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TO THE HONORABLE CHIEF JUSTICE AND JUSTICES 

OF THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA: 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 685.8,. The 

Code, I submit herewith the 1982 report relating to the 

activity of the judicial d~partment. 

I wish to express my appreciation to the various 

judicial officers and clerks of the Iowa district court 

for their cooperation in reporting judicial stati~tics 

to this office. 

nm I" 
r 

.~ 'X ~ ~~ 

, ,"" '~~.i=feQ§5~.. 
TfilS:~9fIf:ffils, biHmfeprc,\(fl,l~ elIa~y'as ,l'ec!!Iiv(ld JrCll:nIh, 
~ or OI"gIrlZ~tiQfl O(iginating It P,elnrs ~ ~.Qf OpInlonl'~tlld 

_l"Ihi&!~mot'Il ar. thO$; of!heatJttlors. ~ric1dollOt~1y 
.~-:ot the 91Qc:I~posltl~ or: poIiaes ~·th! NIi~~~ 1~1l1ul. Qf , ,'", 

:,\ 

~to~-C4t1tIl;t!opVrigbl~iTilItliifllh.u,been" , 

lI(~~~~~Gow± '~s:[ratiori,,; 

TABLE OF CONTE,NTS 

Letter of Transmittal. • •. • • • • • • • • 
Statistical Highlights and Trends. • • •• 

Page 

Narrative •••• 
Workload. • • 

I. APPELLATE COURTS 
THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA 

. . . . . 
• • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

THE IOWA COURT OF APPEALS 

i 
iv 

1 
6 

N~rrative •••••••••••••••••••••• 11 
Workloa:d. • • • • • • • • • 0 0 0 ~ • • • • • • • 12 
Statistical Summary • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 13 

Financial Statement. • • . . . . . . .'. . . . . . • 14 

Tables and Charts 
Chart 1 • • • • 0 • • • • 

Chart 2 0 • • • • • • • 0 

Tables 1 through 11 • 

• • • • • • • • • • •• 3 
• • • • • • • • • • • • 15 
• • • • 0 • 0 • •• 16-26 

II. TRIAL COURT 
THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT 

Narrative. 0 00 • 0 •••• ~ • & ••••••••• 27 
Judicial'Magistrates ••••••• 0 •••• 0 • 0 0 27 

Jurisdiction ••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 28 
Distri~t A~sociate Judges., •••••••• 0 •• 0 0 29 

Jurisdiction. q • • • • • • • • • ••• 0 •• 0 • 31 
Tfia1 by Jury'and Appeal Provisions. 0 ••••••• 31 
District Court Judges. 0 • • • • 0 • • 0 • • • 0 • • ;~ 

Jurisdiction. • • • • • • • • • • • •••• 0 •• 

Senior Judges. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 32 
Clerk of District Court ••••••••••• ~ • 33, 46 
Judgeship Formula. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 33 

(,.5 

ii 



() 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
(Cnntinued) 

Page 
• • 39 
• • 39 

Analysis of Statistics = = . . . . . . . . . ~ . 
Regular Civil and Cr1m1nal Cases. • • • • • • 

District Judges' Activiti~s ••.•.•.•••• 
District Associate Judges Act1v1tles. ~ • 
Civil and Criminal Filings by Case Type. • •• 
Pending Regular Civil and Criminal Cases • • • 

• • 40 
• • 40 

41 
41 

• • 42 
• • 43 

Probate Matter~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Juvenile Matters •••••.•••••••••• 
Termination of Paren~al R1ghts. • • • • • • • 
Hospitalization Hear1~gs •.•••• : •••••• 
General Activity of D1str1ct Assoc1ate Judges • 

• • 43 
• 43 
• 44 

Judicial Magistrates • . . . . . . . • • • • • • • • 45 

District Court Clerk~. • • • • • • ¥ • • · . . • • • 46 

Sunnnary of Tri~l CO\lrt Statistics •••••••• 

Tables and Appendices 
Tables 1 through 16 • • 
Appendices A through H. 

(, 

• • • • • • 0 · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

iii 

• • 47 

50-80 
81-88 

): 

I 
I 

, , 

" 
, 

I 
~ J 
f:~ , 
I !.! 

~ 
,) 

~ -'.' ,ji 

U 

!J' -~ , 

I ~ 

f 

'. 

,'" 

' .. 

STATISTICAl. HIGHLIGHTS AND TRENDS 

Appellate ~ourts 

1. 

3. ' 

4. 

5. 

In 1982, there were 1,849 filings (1,253 civil, 596 
criminal) and 1,794 dispositions (1,186 civil, 608 
criminal): filings and dispositions increased 6.7 and 
4.5 pe~cent, ~espectively, from 1981. 

Since 1972, the number of filings in the appellate 
courts soared 186.2 percent (646 to 1,849) or an ave­
rage of 18.6 percent per year: the number of filings 
per appellate judge jumped 83.3 percent (72 to 132). [Table 11] 

There were 882 formal dispositions (607 civil, 275 
criminal) in the appellate Courts in 1982 __ a de­
crease of two dispositions frbm 1981. By formal 
oplnlon, the Supreme Court disposed of 467 cases (306 
ci viI, 161 criminal): the Court of Appeals handled 
415 cases (301 civil, 114 criminal). The number of 
civil cases dispo.ed of by formal opinion in the ap­
pellate courts rose 10~ 4 percent (550 to 607) over 
1981 figures. There were 912 appellate cases (579 
ci viI, 333 criminal) terminated by order or other 
mode prior to submission to the court. [Tables 3 and 9] 

In 1982, cases involving domestic relations (dissolu­
tions and child custody) comprised 28.5 percent (173 
of 607) of the formal appellate decisions in civil 
cases the largest single category of disposi­
tions. The 85 administrative law cases comprised the 
second most numerous type of civil case -- up 44 per­
cent from 198L [Tables 3 an'd 9] 

The average appellate case terminated by formal opin­
ion' was decided about six months after it was ready 
for submission: the average elapse time from the fil­
ing of a notice of appeal to the time a case was 
ready for SUbmission was eight months. Regular civil 
ca~es submitted to the Supreme Court in January 1983, 
wer~made ready on or before June 1982 ~- a delay of 
seven months. 

6. During 198.2, the number of pending cases io' the ap­
pellate courts rose 7.9 percent (1,247 to 1,345). 

~ The numb$r of 'cases "ready" for disposition increased 

iv 
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12.7 percent (394 to 444). In the. three years from 
December 31, 1979 to December 31, 1982, the number of 
ready cases jumped 66.3 percent (267 to 444). [A 
-ready" case in this context is defined as any pend­
ing case in which all necessary papers have been 
filed~ it includes cases which have been submitted to 
the court but not decided.] [Tables 4 and 8) 

Of the 865 formal appellate decisions reviewing lower 
court rulings (11 attorney disciplinary and six cer­
tification of law cases excluded), 555 or 64.2 per­
cent affirmed the district court, 182 or 21.0 perc:nt 
reversed, and 128 or 14.8 percent of the Court opln­
ions were a combination of the two. The~e were ~92 
applications to the Supreme Court for further reVlew 
of a Court of Appeals decision ~ the Court granted 
further review in 19 cases while denying application 
for further review in 173 other instances. The 
Supreme Court vacated the ~udgme~t of the Court of 
Appeals in eight cases, aff1rm~d 1n part an~ ~acated 
in part three rulings, and aff1rmed four declslons of 
the Court of Appeals in 1982. 
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Trial Court 

1. In the 26-year period since 1956, the first year 
trial court statistics were collected and analyzed at 
the state level, the number of civil filings esca­
lated 143.3 percent (22,922 to 55,763) while the num­
ber of criminal filings skyrocketed 53L 4 percent 
(6,178 to 39,008): the number of civil/criminal fil­
ings per district judge mushroomed 140.2 percent (416 
to 998). [Appendix F] Iowa's population grew 7.0 
percent (2,722,375 to 2,913,808) during this period. 

2. Since 1956, the number of cipil/criminal dispos~tions 
per district court judge ju.ped 96.4 percent (394 to 
(774). [Appendix H] , 

3. Since 1956, the number of juvenile petitions soared 
233. 7 percent (1,607 to 5,363); however 6 since the 
1978 revision of the juvenile justice code, the num­
ber of petitions filed in juvenile matters has plum­
meted 13.2 percent (6,179 to 5,363). The number of 
probate cases opened rose 49.9 percent (16,137 to 
24,329) since 1956. [Appendix F] 

4. Since the 1977 legislative freeze on district judge­
ships (modified in 1981 to permit the appointment of 
three additional district judges), civil filings in­
creased 28.7 percent (43,324 to 55,763); criminal 
filings climbed 35.5 percent (28,795 to 39,008). 

5. 

Ove~all, civil/criminal filings rose 31.4 percent 
(72,119 to 94,771) in the four-year period. The 
February 1983 application of the district judgeship 
formula (based on 1982, 1981 and 1980 filing statis­
tics) entitles Iowa to 127 judgeships -- an increase 
of 32 over \:he 95 district court judges currently 
serving in the trial court. [Appendix F] 

"Since the first calendar year after unification of 
the" district court (1974), the number of simple 
misdemeanors/scheduled violations filings increased 
35.6 percent (484,651 to 657,270) while the number of 
small claims petitions fluctuated from 68,021 to 
82,208 and then down to 67,967 in 1982. The 1982 
figures show a 13.3 percent drop in the number of 
simple misdemeanor filings, a 9.6 percent decline in 
the number of scheduled violations and a 9.7 percent 
decrease in the n~mber of small claims filed in the 
district court from the previous year. [Appendix G] 
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6. 

7. 

In 1982, only 1,006 of the 232,211 simple misde­
meanors (0.4 percent) and 848 of the 25,278 ~mall 
claims (3.4 percent) terminated by judicial offlcers 
were appealed to the district court. [Tables 4 and 
5] 

In 1982, dissolutions and modifications (17,164), 
uniform support (8,343), and domestic abuse. (130) 
filings accounted for 25,637 cases or ~6.0 percent of 
all civil filings (55,763). "Indictable misdemea~or 
:cases involving first and second offense drunk.d~lv­
ing (OWl) comprised 15,712 of the 39,008 crlmlnal 
filings or 40.3 percent of the total. There, were 
8 064 felony filings in 1982 -- down 102 cases or 1.2 
p~rcent from the 8,166 felony filings in 1981. 
[Tables 4 and 5] 
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I. APPELLATE COURTS 

THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA 

The Supreme Court of Iowa is comprised of nine jus­
tices. The chief justice is selected by a vote of the 
Court and serves for the duration of his or her eight-year 
term of office. As of April 1, 1983, ninety-six persons 
have served on the Supreme Court since Iowa became a terri­
tory on July 12, 1838. Although the high Court was com­
prised of only three justices during the first 25 years, 
the general assembly inc.reased the Court's membership to 
four in 1864, to five in l876, to six in 1894, to seven in 
1913, to eight in. 1927, and nine in 1929 v a. a result of 
.rising case load • 

As of December 31, 1982, the justices of the Supreme 
Court listed in order of seniority were:" Clay LeGrand 
(Davenport); Harvey Uhlenhopp (Hampton), W. W. Reynoldson, 
Chief Justice (Osceola), K. David Harris (Jefferson), Mark 
McCormick (Des Moines), Arthur A. McGiverin (Ottumwa), 
Jerry Le Larson (Harlan), Louis W. Schultz (Iowa City) and 
·James H. Carter (Cedar Rapids). Justice Carter replaced 
Justice Robert G. Allbee who resigned June 30, 1982. 
[District Judge Charles R. "70lle of Sioux City was appoint-
ed to the Supreme Court on March 12, 1983, following the 
retirement of Justice Clay LeGrand, February 16.] 

Thee method· of selecting justices to the Supreme Court 
of Iowa has changE~d several times since 1838. While the 
three territorial justices were appointed by the President 

c" of the United States, when Iowa became a state on December 
28, 1846, the constitution provided for the selection of 
Supreme Court justices by a joint vote of both houses of 
the general assembly. Iowa's second constitution, adopted 
in 1857, .··reflected the mood of Jacksonian democracy and 
called for the popular election of judges. Finally, in 
1962, .Iowa voters ratified a constitutional amendment which 
removed judges from partisan elections and established a 1;0 

IS-member State Judicial Nominating Commission comprised of 
seven laypersons appointed by the. governor and confirmed by 
the senate and seven attorneys elected by members of the 
Iowa bar. The Supreme Court justice with the longest ser­
vice, other than the chief justice, chairs the Commission. 
Whenever a vacancy occurs on the Supreme Court of Iowa, the 
Commission nominates three individuals from. whom the gover­
nor selects one. One year fO,llowing initial appointment, 
and every eight years thereafter, Supreme Court justices 
stand for retehttqn at the general election. Trial and 
appellate judges appointeci:7after July 1, 1965, must retire 
by age 72 ~ those appointed earlier may serve until their 
75th birthday.' " '.\ 
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Procedures were established in 1975 for the disci­
pline and removal of judges standing for retention elec­
tion. Except for magistrates, the Commission on Judicial 
Oualifications may apply to the Supreme Court to retire, 
discipline or remove any jUdge or justice. The Commission 
is comprised of a district court judge and two practicing 
attorneys appointed by the chief justice of the Supreme 
Court and four non-attorney electors appointed by the 
governor and confirmed by the senate. ' 

The Supreme Court stands at the apex of the Iowa 
judicial system. The Cou~t has general appellate jurisdic­
tion in both civil and criminal cases. The Court also has 
original jurisdiction in such cases as reapportionment, bar 
discipline and the issuance of temporary injunctions. The 
Supreme Court has jurisdiction over all appeals from final 
judgments and from interlocutory orders. It also has the 
authori ty to grant writs of certiorari in cases where a 
district court is alleged to have,~xceeded its jurisdiction 
or otherwise acted illegally. A t~jority of cases handled 
by the Supreme Court are appeals 'from adverse final judg­
ments in the district court, the Iowa tri~l court. Except 
where the action involves an interest in real estate, no 
appeal shall be taken in any case where the amount in con­
troversy, as shown by the plt!;\adings, is less than S3, 000 
unless the trial judge certifies that the cause is one in 
which appeal should be allowed. In small claims actions, 
where the amount in controversy is Sl,OOO or less, the 
Supreme Court may exercise discretionary review. In crim­
inal cases where the state is the appellant or applicant, 
the Supreme Court may exercise discretionary review in the 
following cases: I) an order dismissing an &rrest or 
search warrant, 2) an order suppressing or admitting evi­
dence, 3) an order granting or denying a change of venue, 
and 4) a final judgment or o'rder raising a question of law 
important to the judiciary and the profession. In cases 
where the defendant is the appellant or applicant, the 
Supreme Court may exercise discretionary review in the fol­
lowing cases: I) an order suppressing or admitting evi­
dence, 2) an order granting'or denying a change of venue, 
3) an order denying probation, 4) simple misdemeanor or 
ordinance violation convictions, and 5) an order raising a 
question of law' important to the judiciary and the profes­
sion. All other final judgments may be appealed to the 
Supreme Court as a matter of right. [See diagram of the 
Iowa judicial system on the next page.] 

The 1976 Session of the 66th General Assembly estab­
'lished a five-member Court of Appeals. All cases continue 
to be appealed directly to the Supreme Court which trans­
£ers cases to the intermediate court. Supreme Court jus-
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tices in rotating three-member panels determine which cases 
to retain and which matters to route to the Court of 
.Appeals. Pursuant to Rule 401, Rules of Appellate Proce­
dure, the Supreme Court ordinarily shall hear (not trans­
fer) cases involving: 1) substantial constitutional ques­
tions as to the validity of a statute, ordinance or court 
or administrative rule~ 2) substantial issues in which 
there is or is claimed to be a conflict with a published 
decision of the Court of Appeals or Supreme Court; 3) sub­
stantial issues of first impression; 4) fundamental and 
urgent issues of broad public importance requiring prompt 
or ultimate determination; 5) cases in which life imprison­
lDent has been imposed: 6) lawyer discipline; and 7) sub­
stantial questions of enunciating or changing legal princi­
ples. The Rule also suggests summary disposition of cer­
tain cases by the Supreme Court and transfer to the Court 
of Appeals of cases involving the application of existing 
legal principles. 

In addition to deciding cases, the Supreme Court is 
authorized to supervise the administration of justice and 
promulgate rules of procedure for the district court, 
determine the rules for admission and discipline of the 
bar, regulate a client security fund and program of manda­
tory continuing education for lawyers and judges, and adopt 
rules regulating appellate practice and procedure. In ex­
ercising its administrative and supervisory control over 
the trial court, the Supreme Court of Iowa appoints a chief 
judge in each of the eight judici~l distr~cts. The ch~ef 
judges are responsible for overseeing all Judges and mag~s­
trates within their jurisdictions. Together with the chief 
justice of the Supreme Court and the chief judge of the 
Court of Appeals, the chief judges of the district court 
comprise a Judicial Cou~c~l. T~e Council is, auth?rized to 
consider all court administrative rules, dlrectives, and 
regulations necessary to provide for an efficient g orderly, 
and effective administration of justice in Iowa. 

Assisting the Supreme Court in .. its administrati~e, 
supervisory, and decision-making roles, are the court ad~in­
istrator, clerk of court, legal asslstants, and variOUS 
boards and commissions. Since 1967, each justice ha~ been 
authorized to appoint a legal assistant to assist in re­
search. In 1971, the legislature authorized the Supreme 
Court. to appoint a court administra.tor. Serving at the 
pleasure of the Supreme Court, the court administrator and 
his $taff have many statutory and administrative responsi­
bilities including: screening cases for oral ,argumen~a~d 
case routing, writing case statements, gathering statisti:­
cal data on the judicial business at all levels, examining 
the state of the dockets in the district .. court and recom-
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mending the assignment of judges to CO'lrts in need of 
assistance, apportioning judicial magistrates among the 
counties, computing the district court judgeship formula, 
conducting judicial education programs, recommending im­
provements in the organization and operation of the judi­
cial system, administering the judicial retirement system 
handling payroll and travel expenses for the judicia: 
department, planning and budgeting for the Supreme Court 
and its administrative office, providing administrative 
assistance to various court-appointed committees and 
attending to such matters as the Supreme Court may direct. 
The court administrator serves as the executive secretary 
for the Judicial Oualifications Commission and ex officio 
member of the Judicial Coordinating Commi ttee; the court 
administrator is also a member of the Iowa Crime Commis­
sion, State Library Commission, and the State Records 
Commission. 

The clerk of court is appointed by the Supreme Court 
to a four-year term. The clerk of the Supreme Court also 
serves as the clerk of the Court of Appeals. The clerk 
dockets and monitors all cases appealed to the Court, col­
lects court fees, files legal briefs, appendices and re­
cords and files and records every opinion and order of the 
appellate courts. The clerk is responsible for the sale of 
court opinions, the administration of the biannual Iowa bar 
examination and the election of attorney-members to the 
state and judicial election district nominating commis­
sions. The clerk of the Supreme Court also collects and 
accounts for all fees associated with the state bar exami­
nation and the shorthand reporter examination and certifi­
cation. 

In its role as supervisor of the Iowa bar, the 
Supreme Court appoints the members of the Board of Law 
Examiners, and confirms as commissioners of the Court the 
members of the Grievance Commission and the Committee on 
Professional Ethics and Conduct. With the assistance of 
the Iowa State Bar Association, in 1973, the Court estab­
lished the Client Security and Attorney Disciplinary System 
designed to prevent defalcations by members of the Iowa bar 
and provide for the payment of losses caused to the public 
by dishonest conduct of Iowa attorneys. The Court appoint­
ed a seven-member commission to administer the fund result­
ing from annual assessment imposed on attorneys. The 
Supreme Court also has provided that all Iowa lawyers and 
judges must complete a minimum of 15 hours of continuing 
legal education each yea~. In 1975, a l2-member Commission 
on Continuing Legal EducCition was appointed to exercise 
general supervisory authOr.:ity over the administration of 
the rule. 
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The Supreme Court is responsible for promulgating 
rules of appellate, civil, criminal, juveni Ie an¢! probate 
procedure. The Court also is authorized to prescrlbe rules 
of pleading, practice, and procedure, and the forms of pro­
cess, writs, and notices for all proceedings concerning 
hospitalization of mentally ill persons. In exercising its 
rule-making authori ty, the Sup:rJeme Court is assisted by 
several committees including: 1) the Supreme Court Commit­
tee on Rules of Civil Procedure: 2) the Advisory Committee 
on Rules of Criminal Procedure,' 3) the Supreme Court 
Advisory Committee on Rules of Juvenile Procedure, and 4) 
the Probate Rules Committee. In developing rule~ for the 
hospitalization of the mentally ill, the Supreme Court has 
been assisted by the Iowa State i9ar Association's Commi ttee 
on Law and Behavioral Sciences. 

Workload' 

During 1982, the Supreme Court o'f Iowa disposed of 
467 cases by written opinion -- 295 civil, 161 criminal and 
11 disciplinary [Table 1]. As illustrated in the chart be­
low, the number of formal opinions (signed and unsigned) 
increased 21.9 percent (383 to 467tfrom 1981 to 1982: the 
two-year increase (275 to 467) wal:S 69,.8 percent. Since 
1980, the number of unsigne'd per cut-iam opinions jumped 612 
percent (25 to 178) while the number of signed opinions 
rose 15 0 6 percent (250 to 289). The dramatic increase in 
the number of per curiam opinions was the consequence of a 
new "fast track" decision process whereby less complex 
cases are submitted without oral argument to rotating 
three-judQ.e panels. 

" 

Signed Court Unsigned Per 
Opinions Curiam Opinions Total 

1982 289 178 467 
1981 278 105 3@3 
1980 250 25 275 
1979 265 25 290 
1978 312 45 357 
1977 285 89 374 

As illustrated in Table 2, 93.5 percent of the cases 
(440 of 467) decided by formal opinion were appealed 'to the 
Supreme Court as a' matter of right. There were 382 appeals 
from final judgments in the district court:,r 15 appeals from 
interlocutory rulings, 17 post-conviction appeals, 11 
attorney disciplinary actions and six cases involving cer-

.' 
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tified questions of law fr~n the U.S. District Court. The 
Supreme Court of Iowa exercised discretionary review in 
only 27 cases 15 cases appealed from the Court of 
Appeals, 9 original certiorari cases and 3 small claims' 
cases. 

Table 3 shows the.most numerous types of civil cases 
disposed of by written opinioh concerned domestic relations 
(69), torts (46), administrative law (41), contracts (37) 
and property (26). Of the 161 criminal cases, 42 involved 
guilty pleas and/or sentencing issues, exclusively. 

In addition to writing 467 opinions during 1982, the 
nine Supreme Court justices registered 34 dissents and 6 
special concurrences. Their opinions totaled 3,651 pages 
or 406 pages per judge on the double-spaced, letter-sized 
paper. The average Supreme Court opinion was approximately 
eight pages in length. Over 93 percent of the rulings (436 
of 467) were (~-'proved by a unanimous vote of the justices 
deciding the c~se. 

Cases filed before the Supreme Court rose from 1,733 
(1981) to 1,849 (1982) -- an increase of 6.7 percent. As 
noted in Table 11, the number of filings in the Supreme 
Court has mushroomed 186.2 percent (646 to 1,849) during 
the last decade. Civil filings have soared 247.1 percent 
(361 to 1,253) while criminal cases have more than doubled 
(285 to 596) since 1972. 

Table. indicates the number of civil and criminal 
cases "In Work," "Ready," IVAssigned" and "Out-to-Judges" 
which were pending as of January 1, 1981, and 1982 and 
1983. While the number of cases "In Work;'; increased 5.6 
percent (853 to 901), the number ·of ci vi! and criminal 
~ases ~R~adyh for disposition decreased 20.9 percent (234 
to' 185) during 1982. The total number of pendin.g cases de­
clined 0.1" percent (1, l6f to 1,155). 

\\ 
However, as cases transferred to the Court of Appeals 

are no longer con'sidered pending before the Supreme Court, 
the figures above are misleading. If pending cases in both 
appellate courts are examined, figures show an overall in­
cre.ase of 7.9 percent (1,247 to 1,345) in the number of 
pending cases from', January 1, 1982 to January 1, 1983. 
Including cases assigned and submitted but not decided, the 
"number of cases ready for disposition (i.e., all necessary 
papers filed) grew 12.7 percent (394 to 444) during 1982~ 
the number of pendtng ready cases has rocketed 67.5 percent 
(165.. to 444) since January 1, 1980. 
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As noted in Table 5, the average elapse time from 
"Ready" for submission to Supreme Court decision 'was 5.9 
months in 1982 -- a slight increase over the 5.2 months 
processing time jn 1981. The elapse time for regular civil 
cases was 7.5 months. While delay in the Court increased 
somewhat in 1981, disposition time did not compare with the 
situation that existed in 1976, before the Court of Appeals 
was established, when the average non-priority civil case 
took over 20 months to be decided after it was ready. 

An examination of the direction of the Supreme Court 
decisions during 1982, indicates that 64 percent of the 
lower court rulings were affirmed by the Court, 23 percent 
were reversed, and 13 percent were mixed. (A "mixed" 
Supreme Court decision is defined as a ruling which both 
"affi~ms" and "modifies" or "retlerses" parts of a lower 
court ruling.) Nineteen cases involving such matters as 
attorney disciplinary actions, certification of questions 
of law and original jurisdiction matters were not included 
in the disposition direction computation. 

Affirmed 
Reversed 
Mixed 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

65 
26 

9 

68 
23 

9 

64 
30 

6 

63 
27 
10 

57 
33 
10 

53 
33 
14 

67 
23 
10 

64 
23 
13 

Over 57 percent of the cases (267/467) disposed of by .. 
written opinion were appealed from the trial courts of nine 
metropolitan counties. Approximately one out of five cases 
arose in Polk County. 

Counties 

Polk 
Scott 
Black Hawk 
Linn 
Dubuque 
Pottawattamie 
Johnson 
Woodbury 
Cerro Gordo 

·TOTAL 

Number 
of cases 

~l 
4)0 
33 
32 
18 r(j 

18 
12 

\\ 
" 12 

11 
267 

Percen.tage of 
Total Cases Disposed 

'''\ \ 19.5 
8.6 
7.1 
6.9 
3.9 
3.9 
2.6 
2.6 
2.4 

57.2 

~ 
\" 

,,\ 
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In addi t.ion to the 467 Supreme Court cases disposed 
of by formal opinion after submission to the Court, 1,435 
cases (970 civil and 465 criminal) were disposed of by 
Court order, consolidation, dismissal by the clerk for 
failure t.O cure a 'default or by voluntary action by the 
parties involved. Table 6 shows 113 cases were dismissed 
by order of the Supreme Court: 203 orders were issued deny­
ing peti tions for various types of review: 85 cases were 
dismissed by the clerk for failure to cure a default after 
notice: 394 cases were voluntarily wi thdrawn by the par­
ties: 43 cases were consolidated: 531 cases' were trans­
ferred by order. of the Supreme Court to the Court of 
Appeals and 66 were disposed of by other mean$. In total, 
1, ~02 filings were disposed of by the Supreme Court in 
1982. Excluding cases transferred to the Court of Appeals, 
the Supreme Court disposed of ,,1,371 appeals in 1982. 

A significant
l

' amount of judge-time· also was spent 
ruling on preliminary motions and applications, conducting 
hearings, and writing 4,939 orders which did not result in 
the disposal of a case. Excluding orders transferring 
cases to the 'Court of Appeals, the number of dispository 
and non-dispository orders issued by the Supreme Court dur­
ing the last seven years is illustra.~ed below. 

Dispositor:L Orders Nondispositor~ Orders 

1982 923 4,939 
1981 822 5,006 
1980 838 4,220 
1979 743 3,024 
1978 718 3,445 
1977 701 2,432 
1976 616 2,281 

~n recent years, several major structural and proce­
dural changes have contributed to the Supreme Court's abil­
ity to. handle an increasing lJumber of appeals. One impor­
tant innovation has been the reinsti tution of a practice 
prevalent from 1929-1943: namely, hearing and deciding 
cases in divisions of five members. Instead of spending 
four days a month in Court hearing oral arguments, each 
justice now spends two, days hearing oral arguments. (Dur­
ing the monthly Court week, Wednesdays are generally re­
served for conference and administrative matters.') Except 
in the most complex and controversial cases in which two or 
more justices request disposition en banc (by the full 
nine-member Court), cases before the Supreme Court are de­
cided by division. The drafts of all proposed opinions are 
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circulated to the entire Court. At any time prior to final 
approval of a proposed opinion, any two justices may re­
quest that a specific case be decided en banc. The re­
search staff initially screens all cases and recommends to 
a three-justice screening panel whether a case should be 
submi tted en banc or to a division: stCiff attorneys also 
recommend the amount of oral argument time, if any, which 
should be allotted to each case, and whether the case 
should be retained"by the Supreme COurt or transferred to 
the Court of Appeals. 

During 1982, the Supreme Court began a more summary 
treatment of appropriate cases. By utilizing a panel of 
three justices, eliminating oral argument and writing brief 
per curiam opinions, the Suprem~ Court increased the number 
of formal dispositions by 21. 9 percent (383 to 467); the 
number of per curiam opinions jumped 69.5 percent (105 to 
178) in one year. ' 

As noted in Table 7 r 407 of the 467 Supreme Court de­
C1S10ns were decided by a panel of three or five justices. 
All disciplinary cases were considered en banc: 12.2 per­
cent of the civil and 8.1 percent of the criminal cases 
were formally voted on by the full membership. Overall, 
12.8 percent of the cases disposed of in 1982 were decided 
by all nine justices sitting en banc. During the six pre­
vious years, the perceptage of cases decided en banc was 
8.3, 17.1, 21.4,23.5, 9~c:~ and 5.3 percent, respectively. 

In addition to using judicial panels to hear and de-" 
cide cases, the Court also has conserved time by reducing 
the number of cases permitted oral argument and 1 imi ting 
the amount of time each party can use in presenting its 
case. While before 1973 the Court allowed 75 minutes to 
argue a ,case, today most oral arguments are limited to 
approximately 35 minutes. In 1982, 217 of the 481 cases 
(45.1 percent) were submitted without oral argument before 
the Supreme Court. Indicative of "the increased number of 
fast track submissions handled by the Court in 1982, the 
numbe,r and percentage of appeals submi tted without oral 
argument jumped to its highest level. 

~ 
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~ 
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Submissions to the Supreme Court 

Percent 
Oral Non-Oral Total Non-Oral 

1982 264 217 481 45.1 
1981 254 136 390 34.9 
1980 236 46 282 16.3 
1979 209 60 269 22.3 
1978 258 96 354 27.1 
1977 264 105 369 28.5 
1976 242 149 391 38.1 

Other factors playing crucial roles in alleviating 
some of the Court's research and administrative burdens in­
clude: the research of legal ass istants, case statements, 
court orders and screening recommendat~:dnSl drafted by the 
research staff, and the administrative ((tasks performed by 
the court administrator and staff and the clerk's office. 

(\ THE IOWA COURT OF APPEALS 

IQ 1976, the 66th General Assembly established a new 
five-member appellate cOUrt designated as the ~Iowa Court 
of Appeals." The new' Court began hearing oral arguments 
and deciding cases in January 1977. As of December 31, 
1982, the members of the Iowa Court of Appeals listed in 
order of seniority were: Allen L. Donielson (West Des 
Moines), Bruce M. Snell, Jr. (Ida Grove), Leo Oxberger, 
Chief Judge (St. Charles), Janet A. Johnson (Des Moines) 
and Dick R. Schlegel (Ottumwa). Judge Schlegel was 
appointed-' October 22, 1982 to fill the vacancy resulting 
from the·- resignation of Judge James H. Carter, who was 
appointed to the" Supreme' .-Court. [Judge Janet Johnson re-
signed effective March .31, 1983: Maynard Hayden 
(Indianola) , .. 'Chief Judge of the Fifth Judicial District, 
was appointed May 3, 1983, to till the vacancy.] 

The Court of Appeals is authorized to rev~tew all civil 
and criminal actions, post-conviction remedy proceedings, 
small claims action.s, writs, orders and other processes 
transferred to it by the Supreme Court. The Iowa Court of 
Appeals hears only the eases transferred to it by the 
Supr,eme Court. All cases continue to be appealed directly 
to the Supreme Court. 
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Workload 

As indicated in Table 8, during 1982, the five-member 
Court of Appeals disposed of 423 cases -- 307, civi~ ~nd 1~6 
criminal -- the second largest number of d1~POS1 t1,O~S 1n 
its six-year history. There were 250 per cur1am op1nlons, 
165 signed opinions, and eight case~ dism,issed by order. 
Since the Court of Appeals wa~ establ1shed 1n late 1976 and 
began deciding cases in 19;7, it has disposed of 2!4~7 
cases (1,744 civil and 683 criminal). There were 140 C1V'11 
and 50 criminal cases pending before the Court of Appeals 
at the end of 1982. 

The number and type of cases disposed of by form~l 
written opinion are illustrated in Table 9. As noted ~n 
this table, the Court of Appeals disposed of 104 domest1c 
relations cases (51 involving child custody), 50 contract 
cases, 44 administrative law cases and 33 tort cases. 
Twelve of the" 114 criminal cases involved guilty pleas 
and/or sentencing only. 

Of the 415 cases disposed of by ?pinion, 269 or 64.8 
percent were affirmed, 77 or 18.6 percent were reverse~, 
and 69 or 16.6 percent were a combination of the two, mod1-
fied or remanded only. Sixty percent of the cases 
(250/415) were decided by per curiam opinion1 in 1~81 near­
ly three-fourths of the cases ( 368/501) were termlnated by 
per curiam opinion. 

During 1982, the Supreme Court consid7red ,192 app1ica-. 
tions for further review and granted reVle\'1 1n 19 cases. 
Of the 15 Court of Appeals rulings reviewed by the,Supre~e 
Court in 1982, eight wer~ vacated, three ,were aff1rmed 1n 
part and v.acated in part and four were afflrmed. 

The 'average delay from the time a case was "ready" for 
submission' to -decision- -by the Court pf Appeals ,!as 6.2 
months 1 niearly one month longer than the elapse t1me r 7-
corded in 1981 but six months less than a~pellate delay 1n 
1977 -- the Court' s firs,t year of op.erat10n. > [?-,able, 1?1 
In 1982, the average elapse time for non-prl0r,lty c~v1l 
cases was 6.9 months -- an increase of over one month sln7e 
1981 but-over nine months less th~ri th~ appellate delay 1n 
1977. 

Of the 456 cases submitted to the Court of Appe~ls in 
1982 228 {exactly half) were heard on the record w1thout 
oral' argument. In 1978, 1979, 1980 and 1981, the propor­
tion of cases decided without oral argument was 52.2, 43.2, 
37.1 and 54.2 percent, respectively. 
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Including dissenting (52) and concurring (10) opin­
ions, the 415 formal opinions totaled 2,317 pages, an aver­
age of 5.6 pages per case or 463 pages per judge, counting 
the'ti tIe page. Opinions, ranged in length from 2· to 15 
pages double-spaced. . 

Of the 415 dispositions by formal opinion, 230 or 55.4 
percent were appealed from 11 counties: Polk (73), Linn 
(33), Black Hawk (29), Scott (20), Johnson and Woodbury 
(17), Dubuque (10), Boone, Page and Pottawattamie (8) and 
Story (7). During 1982, the Court of Appeals decided cases 
from 85 counties. 

Iowa Appellate Courts -- Statistical Summary 

There were 1,849 cases -- 1,253 civil and 596 criminal 
docketed in the Supreme Court in 1982, up from 1,733 in 

1981. The skyrocketing rise of appellate cases filings 
from 1972 to 1982 is graphically illustrated in Table 11. 
Since 1972, civil filings have soared 247.1 percent (361 to 
1,253) whi Ie the number of criminal cases docketed has 
mushroomed 109.1 percent (285 to 596). Even with the crea­
tion of the Court of Appeals and five additional appellate 
court judges, the average number of filings per judge dur­
ing the past decade jumped 83.3 percent (72 to 132). 

During 1982, the Supreme Court and the Court of 
Appeals disposed of 1,794 cases -- 1,186 ci vi 1 and 608 
criminal --up from 1,716 in 1981. About half of the civil 
(579/1,186) and criminal (333/1,608', disposi tions were by 
order rather than formal opinion1 72.5 percent of these 
matters were dismissed by the clerk or the court, denied or 
conso], idated 1 27.5 percent were voluntarily dismissed or 
wi thdrawn. There were 1,345 cases pending (939 ci vi 1 and 
406 crimifial) at th~ end of the year -- an increase of 98 
or 7.9 percent from the first of the year. The number of 
pending cases ready for disposition rose 12.7 percent (394 
to 444) during 19821 the increase since January 1, 1980 was 

.. 79.0 percent (248 to 444). 

There were 882 di~posi tions by formal op1:n10n -- 607 
civil and 275 criminal. During 1982, the average case was 
disposed of approximately 14 months after it was docketed 
in the Supreme Court clerk' s office. In the average case 
it took the parties eight months to file the briefs, rec­
ords, etc., and make the case ready for submission to the 
CourtJ the elapse time from readiness to decision was about 
six months. The largest category of civil cases handled at 
the appellate level by formal opinion was domestic rela­
tions -- 173 of 607 civil cases or 28.5 percent. The num-

II 
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ber and types of other civil cases decided by formal opin­
ion in the appellate courts were as follows: contracts, 
87~ administrative law, 85~ torts, 79~ property, 50~ post­
conviction relief, 29~ trusts, estates and wills, 22. 
While the number of appellate rulings involving domestic 
relations and post-conviction relief declined 14.8 and 21.6 
percent, respectively, the number of administrative law de­
cisions rose 44 percent. The Supreme Court revoked the li­
censes of four attorneys, suspended the licenses of 25 law­
yers and imposed lesser penalties on seven others. Rein­
statement of attorney licenses was granted and denied 
twice. Eleven disciplinary cases were decided by .a formal 
opinion of the Supreme Court. 

Financial Statement 

The 1982 Session of the 69th General Assembly appro­
priated $13,119,221 to finance the operation and ad~inis­
tration of the trial and appellate courts in Iowa for fis­
cal year ending June 30, 1983. (This figure includes 
appropriations for the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, 
State Court Administrator's Office, Judicial Oualifications 
Commission, Board of Law Examiners, Board of Shorthand 
Reporters, and the salaries and travel expenses of all 
trial court judges.) The general fund appropriation for 
the judiciary represented 0.6 of one percent of the total 
State budget of $2,079,640,644.- Of the $13.1 million 
appropriated to the Judicial Department for operations, ad­
ministration, boards, and retirement, over 9S percent was 
earmarked for salaries and fringe benefits -- chief justice 
of the Supreme Court, $62,100~ eight justices, $57,100; 
chief judge of the Court of Appeals, $55,400: four asso­
ciate, judges $54,200~ eight chief judges of the district 
court, $53,000~ 87 district court judges, $50,700: 39 dis­
trict ass~ciate juages, $42,000~ and 164 magistrate (part­
time) positions, $11,700. 

As noted in Chart 2 on the following page, the major 
general fund appropriation categories and their share of 
the State's budget were: Education, 50.9 percent: Regula­
tory and Finance, 24.0 percent: Social Services (including 
corrections and mental health), 18.5 percent~ State Govern­
ment (includ,ing the Judi,cial Branch), 2.1 percent ~ Trans­
portation and Law Enforcement, 2.0 percent ~ Natural 
Reso~rces, 1.5 percent: and Human Resources, 1.0 percent. 

!~ . '1 
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CHART 2 

STP.TE OF IOWA 

Appropria~ed funds for Fiscal Year 1983 
in millions of dollars $2,079.6 

__ ~~-STATE GOVERNMENT 
$44.3 

2.1% 

t Judicial Department 
$13.1 

0.6% 

EDUCATION 
$1,057.5 

50.9% 

SOCIAL SERVICES 
(including corrections 

and mental health) 

TRANSPORTATION AND 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 

$40.7 
2.0% 

HUMAN RESOURCES 
$21.4 

1.0% 

REGULATORY AND FINANCE 
$499.2 

24.0% 

$385.6 
18.5% f--NATURAL RESOURCES 

$30.9 
1.5% 

The cost of administering the Judicial Department, is 0.6 of 
one percent of the total State General Fund Appropriation for 
FY 1983. 
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TABLE 1 

NUMBER OF ",CIVIL, CRIMINAL AND DISCIPLINARY CASES 
TERMINATED BY FORMAL OPINION 

SUPREME COURT OF IOWA, 1975-1982 

I . 

CIVIL '. CRIMINAL DISCIPLINARY TOTAL 

295 161 11 467 

208 171 4 383 

187 c' 84 4 275 

202 81 7 290 

245 103 9 357 

252 118 4 374 

176 210 8 394 

229 143 6 378 

TOTAL 1,794 1,071 53 2,918 

a. Where two or more related cases were consolidated 
for purposes of decision-making and resolved by one Court 
opinion, only one of the combined cases was counted in 
computing the total number of disposi tions by opinion. In 
1982, the 467 Supreme Court decisions involved .486 case 
filings. 

b. The "civil"' case category in this report includes 
appeals from final denials of post-conviction relief and all 
certiorari cases. 

c. "Criminal" means direct appeals from,final judgment 
in criminal cases. . 

d. Includes only the" bar disciplinary proceedings 
disposed of by written opinion and published in the 
North Western Reporter. 
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TABLE 2 

FORMAL DISPOSITIONS BY THE SUPREME COURT OF IOWA 
AS CLASSIFIED BY MODE OF REVIEW -- 1980-1982 

MODE OF REVIEW NUMBER OF FORMAL D!SPOSITIONS 

Appeal from Final Order 
(judgment) in District Court 

Civil Case 
Criminal Case 

Original Certiorari 
C'ivi1 Case 
C~iminal Case 

Appeal from Interlocutory 
Appeal 

Discretionary Review of 
Small Claim 

Certified Questioneof Law 

Appeal in Post-Conviction 
Relief Proceeding 

Lawyer Disciplinary 

Further Review 

Miscellaneo4s 

Total Dispositions, 

1980 

149 
75 

4 
4 

10 

5 

2 

8 

4 

10 
II 

4 

275 

1981 

145 
159 

6 
3 

19 

1 

3 

21 

4 

15 

7 

383 

1982 

233 
149 

5 
4 

15 

3 

6 

17 

11 

15 

9 

467 
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TABLE 3 

NUMBER AND TYPES OF CASES DISPOSED OF 
BY SUPREME COURT OPINION, r977-1982 

TYPE OF CASE 1977 L~n8 
'\~/-::;;l 

1979 1980 
\\ 

CIVIL 
Administrative Law 27 \\ 40 54 31 
Contracts 43 32 39 42 
Contested child custody 11 12 9 10 
Domestic relations not 

involving child custody 27 19 '8 8 
Post-conviction relief 9 9 8 8 
Property 25 22 13 15 
Taxation 14 7 5 4 
Tort 54 45 33 34 
Trust, estates, wills 11 10 5 9 
Other 31 49 28 26 

TOTAL CIVIL 25,2 245 202 187 

CRIHINAL 
Guilty plea only 14 7 2 4 
Sentencing only 14 11 14 9 
Guilty plea. 'and sentencing only 4 2 3 3 
Other 86 83 62 68 

TOTAL CRIMINAL Il8 103 8T 84 

LAWYER DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 4 9 7 4 

TOTAL 374 357 290 275 
= -- -- --

1981 

23 
29 
14 

32 
21 
16 

,,4 
33 

7 
29 

208 

11 
19 

7 
134 • 
rrr 

4 

383 
= 

" 

1982 

-j 

; 
! 

" 
j 

'~ 

41 
37 
13 

56 • 17 U ~ 

26 ~ (,\ \ 

1 5 ' n 'J 
" 46 " 

, "I 9 ' , 
.#\, 

45 '. ~, 

295 /1 

15 
23 

4 
1" 119 

I6T j. 
J 
H 
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TABIE 4 

NtMBER .. OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES: IN \>l)RI(a, READyb, 
M;bIGNE~, AND OOT-'ID-SUPREME COORT JUSTICESd 

A ~PARISON OF CASEI.DAI:S 
DECEMBER 31, 1980, 1981 AND 1982 

1980 1981 1982 
CIVIL CRIMINAL '!UrAL CIVIL CRIMINAL TOl'AL CIVIL CRIMINAL TOl'AL 

IN \'l:RK 433 424 857 491 362 853 590 311 901 

READY 67 33 100* 200 34 234* 154 31 185* 

ASSIGNED 20 9 29 18 11 29 20 7 27 

OOl'-TO- 24 19 43 34 15 49 35 7 42 
JUSTICES 

.. .. 
a. In Work - All cases docketed which are not yet ready for sul::mission. 
b. Ready - All cases ready for subnission. 
c. Assigned ~ All cases which have been assigned to' the justices and will be 

sut:rnitted or formally presented to the Court within a m:>nth. 
p' d.n.tt-to-Justices - All cases ,', $llI:mi tted to the Court which have not, been 

decided. 

*For purposes of this table t the 460, 454 and 531 cases transferred to the Court ( 
of Appeals in 1980, 1981 and 1982, respectively, were deducted fran the number of 
ready cases pending before the Supreme Court. . 
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TABLE 5 

AVERAGE DELAY (IN MONTHS) FROM THE TIME A 
CASE IS READY FOR SUBMISSIO~ TO OPINION 

SUPREME COURT OF IOWA, 1975-1982 

TYPE OF CASE 
(. 

PRIORITY 
CIVIL CrVIL CRIMINAL 

----~~--~-----~ --~ ----~ --------- -------~------- ---~ 

AVERAGE 
DELAY 

'. 

II 
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TABLE 6 
II 

DISPOSITION OF CASES AT THE SUPREME COURT LEVEL 
BY ORDER OR._ OTHER MODE PRIOR TO FORMAL SUBMISSION TO THE COURT 

1982 

TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

Voluntary dismissal or with­
drawal of appeal or other 
revi~w by appellant 

Dismissal by the clerk pur­
suan£ to Rule 19, R. App. P., 
for failure to cure default . 
within 15 days aftercnotice 

Dismissal by court for failure 
to comply with Rules of Appel-

n late Procedure . 

Dismissal by court for lack of " 
jurisdiction 

> f. 

Dismissal by court of frivolous 
criminal appeal pursuant to 
Rule 104, Rules of Appellate 
Procedure 

Denial of petition for permis­
sib~ to appeal an interlocutory 
ruling .. 
Denial of pe~ition for writ of 
certiorari 

,. 
Denial~_1.~ftpeti tion for discre­
tionar~r)~evie~ 

Cases transferred to the Court 
of Appeals by order of the ~. 
Supreme Court 

Consolidat,ions· 

Other. 

Totals 

NUMBER OF DISPOSITIONS 
CIVIL CRIMINAL TOTAL 

84 394 

59 26 85 

11 11 

(i 102 ' 102 

89 89 

13 .14 27 

29 58 87 

397 134 531 

" 19 24 43 

4,3 23 66 

970 465 1,435 

*For purposes 0''£ this table, cases were classified as consoli­
dated at the time an orderrantin consolidation was filed. 

! 
! ' 
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TABLE 7 

NtMBER OF CIVIL, CRIMINAL AND DISCIPLINARY 
caSES DISPC6ED OF BY QPINION OF THE StJPRElttE COORT ( I: EN BANC AND BY DIVISION, 1980-1982 
\) 

EN BANe 
1980 1981 1982 

DIVISIOO 
1980 1981 1982 

PERCENl' EN BANe 
1980 1981 1982 

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

CIVIL 35 20 

t' CRIMINAL 

it \' DISCIPLINARY 

tf 

8 8 

4 4 

47 32 

, ' 

36 

13 

11 

60 

152' 188 

76 ,163 

-I.l ( 

228 351 

259 

148 

407 

18.7% 9.6% 12.2% 

9.5% .4.6% 8.1% 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

17.1% 8.3% 12.8% \ 

"i 

~ 

1982 

1981 

1980 

1979 

1978 

1977 
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TABLE 8 

NtM3ER ,.OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES TRANSFERRED ro, 
TERMINATED BY AND PmDI~ BEFORE '!liE ICMA ca.JRT OF APPEAlS 

1977-1982 

~\" 
,~------------------~------------------------------------\\ 
",\ 

TRANSFERRED TERMINATED PENDI~ END OF YEAR 
CIVIL C;RIMINAL 'l'Ol'AL CIVIL CRIMINAL 'IUI'AL CIVIL CRIMINAL 'roTAL 

397 

305 

344 

263 

245 

330 

134 

149 

116 

114 

125 

95 

531 

454 

4,60 

377 

370 

425* 

307 

348 

303 

259 

267 

260 

116 

163 

94 

120 

117 

73 

423 

511 

397 

379 

384 

333 

140 

50 

93 

70 

50 

32 

46 

24 

30 

22 

190 

82 

139 

76 

78 

92 

----r-------------------------------------------------------------
1,884 733 2,617 1,744 683 ,,2,427 204 657 

T' 

*Includes 69 cases - 56 civil and 13 criminal -- transferred to the Court of 
Appeals in late 1~76. 'b 
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TABLE 10 

AVERAGE DELAY (IN MONTHS) FROM THE TIME 
A CASE IS READY FOR SUBMISSION TO OPINION 

IOWA COURT OF APPEALS 
1977-1982 

TYJ?E OF CASE 

PRIORITY 
CIVIL CIVIL f CRIMINAL 

6.9 5.2 5.3 

5.8 5.0 5.0 

4 e 8 4.8 4.8 

5.2 4.2 4.6 

3.7 4.0 4.1 

16.1 4.6 4.6 

., 

TOTAL 

6.2 

5.5 

4.8 

4.9 

5.8 

12.5 
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TABLE 11 

NUMBER OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES FILED* 
AT THE APPELLATE COURT LEVEL 

1972-1982. 

CIVIL** CRIMINAL TOTALS, 

1,253 596 1,849 

1,175 558 1,733 
",:. 

1,081 539 1,620 

1,014 493 1,507 

1,003 487 1,490 

785 446 e.....) 1,231 

737 " 439 1,176 

694 392 1,086 

594 362 956 

611 364 "'975 
.~, 361 285 64'6 )\ 

\/ ,: 

*A case is cO,nsidered filed or docketed at the time the 
"clerk prepares.· a docket page and assigns a number to the 
case. 

**Inc1udes ~ttorne.y d~scip1inary cases. 
I) 

" 
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II. TRIAL COURT 

THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT 

The unified trial court, known as the "Iowa District 
Court, II became operative July 1, 1973. The district court 
has general and original jurisdiction of all actions and 
proceedings, including probate and juvenile matters. Its 
jurisdiction, is e,xercised by senior judges, district 
judges, district associate judges and judicial magis­
tra~es ~j The s~lary and travel expenses of all judges and 
maglst~ates are funded by the State • 

. \ '. , 

The Unified Trial Court Act requires th~ clerk of the 
district,<;..i'·\~t to furnish each judicial magistrate, asso­
ciate jUdg;~;;.:/ or district judge acting as a j udicia1 m~gis­
trate, a docket in which to enter all proceedings wi thin 
their jurisdiction, except those required to be docketed 
with the clerk and assigned to judicial officers for dis­
position. The chief judge of a judicial district is auth­
orized ~to order criminal proceedings combined in a central­
ized docket. 

Judicial Magistrates 

"The Unified Trial Court Act created and allotted 191 
.part-time judicial magistrate positions to the 99, counties 
in the state, ranging from one to six per county. T,he 
original allotment remained i'n effect until June 30, 1975. 
Since"that date, the state court administrato~ has appor­
tioned magistrates among the counties. 

.A judicial magistrate appointing comm,ission selects 
the magistrates. to fill the positions allotted to the 
county." The person appointed must be an elector of the 
countyoand able to serv~ a full term of office before 
reaching" the mandatory retir~ment age of 72. Although a 
license 'to,. practice law is not required, the commission 
must first consider 1ic~nsedat.torneys. Incountie$) allot­
ted only one such position,the<J appointing commission is 
authQrized to appoint an addi tional magistrat~ - .and divide 
the ·statutory salary. (Guthrie and Ida Counti'es"'exercised 
this option in 1982). Par)t-time magistrates serve a two" 
year term of office commencing July 1 in,' odd-numbered 
years. The apportionment made' in 1981 and reaffirmed in 
1983 appears in Appendix e. ,") 

.As 'amended, . the Unified Trial Court P1ct authorizes 
any county, wi.th "an allo'tment of three or more magisf~ate 
positlons to appoint a district assoclate judge to "substi,-
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tute for three part-time magistrates. (Effective J'anuary 
1 1981 full-time magistrates were renamed district asso­
ciate j~dges.) The substitution is made by order of ~he 
chief judge of the judicia~ di~tri~t on ~he aff~rm~t7ve 
vote of a majori ty of the dlstrlct JU,dges In the J";ldlc~al 
election district in which the county IS located. Dlstrl~t 
associate judges serving in lieu of magistrates are noml­
nated, appointed and retained in the same manner as regular 
district associate judges. As they also have the same 
qualifications, rights, salary, duties, ,resp,onsibilit~es, 
authori ty and jurisdict~on as regu~ar dlstrlc~ aSS?Clate 
judges, their' workload IS totally Integrated In thlS re­
port. 

Jurisdiction 

Part-time judicial magistrates have jurisdiction of 
the following: 

1. Preliminary hearing cases. [Cases in which 
they act as committing magistrates on felonies 
and indictable misdemeanors~,] (R.Cr.P. 2(4)(a), 
The Code.) 

2. Nonindictable or simple misdemeanors, in­
cluding traffic and ordinance violations. [A 
simple misdemeanor is a criminal offense in 
which the punishment does not exceed a fine of 
$100 or imprisonment for 30 days.] 

3. Search warrant proceedings. 

4. Emergency hospitalization proceedings. 
(Section 229.22, The Code.) 

,. 5. Lost property actions. [These in,clude issu­
ing a warrant directing a peace offlcer to ap­
point appraisers ~o fix t,he value. of vessels, 

,rafts, logs arid lumber WhlCh have been st,opped 
or taken" up and determining the ownersh~p of 
.other lost property.] (Chapter 644~) 

The above proceedings are all required to ,be entered 
iri the docket furnisbed to them by the cle~k or In the cen­
tralized docket ,for the county, if ?ne, ~s Qr?ere? to be 
.r.aintai'ned by the chief judge of the Judlclal dlstrlct. 

6. Small claims. [A small claim is a civil ac­
tion (~) for a money jUQgment where the ~mount 
in controversy is $1,000 or less, exclusIV~ of 
interest and costs, and (2) aCltions for forclble 

" 
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entry and detainer where no question of title to 
the property is involved.] 

, !he Act requires the clerk of the district court to 
mal~tal~ the docket for small claims actions. If the 
actlon IS one for money judgment and it is not disposed of 
by the ,clerk through entry of a con'fession of judgment, de­
f~ul t J udgmen~ ~r, a volur:'tary dismissal, it must be as­
Slgr:ted to a .Jud~clal offlcer having jurisdiction of such 
a?tlons~ Th~s IS done by delivering the original notice 
f 7rst flIed w7th the clerk to the officer. If it is an ac­
tl?n for forclble entry and detainer, the appearance is re­
q";llred befor: the,judic~al officer who must handle the en­
tl~e proce~dl~g, ~ncludln9 an order for the issuance of a 
W:lt of e~lctlon If the plaintiff prevails. Again, the as­
slg~ment,lS pe~fected by the clerk delivering the original 
n~tlce f~rst flIed and ~ll papers in the case to the judi­
clal offlcer. 

, The, record of all actions taken by the judicial offi­
cer In el t~e; type of, small claims proceeding, including 
~otes of,te~tlmony and Judgment entry, is made on the orig­
Inal notlce to which exhibits, if any, are attached and re­
tu:ned to the clerk. It serves as a calendar sheet from 
WhICh the clerk makes proper entries in the small claims 
docket ar:'d on the lien index. Small claims actions are not 
entered l~ the docket fu~nished to judicial officers by the 
cler~ or In the centr~llzed docket used for criminal pro­
cee,dlngs. 

DISTRICT ASSOCIATE JUDGES 

The original Act provided for 30 magistrates required 
t? devote full ti~e to their position. One to four'posi­
tlO~S wer.e ~uthorlzed to counties in four population cate­
gorles ranglng from 35,000 to over 200,000. The 25 munici­
pa~ court j~dges ,holding office June 30, 1973, became dis­
trlct assoclate Judges and satisfied the requirement of a 
regular full-time magistrate in the county of their resi­
dence. U~on the death, resignation, retirement, removal or 
non:etentl0n of a distri9t associate judge, a full-time 
magIstrate was appointed to fill the vacancy. By the end 
o~ 1980" there were 17 regular full-time magistrates and 
nlne substitute full-time magistrates. . 

As noted above, effective January 1, 1981, full-time 
~(nd substitute full-time magistrates were renamed district 
associate, judges. (Chapter 1022, Act;sof the 6,8th G.A., 
1980 Sesslon.) Full-time magistrates who became district 
associate, j';ldges in January 1981 and persons appointed to 
these posltlons on· or before N.ovember 2, 1981, stood for 

, , 
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retention in office in 'their judicial" election district in 
1982. Persons appointed to these offices a~t:r,November If 
1981, who could not complete a one-year lnltlal, term, 0 
office before the November 2, 1982, general e~ectlon, wlll 
stand for retention at the 1984 general electlon and every 
four years thereafter. 

The number of district ~ssociate judges'by judicial 
election district and county is illustrated below. 

Judicial 
Election 
District 

lA 
lB 
2A 
2B 
2B 
2B 
3A 
3B 
4 
SA 
SA 
SA 
6 
6 
7 
7 
7 
8A 
8B 
8B 

County 

Dubuque 
Black Hawk 
Cerro Gordo 
Marshall 
Webster 
Story 
Dickinson 
W00dbury 
Pottawattamie 
Jasper 
Polk 
Warren 
Johnson 
Li.nn 
Clinton 
Muscatine 
Scott 
Wapello 
Des Moines 
Lee 

District 
A.ssociate 

Judges 

2 
3 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
3 
3 
1 
6 
1 
1. 
4 
1 
1 
3 
1 
2 
1 

;~ 
J,L, _---:. ___ ---:':--_~ 

------------T-O-T-A-L--------"~~ 39 

In counties having only one distric~ associ8:te ,judge", 
.0. d' cial magistrate appoint.lng comm,lsslo!" is 

theth C~U~~y t;Uaplpoint an 'alternate district aSSOclate J':1dge 
au orlZ b of a district assoclate 
~o,act ~n ~h~l::~~~~:rrs ap:f~c~n a·· per diem' _basis by the~ 
~~~~:. for ~~ays. of actua~ Sterv~c:g!e~~~~~~. i~n~l:r8s~al~n :~dt--~ 
terilate 'dlstrlct aSSOCla e JU, 
Warren,. Counties. 

I 

,. 
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Jurisdiction 

District associate judges have the same jurisdiction 
as part-time magistrates. In addition, they have jurisdic­
tion of: 

1. Civil actions for money judgments where the 
amount in controversy does not exceed S3,000; 

2. Indictable (serious and aggravated) misde-
meanors; and 

3 •. Juvenile cases when designated as a judge of 
the juvenile court by the chief judge of the ju­
dicial district. 

While exercising such additional jurisdiction, they 
are not only required' to employ district judges' practice 
and procedure but, as the case~ are docketed with the clerk 
of the dis·trict court, they must be assigned and delivered 
to the judge with a calendar sheet on which to report the 
disposition of the case. 

Trial by Jury and Appeal Provisions 

A defendant charged with a nonindictable or simple 
misdemeanpr is entitled to a" trial by a six-member jury if 
he or she files a written jury demand at least ten days be­
fore the time set for trial. Failure to make such demand 
coristi tutes 'a waiver of jurye', The plaintiff may appeal 
only upon a finding of invalidity of an ordinance or stat­
ute and the defendant only upon a judgment of conviction. 
If 'the original action was tried by a lay-magistrate, the 
district or district associate judge shall try the case 
anew; a case tried by .a district judge, district associate \) 
judge or judicial magistrate admitted to the bar is 
appealed to a district judge on\'the record. Either party 
may 'appeal from the judgment of the district judge to the 
Supreme Court in the same manner .. as from a judgment in a 
pros~cution by, indictment. ~,,, rc 

A small claims action is tr~~d before· the judicial 
officer to whom it is assigned without the right to a 
jury. Either party may. appeal to a district court judge 
who is requt~ed to. hear the matter on the record. If it 

"appears the trial record is incomplete, the dist~ict court 
judge may ta~e additional testimony and evidence • The 
right "of either party to appealfroI'(l the judgment of the 
district judge is entirely within the discretionary power 
of the Sppreme Court. 

(, 
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DISTRICT COURT JUDGES 

In January 1982, there were 95 district court judges 
in Iowa. Under the judgeship formula computed in February 

'·1982, 123 judgeships were authorized. However, the provi­
sions of section 602.18, The Code, as amended, limi ted the 
maximum number of judgeships to 95. The latest computation 
of the'judgeship formula (February 1983) authorized a total 
of 123 judgeshl'ps. The statutory formula and a copy of the 
application of the formula in 1982 and 1983 appear at the 
end of this part of the report. 

For purposes of administration and, ordinary judicial 
functions, the state . .is divided, into eight judicial dis­
tricts (Appendix D) and in.to 13 judicial election districts 
for purposes stated in the footnote to the map appearing on 
page 34. With 95 judges serving in the eight judicial dis­
tricts, the population spread per judge ranged from 26,935 
in the 5th District to 35,438 in the 3rd. [Appendix C] 

Jurisdiction 

District judges possess the full jurisdiction of the 
trial court, including the jurisdiction of judicial magis­
trates. While exercising the latter. they are required to 
employ the practice and procedure for judicial magis­
trates. Under the Iowa probate code they are.the, only 
judges sitting in probate. 

Senior Judges 

" Effective July 1, 1979, the 'Sixty-eighth' General 
Assembly established a senior judge program.whereb~ ~eti~ed 
Supreme Court justices, Court of Appeals Judges, dlstrlct 
court judges and district associate judges who qualify 
agree,~o work up to 13 weeks per _;yeat; unti~a~e.' 78. ~he 
Supreme Court may not assign a senlor Judge Judlclal dutles 
on a court superior to the highest court to which he or she 
was appointed prior to retirement. A senior judge may not 
be assigned 1;.0 the Court of, Appeals or the Supreme Court 
except to serve in 'the temporary aps~nce of a member of 
th~t court. A senior judge may not.practice law~ 

while serving on tempor.ary assignment, a senior judge 
is paid no salary but continues to receive monthly ju~icial 
retirement" annuities •. ' The senior judge program provldes a 
hedge against inflation by mandating an increase in )udi­
cial annuity whenever the current salary of active Judges 
is raised •. Thete is no provision for an increase in judic,­
ial annuity fbr judgeiwho do not participate in the senior 
judge system. 

. , 
/~~ ~ 
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The clerk' s office ,. in the 99 counties performed two 
important functions during 1982 which reduced the workload 
of the judicial officers in each county. These were: 

" 

1. Kept the small claims docket and, through 
the entry of confessions of judgment, default 
judgments and voluntary dismissals in actions 
for a money judgment, avoided the'necessity of 
assigning many such cases to judicial officers. 
[Tables li(d), l4(e) and 15] 

2. ,Maintained a traffic violations office ~here 
scheduled violations were admitted and disposed 
of upon payment of the minimum fine and costs 
before the time' specified for appearance before 
the court on a uniform citation and complaint 
issued to the alleged violator. [T~ble 16] 

Judgeshig Formula 
IL "', " ---' 

The .ubsections of section 602.18, The Code, relating 
to the de"termination of the number of judges in each of the 
13 judicial election districts and the matter of filling 
judgeship vacancies, are as follows: 

1. Subject to the provision folC' temporary 
assignment of. judges, as set out in subsection 
9, ~ereof, each district judge in office on July 
1, 1967~ shall continue to serve in the district 
of his domicile so long as he remains a district 
judge, regardless"of th~ number of judgeships to 
which the district is entttied under subsection 
2 hereof.' 

2. The number of judgeships to which each of 
the judicial election districts shall be enti-

'tIed shall be determined from time to time 
according toth~ following formula~ 

---'-----
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I an . election district wherein the a. Il h 
largest county contains two hundred t ou-
sand or more population, there shall be <?ne 
judgeship per seven h~n?red t~e~ty-f1ve 
combined civil and cr1m1nal f111ngs or 
maj6r- fraction thereof; provided, the seat 
of government shall be entitled to one ad­
ditional judgeship. 

I a n' election district wherein the b. n h 
largest county contains eighty-five t ou-
sand or more population, but lessth~n two 
hundred thousand, there shall b~ one Ju~ge­
ship per six hundred twenty-f1 ve z70mblned 
filings or major fraction thereof. 

I an election district wherein the c. n h d 
largest county contains forty-five t ?usan 
or more population, but less than, elght~­
five thousand, there shall be one,Judge~h~p 
per five hundred twenty-f~ve c~mb1ned C1':'11 
and criminal filings or maJor fractlon 
thereof. 

Iowa's 8 Judicial Districts and 13 Judicial 
Election Districts 

-- - -- - - ..... -(" 

- --- -3A 2A 

l __ -i~ ...... b __ t.:=-_=-~~~.-~~t-=_=-,llI' .~ 1A ,. 1--
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-Judicial election d.lstrlets are for the purposes of nomination, appolntmen~ an: ~~:~:~~ 
of district Judges, the application of the Judgeship formula, the removtl 0 
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d. In an election district wherein the 
largest county contains less than forty­
five thousand population, there shall be 
one judgeship per four hundred seventy-five 
combined civil and criminal filings or 
major fraction thereof. 

e. ~otwithstanding paragraphs a, b, c, or 
d of thi.s subsection, each election dis­
trict shall be entitled to not less than 
one judgeship for each forty thousand popu­
lation. or major fraction thereof contained 
~n the election district~ The court admin­
istrator shall determine both the number of 
judgeships for each election district based 
upon this paragr-aph, and the number of 
judgeships for each election district based 
upon paragraph a, b, c, or d of this sub­
section. If the number for any election 
district determined under. this paragraph 
exceeds the number determi;ned under para­
graph a, b, c, or d, that~lection district 
shall be entitled to ~(he number of judge­
ships determined under this paragraph. 

f. The filings included in the determina­
tions to be made under this subsection 
shall not include small claims or nonin­
dictable misdemeanors filed after June 30, 
1973~ no~ shall they include either civil 
actions for money judgment where the amount 
in controversy does not exceed three thou­
sand dollars or indictable misdemeanors, 

o which were assigned to district associate 
judges and judicial magistrates as shown on 
their administ~ative reports, but they 
shall include appeals from decisions of 
j~dicial magistrates, district associate 
judges, and district judges sitting as ju~ 
dicial magi~trates. The figures on filings 
shall be the average fo~ the latest availa­
ble previous three-year period and when 

'. current census figures on popUlation are 
not available, figures shall be taken from 
the state department of nealth computa­
tions. 

3. A vacancy, for purposes of this section, is" 
'defined as the de.ath, resignation, retirement, 
removal, or failure of retention in office at 
th~ judicial election, of a ju~ge 6r increase in 
judgeships under this section. ~ 
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4. In tho,~e districts having mQre judges than 
the number of judgeships specified by the for­
mula set out in subsection 2 hereof, vacancies 
shall not be filled. 

5~ In those districts having f,ewer judges or 
the same number of judges as the number of 
judgeships' specified by the formula set out in 
subsection 2 hereof,' vacancies in the number of 
judges shall be filled.as they occur. 

6. In those judicial districts" that contain 
judicial election districts, no vacancy in any 
judicial election district shall be filled if 
the total number of judges in all the judicial 

'election districts within the judicial district 
equals or exceeds the number of judgeships to 
which all the judicial election districts of the 
judicial district combined are authorized. 

7. Vacancies shall not be filled in any dis­
trict which may become entitled to fewer judge­
ships under subsection two (2) of this section; 
but no incumbent judge shall ever be removed 
from office by reason thereof. 

8. During February of each year, and at such 
other times as may be appropriate, the supreme 
court administrator shall make the determina­
tions required under this sectibn,and shall 
notify the nominating commissions involved and 
the governor of any appointments that may be re­
quired as a result thereof. 

9. ;." It shall be the duty of the chief justice to 
assign judges and other court personnel from one 
judicial district to' another, on a cont~nuing 
basis, if need be, in order to provide a suffi­
cient number of judges to handle the judicial 
business in all districts prdmptly and ·effi-
cientiy at all times. '. 

• • • • 

Notwithstanding this section, the number of 
district judges sha,ll not ,be increased ~y mc;>re 
than three in order that the number o£ dlstr1c:::t 
judges shall not exceed ninety-five during ~he '.' 
period commencing with July 1, 1981 and end1ng 
ai such time as the general assembly shall , 
otherwise specify. 

\. 
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ANALYSIS OF STATISTICS 

Regular Civil and Criminal Cases 

For the purpose of the ,following discussion, ,regular 
civil cases include all law, equity, and special proceedings 
docketed in the office of the clerk except in the small 
claims docket. An appeal from a decision of a judicial 
magistrate in a small claims action is also considered a 
regular civil case. 

Regular criminal cases include all felony and indict­
able misdemeanors (serious and ag-gravated). A felony is a 
public affense which is, or in the discretion of the court 
may be, punished by imprisonment in the state penitentiary, 
men's reformatory or wbmen' s reformatory. Kn indictable 
misdemeanor" is a public offense, less than a felony, in 
which the punishment exceeds a fine of $100 or ,imprisonment 
for more thal1 30 days in the county jail. An appeal from a 
decision or verdict in a nonindictable or simple misde­
meanor case becomes a regular criminal case when docketed 
by the clerk as a regular criminal action. 

A total of 94,771 regular civil and criminal cases 
were docketed in the clerks~ offices during 1982. This was 
a 0.4 percent decrease from the 95,157 civil and criminal 
cases docketed in 1981 and a 31.4 percent increase over the 
72,119 ,cases docketed five years earlier in 1977, -- the 
first year of the legislative freeze on the,number of dis­
trict court judgeships. A comparison of cases docketed 
during 19~1 and 1982 reve~ls that wh,il~ cri~inal fil~ngs 
rose 5.6 ~ercent (36,932 to 39,008) C1V1l fil1ngs dec11ned 
4.2 percent (58,225 to 55,763). 

" A nU"ntber of regular civil casei$ and' ,indictable. mis~e-
meanors filed in district ,court were ass1gned to d1strlct 
associate judges, and $ubstitute ·and alternate distr~ct 
associate judges for disposition. These three types of JU-

"dicial officers mentioned above will hereafter be referred, 
to as district associ~te judges. The total number of regu~ 
lar civil and indictable criminal dispositions by district 
and distript associate judges amount to 92,141 -- an in­
crease of ~~. 6 percent over the 89,729 cases di'sposeQ,<', of in 
1981. Despi te the increase in dispositions, thet~ were 
2,630 more ,:.ases pel)ding December 31, 1982 thal1 on January 
1 of that y'earJ ,the "number of pending cases increased in 
every judicial district. [Tables.l; 2(a) and 3(a)] 

o 
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District Judges' Activities 

During 1982, district court judges dispased of 54,484 
regular civil cases: 440 or 0.8 p.ercent by trial to jury, 
6,217 or 11.4 percent by trial to court, and 47,827 or 87.8 
percent without trial. The number of civil dispositions 
per judge ranged from 484 in the 2nd District to 820 in the 
4th. Statewide,' there were 573 civil dispositions per dis­
trict court judge. [Tables 2(a), (b) and (d)] 

During 1982, district judges disposed of 19,027 regu­
lar criminal cases: 605 or 3.2 percent by trial to jury, 
1,019 or 5.4 percent by trial to court and 17,403 or 91.4 
percent without trial. The number of criminal dispositions 
per judge ranged from 133 in the 8th District to 247 in the 
5th. Statewide, there were 200 criminal disposi tions per 
district court judge •. [Tables 3(a), (b) and (d)] 

The average number of civil and criminal cases dis­
posed of per judge by district, with the rank of each dis­
trict, is shown on Table 10. The 4th District recorded the 
highest number of civil/criminal. dispositions per judge 
(1,009) while the 2nd District had the lowest number of 
dispositions per judge (689). ~ 

District Associate Judges' Activities 

There were 1,019 regular civil cases assigned to dis­
trict associate judges during 1982 -- a 10.5 percent pe­
crease from the 922 cases assigned in 1981. During 1982, 
the judges of limited jurisdiction disposed of 968 regular 
civil cases, 9 or 0.9 percent by trial.to jury, 113 or 11.7" 
percent by trial to court, and 846 or 87.4 percent without 
trial. On a per judge basis, dispositions ranged from 0 in 
the 4th and 6th Districts to '78 in the 1st. [Tables 2 (a) , 
(c) and (en] 

During 1982, 18,777 regular criminal cases (indict­
able misdemeanors and simple misdemeanors on appeal) were 
assigned to district associate judges as compared to 17,592 
assigned to such judges in 1981. Of the 17,662 criminal 
cases disposed of by district associate judges in 1982, 170 
or 1.0 percent were resolved by trial to jury, 109 or 0.6 
percent by trial to court, and 17,383 or 98.4 percent with­
out trial. On a per judge basis, dispositions ranged from 
291 in the 5th District to 729 in the 6.th. [Tables 3 (a), 
( c) and (d)]I" 

'/ 
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Civil and Criminal Filings by Case Type 

Dissolution filings (and modifications) represented 
30.7 percent (17,164) of the 55,763 civil cases docketed in 
the district court in 1982. fTable 4] These cases com­
bined with other actions involving domestic relation~ such 
as child support recovery (8,343) and domestic abuse (130), 
accounted for nearly one half (46.0 percent) of all civil 
cases filed in the district court. In the 4th and 7th 
Districts, domestic relations cases comprised more than one 
half of the total civil case filings. 

Table 4 also shows that 848 (3.4 percent) of the 
25,278 small claims rulings by judicial officers of limited 
jurisdiction were appealed upon the record to the district 
court, pursuant to section 631.13, The Code. Such appeals 
comprised 1.5 percent of the civil case filings. 

In the criminal area, the 15,712 first and second 
offense drunken driver cases (OWl--operating while intoxi­
cated) embraced 52.5 percent of the indictable misdemeanor 
filings and 40.3 percent of all the regular criminal cases 
i.e., felonies, indictable misdemeanors (serious and aggra': 
vated), and simple misdemeanors on appeal. [Table 5] 
Near~y two-thirds.· of the OWl cases (9,935) were filed in 
the 5th, 6th, 1st and 7th DistrH:ts which contain the four 
largest metropoli tan areas and 63 percent of the state's 
population. 

The 8,064 felony filings represented 20.7 percent of 
the 39,008 criminal cases docketed. Only 0.4 of one per~ 
cent (1,006) of the 232,211 simple misdemeanors handled by 
district asso~Jate judges and magistrates were appealed to 
the district court for a new trial, pursu.ant to rule 54, 
R. Cr. P •. Such appeals comprised 2.6 percent of the crimi­
nal filings. 

Pending Regular Civil and Criminal Cases 

Of the 52, 589 regu.~~r civil cases pending at th,~ end 
of the yeaf, 11,558 or 23 percent were over 18 months old. 
During 1982" the number o.f eiyil cases pending over 18 
months decreased by 184 or 1. 5 percent. [Appendix A] 
Those pending in the 3rd, 7th and 8th Districts exceeded 
the state average: the 5th and 4th Districts ,had the lowest 
percent~ge o~ ~ivil cases over 18 mbnth$. The proportion 
of pend1ng C1Vll cases over 18 months old ranged from 16 
percent in the 6th District .. to 29 per'cent in the 3rd. Ex­
cept in the 2nd, 4th and 7th Judicial Districts, there were 
more civil cases pending at the end of the year than at the 
beginning. 
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There were 2,182 more criminal cases pending on 
December 31, 1982 than 12 months earlier. Of the 19,913 
regular criminal cases pending at the end of the year, 
4,473 or 22 percent were over 18 months old -- 62 percent 
(12,250) had been pending more than three months. [Appen­
dix 13] The 3rd District, had the highest percentage 'of 
cases pending over 90 days: the 4th District had the lowest 
percentage of crim,ina1 cases ',' over 90 days old. In every 
district but one (8th) , there were more criminal cases 
pending December 31 than on January 1, 1982. Criminal 
cases pending in the 3rd District soared 22.1 percent: 
statewide, criminal cases increased 12.3 percent (17,737 to 
19,913) during 1982. 

Probate Matters 

The district judges exercise the prob~te juri~diction 
of the unified trial court. There were 932 trusteeships 
opened in 1982 -- up 7.2 percent from the previous year. 
[Table 6(a)] The number of trusteeships opene¢l ranged from 
56 in the 4th District to 174 in the 5th. During 1982, 
4,020 guardianships and conservatorships were opened -­
down 1.7 percent from 1981: the numqer of cases ranged from 
273 in the 4th to 882 in the 5th. Some 19,377 decedent es­
tates were opened in 1982 -- an increase of 142 or 0.7 per­
cent. The number of estates opened varied from 1,284 in 
the 7th District to 3,784 in the 2nd. Statewide, there 
were 13 jury trials and 222 trials to court in contested 
probate matters: the number of jury and court trials in 
1981 was 17 and 264, respectively. [Table 6(a)] 

Of the 18,066 estates closed during 1982, 52 percent 
were closed within one year, 34 percent from 1-3 years, and 
14 percent after three years. The respective percentag~s 
for the 18,n66 estates closed in 1981 were 52 percent, 35 
percent and 13 percent. In 1982, 59 percent of the estates 
were settled wi thin one year in the 5th District 1 in the 
6th District only 46 percent of the estates were closed 
within a year. [Table 6(b)] The number of decedents' es­
tates closed during 1982 was 1,311'less than the number of 
new estates opened. In 1981, there were 1,218~more estates 
opened than closed. [Table, 6 (a) and (b)], 

Table 10 indicates the number of probate matters 
~losed per' jU9ge in each district during 1982. The number 
of probate matters closed varies. from 1,52' per judge in the 
6th District to 317 per judge in the 3rd. 

ll. , 
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Juvenile Matters 

. Juv~nile m,atters are he~rd by district judges, judi-
clal r~fer~es an.d district associate judges deSignated b 
the Chl~f Ju.dgeof the judicial district to' act as jUdge~ 
o~ the.Juvenl1~ co~rt. There were 5,363 juvenile petitions 
flIed ln the ~l~trlct cou~t clerks' offices during 1982 __ 
207, f~wer petl tlons than ln 1981. [Table 7 (a)] Juve' 1 
pet~tlons were classif~ed ~ntofour general categor~~s~ 
dellnquency (,3,4S~), Chlld ln need of assistance or CHINA 
~1,816), famlly 1n need of assistance or FINA (67) and 
lnterstate compa~t~ or extrad,i tion (26). Seventy percent 
Of, the FINA petltlons were flIed in the 1st and 5th D' _ 
tr~cts. lS 

The number and type of formal hearings in juvenile 
matters are illustrated in Table 7(b). Figures show th 
~ere 2,962 adjudication hearings, 4,107 disposition he:~! 
~ngs, 3,317 review hearings, 1,249 shelter/detention hear-
1ngs and 2,958 ?ther hearings for a grand total of 14 593 
-- up 60 from 1981. Approximately half of the juve~i1e 
hear1ngs are hanldled by district associate judges, 40 per­
ce~t a~e condUcted by referees and about 10 percent by dis­
trlct Judges. 

Termination of Parental Rights 

For statistical purposes, termination of parental 
:ights, cases ~ere separated from regular juvenile matters 
1nvo1vlng d:l.1nquent children and minors or families in 
need of a,sslstance. As indicated in Table 8, there were 
957 p~ti t~ons for term~nation of parental rights filed in 
the d1str1ct cOlurt dur1ng 1982:"- a decrease of 48 cases 
from 1981. Fort:.y-one percent (396) involved involuntary or 
contested .proceedings. The largest number of termination 
cas7s. (17,4) waf'l docketed in the 5th District: the fewest 
pet1t10ns (73) were filed .in the 4th District. There were 
860 formal hearings held on these matters -- down 78 from 
1981. . 

Hospi talizatior!l Hearings 

Table 9(l!) shows the number and type of hospitaliza­
~ion hearin~s. There were 3,559 hospitalization hearings 

,In I,owa" dur1nQf 1982 -- 122 involuntary minor, 1,734 invol­
untary adult, ·975 eme:gency and 728 substance abuse. The 
total .nu~ber ,'of hear1ngs by type of judicial officer is 
noted,1n a foqtnote to Table 9(a). ' 
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General Activity of District Associate Judges 

Other than regular civil and criminal cases, termina­
tion of parental rights and juvenile matters discussed 
above, a total of 128,687 cases were docketed or assigned 
and 12'7,534 cases were disposed of by the 39 associate 
judges during 1982. There were 50,614 cases pending at the 
end of the year. The numb'er of cases docketed and assigned 
ranged from 3,731 in the 8th District to 54,856 in the 
5th. The total number of simple misdemeanor/small claims 
cases pending at the end of the year varied from 607 in the 
8th District to 35,926 in the 5th. The number of each type 
of case filed, terminated and pending during 1982, appears 
in Tables I2(a) through 12(d). 

As committing magistrates for indictable offenses, 
district associate judges conducted 14,519 initial appear­
ance proceedings and 243 preliminary hearings in indictable 
criminal cases, pursuant to rule 2, R. Cr. P. [Table 
12 (a)] Seventy-nine percent of the preliminary hearings 
and 37 percent of ~he initial appearances were held in the 
5th District. 

There were 10,296 nonindictable state cases (simple 
misdemeanors) carried over from 1981. During 1982, 47,136 
were docketed as compared to 53,151 in 1981 -- a decrease 
of 11.3 percent. Of the 43,602 state cases terminated dur­
ing 1982, the judges disposed of 100 or 0.2 percent by 
trial to jury, 1,924 or 4.4 percent by trial to court ,and 
41,578 or 95.4 percent without trial. The number of simple 
misdemeanors pending at the end of 1982 (13,832) was 3,534 
more than the number pending at the beginning of the y'ear. 
During 1982, the ,associate judges of the 5th District had 
by far the largest number of nonindictable state cases 
docketed,.·terminated and pending. [Table 12(b)] 

Some 38,868 ordinance cases were pen-ding from 1981. 
During 1982, 51,932 were docketed and 54,335 were disposed 
of: 12 or less than 0.1 percent by trial to jury, 3,142 or 
5.8 percent by trial to court and 51,161 or 94.2 percent 
wi thout trial. The number of pending cases decreased by 
2,403 to 36,465. [Table 12(c)] 

During 1982, district associate judges entertained 
482 search warrant applications and conducted 763· seized 
property hearings. Over 63 percent of the applications for 
search warrants' handled by district associate judges 
occurred in the 5th, 2nd and 7th Districtsi over 73 percent 
of the seized property hearings occurred in the ,,1st Dis­
trict. [Table 14 (d)] There were also 323 hospi taliz,~tion 
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hearings held by the 39 full-time judges of limited juris­
diction. [Table 9 (b) ) 

There were 13,266 small claims assigned and 13,244 
cases terminated by associate judges during 1982.' [Table 
12(d)] The judges resolved 3,616 or 27.3 percent by trial 
to the court and 13,244 or 72.7 per~ent without trial. Of 
those disposed of without trial, 7,808 or 59.0 percent were 
defaulted and 1,820 or 13.7 percent were either dismissed 
or tr~nsferred. Half. of ~he sma,ll claims cases handled by 
such Judges were assigned and disposed of in the 5th Dis­
trict. 

Judicial Magistrates 

In 1982, 161,788 cases were docketed or assigned to 
166 judicial magistrates~ they disposed of 163,144 or 983 
cases per magistrate. [Table 13] (As a consequence of the 
resignation of a part-time magistrate who was not replaced, 
there were 165 magistrates serving the trial court during 
the last quarter of 1982.) Forty-one percent of the cases 
(66,841) were handled by the 57 magistrates in the 1st and 
2nd Districts. The number of dispositions per magistrate 
ranged from 719 (3rd Distri,ct) to 1,632 (lst District). 
Appro~imately 30 percent of the cases pending at the end of 
the year were in the 1st District. [Note: Judicial dis­
tricts vary in population from 198,726 (4th) to 538,716 
(5th) and in the number of magistrates from 13 (7th) to 34 
( 2nd) • ] 

As shown in Table l4(a), there were 14,027 initial 
appearances and 1,137 p~eliminary hearings conducted by ju­
dicial magistrates in indictable criminal cases. While the 
largest number of such actions were in the 2nd District, 
magistrate.s in the 7th District had the fewest number of 
initial appearances and preliminary hearings. 

There were 79, 323 nonindictable state cases (simple 
misdemeanors) docketed before judicial magistrates in 
1982. [Table 14 (b) ] The magistrates disposed of 79,331 
cases -- 162 or 0.2 percent by trial to jury, 7,590 or 9.6 
percent by trial to court, and 71,579 or 90.2 percent with­
out trial. The 5th District had the most jury trials (45) 
while the 4th and 8th Districts. reported' the least (13). 
There' were l5,26~ nonindictable cases docketed in the 2nd 
District 1 only 5,475 were docketed in the 7th Districtft 
About half ~f the pending cases were found in the 1st, 5th 
and 7th Districts. 

Statistics on nonindictable ordinance cases disclose 
that 53,607 cases were docketed~ 54,943 were disposed, and 
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4,288 were still pending on December 31, 1982. Ninety-two 
percent of the ordinance cases were disposed of without a 
contested trial to a judge or jury. The 23 magistrates in 
the 1st District handled 21,394 ordinance cases while the 
19 magistrates in th~ 5th District disposed of 5,010. 
[Table 14(c)] Thirty-nine percent of the filings and dis-
positions and 58 percent of the pending cases were within 
the 1st District. 

Overall, magistrates terminated 134, .. 274 simple mis­
demeanors in 1982 compared to 150,665 in 1981. Approxi­
mately three out of five simple misd~meanors handled by all 
judicial officers involved traffic matters. 

Judicial magistrates entertained 761' applications for 
search warrants, conducted 544 seized property hearings and 
handled 11 lost property actions during 1982. [Table 
l4(d)] There were 813 search warrant applications and 644 
seized property hearings before magistrates in 1981. 

Statewide, for all judicial officers, the number of 
search warrant applications decreased 5.6 percent (1,483 to 
1,400) while the number of seized property hearings fell 
2.7 percent (1,357 to 1,321) since 1981. Magistrates in 
the 3rd District received the largest number of search war­
rant applications (155), and conducted the most seized 
property hearings (176). Considering the work of all judi­
cial officers on these matters, the highest volume of ap- ',;' 
plications for search warrants was in the 5th District: the ,v. 

1st District had tr!a highest number of seized property 
hearings. 

As shown on Table 14 (e), magistrates disposed of 
12,034 small claims cases in 1982. Fifty-seven percent· 
( 6,839) of the small claims were tried before the court ~ . 
the remaining 5, 195 cases (3,937 defaults and 1,258 dis­
missals or transfers). were dis'posed of without a trial. 
The 2nd District had the largest number of small claims as­
signed to magistrates (3,139) 1 the 7th District had the 
highest number of small claims tried to court (1,702), and 
pending (179) before magistrates at the end of the year. 

District Court Clerks 

The 99 clerks of the distr!ct court played an impor­
tant role not only in record keeping but in the handling of 
small claims (dismissals and defaults) and ~cheduled viola­
tions. As noted above, under the new Unified Trial Court 
Act, district court clerks are authorized to docket and as­
sign small claims and enter dismissals, and defaults. Cases 
involving forcible entry and detainer must be hanqled by a 
judge. C 
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District court clerks are also responsible for han­
dling scheduled violations in which the defendant mails in 
or delivers his or her admission, scheduled fine and S6.00 
costs to the clerk' s traffic violations office before the 
time specifie'a on the ci tation and complaint for court 
appearance. In addition, clerks are the custodian~ of col­
lection boxes used at. weigh stations for the depos it of. 
fines and costs in cases involving weight and other non­
moving scheduled violations of commercial carriers. 

Table 15 shows that more small claims were disposed 
of by clerks (44,478) than judges (25,278). While clerks 
in the 3rd District took care of over three-fourths of the 
small claims terminated~ in the 5th District they handled 
only 55.1 percent of the small claims dispositions. Over­
all, 63.8 percent of the small claims were disposed of by 
district court clerks. 

As noted in Table 16, the district court clerks dis­
posed of 425,281 scheduled violations without the attention 
or assistance of any judicial officer -- down 45,281 or 
9.6 percent from' 1981. On the average, a district court 
clerk disposed of 4,296 scheduled violations in 1982. The 
number of scheduled viol·ations ranged from 257 in Ringgold 
County to 98,519 in Polk County. 

Trial Court Statistics -- A Summary 

There were 55,763 regular civil cases (over Sl,OOO 
and small claims on appeal.) and 39,008 regular criminal 
cases (indictabl'e misdemeanors, felonies and simple mis­
demeanors on appeal) filed in the district court during 
1982. This represented a 4.2 percent decrease in civil 
filings and a 5.6 percent increase in criminal filings 
since 1981. [Appendix F] There was a total of 92,141 
ci viI/criminal disposi tions. While the number of civil 
cases terminated declined by 1,782 or 3.3 percent (55,536 
to 55,452), the number of criminal disposi tions increased 
7.3 percent (34,193 to 36,689) from 1981 figures. There 
were 447 jury trials 'and 6,332 court trials of civil cases~ 
in criminal matters there were 775 jury trials and 1,128 

\. court· trials. Nearly 8.8 percent of the civil cases and 
94.8 percent of the criminal '~ases were disposed of without 
trial. 

There. were 52,589 elyil cases pending at the end of 
1982 compared with 52,278' on January 1 ,-- an, i~crease of 
311 or 0.6 percent. The number of pendlng crlmlnal cases 
jumped ,13.2 percent (17,73l"to 19,913). In all but the 8th 
District there were 'more criminal cases pending at the end 
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of 1982 than at the beginning of the year. The number of 
civil cases, pending escalated in five of the eight dis­
tricts. Of the cases pending statewide, 78 percent of the 
civil cases and 62 percent of the criminal cases were over 
3 months old: 23 percent of the civil cases (12 p 377) and 22 
percent of the criminal ~ases (4,473) were over 18 months 
old. These figures represent a one-year decrease of 1. S' 
percent in the number of civil cases pending over 18 months 
and a 14.2 percent increase in the number of crimin~l cases 
pending over a yeai and a half.' 

In 1982, there were 774 civil/criminal dispositions 
per district judge -- the highest output per judge on rec­
ord. [Appendix H] District court judges in the 4th Dis­
trict had the highet'St rate of civil/criminal dispositions 
per judge (1,009): in the 2nd District the average number 
of dispositions was 689. [Table 10] 

A review of the type of cases docketed in the dis­
trict court shows that 46.0 percent of the 55,763 civil 
filings involve domestic relations'-- dissolutions and mod­
ifications (17,164), uniform support actions (8,343), and 
domestic abuse (130). [Table 4] Parenthetically, the 
largest category of criminal cases was first and second 
offense OWl (operating while intoxicated). OWl comprised 
40.3 percent or 15,712 of the 39,008 criminal filings. 
[Table 5] Appeals of simple misdemeanors (1,006) and small 
claims appeals (848) represented only 2.6 percent of the '[" 
criminal filings and 1. 5 percent of the civil filings re- ,'; 
spectively. Statistically, only 0.4 percent of the 232,211 
simple misdemeanors and 3.4 percent of the 25,278 small 
claims casesdispose,p of by judicial officers were appealed ,t 

to th~ district court for a second ruling. 

The number of probate matters opened increased 
slightly·~uring 1982 -- 932 trusteeships, 4,020 guardian­
ships and conservatorships, and 19,377 estates. Corre­
sponding figures for 1981 were 869, 4,088, and 19,235, re­
spectively. The number of estates closed rose from 18,017 
to 18,066: the percentage closed within a on~-year period 
remained at 52 percent. 

There was a modest drop in the number of juvenile pe­
titions filed (5,570 to 5,363) compared with 1981 figures. 
The number of formal juvenile hearings increased 1. 0 per­
cent (14,455 to 14,593). .' Over half of the juvenile hear­
ings were conducted by judicial officers of limited juris­
diction: two out of five were handled by re,ferees. In ad­
dition to the regular juvenile cases, there were 957 peti­
tions and 860 formal" hearings involving termination of 
parental rights: there were 1,005 and 938 such matters the 
previous year.' 
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The average district court judge held 14' , 1 
hearln,gs.' cl~se,d 232 probate matters, terminated 7~~venl : 
la: ,clvll/crlmlnal cases, and tried 87 contested 7e~~/ 
crlmlnal cases during 1982. ClVl 

Td~ere were 232,211 nonindictable state and ordinance 
cases lsposed of in 1982 -- down 14 6 
n~mber (~7l,973) handled in 1981. Ove~ 9~er~~~;n~rom the 
slmple mlsdemeanor cases, were disposed of ;i thout of the 
tested trial. Judicial officers held 28 546 ia , ~c;>ni 
appec;t,rc;tnces in i~dictable criminal cases, cO~ducted n~ ~:o 
prellmlnary hearlngs, entertained 1,400 applic t' ' f 
s:arch warrants, conducted 1,321 seized propert a ;~an:in or 
d~spo~ed c;>f 11 los~ property actions and handledY 3 605 h

gs
: 

pltallzatlon hearlngs. Judicial officers dis'osed O~f 
25! ~78 small claims actions while the clerks of Pthe dis­
t:lct ~ourt handled 44,478. There were 425,272 scheduled 
vlolatlons processed in the clerks' offices. 

" -
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DISTRIcrb 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

8,814 

10,490 

8,119 

3,893 

14,553 

8,724 

8,250 

7,029 

69,872<1 

64,952 

1,1 " 
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TABU: 1 

CIVn.. AND ammw.. ~ DXl<EIE), 

D!SP(H'J) (Fb AND PEH>OO m 1982 
WInl '!UrALS a:MPARED 'ID 'IBl)E OF 1981 c 

(Hereafter referred to as Regular Civil 
axi Cdminal. Cases) 

DISPOSED OF 

13,357 12,651 

12,948 12,828 

10,049 9,516 

7,637 7,621 

19,137 18,642 

11,721 11,270 

10,943 10,SOl 

8,979 1: 8,812 

94,771 92,141 

95,157 89,729 

• 

9,520 +706 

10,610 +120 

8,652 +533 

3,909 + 16 

15,048 +495 

9,175 +451 

8,392 +142 

7,196 +167 

72,.502 +2,630 

70,380 +5,428 

a. Inclu:Jes felonies and indictable m:lsdemeanors (serious and sggra\1ated) ald actions for nmey 
ju:twoents, other than small cl.a:img, where the arnmt in coot:rovet'sy exceeds $1,COO. Also:f.ncludes 
sfmplem:f.sde't2anors and 9II8ll claims appealed to the district court. Ibes not :lncl.u::le jt1\12!lil,¢ 0/-
probate cases. " 

b. 'lbere rere 14 senior ju:lges, 9S district court ju.fges, 39 district associate jtdges 
(inc1udingn1ne associate judges substituting for 27 jtdicia1 magistrates) and two alternate 
district associate ju:Jges serving in the JJJwa district coort cn~r 31, 1982. In this report, 
the 'Wrk of the- senior jufges is :i.nclu:led in the terminations by district jOOges; s:im:Ll.a:rly, the 
dispositions by alternate district associate judgea are conb:lned with ~ productivity of district 
as$Odate ju:!ges. 

c. See map slndng districts and 1981 pop.tlation, Appendix D. , 
d. 'ltds figure differs fran that -of J)?cenber 31, 1981 due to inventory corrections. 

,~. 
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l " 
I 

1 

DISmICf 

1 6,861 

,2 8,129 

3 5,832 

4 3,325 

5 " 11,496 

6 5,422 

7 5,785 

8 5,428 

1982 52,278b 

Statewide 

1981 49,960 
Statewide 

u 
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TABLE 2 

(a) RFQJIAR CIVn.. C'ASES 

ICITVTIY IlJR]N; 1982 Wl'IH '!UrALS cnJPARED 
'ro 'l1UlE OF 1981 

7,993 428 392 

7,736 59 62 

5,8.50 :m D) 

4,807 

11,655 3 3 

5,649 

6,178 141 138 

5,895 86 73 

55,763 1,019 968 

58,225 922 1,025 

DISPOSED 
Cli'B'i 

DISlRIC! 'lUrAI.. PENDOO 
.JUJXZS . DISPCmTIOOS IFmfBER 31 

7,323 7,715 7,139 

7,754 7,816 8,049 

5,522 5,822 5,860 

4,918 4,918 3,214 

11,375 11,378 11,773 

5,512 5,512 5,559 

6,440 6,578 5,385 

5,640 5,713 5,610 

c· 
54,484 55,452 52,589 

54,511 55,536 52,649 

a .. ' Inclutes the 'Wrk of 39 district associate jufges axi two part-time alternate' district 
assoCIate jufges. lbe nine district associate judges substituting for jtdicial magistrates served 
Polk (?,), D1.cldnscn, Story, tbldbury, Warren, Linn, Pottawattanie and D!s MJines Counties during 1982; 
alternate district associate jtdges served in Mirshall and Warren Counties. As substitute district 
associate jldges have the sate qualificaticns, jurisdictim am responsibilities as the other district 
associate judges, they are.,considered or.e am the same 'in ,t1Ese tables. 

c~ 

b. '1'h1s f18ure .c:I1ffers fran that of December 31, 1981 due to :Inventory corredticns. 

, ~~l 
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'!UrAL 
DISPOSED 

DIS'lRIC'r JUOOF.S OF 

1 12 7,323, 

7,754 2 ~6\ 
t !\.~ ,.-, 

• 
3 10 5~522 

) 4 6 4,918 , , 
t 11,375 I, 5 20 l • 

6 11 5,512 

7 10 6,440 

8 10 5,640 

1982 95 54,484 
Statewide 

1981 95 54,511 
StatE!ldde 

~ 

TABLE 2 

(b) RFaJlAR' crvn. C'ASES 
DISFOSED OF BY DIsnucr JUIR'S 

M:!t1Dis of Dispositim ~ 1982 
With 'lbtals Q:mpared to 'lhlee of 1981 

'IRIFD PERaNl' 
Ii 

'lRIED PERaNl' 
'ID nuFD 'ID mm> 

II 
JURY 'ID .ru~ 0lJRT 'ID <Xl.JRT 

''\~ 

~ ~ 

33 0.5% 464 6.3% 

68 0.9% 846 10.fJ'I. 

47 0.9% 438 7.fJ'I. 

40 0.8% 1,048 21.3% 

115 l.eVa 1,039 9.1% 

66 1.2% ~ 9.2% 

40 0.5% 1,288 18.3% 

31 0.5% " 586 10.4% 

440 0.8% 6,217 11.4% 

472 0.9% 6,346 11.6% 

;) 

• 

PERQN1' 

wrnwr WI'DIl1l' 
'lRIAL 'lRIAL 

6,826 89.2% 

6,840 88.2% 

5,037 91.2% 

3»8)) 77.9% 

10,221 89.9% 

4,938 89.6% 

5,112 81.2% 

5,023 89.1% 

47,827 87.8% r 47,693 87.~ 

'lUrAL 
DISPOOED 

Dl5llUcr Jt.JIXm OF 

1 J: 
J 392 

2 5 62 

3 4 lJO 

4 3 

5 8 3 

6 5 

7 5 138 

,,8: 4 73 

1982 39 968 
Statewide 

1981 39 1,025 
Statewide 
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TABLE 2 

(c) RJroIAR CIVIL CASES 
DISPOSED OF BY DIS'lRIcr ~ .nJIXES 

!t!tb:xIs of Dispositim ~ 1982 
With 'lbtals Q:mpared to 'Imse of 1981 

'lRIED PERaNl' '1'Rm1 PERf.}NI' 
'ID TRIF.D 'ID 'lRIED 

JURY 'ID JURY <Xl.JRT '10 amr 

31 7.fJ'I. 

4 6.5% 19 ~.6% 

2 0.7% 18 6.eVa 

3 100.0% 

3 2.2% 31 22.4% 

11 15.1% 

9 0.9% 113 11.7% 

2 0.2% 118 11.5% 
1" J 

PERCM' 
wmwr WI'l1IlJT 
'lRIAL 'lRIAL 

361 92.1% 

39 62.fJ'I. 

280 93.3% 

104 75.4% 

62 84.9% 

846 87.4% 

905 88.3% 



" el; 44$0 

1 12 

2 16 

3 10 

4 6 

5 20 

6 11 

7 10 

8 10 

1982 95 
St:aterdde 

1981 95 
~1 , Statewide 

o 

-54- J 
II 

TABl1: 2 

• 

(d) REmIAR crvn. rASES DISPa;E[) OF PER ,~ IJJR.n{; 1982 
wrm 'ltJI'AU; «D!PARED ro 'lHE OF 1981 

DISlRIcr Jt.JImS 
DISPOSltl~ PER .JUIG!: 

(AVFBKE) 

7,323 610 

7,751 484 

5,522 552 

4,918 820 

11,375 569 

5,512 SOl 

6,440 644 

5,640 564 

54,481 ~ 573 

54,511 374 

" 

5 

5 

4 

3 

8 

5 

5 

4 

39 

39 

DISPOSI11(R) PER Jl.JOOE 
(AVERAGE) 

392 78 

62 12 

:m 75 

'-

3 0.4 
1', 
t ~~ 

- l",]f .: c' 
138 28 

Ci 

73 18 

968 25 

1,025 26 

',. 

,', 
" 

"\ 
\ 1 ~, '/ 

t, 

II 
" 

;\ 
\ 

; f 
f 

~ 

I> 

DISlRIcr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
StatM.de 

-55-

TABlE 3 

(8) Rm.1LAR <lUMINAL rASES 

DI.SPC&l> 
OF BY 

PJH)OO AS&X:IAm ~ Drsnucr 'lOl'AL ~oo 
JARIARY 1 JXXl(E'lFl) ASSIcaD ro DlSPOOED BY Jl.JOOFS" DISPOSlTIOO IEC»mER 31 

1,953 5,364 2,731 2,520 2,416 4,936 2,381 
2,361 5,212 1,756 1,736 3,276 5,012 2,561 
2,287 4,199 1,728 1,445 2,249 3,694 2,79~ 

\ ' 568 2,830 1,683 1,567 ' 1,136 2,703 695 
3,057 7,482 2,338 2,327 4,937 7,264 3,275 
3,:J>2 6,072 3,~2 3,644 2,114 5,758 3,616 
2,465 4~765 3~027 2,657 1,566 4,223 3,007 
1,601 3,ll34 1,652 1,766 1,333 3,009 1,586 

17,5948 39,~ 18,m 17,662 '19,027 36,689 19,913 

14,992 36,932 17,592 16,359 17,834 34,193 17,731 
() 

a. '1'h1.s f1gur.e ,differs ti:an that of December 31, 1981 due to inventory corrections. 



pa 4 g , .40 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

12 

16 

10 

6 

20 

11 

10 

10 

95 

95 

'lOrAL 
DISfOSID 

OF 

2,416 

3,276 

2,249 

1,136 

4,937 

2,114 

1,566 

1,333 

19,027 

17,834 

• 

........ . ,~.~=."c=~,~~~c=,c="".::: .. "." .. -::;;,;:,.;:::::."-:::C':-::"C:::::;:~:.:'·:· .. "·~::·ff~·:·'·:":':~'···~::::~:;:::::·~:::c·.cc ~ 

,. " \1 

-56- t 

TABLE 3 

(b) Rm.JI.AR CRIMINAL rASES 
DISPOSED OF BY m:snucr JtJIl'm 

M!tb:xJs of Dispositim ~ 1,982 
With 'lbtals QJupated to 'Duie of 1981 

72 3.0% 238 

112 3a4% 146 

48 2.1% 55 

32 2.8% 54 

127 2.6% 221 

52 2.5% 161 
I', '\ 

103 6.6% 75 

59 4.4% 69 

605 3.2% ".1,019 

614 3.4% 1,155 

9.8% 

4 • .5% 

2.5% 

4.6% 

4.5% " 

7.6% 

4.8% 

5.2% 

5.4% 

6.5% 

2,106 87.2% 

3,018 92.1% 

2,146 95.4% 

1,050 92.i!l% 

4,589 92.~ 
)' 

1,901 a9.~'~: 
1,388 88.6% 

1,205 ' 90.4% 

17,403 91.4% 

16,065 90.1% 

jr'p 
~( 
-;.~.I .. 

if 

" 

G 

• 

I 
Ie 

' ~ . 

I :., 
\~ \ J 
1 

I 

, 
'd 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
StatewJ.de 

1981 
Statew.lde 

5 2,520 

5 1,736 

4 1,445 

3 1,567 

8 2,327 

5 3,644 

5 2,657 

4 1,766 

39 17,662 

39 16,359 

" -57-

TABlE 3 

(c) REroIAR ClUMINAL rASES 
DISPn9.l> OF BY DIS'1RIcr ~ JUOOES 

M!tb:xis of Dispositicn ~ 1982 
With 'lbtals QJupated to 'lblee of 1981 

15 0.6% 

48 2.8% 

6 0.4% 

181' 1.1% 
0;::"' 

19 O.B? 

17 0.5% 

28 0.9% 

19 1.1% 

170 1.at 

178 1.1% 

'JlUE) 

'ID 
CIlJRT 

8 

15 

3 

25 

.9 

5 

8 

36 

109 

115 .. 

0.3% 

0.9% 

0.2% 

1.6% 

0.4% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

2.m: 

0.6% 

0.7% 

WI'lHl1l' 
'IRIAL 

2,497 

1,673 

1,436 

1,524 

2,299 

3~6z2 
"'? 

2,621 

1,711 

17,383 

16,())6 

99.1% 

96.3% 

99.4% 

97.3% 

98.Wo 

99.4% 

99.Cl'.: 

96.9% 

98.4% 

98.2% 



a egg '440 A 

msnuCf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

• 

II 
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TABlE 3 

(d) Rm.JIAR ClUMINAL CASES DISPOOED OF PER JUOOE IJ.JRIR; 1982 
wrm 'IOl'AI.S awARID 'll) 'IlDSE OF 1981 

12 

16 

10 

6 

20 

11 

10 

10 

95 

95 

DISlRICf .n.nx;:.s 
DISPOSITICN) PER J1.JOOE 

(AvrBJa.) 

2,416 201 

3,276 205 

2,249 225 

1,136 189 

4,937 247 

2,114 192 

1,566 157 

1,333 133 

19,m7 200 

17,833 188 

lO!BER DISPOSIT1CNS PER .JtJOOE 
(AVERl'Q:) 

5, 2,520 506 

5 1,736 347 

4 1,445 361 

3 1,567 522 

8 2,327 291 

5 3,644 729 d 
c t 

5 2,657 531 

4 1,766 442 

39 17,662 453 

39 16~359 419 

" 

ijl 

t -" ' , 
,', 

~ ;. 'j 

I 

'"' ii 
! 

' ! 

,-

,"> 

\ 
\ 

'1 

DIS'llUCf DISSJIllTICNS 

1 1,835 (1,738) 

2 2,563 (2,537) ,. 
\._1 

3 1,579 (1,663) 

4 1,662 (1,668) 

5 ~,574 (3,699) 

6 1,904 (2,040) 

7 2,177 (2,D+) 

8 1,870 (1,971) 

,. (I 

1982 17,164 (17,620) 
Statewide 

" 1981 18,814 (18,766) " 
Statewide 

-59-

TABlE 4 

tDmER OF ClVlL FII.nm (AR> D1SfOOffiCNS) 
IN 1HE DIS'lRlCf Olm Il.lR:Iro 1982 

1,979 

1,158 

906 

1,~ 

1,039 

492 

944 

817 

8,343 

9,283 

BY TYPE OF CASE wrm 'l.Ul'AlE 
awARED 'ID 'lIDSE OF 1981 

(2,158) 

(1,lBO) 

( 820) 

(1,046) 

( 750) 

( 490) 

(1,157) 

( 754) 

(8,355) 

(8,472) 

IXH'Sl'IC 
A1IJSE 

4 ( 9) 

10 ( 6) 

47 (27) 

1 (-) 

14 (20) 

15 ( 7) 

16 (11) 

23 (19) 

130 (99) 

1~ (79) 

4,032 (3,663) 

3,879 (3,954) 

3,231 (3,225) 

2,090 (2,149) 

6,876 (6,739) 

3,126 (2,857) 

2,960 (3,028) 

3,CB4 (2,879) 

29,278 (28,494) 

'19,079 (27,243) 

legend: Dissolutials - original actioos and TIIXlifications •. 

143 (147) 

126 (139) 

87 ( 87) 

46 ( 55) 

152 (170) 

112 (118) 

81 ( 78) 

101 ( 90) 

848 (884) 

941 (976) 

thiform Support - actions p.a:suant to tle UnifOITil. Support of Deperdents LIu. 
(URESA). Cllapter 25~ '!be Qxfe. 

7,993 (7,715) 

7,736 (7,816) 

5,850 (5,822) 

4fJ807 (4,918) 

11,655 (11,378) 

5,649 (5,512) 

6,178 (6,578) 

5,895 (5,713) 

55,763 (55,452) 

58,225 (55,536) 
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DlSI'RIcr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

00 
(1st/l'm) 

2,075 (1,904) 

1,879 (1,785) 
I" 

1,829 -(1,666) 

1,())5 (1,012) 

3,D) (3,676) 

2,558 (2,400) 

2,002 (1,803) 

1,004 (1,148) 

15,712 (15,394) 

14 11346 (12,533) 

TABLE 5 

tUfBER OF ammw.. Fll..IIDS (Ati)~DlSlUimcm) 
IN mE DIS'IRIcr emu 111RlN:; {982 BY CASE TYPE 

wrm'IDrAIS ClHAm> ro {m OF 1981 
f 

2,166 (1,944) 966 ( 885) 157 

1,,943 (1,883) 1,214 0,107) 176 

1,344 (1,161) 944 ( n6) 82 

1,160 (1,053) 516 ( 531) 89 

2,460 (1,976) 1,563 (1,454) 159 

2,134 (2,())6) 1,201 0,079) 179 

1,906 (1,703) 802 ( 648) 55 

1,113 (1,103) 858 ( 747) 109 

• 

(203) 

(237) 

( 91) 

(107) 

(158) 

(213) 

( 69) 

(101) 

14,226 (12,889) 8,())4 (7,227) 1,006 (1,179) 

13~())7 (12,387) 8,166 (7,961) 1,353 (1,312) 

Legem: ,,00 - opera~ while intoxicated. 

5,364 (4,936) 

5,212 (5,012) 

4,199 (3,694) 

2,830 (2,703) 

7,482 ~q ,264) . . .'~ 
6,072 1,?s,7SS) 

4,765 ~ (4,223) 

3,Cll4 (3,099) 

39,000 (36,689) 

JP,932 (34,193) 

" 
Other indictable m:l.sdemanors - inc1u1es serious and aggravated misdenealOrs other thIm, 00. 

,.,) 

'I 
.'} 

'. 

, \ 

-, I 

, I 

t 
I 

1\ 
}J 
~' ;) 

Ii 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

\ ~ 
1982 
Sl:atew1cle 

1981 
Statewide 

\) 

12 

16 

10 

6 

20 

11 

10 

.10 

95 

95 

-61-

DtBER. CHNm AND TRIALS m <IN.IESrS I:lJRlN3 1982 
WIllI ~ <lH'ARED ro DmE OF 1981 

85 461 2,484 

ISO 647 3,784 

147 532 2,424 

56 273 1,556 

174 882 3,103 

125 ,,421 2,480 

61 371 1,284 

104 433 2,262 

932 4,020 19,3n 

869 4,~ 19,235 

--...----

'ItUALS ro 

2 12 

21 

23 

1 21 

7 36 

2 14 

1 33 

62 

13 222 

17 264 ,.~ 



DISTRICf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

TABlE 6 

(b) ~' ESrA1ES <lOOED 

Nl'!BER a.asED IlJROO 1982 AND Ja. AT TD£ OF ClJl)OO 

wrm'IDrAIS ClH'ARED WI'IH .1Hl)E OF 1981 

2,406 ~ 

3,.507 49% 
(, 

2,469 47% 

1,332 52% 

3,101 59% 

1,447 46% 

1,515 51% 

2,289 5l'; 

18,066 52% 
;. 

18,017 52% 

Ii 

PERaNr FlUf 
1-3 YEARS 

32% 

I.(fI. 

39% 

34% 

30% 

39% 

24i. 

3~ 

34i. 

35% 

" 

AFmR3 
YEARS 

1~ 

11% 

14% 

14%i 

11%-
'(1;:1 

. 'HI- i 
15%- " 

25% 

14% 

14% 

13% 

*In addition, there were 488 trusteeships and 3,473 guardianships and ~rvatorships 
closed :In 1982. 

\'.1 

ij 
~ 

.• ::~; 

TABlE 7 

(a) lDER AND TYPE OF JtJVmILE PE:rITI(N) 
FILm 1lJROO 1982 Wl'lH'lUrALS OH?ARED 

ro 'lBD: OF 1981 

DISTRICf 

1 ,351 181 

2 ~7 ~3 

3 487 166 

4 289 173 

5 614 326 

6 561 183 

7 355 222 

8 490 262 

1982 . 3,454 1,816 
Statewide 

1981 3,520 1,955 
Statewide 

r)~: (]{IN& - 01fld in e need of assistance. 
'FINA ~ PBn:i:ty :In need of assistance. 

27 

1 

1 

3 

20 

1 

11 

3 

67 

74 

IC - Interstate ~ts (extraditicn). ,," 
(Fbr definition of tb!se terms, see secticn 232.2, '!be Code.) 

IC 

2 561 

611 

3 657 

3 46B 

5 965 

745 

13 601 

755 

26 5,363 

21 5,570 
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TABlE 7 

(b) tUmER OF FOmiAL HEAtUN:;S 

IN .JUVENIlE K\TlERS"IlJROO 1982 
wr'lH '!UrALS <n!PARED TO'lmSE OF 1981 

DISTRIGr ADnJDlCATIOO DISPOSITICN 

1 482 442 394 117 

2 288 \\ 679 286 78 

3 390 297 461 113 

4 341 258 242 102 

5 501 889 419 178 

6 372 619 7(); 380 

7 294 579 257 171 

8 294 344 552 no 

1982 2,.962 4,107 3,317 1,249 
» Stat;ewide 

1981 3,188 4,~5 3,237 1,368 
Sta.t:ewide -..;::: 

~: Adjuiication ~ - Secticn 232.2(2), 'lb! C'Dde. 
Disposition hearing - Section 232.2(16), 'lb! (})de. 

Review ~ - Sectim 212.102(6), 'lb! Code. 

",,,,,.t 
... , ..... ' .. -}.; 

413 1,848 

425 1,756 

320 1,581 

115 1,058 

74 2,();1 

1,();1 3,138 

166 1,467 
" 

384 1,684 

(I' 
c 

2,958 14,593 

2,577 " 14,455 

"" 

DIs - Detention/Shelter lEaring - S2etion 23~.2(l4)( 46), 'lb! Code~ 
Other - IncltJies such proceedings as: hearings .... On nDtions . for change of venue and 
~t, 1IDtions for evaluation, ~e of counsel, tlDti:ns to cont1,nue or suppress 
evidence an cont:eupt oJ court and prob!1tion viob.tion .hearings. 

\. 

1/ 

I 

DlSl'RIGr 

1 V* 
1** 

2 V 
I 

3 V 
I 

4 V 
I 

5 V 
1 

6 V 
I 

7 V 
1 

8 V 
1 

1982 V 
Statewide 1 

'lbtals 

-65-

TABlE 8 

lUSBER OF PE'1'lTIOO FILED Am IU!BER A'I> T'lPE 
OF FtRW.. IIWmm II!lD IN CASES l1Ml.VOO 

vrurtm\RY AND INIJCIlJtlI'.ARY 'lEIKNATICN 

98 
42 

96 
50 

103 
39 

31 
42 

39 
135 

56 
44 

"7(> 
18 

62 
26 

561" 
396 

957 

OF PARENrAL RIGn'S, 1982 

68 
21 

62 
44 

61 
22 

28 
37 

29 
134 

80 
'6 

67 
15 

58 
17 

453 
296 
749 

"W' - Volmtary or mcontested termination proc::eedq. 
'**1 - J:nvolmtary or contested termination~. 

,~--:::: .. :;: 

16 
6 

3 

1 
? 

5 

56 
8 

2 

8 
4 

83 
28 

III 

.68 
21 

78 
50 

61 
25 

29 
39 

29 
139 

136~' 

14 

69 
15 

66 
21 

536 
324" 
860 

-0+---_.--'--
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DISI'RICI' 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

~ 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

TABLE 9 

tUfBER Atil'1YPE OF ID;Pl'I'ALIZATICN HFARnGS' IlJRII(; 1982 
Wl'lH'lOrALS aH?ARED m 'lHH: OF 1981 

• 

lNIJWJNTARY INVrulNrARY ~ 
MImR AOOLT Fl£lmci AlllSE. 

27 264 229 220 

12 301 238 126 

1 166 74 53 

9 &> 58 21 

4 356 69 is 
29 253 76 193 

31 178 212 21 

9 136 19 19 

122 1,734 975 728 

151 1,aaJ 1,129 668 

7~ " 

677 

294 

168 

504 

551 

442 

183 

3,559 

3,756 

District jmges harxlled 13 involtmtary lospitalization of a m:i.Ix>r hearin8s (sec • .229.2 ne 
QxJe), 122 imrolmtary adult hearings (sec. 229.12), 54 energency ~s an 21 substance ~ 
hearings. District associate jmges held 16, 3, 2B7 ald 17 aJCh hearings, respectively. 
Mlgistrates conducted 356 E!II!l'geucy lDspitalizat1cn hearings. Ibs'pitalization referees held 93 . 
:1nvoltntaty minor, 1,624 involtntary adult, n E!letgency and 691 sUbstance abJse hearings. 

" 

I' 

'"'J 

\. , 
' , 

• 

" 

DISlRICI' 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
StateWide 

1981 
Statewide 

\''-
-<::-:::::~\ 

./) 
/(' 

!I 

~7-

TABlE 10 

CIJ:,~.AR.Dm OF 'IDrAL 1982 C'.ASEUW) PER DIS'lRICI' ~ 
I"~ t, 

" wrm lWtC OF DIS'1'RICI' IN VJJt ~ 
liDfilNP~ 

(Adjusted to the nearest wrole case or matter.) 

RfmIAR CIVIL 
IH> ammw. CASES m:>BI\m M!\TlERS 

(Per Jufge) (we) 
..JUIG'S DISPC&D QFCl 

12 812 (3) 242 (5) 

16 ' 689 (8) 258> (4) 

10 777 (5) 317 (1) 

6 1,009 (1) 261 (3) 

20 816 (2) 197 (6) 

11 693 (7) 152 (8) 

10 SOl (4) 194 (7) 

10 697 (6) 267 (2) 

95 232 

9S 762 234 

..l1JIml'JU H.mERS 
(Per Jge) 
HF.ARN;SC 

5 (4) 

22 (3) 

1 (8) 

2 (5) 

42 (2) 

1 (7) 

43 (1) 

2 (6) 

14 

18 

a. Onplted fran the ~ of ,1IUCh cases disposed of by district court jtdges as sln.n by Tables 2(h) 
rnI 3(b).' '" JJ ' 

b. 1ncltdes trusteeships, guardialships, conservatorships an3,estates closed in the district court.· 
c. Incl~ variouetypes of juvenile hearings in"cases involving del:lnquerx:y, child and/or fsn:1ly 

assistalce and interstate CXI'I1p8Cts. 
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TABlE 11 

1MAL JCrNrr@ OF ASOOCIATE ..JUIa"S CN MAl"rmS 
atHER 'DIAN RmJLAR CIVIL IH) ammw. CASES, 

'lE2fiNAl'ICN OF PARmI'AL RIGn'S AND JtJV,amE CASES 
1982 

HmOO IXOEl'fl) OR DISPOOED PENDOO ,-
DISnUcr JIlfJARY 1 ASSI<H'D OF DEC»IBER 31 

() 

..-
1 5 1,253 15,368 15,119 1,.502 

2 5 1,118 7,911 8,215 814 

3 4 882 10,407 10,003 1,226 

4 3 1,344 6,116 5,964 1,4% 

5 8 36,297 54,877 55,248 35,926 

6 5 5,126 16,463 16,047 5,542 

7 5 2,870 13,825 13,194 3,~t 
" ~ .~:!: 

8 4 571 3,731 3,695 (1)7 

,) 

1982 39 .. 49,461b . 128,698 127,545 50,614 
Statew.lde 

1981 39 53,384 ,151,806 155,213 49,977 
Statewide ;'/ 

1'::~0 

(:\ 

a. Jnclu:tes nciIrlndictable (simple) misdeneanors, snall cla:inI;, initial appearances, preliminary 
hearlngs, search warrant applications and seized property en! b:>splt:alizatlon hear:lngs., ~ 
figures include mfsdeDeamrs mxlsnall cla:lms cmly. 

, () , 

b. '!his figure differs fran that of ~ 31, 1981 due to inventory corrections. 

l«>te: For canplete and detailed information on .the various types of cases ccmb1ned in this table, 
see Tables 12(a) ~ 12(d), 14(d) cnI 9(b). " I 

~, 
-~ 
1 
~ . 
-~ 
" ;1 " d -

I 

j 

!, 
~ I 
, I 

;\ 
'j 

, ! 
! 

TABU: 12 

(8) INI'llAL APPP.AlWa PIO »uIlQ; 1m PRFl.OONARY ~ 

1982 ACrI.Vrri OF' AS&lCIAm .JUOOES 
Wl'lH 'lUrAlS CDiPAREI) ro 'DDSE OF 1981 

tu&:R OF 
DISlRIcr INlTIAL~a PRFl.OONARY HE'.AlIDrn5 

\) 

1 5 933 

2 5 543 23 

3 4 895 

4 3 

5 8 5,329 191 

6 5 3,~ 25 

7 5 2,940 4 

8 • 4 790 

a. Refers to the 1n1tial"court appearance of a person charged with a criminal offense above a 
s1nJlle mfsdenearm'. See rule 2(1), R.' Cr.' P. 

b. Refers to a prelim1nary ~ held in 8 cr:lminal. case above a simple misdeneanor. See rule 
2(4), R. Cr. P. 

'-



x 44# ¥Q 

1 5 839 

2 5 296 

3 4 527 

4 3 1,202 

5 8 3,548 

6 5 1,881 

7 5 1,688 

8 4 317 

·1982 39 10,298 
Statewide 

1981 39 12,1213 
Statewide 

TABlE 12 

(b) tnmI)IcrABlE - STA'IE CASFS 

1982 ACrNm OF ASroCIATE JT.JIG:S 
WI'lH 'IDTAI.S aH'ARED to 'tlnsE. OF 1981 

• 

DIS!?a)ED OF BY 
wrnnrr 

'!RIAL 
TRIAL 'It) lRIAL to GJJJ..'IY DIOOSSID/ POO]N; 

lXXl<E1'ED .JURY CllJRl' PLEA 'mANSFERRED IEC»mER 31 

4,993 6 137 3,044 .. 1,539 1,106 

2,501 18 190 1,790 489 310 

4,415 2 1% 2,960 1,019 765 

3,888· 
I. 

1 116 2,719 1,035 1,219 

18,623 49 756 10,560 5,396 . 5,410 . .' .. 
·'-~·li'r 

5,367 8 241 3,354 1,434 2,211 ~. 

6,201 11 255 4,019 . 1,171 2,433 

1,148 5 33 727 322 378 
,:..\ 

47,136 100 1,924 29,173 12,405 13,832 

53,151 86 2,430 33,227 19,238 10,~ 

l 

I ·,1 
I 
I 

~ ': 

PF.N>OO 
DTh'"l'RIcr JUOOES JAWARY 1 

1 5 366 

2 5 793 

3 4 332 
\ 
~ 4 3 92 I 

5 8 32,748 

6 5 3,102 

7 5 1,182 

8 4 253 
\ 

t ,. 
1982 39 38,868 
Sta~ 

'g 1981 39 39,966 
Statewide 
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1982 ACrIVrrl OF ASSX:IA'IE JT.JIG:S 
WI'lH'rorALS <D!PARE[) to 'lHl)E OF 1981 

DISFOOED OF BY 

TRIAL to 'mIAL 10 QJIL'l"{ DIs-nssED/ PEmm,; 
IXXl<E'l'ED .JURY 0lJRI' PlEA TRANSFERRED IEC»mER 31 

6,980 1 237 4,693 2,,075 340 

4,094 1 183 3,353 856 494 

4,529 9 185 2,833 1,397 437 

I p069 22 617 301 221 

23,913 6 1,715 16,841 7,587 30,512 

5,930 8 2137 4,601 972 3,164 

4,210 7 493 2,940 884 1,()58 

1,207 20 907 304 229 

51,932 32 3,142 36,785 14,376 36,465 

~~ 

65,229 22 2,618 40,912 22,775 38,868 
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TABLE 12 

(d) HU. QAIM3 

1982 tCIT.VJ:rf. OF ASOOCIAlE JUOOES 
Wl'1H '1UI'ALS CDtPARED 10 'lHlSE OF 1981 

• 

~------------~------------------~--­------:,,; 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

5 

5 

4 

3 

8 

5 

5 

4 

39 

39 

48 

29 

23 

so 

1 

143 

1 

29sa 

852 

ASSI~ 
BY a.ERK 

l,n5 

601 

532 

1,097 

6,679 

" 1,874 

194 ' 

514 

'13,266 

16,975 

DISPOOED OF BY 
wrnwr 

'!RIAL 
'llUAL 10 DI!MSSED/ poom; 

0l.JRl' IEFAlJLT 'IRANSFERRED JJE'LDofBER 31 

577 857 333 56 

405 197 18 10 

III 375 45 24 

541 441 100 56 

399 5,345 932 A 
i 

"'. 1,267 212 371 161 

193 1 

123 380 12 

3,616 7,~ 1,820 317 
(! 

5,479 9,573 1,964 811 

a. This figure differs fran that of ~r 31,' 1981 due to inventory correctioos. 

,) 

f • 

11 
I 
\ 

,. 

" I 

- . 

1 23 

2 34 

3 26C 

4 16 

5 19c 

6 14 

7 13 

8 21 

1982 166 
Statewide 

1981 1~ 
Statewide 
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TABLE 13 

'!orAL JCrNm OF JUDICIAL MAGl:S'mAm :tlJRIt{; 1982 
wrm rorALS CD!PAREl) 10 1Hm: OF 1981 

(23) 4,YJ7 

(37) 1,785 

(31) 1,584 

(19) 1,171 

(27) 2,613 

(17) 1,097 

(13) 1,425 

(24) 1,469 

(191) 15,651 

(191) 18,166 

JXXKE'm) 

OR 
ASSI(NDb 

37,277 

29,223 

18,590 

12,995 

19,339 

15,880 

11,661 

16,726 

161,691 

181,555 

37,532 

29,n 

18,692 

13,213 

20,210 

15,898 

11,528 

16,762 

163,144 

183,102 

POOm; 
IEC»fBER 31 

4,252 

1,699 

1,482 

953 

1,742 

1,079 

1,558 

1,433 

14,198 

16,619 

a. !b! 1982" figures indicate the actual lllJ1Iber of ju:licial magistrates serving :in each district; 
figurea in parentheses srow the IUIiler of magistrate poeitioos autoorize:i. See footnote a., Table 
2(a) for OOtinties using substitute district associate jtdges and Appendix E for the July 1, 1981 
allocation of magistrates. 'De 1982 activity of district associate ju:fgeSsubstituting for 
magistrates is incltded in the workload of regular district associate jtdges as lllustrated in Table 
11 rather than the business of tDBgistrates presented in this table. 

b. For pUrposes of this table, all search warrant applicatioos, seized property hearings, lost 
property actials, pre1:1mi:nary marlngs, initial appearances and ellEgency ~Jt?llization marlngs­
docketed in 1982 let'e considered disposed of by the erxI of the year..Pend1ng '~t18ures refer only to 
snall cla1ms and s1mple misdanealOrs (nooindictable state and ord:lnance ~). 

c. ~ 1982, ~ comties (one in the 'lb1.rd and one in the Fifth) exerci~ the option 
prorided in secticn 602.58, The Code, and divided their 0Ili! magistrate positicn into twO jobs 
~ 166 mgistrates to fill 164 salaried positions. After the <ktober 1 resignation of one of /,_ 
the two 602.58 magistrates in the Fifth District~' wID was not replaced, the runber of mag!strates,:::/ 
totaled 165. /-

/f 
; 

i 
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DISIRIC! 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 
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TABlE 14. 

(a) INITIAL APPFARAlQ PlOEiD~ AID PRELIMINARY HEARN;s 

1982 AI:rJYrri OF .ruoICIAL KA.GIS'l'RAlES 
wrm 'lUrALS a:J.fpARED 'ID 'IIDSE OF 1981 

RM8ER OF 
INITIAi. APPEAlWKESa 

1,604 

3,156 

1,97~ 

1,037 

1,797 

1,837 

342 

2,279 

14,027 

13,236 

• 

126 

341 

112 

79 

159 

53 

48 

219 

1,137 

1,345 

a. Refers to the :Initial. court appearance of a perscn charged with a crim1.nat offense 
alx>ve a s~ 'lD1.sdetea1or. See rule 2(1), R. Cr. P. ",' , " 

b. Refers to a prelim:lnary hearing held:ln a cr1minal case alxM! a s:fmple m1sde­
neanor. See rule 2(4), R. Cr. P. 

" 
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~ 
'~ 
'j 
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I' ~ J 
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l 
i 
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:I • 
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I ' ~ 'I! \0 I 

DIS'lRIC! 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

\i 

1A95 

1,321 

1,320 

575 

2,156 

796 

611 

1,019 

9,293a 

8,784 
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TABlE 14 

(b) RMNDlcrABlE - STAlE CASES 

1982 ILTl\rm OF JtDICIAL ~ 
WI'IH 'IUlA1.S (lJofpARED 'ID 'lH>SE OF 1981 

DISPOOED OF BY 

'1RIAL 'ID 'IRIAL 'ID QJIL'IY DISofISSm/ 
JURY 0lJRT PLEA 'mANSFERRm 

13,281 17 866 8,883 3,253 

15,266 28 2,003 10,410 2,831 

9,881 17 737 7,~2 2,168 

7,626 13 ,543 5,286 1,810 

11,785 45 1,339 8,2~9 2,745 

7,632 15 986 5,063 1,502 

5,475 14 392 4,094 614 

8,377 13 724 5,951 1,638 

79,323 162 7,590 55,018 16,561 

87,256 146 8,472 60,157 17,973 

s. '1'h1s figure differs fran that of December 31, 1981 due to inventory correcticns. 

'~. 

)) 

1,757 

1,315 

1,197 

549 

1,563 

862 

972 

1,070 

9,285 

9,292 

1 



DISl'RICf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Sta~ 

miJOO 
JANUARY 1 

2,975 

270 

187 

576 

422 

224 

~ 

390 

5,624 

7,741 
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1982 N:J:'Nrr{ OF JUDICIAL MAGISl'RA1ES 
WI'IH.'lUtALS <DIPAREI) 'It) '1HlSE OF 1981 

• 

DISPOOED OF BY 
wrnwr 
'!RIAL 

'lRIAL 'ID 'lRI.AL 'ID GJTI..1Y DISwnSSED/ PENON; 
1XXl<ETED " JUJr{ Cll.JRl' PlEA 'IRANSFERRED IEC»tBF.R 31 

20,901 ~1~\ 935 15,038 5,409 2,482 
( \".:. i:), 

7,016 5 706 5,667 687 221 

4,873 1 346 3,857 633 223 
.. 

3,515 2 284 2,579 869 357 

4,730 1 586 2,900 . 1,515 i'!,2 .:,'. t 

5,170 5 ~ 4,048 582 r53 

3,373 8 378 2,711 449 407 

4,029 5 341 3,020 750 303 

53,607 39 4,182 39,828 10,894 4,288 

, 61,800 36 4,767 45,(~n 14,033 5,624 

i' 1 ) 
1.\ 
1'1 

i 11 . , 
I 

• 

-n-

TABLE 14 

(d) SEARCH w.~ APPJ..ICATIctS Am SEIZED PKJPEKIY HE'ARIlG) 

BY 'nPE <P .mICIAL OFFICER 

1982 JtCrIYrrl OF JUDICIAL MAGIS'JI'..ttES 
tmH'lUtALS a::M?ARm 'It) 'I1mE OF 1981 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

15 

4 

1 

104 

6 

27 

157 

118 

43 70 

93 153 

29 155 

28 82 

129 93 

46 59 

91 8 

23 141 

482 761 

552 813 

U:!gerd: ru -- District ccurt juiges. 
DAJ - District associate julges. 
JM - Ju::licia1 magistrates. 

128 

250 9 

185 

110 

326 

111 5 

126 

164 

1,400 14 

1,483 

560 151 

3 54 

176 

21 36 

6 13 

132 27 

3 16 

38 71 

763 544 

713 644 

711 

66 

176 

19 

164 

19 

109 

1,321 

1,357 

There were also 11 lost property actions - cne in "the First, Third, Sixth arw:l Eighth Districts, 
tw in the Secood and Fifth and three in the Seventh - mder Cllapter 644, '!be O:xie, haOOled by 
IlIlgistrates d~ 1982. 
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DISOOcr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

n 
0 

1982 
StateT.i.de 

1981 
StatiM!de 

PENDIN; 

JAruARY 1 

37 

194 

n 

20 

35 

77 

234 

~ 
uv 

1,641 

.. 
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TABLE 14 

(e) ~ ClA'OO 

1982 AcrIVITf OF JUDICIAL ~ 
wr.m '1UI'ALS (X}!PARlID ro 'lHEE OF 1981 

• 

wrnmr 
1RIAL 

ASSIQID) 
BY ClERK 

'1RIAL 'It) DIS1ISsmT 
0lJRT IEFAULT 'IRANSFERRED 

1,055 702 268 109 

3,139 1,383 1,418 369 

1,366 805 421 :155 

593 357 174 35 

736 604 87 43 

1,075 511 425 152 

2,391 1,702 515 229 

11 e-." 
1,JIU 775 629 166 

11,925 6,839 . ,I 3,937 1,2.58 

7,231 7,713 1,455 

ao nus figure differs fran that of Decanber 31, 1981 due to inventory correc~. 
- \~ 

(/ 

POOIN; 

IEC»fBER 31 

13 

163 

62 

47 

37 

64 

179 

60 

625 

1,703 

ii 

DISlRIcr 

.• 1 1,740 

2 1,859 

3 1,137 

4" s03 

5 .. 4,595 

~ 1,267 

7 C> 1,110 

8 1,231 

1982 "13,442b 
Statew.1.de 

1981 12,871 
Statewide 
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TABI.E 1,5 

.) \\ 

90fALL a..AIlt) IXXl<ET K\1NrAn£D BY 'DiE <DRK ~ 1982 
Wl'IH '1UI'ALS CDlPARED 10 'IH)SE OF 1981 

DISPOOED OF BY 

9,314 6,996 2,846 

.10,395 6,853 3,790 

8,298 6,439 1,912 

3,855 2,116 1,657 

15,622 9,093 7,410 

1,149 4,340 2,938 

6,722 4,068 2,6Ii> 

6,612 4,573 2,~5 

'I 

67,967 44,478 25,278 

75,259 48,583 26,112 

a. Tnclmes snall cla:f.mg dispositions by magistrates and judges. 

b. nus f:f.glxre differs frCm t..'lat of Iecember 31, 1981 dlIe to inventory corrections. 

1,212 

1,611 

1,~ 

585 

3,714 

1,138 

1,124 
11

"

j 
""'1 

1,185 

11,653 

13,435 
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TABLE 16 

NUMBER OF SCHEDULED VIOLATIONsa 

Handled ExclusIvely by the District 
Court Clerks (pe ... county) 

Number NUmber 
Coun!:l '9~~ '9~' County '982 '98' 
AdaIr 1,451 1,277 Jefferson 1,630 1,758 
Adams 535 850 Johnson 14,098 11,806 
Allameka8 1,061 1,443 Jones 1,476 1,718 
Appanoose 1,220 1,678 Keokuk 364 483 
~udubon 770 1,593 Kossuth 1,442 1,517 
t::snton 2,900 3,901 L0e 3.546 5,068 
Blftck Hawk 15,003 16,224 ' LInn 17,426 18,353 
Boone 1,836 3,008 LouIsa 986 1,435 
Bremer 3,005 3,029 Lucas 1,086 1,288 
Buchanan 3,722 4,881 Lyon 968 797 
Buena VISTa 2,926 2,781 MadIson 1,093 958 
Butler 1,482 2,305 Mahaska 3,012 2,582 
Celho!'Jl, 599 950 Marlon 3,387 3,199 
Carrc;~ 4,255 4,323 Marshall 4,003 5,006 
Cess' 2,742 2,769 Mills 1,981 2,083 
Cedar 13,348 15,922 MItchell 889 1,064 
Cerro Gordo 6,658 8,353 Monona 2,162 2,087 
Cherokee 1.433 1,464 Monroe 1,181 1,324 
Ch I ckastffl 2,417 2,662 Montgomery 1,168 1,527 
Clarke 6,052 6,054 MuscatIne 4,223 3,717 
Clay 2,729 2,939 O'BrIen 1,807 2,110 
ClaYTon 2,264 2,703 Osceola 886 834 
Cl'n'ton 3,877 4,677 Page 975 1,373 
Crawford 2,268 2,300 Palo Alto 1,531 1,829 
!bllas 5,142 6,034 Plymouth 3,033 3,197 
Davis 1,238 1,000 Pocahontas 648 610 
Decatur 2,150 2,476 Polk 98,519 109,712 
Delaware 3,380 3,410 PoTtawattamle 16,226 22,693 
Des MoInes 2,708 3,289 Pot1eshlek 2,735 3,001 
DIckInson 2,664 2,497 RInggold 257 317 
Dubuque 6,303 6,396 Sac 2.097 ... 1,680 
ElI'JII9t 907 1,030 Scott 25 .. 551 24.217 
Fayette 4,381 5,170 Sholby 1.528 . 1,267 
Floyd 1,847 2,147 Sloult 2,755 2,418 
Franklin 2,792 3,899 Stcry 5,907 8,599 
Fremont' 2,215 1,667 T-sma 2,617 2,778 
Greene 1,266 1,092 Taylor 293 406 
Grundy 1,058 1,223 UnIon 2,131 2,075 
GuthrIe 554 477 

u __ o .. ~_.-_ 

41' 472 • ..,,, ~\" 'C'fJ 

HamIlton 4,311 6,416 tiapoR 10 3,8 7 3,564 
Hancock 2,113 1.183 t1erron 4,064 4D150 
Hardin 3,267 3,223 11ash .ngton 2,084 1,~6 
HarrIson 3,297 2,969 tJaynG 1,009 1,235 
Henry 3,018 2,852 Wobster 3,163 2,658 
How!!rd 716 691 111nnooogo 469 537 
..... mboldt 570 774 tHnnoshlok 1,405 1,777 
Ida 1,078 1,12.3 tJoodbury 16,725 19,181 
Iowa 3,024 3,556 l10rth 5,360 5,911 
Jackson 2,006 2,560 tJrlght 610 760 
Jasper 4,016 6,204 

TOTAL 425,272 410,553 

a. Schodulod violations ar0 doflnod In soctlon ~05.8, The Code. 

c, 

• 

",\, . II 

, 
'[ 
'j 
,;1 

! 
J 
1 
~ 
l 

I 
I! 
II ,,' 

~ 
n· l 
J 

j 

J 
1 
:1 

I 
~ 

co 

.. 

DISTRIcr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1982 
Statewide 

1981 
Statewide 

7,139 

8,049 

5,860 

3,214 

11,773 

5,559 

5,385 

5,610 

52,589 

52,649 
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tDIBER HI> JGE. OF CIVIL ~ 
PEmOO ~ 31, 1982 

90 MYS 
OR lESS 

1,754 (24%) 

2;011 (25%) 

1,100 (19%) 

771 (24%) 

2,466 (21%) 

1,113 (20%) 

1,196 (22%) 

1,,147 (2m) 

11 ,558 (22%) 

11 ,518 (22%) 

3-18 KNlHS 

/-

3,406 (~J~) 

4,153 (52%) 

3,030 (52%) 

1,779' (55%) 

7,428 (63%) 

3,213 (58%) 

2,731 (51%) 

2,914 (52%) 

28,654 (54%) 

28 ,570 (54%) 

a. Inclufes civil cases above a snall claim and sna1.1 cla:Ims on appeal. 

<JJER 
18 (o[NlJf) 

1,979 (28%) 

1,885 (23%) 

1,730 (29%) 

664 (21%) 

1,879 (16%) 

1,233 (22%) 

1,458 (27%) 

1,549 (2&) 

12,377 (24%) 

12,561 (24%) 

1/ 
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a 44; ¢Q 

( \'\ , 

DJS'IRIcr 

1 2,381 

2 2,561 

3 2,792 

4 695 

5 3,275 

6 3,616 

7 3,007 

8 1,586 

1982 .19,913 
Statewide 

1981 17,731 
Statewide 
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AlmI>IX B 

RIft:R NI> JGE OF <lUMINAL CASESa 
PENDOO ~ 31, 1982 

90 MYS C7JER 
<R lESS ~ 18 KNmS 18 KJllHS 

1,118 (47%) 826 (35%) 437 ( 1a'.:) 

1,103 (43%) 990 (39%) 468 (la'.:) 

804 (2970) 995 (36%) 993 (35%) 

443 (64%) 159 (23%) 93 (13%) 

1,220 (37%) 1,736 (537.) 319 00%) 

1,290 (36%) , 1,224 (34%) 1,102 (30%) ., 
"-r. 

1,077 (36%) 1,~ (40%) 722 (24%) 

600 (38%) 639 (40%) 339 (22%) 

7,663 (39%) 7,777 (39%) 4,473 (22%) 

6,943 (39%) 6,871 (39%) 3,917 (22%) 

a. Jncl.mes cr1m:ina1 cases above a simple ~r am simple misde:Deaoors CXl appeal. c) 

t) 

" 

APPfWIX C 

'j 

~ ~ 

.' ~ " 
'l 

.~ ~ 

!. , . 
1 
t 

DIS'1'RIcr 
\ 

" 1 12 398,026 33,169 

2 16 .500,243 31,265 "' 

I 3 10 354,379 35,438 
! 

"\ i 4 6 198,726 33,110 I , I 
I 

5 20 538,716 26,935 ~.\ , 

i -,I 

« 6 11 3l1,~ ~,045 

11 7 10 298,718 29,874 , 

r1 8 10 294,496 29,450 

'" ~ \ 

~"" 
n 

!t Statewide 95 2,913,800 :ll,672 l 
l 
J 
f 
I 

,I 
a. Official 1980 population statistics - U. S. JiJreal of the O!nsus am the Iowa Office of 0 

1,; Pl.am1ng ax! Progr~. 

\1 100, 

~ 
1 
,j 
~ 

~ 
l\ 

~; 
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IOWA'S 8 .JUDICIAL OIRTRIC1'S -- Population· 

,5LYON OSCEOL" OICKINSON EMMET It05SUT" WllmEOAGO WORTU MITCHEll UOWAnD WIHH[SIIIEI( IAllAt.'AKEf 

1'~U' 
O'ORIEN CL"Y PI".OALTO ""UCOCIC OfRnOGunu Fl.OVD ctIlCI(AS"W j 

3rd J54,J79 2nd FAYUTE CLAYTON 1 

PLYMOUTH CU[ROKEE DUENA VISTI' POCAHONTAS HUI<I80lDT WRIGHT FRANKLIN BUTLER DREMER . lBt J98,026 

5oo,24J 
" 

WEBSTER I UUlCHH .. I1<\UUCHA.A. DELAWARE DUBUQUE 

~OD.U~ ~C" LS"G 
I· 

C"LH~UN ""HILTON HARDIN C' I 
/ 

/ 

lAMA DENTON LINN JONES J'tcHSON 

\~A CR"WfO 10- CARROLL GRfEHE BOONE !?TORV HARS .. ALL . 
, 

6th JJO,504 . cLINTON 

":-':;l'5P~R 
CEDJ\R 298,'118 

)tIARRISON SHELBV AUDUBON GUTHRIE (lALLAS POLK _I-SHIE

• 

IOWA JOHNSON 
~ .-

, 
n;h SCOTT 

~ 11th 

. 

1 , '. 
/ ;' ,-., tljUSCnTINE ',.' i 

" POTfAWAHJ\HIE 
., ' WMiii@ M~RlDN MAlinSKI' KEOKUK Wl\!itllNGTON 

CASS ADAIR tii'\OISON ~, ,-
~ 198,126 . 

J 

5th 
" 5: 18, '116 ',-OUIS/\ 

~ , 

JEffERSON HEHJV , (HilLS ~OUT(.oMERY LUCAS t-tO!4ROE. WAPEllO 
. 

I\DAMS ' ••• 1_ •• Gli\ifKE vnrun 

r " 8th 
ji OESMOIHfSJ 

294,496 

fREMONT PAGE rAYLOR RINGGOLD DECATUR WAVNf I\PPANOOSE DAVIS VANBUREN !,i; 
LlEE 

I 

. . I'J II(}f fI cl a I 1980 population figures -- U.S. Bureau 0' the Census and the Iowa 
(. -Office of Plannln9 and P,roqra~In9 STATE TOTAL - 2.913.80B 
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AI,LOCA'rION OF PAR'r-'rIME JIJIHCIAI, MAGfS'rRA'rES .JuiV I, 1981 and •1u1 V I, 198J 

OSCEOLA OleN INION EHHU KOSSUTH WINHEBAOO wonn. HlTOIlllL "OWAnD WIHNfSIIII](IM-LAMAIU 

1 3 2 
O"BRtEN CLAV PALO ALTO 2 

1 1 1 
"AHeGeK IOflROIIUlftftJ flOYD 

1 
CttlOtcASI\W 

I" 
'~ i 
'2 1 

I 7·~:X 1~' 2 1 1 3 2 2 fAYifi( a.AVTOti I 

2 
2 

I=~~~ __ -+ __ ~L-~ ______ I ______ ~,:~ ____ ~~~~-I~~~=-II--=----~-~.~-* let 
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1982 
1981 
1980 
1979 
1978 
1977 
1976 
1975 
1974 
1973 
1972 
1971 
1970 
1969 
1968 
1967 
1966 
1965 
1964 
1963 
1962 
1961 
1960 
1959 
1958 
1957 
1956 

a. 
b. 

CIVlLa 

95 55,763 
95 58,225 
92 58,442 
92 51,031 
92 46,498 
92 43,324 
89 40,103 
84 37,963 
83 36,216 
83 38,057 
76 40,483 
76 40,315 
76 37,965 
76 35,574 
75 33,617 
76 31,646 
75 »,310 
75 29,207 
75 28,405 
75 28,138 
75 28,528 
75 2B!288 
13· . 26,767 
73 25,136 
72 23,661 
72 23,579 
70 22,922 

APJ.'mDIX F 

~ IN 'mE I<:RA DISl'RIcr <DJRT 
1956-1982 

39,008 94,771 
36,932 95,157 
35,669 94,111 
31,026 82,057 
27,942 74,440 
28,795 72,119 
26,009 66,112 
23,600 61,563 
20,653 56,869 
16,148 54,205 
10,699 51,182 
11,D) 51,615 
10,140 48,105 
9,505 45,079 
8,367 41,984 
7,496 39,142 
7,159 17,469 
7,432 36,639 
7,004 35,409 
6,641 34,779 
7,113 35,641 
'7,'lfIJ 35,497 
7,260 34,027 
7,~ 'I, 32,222 
6,724 )),385 
6,486 )),C65 
6,178 29,100 

. '? 

lncluies civil cases aver $1,(XX) an snall cla:Ims on appeal. 

• 

( 998) 5,363 24,329 
(1,002) 5,570 24,192 
0,028) 5,.501 23,452 
( 892) 5,227 23,479 
( 800) 6,179 24,218 
( 784) 6,(0) 23,202 
( 742) 5~744 22,896 
( 733) 5,685 22,640 
( 685) 5,446 22,646 
( 653) 3,7» 22,~3 
( 673) 2,567 21 11953 
( 679) 3,249 21,317 
( 633) 3,224 20,470 
( 593) 2,876 2O,ISti' 
( 560) 2,626 19,520 
( 515) 2,367 19,310 
( 5(0) 2,146 19 5151' 

, '. i 

( 489) 2,163 19,463' 
( 472) 2,341 19,034 
( 464) 2,096 ~,5j2 
( 475) 2,035 17,831 
( 473) 1,880 17,:34Q 
( 466) 2,012 17,248 
( 441) 2,005 17,117 
( 422) 1,937 16,694 
( 418) 1,921 16,945 
( 416) 1,607 16,137 

Jnclutes :Indictable crim:Inal cases (serious ad aggravated l!li.sda1Eanors ad felonies) ad 
simple 1IIi.sdEm!anor appeals. 

c. I:ncluJes petitioos filed in ordinary juvenile ~tters, e.g., delinquency, child and fanily in 
reed of assistance and interstate compacts (extraiitial) matters; does not encanpass cases involving 
termination of parental r:lghts. 

d. Includes the nunber of estates, trusteeships, gtJaI'dianships and cooservatorships opened. 
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APPENDIX G 

1982 231 g998 425,272 

1981 267,~436 470,553 

1~ 292,037 490,158 

1979 291,404 462,224 .,,':: -

1978 319,481 476,955 

19n 410,862 310,710 

1976 410,696 285,~ 

1975 375,707 223,622 

1974* 286,504 198,147 

*l'his was the first full year u:der tIE new mified court system which becaIe effective 
July 1, 1973 • 

-' 

67,967 

75,259 

82,2re 

78,141 

72,054 

65,434 

62,416 

63,582 

68,021 
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YEAR 

1982 
1981 
1980 
1979 
1978 
1977 
1976 
1975 
1974 
1973 
1972 
1971 
1970 
1969 
1968 
1967 
1966 
1965, 
1964 
1963 
1962 
1961 
1960 
1959 
1958 
1957 
1956 

a. 
b. 
c. 

.. 

95 
95 
92 
92 
92 
92 
89 
84 
83 
83 
76 
76 
76 
76 
75 
76 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75' 
75 
73 
73 
72 
72 
70 

• 

APPENDIX H 
" 

wnJ ammw. DlSKSluOO BY DIsnuCf 0l.lRT .J1JroESa 
19.56-1982 

ClVlLb 

54,484 _ 19,027 73,511 
54,511 17,~34 72,345 
52,799 17,448 70,247 
47,754 15,098 62,852 
41,898 14,561 -56,459 
38,682 17,200 55,882 
37,319 17,750 55,~9 

35,737 14,874 50,611 
35,007 14 268" , . 49,275 
38,381 12,384 .. 50,765 
40,553 -. 11,147 51,700 
38,455 L\ 10 659 :-. . 49,114 , . .' 
35,636 9,3)4 44,940 
32,642 8,676- 41,318 
29,541 8,035 37,576 
29,343 7,267 36,610 
~,l40 6,916 37,056 
~,280 6,654 36,934 
28,258 6,757 35,015 
'}Q -:ab.? 
-~~~ 

n_1i51 - .~-- 3S~893 
28,941 7,165 36,106 
~!616 7,556 38,172 
24,094 7,196 31,290 
23,988 6,949 3:>,937 
23,304 6,533 29,837 
23,~ 6,932 ~,234 

21,741 5,836 27,577 

(774) 
(762) 
(764) 
(683) 
(614) 
(ro7) 
(619) 
(603) 
(594) 
(612) 
(680) 
(646) 
(591) 
(544) 
,': ,-j 

·C::i'J.) 
(482) 
(494) 
(492) 
(467) 
11."7Q' '''''''-, "'~-
(481) 
(509) 
(429) 
(424) 
(414) 
(420) 
(394) 

... ' 
D:les mt incluie civil ard cr:im1nal cases disposed of by ju::tges of limited jurisdiction. 
Incltdes civil cases CNer $1,cro and small c.l.a:im3 cases appealed to the district court. 
Incl\des indictable crindnal cases (serious and aggravated misdeneanors and felonies) and 

simple ndsdeneanor -appeals. 

II 
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