105 2 ) K 22 S 16 0 PCRT ANGELES MUNI.CT. 1458 7 9 66 1540 5641 57 86 0 28 49
PORT ANGELES MUNI.CT. 4 8 7 11 m% 05 i 3 3 9 b SKAGLT DIST.CT. Kl 1824 21 25 19 1903 a3 0 193 6 0 1
SKAGIT DIST.Cl. 41 239 0 7 I2 ?129 s 3 224 3 0 5 PLERCE DISTWCT. #3 1293 0 0 o 1293 0 0 365 5 0 5
PIERCE D!ST.CT. #3 749 0 0 0 T ; o 61 o 0 0 CENTRALIA MUNI.CT. 1668 16 145 560 2389 0 0 598 0 0 0
CENTRALIA MUNILCT. 15t 4 85 154 s 38 o 46 9 41 0 SUNNYSIDE DIST.CT, 1542 43 87 219 1891 281 0 245 17 221 0
SUNNYSIDE DIST.CT. 33 13 34 43 e o 0 28 1 2 0 EAST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 1545 o 0 354 1899 ) 0 78 2 [ 0
EAST KLICKITAT DIST.CT. 55 [ 0 93 1 o o p o 0 0 0 PASCG MUNILCT. 0 0 0 0 [ 0 o 0 0 0 0
PASCU MUNI.CT. 0 ° e 0 211 5 113 108 3 2 1 LINCOLN DIST.CT. 1847 20 24 172 2063 3 219 228 5 14 98
LINCCLN DiST.CT. 94 17 19 a1 3 o o ol 0 0 o ANACCRTES MUNI.CF. 1673 3 0 0 1673 3 9 188 1 0 0
ANACORTES MUNI.CT. 121 0 0 9 121 e M 18 3 1L 0 MERCER ISLAND DIST.CT. 1252 0 0 0 1252 61 0 2838 2 98 2
MERCER ISLAND DIST.CT. 0 0 0 0 ° 0 0 45 0 [ 0 SKAMANIA DIST.CT. 825 0 0 0 825 0 0 289 : 0 0
SKAMANIA DIST.CT. 97 0 0 0 ;*7 20 5 M4 0 0 o WEST KLICKITAT GISF.CT. 564 K 0 9 670 102 0 235 6 0 0
WEST KLICKITAT DISF.CT. 54 0 o 0 M 34 0 51 1 66 0 PIERCE DIST.CT. #2 854 7 9 53 923 139 0 152 ¢ 210 4
PLERCE DIST.CT. A2 43 1 4 14 6 5 0 100 0 83 0 DES MOINES MUNI.CT. 1365 ] 6 37 116 125 262 232 0 238 262
DES MOINES MUNI.CT. 12 40 9 26 87 126 0 61 2 7 0 JEFFERSON DIST.CT. 893 4 8 429 1334 469 o 221 3 10 0
JEFFERSON DISI.CT. 93 3 8 97 20t 3 M o by o 0 UAK HARBOR MUVI.CI. 1512 0 c 0 1512 0 0 P 3 0 o
DAK HARBOR MUNI.CT. 40 B 0 b} 49 0 o o 2 o P HOQUIAM MUNIL.CT. ) 2 N 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
HOQULAM MUNIAC [. o 0 o 0 res 129 Lo . 0 12 o PULLHAN HJNI.CT. 1068 3 83 423 1577 615 555 93 5 156 420
PULLMAN MUNI.CT. 75 0 20 71 ] 124 3 9 2 p 0 PIERCE DIST.CT. #4 181 14 25 170 992 308 L68 219 2 31 165
PLERCE DIST.CT. ¥ 147 L7 3 78 2 % 19 0 7 0 25 0 FIFE MUNI.CT. 754 265 27 549 1595 840 0 55 1 410 0
FIFE MUNI.CT. 1 ] & 16 2 29 3 6 2 3 0 TOPPENISH MUNL.CT. 653 31 1 635 1320 704 o 76 22 599 2
TGPPENISH MUNI.CT. 15 7 1 25 48 38 2 86 3 4 0 Ne PACIFIC DIST.CT. 465 16 24 215 720 5 9 138 4 2 0
Ne PACIFIC DIST.CT. 103 9 25 103 ff,é 28 3 24 o 0 1 S. PACIFIC DIST.CT. 190 7 T 1 405 93 4 21 2 5 2
S. PACIFIC DIST.CT. 153 1 4 t 0 o 55 o 0 0 SHELTON MUNI.CT, 135 0 0 0 735 o 0 168 1 0 0
SKELTON HUNI.CT. 54 2 9 K 54 O ¢ > 3 3 1 GIG HARBOR MUNI.CT. a1z 0 0 9 821 98 190 262 1 122 169
GIG HARBOR MUNL.CT. N ’ ° ’ ! 53 ALL OTHER COURTS 20605 598 552 9916 31781 aLLs 154 3949 215 912 163
; 0
ALL OTHER COURTS 2443 407 295 2996 6225 3347 53 1793 94 47
8 TCTAL STATE 477156 9841 12737 132171 634085 101655 42847 B00LO 3029 101066 3792
TOTAL STATE 29188 10300 10181  3Bise 88158 55137 7781 28760 858 83387 82 7
. i NOTE: THE DETAIL FUR DI SPOSITIONS DOES NOT SUM TO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL WAS NOT REPORTED BY SOME COURTS.
NGTE: THE DETAIL FOR OISPGSITIONS DOES NOT SUM T THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL WAS NUT REPORTED B SOME COURTS
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102

WASHINGTON

COURT

SEATTLE MUNI.CT.
SPOKANE 2!ST.CT.
CLARK DiIST.CT.

PIERCE DIST.CT, #l
SEATTLE DIST.CT.
TACCMA MUNI.CT.
YAKIMA DIST.CT.
FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT.
WHATCOM DIST.CT,
NORTHEAST DIST.CT,
EVERETT DIST.CT.
AUKEEN DI ST.CT,
COWLITZ DIST.CT.
ISSAQUAH DIST.CT.

Se SNOHOWISH 01 ST.CT.
BENVTON DIST.CT. #2
GRANT DIST.CT.
THURSTON DIST.CT.
BELLEVUE OIST.CT.
RENTON DI ST.CT.
KITSAP DIST.CT. #1
CHELAN DIST.CT.
BENTON DI ST.CT. #1
CASCADE DISTWLLT .
SHORELINE DIST.CT.
LEWIS OIST.CT.
RCXBURY DIST.CT.
WALLA WALLA DIST.CT.
AIRPORT DIST.CT.
RENTON MUNT.CT.
EVERGREEN DIST.CTY.
LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CY.
KITSAP DIST.CT. #2
WHITHAN D1ST.CT.
EDMONDS MUNILCT .
ULYMPIA MUNI.CT.
TOPPENISH DIST.CT.
ABERDEEN MUNI.CT.
CLALLAM DIST.CT.
FRANKLIN DIST.CT.
GRAYS HARBOUR DIST.CT.82
UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT.
GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.#L
OKANOGAN DIST.CT.
ISLAND DIST.CI.
TUKHILA MUNE,.CT.
STEVENS DIST.CT.
HASON DIST.CT.
DOUGLAS DI ST.CT,
RITZVILLE DIST.CT.
MT. VERNUN MUNI.CT.
OTHELLO DIST.CT.

PUY ALLUP MUNI.CT.
SKAGLIT DIST.CT., #42
SKAGIT OIST.CT, #3
PORT ANGELES YUNIT.CT.
SKAGIT DIST.CT. AL
PIERCE DIST.CT. 43
CENTRALIA MUNI.CT.
SUNNYSIDE OIST.CT.
EAST KLICKITAT BIST.CT.
PASCU HUNT.CT.
LINCOLN DIST.CT,
ANACORTES MUNI.CT.
MERCER ISLAND DI ST.CT.
SKAMANIA OIST.CT.
WEST KLICKITAT DIST.CT.
PIERCE DIST.CT, #2
DES MUINES MUN].CT.
JEFFERSON NIST.CT.
OAK HARBUR MUNT.CT,
HOQUIAM MUNI.CT.
PULLMAN MUNI.CT.
PIERCE DIST.CT. &4
FIFE MUN[.CT.
TOPPENISH MUNT.CT.

N« PACIFIC DIST.CT.
S. PACIFIC DIST.CT.
SHELTON MUNL.CT,

GIG HARBOR MUNI.CT.

ALL OTHER COURTS
TOTAL STATE

DISM.

CorQUOoOoc!to

)
}
1

3103

DEFAULT SETTLE-
JOGHT.

809
4389
102z

0
8198
3695

530

0
1130
1205

121
290
35
1217
1145
445
158
125
[¢]
87
351
419
620

9
235
0
149

15
28361

COURTS o]

MENT

560
191
494

0
2186
1594

221
[
787
825
0
404
35
829
449
20
356
87
0
45
165
77
292
0
14

21
10361

CIVIL CASES

TRIED

1381
104
i

/]
LuBe

4]
146

156

217z

TABLE 111
F LINITED

=====D1SPOSITIONS BY TYPE=uum———un

TATAL

3034
4686
1544

0
14120
5292
1271
0
2185
2196
121
856
114
2108
17990
488
1126
2517
Q
296
585
520
922
L]
313
3
149
[+

113

43797

JURISDODICT ITON

==PROCEEDINGS BRY
NON—~

JURY

TRIALS

2344
630
311

1004
T49
315
128

0
163
146
248

54
126
205
163
62
69
440
236
Ti

68
101
59
102
42
16
T2
86
39
(1]
39

57
4782

JURY
TRIALS

o
2
2
4
17

101 looQu |l ~ODO0O~OCrmOWNONOWO w00 O s

OlorOURDICO~O~CO

73

TYPE--
MISC.

hRGS «
30
51
255
0

3264

5329

APPEALS

-
lomwoOrONODONWRNEN

1
1

NOTE: THE DETAIL FOR DISPOSITIONS DCES NOT SUM TG THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL #AS NOT RFPORTEN BY SUME CUURTS.

TABLE 112

WASHBINGTON cCouRTS 0F LIMITED

COURT

SEATTLE MUNI.CT,
SPOKANE JIST.CT.
CLARK DIST.CT.

PIERCE DIST.CT. WL
SEATTLE DIST.CF.
TACGHA MUNI.CT,
YAKIMA DIST.CT,
FEDERAL WAY DIST.CT.
HHATCUM DiST.CT.
NORTVHEAST DIST.CTY.
EVERETT DIST.CT.
AUKEEN DI ST.CT.
COWLITZ DIST.CT.
IS5AQuAH DIST.CT.

S. SNULHCMISH DI ST.CT.
BENTUN DIST.CT. #2
GRANT DIST,CT,
THURSTON DIST.CT.
BELLEVUE OIST.CT.
RENTON DIST.CT.
KITSAP DIST.CT. #1
CHELAN DIST.CT.
BENTON DIST.CT. #L
CASCADE DIST.CT.
SHURELINE DIST.CT.
LEWIS DIST.CT,
RCXBURY DIST.CT,
WALLA WALLA DIST.CT.
AIRPORT OIST.CT.
RENTON MUNI,.CT,
EVERGREEN DI ST.CT.
LOWER KITTITAS DIST.CT.
KITSAP DIST.CY, W2
AHITHAN DLST.CT.
ENMONDS MUNT.CT.
ULYMPLA MUNI.CT.
TUPPENISH DIST.CT.
ABERDEEN MUNI.CT.
CLALLAM DIST.CT.
FRANKLIN DIST.CT.
GRAYS HARBOR DIST.CT.#2
UPPER KITTITAS DIST.CT.
GRAYS HARBOR 1ST.CY .41
OKANOGAN OIST.CT.
ISLAND DIST.CT.
TUKWILA MUNI.CT.
STEVENS DIST.CT.
MASON DIST.CT.
ODCUGLAS DIST.CT,
RITZVILLE DlST.CT.
MT, VERNON MUNT.CT.
OTHELLO DIST.CT.
PUYALLUP MUNI.CT.
SKAGIT DIST.CT. #2
SKAGIT O1ST.CT. #3
PORT ANGELES 4Unl.CT,
SKAGIT DIST.CT. #1
PIERCE DISF.CT, 43
CENTRALIA MUNI,CT.
SUNNYSIDE 01ST.CT,
EAST KL ICK ITAT DIST.CT,
PASCU MUNI.CT,
LINCOLN DIST.CT,
ANACORTES MUNI.CT,
MERCEKR ISLAND JLST.CT.
SKAMANTA DIST.CT.
WEST KLICKITAT 0IST.CY,
PIERCE DIST.CT, #2
DES MOINES MUNI.CT,
JEFFERSON DIST.CT.
QAK HARBOR MuMI.CT.
HIQUIAM MUNL.CT,
PULLMAN MUNI.CT,
PIERCE DIST.CT, 44
FIFE MUNI.CY.
TUPPENISH MUNILCT.
No PACIFIC DI3I.CT,

S« PACIFIC DIST.CT.
SHELTUN MUNL.CT.

GIG HARBNR MUM1.CT,

ALL OTHER COURTS
TCTAL STATE

NAOTE: THE DETALL FOR DISPOSITIONS D0ES NOT SUM TO THE TOTAL BECAUSE DETAIL WAS NOT REPORTFD RY SOME COURTS,

SMALL CLAIMS CASES

memeo====D1SPOSITIONS BY TYPE~m=eoawnn
OEFAULT SETTLE-
DISH. JUGMT. MENT  TRIED  TOTAL

0 618 467 28 1114
22 739 422 0 1268
0 0 0 Q 0
1076 538 64l 1449 4075
[ 125 160 [+ 340
91 51 14 148 4l4
0 9 0 0 0
69 141 348 0 562
[} 190 368 236 ais
Pl g 0 0 0
13 246 165 616 1040
9 a 5 0 23
50 484 417 1 1012
127 47 23 105 314
34 153 19 & 291
157 206 155 21 602
[} 0 Q 0 5
J 2 "] 0 ]
34 27 13 92 183
J 53 71 59 Lesn
69 46 22 3 159
7 73 54 0 211
Pl J 0 ] 0
34 13t 9 59 258
0 o] Q bl 9
0 52 0 2 59
0 0 0 [¢] 0
0 19 28 Q 55
7 20 12 64 104
11 22 5 9 52
6 17 11 L} 42
0 0 Y 0 [}
10 39 26 B4 161
[o] 4] Q 0 0
59 83 25 0 184
0 0 7 1 19
1 61 14 4 1ol
[} 0 Q 0 0
0 0 [ 0 0
0 0 0 o 0
] 0 4 0 Q9
3 D] 0 6 9
[ 4 7 3 13
2 15 10 14 43
34 8 Ls 36 93
[} 0 0 M 0
9 Q 2 0 2
3 5 5 3 16
4 1 1 J 6
18 57 48 13 136
Q 15 6 2 25
2 3 2 0 4
Q 0 0 0 0
0 3 0 R a
32 20 7 4 79
J 0 7 10
2 2 1 5
L 23 25 4o 93
9 5) 2 0 52
28 23 78 a2 284

2007 4485 3a4o 3207 14457

JURISDICT ION

PROCEEDINGS BY TYPE

MISC.
TRIALS HRGS .
780 33
712 30
1841 0
1183 51
317 0
138 1
0 0
229 9
249 8
671 0
329 0
69 0
211 3
104 13
180 9
124 248
657 0
417 0
98 1
62 14
85 4
84 o
134 40
62 130
a1 0
65 0
211 0
38 36
76 0
61 2
98 0
0 0
130 0
161 0
103 7
5 0
55 18
49 0
73 0
17 0
57 o
11 0
5 o
It} 3
32 35
85 0
60 9
14 2
15 0
i 0
0
2
0
3
20
o
13 o
43 Q
25 0
184 10
11923 129

APPEALS
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