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Executive Summary

Certain Judicial Council forms contain calculations based on the federal poverty guidelines,
which are updated annually in January. Judicial Council staff recommend revising four Judicial
Council forms to reflect the 2026 guidelines and ensure these forms remain accurate. Staff also
recommend revising a fee waiver information sheet to correct a citation.

Recommendation

Judicial Council staff recommend that the Judicial Council, effective March 1, 2026:

1. Revise the following forms to reflect the 2026 federal poverty guidelines:

o Information Sheet on Waiver of Appellate Court Fees—Supreme Court, Court of Appeal,
Appellate Division (form APP-015/FW-015-INFO);

e Request to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001);

e Request to Waive Court Fees (Ward or Conservatee) (form FW-001-GC); and


mailto:jenny.grantz@jud.ca.gov
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e Financial Declaration—Juvenile Dependency (form JV-132).

2. Revise Information Sheet on Waiver of Superior Court Fees and Costs (form FW-001-INFO)
to correct a citation on page 1.

The revised forms are attached at pages 5—-17.

Relevant Previous Council Action

The council last revised forms APP-015/FW-015-INFO, FW-001, FW-001-GC, and JV-132
effective March 1, 2025, to reflect the 2025 federal poverty guidelines. The council last revised
form FW-001-INFO effective January 1, 2024, to reflect a statutory increase in the jurisdictional
limit for limited civil cases.

Analysis/Rationale

Updated income figures in fee waiver forms

Government Code section 68632 requires courts to waive filing fees and other court costs for
litigants whose household monthly income is 200 percent or less of the current poverty
guidelines established by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS).! The
Judicial Council is required to annually publish a table establishing the threshold monthly
household income for a fee waiver under section 68632, adjusted for household family size.?

This table is included on page 1 of Information Sheet on Waiver of Appellate Court Fees—
Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, Appellate Division (form APP-015/FW-015-INFO),? in item 5b
on Request to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001), and in item 8b on Request to Waive Court Fees
(Ward or Conservatee) (form FW-001-GC).

HHS released the 2026 federal poverty guidelines on January 15, 2026, and staff therefore
recommend revising these three forms to reflect the new guidelines.* To determine the new
monthly income figures for the forms, the federal poverty guidelines are multiplied by 200
percent and divided by 12, as shown in Attachment A, Computation Sheet.’ The new figures are
reflected in the revised tables on the attached forms.

"' Gov. Code, § 68632(b)(1).
21d., § 68632(b)(2).
3 Staff also recommend updating a URL on page 1 of form APP-015/FW-015-INFO.

4 The 2026 figures have been published in the Federal Register. See U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, Annual Update of the HHS Poverty Guidelines, 91 Fed. Reg. 1797. (See also Link A.)

5> The monthly income figures in Attachment A and the tables on the revised forms slightly exceed 200 percent of
the poverty guidelines because they are rounded to the nearest cent. The language on the forms reflects this slight
excess in stating that the item should be checked if the household income is “less than” the amount in the chart.



Citation correction in form FW-001-INFO

Staff recommend revising Information Sheet on Waiver of Superior Court Fees and Costs (form
FW-001-INFO) to correct a citation in item 1 on page 1. This item lists fees that will be waived
and includes the fee for “[h]olding in trust the deposit for a reporter’s transcript on appeal under
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.833 or 8.834.” Staff recommend deleting the citation to rule 8.833 and
replacing it with a citation to rule 8.130 because rule 8.130(b)(1) sets the fee for holding in trust
the deposit for a reporter’s transcript on appeal in unlimited civil cases. Rule 8.833 does not refer
to this fee.® Separately, staff recommend changing “his or her” to “their” at the top of page 1 of
the form and updating a URL at the bottom of page 2 of the form.

Updated income figures in form JV-132

The Judicial Council administers a program under Welfare and Institutions Code section 903.47
to collect reimbursement of the cost of court-appointed counsel in dependency proceedings.
California Rules of Court, Appendix F (titled Guidelines for the Juvenile Dependency Counsel
Collections Program) contains a statewide standard for determining an obligated person’s ability
to pay reimbursement. Under these guidelines, a person is presumed to be unable to pay
reimbursement and is eligible for a waiver of liability if they receive qualifying public benefits or
qualify for a fee waiver under the criteria of Government Code section 68632(b)(1).” Financial
Declaration—Juvenile Dependency (form JV-132) is used to assess a person’s financial
condition when determining their ability to pay for legal services.®

Item 3 on form JV-132 contains figures based on the federal poverty guidelines. Staff
recommend revising item 3 to reflect the 2026 federal poverty guidelines. To determine the new
monthly income figures for the form, the federal poverty guidelines are multiplied by 200
percent and divided by 12, as shown in Attachment A, Computation Sheet. The new figures are
reflected in the revised tables on the attached form.’

Policy implications

The revised forms include calculations based on the federal poverty guidelines, which have been
updated for 2026. Revising the forms will ensure that litigants and courts have current, accurate
information on income thresholds to decide eligibility for fee waivers and liability for
reimbursement of the cost of court-appointed counsel in dependency proceedings. The Judicial
Council is required by statute and the California Rules of Court to annually revise these forms to

¢ Similarly, rule 3.55, which lists the court fees and costs that must be waived upon granting an application for an
initial fee waiver, refers to “The fee under rule 8.130(b) or rule 8.834(b) for the court to hold in trust the deposit for
a reporter’s transcript on appeal.”

7 Cal. Rules of Court, appen. F, § 6(d)(1).
8 1d., § 6(d)(3).

? Staff also recommend two minor clarifying changes to item 2 on form JV-132: expanding the abbreviation of
“Supplemental Security Income” from “SSI” to “Supp. Sec. Income” to indicate that this benefit is different from
Social Security, and adding “Immigrants” to the description of CAPI to characterize California’s Cash Assistance
Program for Immigrants more accurately.



reflect the current federal poverty guidelines. Accordingly, the key policy implication is to
ensure that these council forms correctly reflect the current guidelines.

Comments
Public comments were not solicited for this proposal because the revisions are within the Judicial
Council’s purview to adopt without circulation. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 10.22(d)(2).)

Alternatives considered

Staff did not consider the alternative of taking no action because the Judicial Council is required
by statute and the California Rules of Court to annually revise these forms to reflect the current
federal poverty guidelines.

Fiscal and Operational Impacts

If a court provides free copies of these forms to parties, it will incur costs to print or duplicate the
forms. Because the revisions are required by law, these operational impacts cannot be avoided.

Attachments and Links

1. Forms APP-015/FW-015-INFO, FW-001, FW-001-GC, FW-001-INFO, and JV-132, at
pages 5—17

2. Attachment A: Computation Sheet

3. Link A: HHS Poverty Guidelines for 2026, https://aspe.hhs.gov/topics/poverty-economic-
mobility/poverty-guidelines


https://aspe.hhs.gov/topics/poverty-economic-mobility/poverty-guidelines
https://aspe.hhs.gov/topics/poverty-economic-mobility/poverty-guidelines

DRAFT 1/22/2026 Not approved by the Judicial Council APP-015/FW-015-INFO

INFORMATION SHEET ON WAIVER OF APPELLATE COURT FEES—
SUPREME COURT, COURT OF APPEAL, APPELLATE DIVISION

If you file an appeal, a petition for a writ, or a petition for review in a civil case, such as a family law case or a case in

which you sued someone or someone sued you, you must generally pay a filing fee to the court. If you are a party other

than the party who filed the appeal or the petition, you must also generally pay a fee when you file your first document in

a case in the Court of Appeal or Supreme Court. You and the other parties in the case may also have to pay other court

fees in these proceedings, such as fees to prepare or get a copy of a clerk’s transcript in an appeal. However, if you cannot

afford to pay these court fees and costs, you may ask the court to issue an order saying you do not have to pay these fees

(this is called “waiving” these fees).

1. Who can get their court fees waived? The court will waive your court fees and costs if:

¢ You are getting public assistance, such as Medi-Cal; Food Stamps; Supplemental Security Income (not Social
Security); State Supplemental Payment; County Relief/General Assistance; In-Home Supportive Services;
CalWORKS; Tribal Temporary Assistance for Needy Families; Cash Assistance Program for Aged, Blind, and
Disabled; Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC Program); or
unemployment compensation.

* You have a low income level. Under the law you are considered a low-income person if the gross monthly income
(before deductions for taxes) of your household is less than the amount listed below:

Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income
If more than 6 people at
1 $2,660.00 3 $4,553.33 5 $6,446.67 home, add $946.67 for
2 $3,606.67 4 $5,500.00 6 $7,393.33 each extra person.

¢ You do not have enough income to pay for your household’s basic needs and your court fees.

2.What fees and costs will the court waive? If you qualify for a fee waiver, the Supreme Court, Court
of Appeal, or Appellate Division will waive the filing fee for the notice of appeal, a petition for a writ, a petition for
review, or the first document filed by a party other than the party who filed the appeal or petition, and any court fee for
participating in oral argument by telephone. The trial court will also waive costs related to the clerk’s transcript on appeal,
the fee for the court to hold in trust the deposit for a reporter's transcript on appeal under rule 8.130(b) or rule 8.834(b) of
the California Rules of Court, and the fees for making a transcript or copy of an official electronic recording under rule
8.835. If you are the appellant (the person who is appealing the trial court decision), the fees waived include the deposit
required under Government Code section 68926.1 and the costs for preparing and certifying the clerk’s transcript and
sending the original to the reviewing court and one copy to you. If you are the respondent (a party other than the appellant
in a case that is being appealed), the fees waived include the costs for sending you a copy of the clerk’s transcript. You
can also ask the trial court to waive other necessary court fees and costs.

The court cannot waive the fees for preparing a reporter’s transcript in a civil case. A special fund, called the Transcript
Reimbursement Fund, may help pay for the transcript. (See www.courtreportersboard.ca.gov/trf/index.shtml and Business
and Professions Code sections 8030.2 and following for more information about this fund.) If you are unable to pay the
cost of a reporter’s transcript, a record of the oral proceedings can be prepared in other ways, by preparing an agreed
statement or, in some circumstances, a statement on appeal or settled statement.

3.How do | ask the court to waive my fees?

e Appeal in Limited Civil Case (civil case in which the amount of money claimed is $35,000 or less). In a limited
civil case, if the trial court already issued an order waiving your court fees and that fee waiver has not ended (fee
waivers automatically end 60 days after the judgment), the fees and costs identified in item 2 above are already waived;
just give the court a copy of your current fee waiver. If you do not already have an order waiving your fees or you had
a fee waiver but it has ended, you must complete and file a Request to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001). If you are the
appellant (the party who is appealing), you should check both boxes in item 4 on FW-001 and file the completed form
with your notice of appeal. If you are the respondent (a party other than the appellant in a case that is being appealed),
the completed form should be filed in the court when the fees you are requesting to be waived, such as the fee for the
clerk’s transcript or telephonic oral argument, are due.

Judiial Souni of California Information Sheet on Waiver of Appellate Court Fees— APP-015/FW-F9; s;-’:I:‘l;g

Rev. March 1, i Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, Appellate Division
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e Writ Proceeding in Limited Civil Case (civil case in which the amount of money claimed is $35,000 or less). If
you want the Superior Court to waive the fees in a writ proceeding in a limited civil case, you must complete a Request
to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001). In item 4 on FW-001, check the second box. The completed form should be filed
with your petition for a writ.

e If You Are a Guardian or Conservator. If you are a guardian or conservator or a petitioner for the appointment of a
guardian or conservator, special rules apply to your request for a fee waiver on an appeal from an order in the
guardianship or conservatorship proceeding or in a civil action in which you are a party acting on behalf of your ward
or conservatee. Complete and submit a Request to Waive Court Fees (Ward or Conservatee) (form FW-001-GC) to
request a fee waiver. See California Rules of Court, rule 7.5.

¢ Appeal in Other Civil Cases. If you want the court to waive fees and costs in an appeal in a civil case other than a
limited civil case, such as a family law case or an unlimited civil case (a civil case in which the amount of money
claimed is more than $35,000), you must complete a Request to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001). In item 4 on
FW-001, check the second box to ask the Court of Appeal to waive the fee for filing the notice of appeal or, if you are a
respondent (a party other than the one who filed the appeal), the fee for the first document you file in the Court of
Appeal. Check both boxes if you also want the trial court to waive your costs for the clerk’s transcript (if the trial court
already issued an order waiving your fees and that fee waiver has not ended, you do not need to check the first box; the
fees and costs identified in item 2 above are already waived, just give the court a copy of your current fee waiver). If
you are the appellant, the completed form should be submitted with your notice of appeal (if you check both boxes in
item 4, the court may ask for two signed copies of this form). If you are the respondent, the completed form should be
submitted at the time the fee you are asking the court to waive is due. For example, file the form in the trial court with
your request for a copy of the clerk’s transcript if you are asking the court to waive the transcript fee or file the form in
the Court of Appeal with the first document you file in that court if you are asking the court to waive the fee for filing
that document. To request waiver of a court fee for telephonic oral argument, you should file the completed form in the
Court of Appeal when the fee for telephonic oral argument is due.

e  Writ Proceeding in Other Civil Cases. If you want the Supreme Court or Court of Appeal to waive the fees and costs
in a writ proceeding in a civil case other than a limited civil case, such as a family law case or an unlimited civil case (a
civil case in which the amount of money claimed is more than $35,000), you must complete a Request to Waive Court
Fees (form FW-001). If you are the petitioner (the party filing the petition), the completed form should be submitted
with your petition for a writ in the Supreme Court or Court of Appeal clerk’s office. If you are a party other than the
petitioner, the completed form should be filed with the first document you file in the Supreme Court or Court of Appeal.

o Petition for Review. If you want to request that the Supreme Court waive the fees in a petition for review proceeding,
you must complete a Request to Waive Court Fees (form FW-001) or a Request to Waive Court Fees (Ward or
Conservatee) (form FW-001-GC). If you are the petitioner, you should submit the completed form with your petition
for review. If you are a party other than the petitioner, the completed form should be filed with the first document you
file in the Supreme Court.

IMPORTANT INFORMATION!

¢ Fill out your request completely and truthfully. When you sign your request for a fee waiver, you are declaring
under penalty of perjury that the information you have provided is true and correct.

e The court may ask you for information and evidence. You may be ordered to go to court to answer questions about
your ability to pay court fees and costs and to provide proof of eligibility. Any initial fee waiver you are granted may
be ended if you do not go to court when asked. You may be ordered to repay amounts that were waived if the court
finds you were not eligible for the fee waiver.

o If you receive a fee waiver, you must tell the court if there is a change in your finances. You must tell the court
immediately if your finances improve or if you become able to pay court fees or costs during this case (file form
FW-010 with the court). You may be ordered to repay any amounts that were waived after your eligibility ended. If the
trial court waived your fees and costs and you settle your case for $10,000 or more, the trial court will have a lien on
the settlement in the amount of the waived fees.

e The fee waiver ends. The fee waiver expires 60 days after the judgment, dismissal, or other final disposition of the
case or when the court finds that you are not eligible for a fee waiver.

Rev. March 1. S8 Information Sheet on Waiver of Appellate Court Fees—  APP-015/FW-015-INFO

Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, Appellate Division Page 2 of 2
6


JGrantz
Highlight


m Request to Waive Court Fees CONFIDENTIAL
Clerk stamps date here when form is filed.
If you are getting public benefits, are a low-income person, or do not have DRAFT
enough income to pay for your household’s basic needs and your court fees, you 01/22/2026
may use this form to ask the court to waive your court fees. The court may order
. . NOT APPROVED
you to answer questions about your finances. If the court waives the fees, you
BY COUNCIL

may still have to pay later if:
* You cannot give the court proof of your eligibility,
* Your financial situation improves during this case, or
* You settle your civil case for $10,000 or more. The trial court that waives
your fees will have a lien on any such settlement in the amount of the
waived fees and costs. The court may also charge you any collection costs.

@ Your Information (person asking the court to waive the fees):

Fill in court name and street address:
Superior Court of California, County of

Name:
gt_reet or mailing address: S 7 Fill in case number and name:
1ty: tate: 1p:
y — 4P Case Number:
Phone:

Your Job, if you have one (job title):
Name of employer:
Employer’s address:

@
®

Case Name:

Your Lawyer, if you have one (name, firm or affiliation, address, phone number, and State Bar number):

a. The lawyer has agreed to advance all or a portion of your fees or costs (check one): Yes [] No []
b. (If yes, your lawyer must sign here) Lawyer’s signature:
If your lawyer is not providing legal-aid type services based on your low income, you may have to go to a
hearing to explain why you are asking the court to waive the fees.
What court’s fees or costs are you asking to be waived?
[] Superior Court (See Information Sheet on Waiver of Superior Court Fees and Costs (form FW-001-INFO).)
[] Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, or Appellate Division of Superior Court (See Information Sheet on Waiver of
Appellate Court Fees (form APP-015/FW-015-INFO).)
Why are you asking the court to waive your court fees?
a. [] Treceive (check all that apply, see form FW-001-INFO for definitions):
[] Food Stamps [ ] Supp. Sec. Inc. [[] SSP [ ] Medi-Cal [ ] County Relief/Gen. Assist. [ ] THSS
[] CalWORKS or Tribal TANF [ ] CAPI [] WIC [] Unemployment
b. [] My gross monthly household income (before deductions for taxes) is less than the amount listed below. (If
you check 5b, you must fill out 7, 8, and 9 on page 2 of this form.)

Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | Jf more than 6 people
1 $2,660.00 3 $4,553.33 5 $6,446.67 at home, add $946.67
2 $3,606.67 4 $5,500.00 6 $7,393.33 Jor each extra person.

c. L] Ido not have enough income to pay for my household’s basic needs and the court fees. I ask the court to:
(check one and you must fill out page 2):
[] waive all court fees and costs  [] waive some of the court fees [ ] let me make payments over time

[] Check here if you asked the court to waive your court fees for this case in the last six months.
(If your previous request is reasonably available, please attach it to this form and check here): [ ]

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the information I have provided
on this form and all attachments is true and correct.

Date:
)

Print your name here Sign here

Request to Waive Court Fees

Judicial Council of California, courts.ca.gov
Rev. March 1, 2026, Mandatory Form

Gov. Code, § 68633;

Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.51, 8.26, and 8.818

FW-001, Page 1 of 2
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Your name:

Case Number:

If you checked 5a on page 1, do not fill out below. If you checked 5b, fill out questions 7, 8, and 9 only.
If you checked 5c, you must fill out this entire page. If you need more space, attach form MC-025 or attach a
sheet of paper and write Financial Information and your name and case number at the top.

@ |:| Check here if your income changes a lot from month to month.
If it does, complete the form based on your average income for

the past 12 months.

Your Gross Monthly Income

a. List the source and amount of any income you get each month,
including: wages or other income from work before deductions,

spousal/child support, retirement, social security, disability,
unemployment, military basic allowance for quarters (BAQ),

veterans payments, dividends, interest, trust income, annuities,

net business or rental income, reimbursement for job-related
expenses, gambling or lottery winnings, etc.

(1)

(&)

@)

4)

©h NH P hH &N

b. Your total monthly income:

@ Household Income

a. List the income of all other persons living in your home who

depend in whole or in part on you for support, or on whom you

depend in whole or in part for support.
Gross Monthly

Name Age Relationship Income
Q) - $
2) - $
3) _ $
4 _ $

b. Total monthly income of persons above: $

Total monthly income and
household income (8b plus 9b): $

To list any other facts you want the court to know, such as
unusual medical expenses, etc., attach form MC-025 or
attach a sheet of paper and write Financial Information and
your name and case number at the top.

Check here if you attach another page.

Important! If your financial situation or ability to pay
court fees improves, you must notify the court within five
days on form FW-010.

L]

Your Money and Property
a

@)

Cash $
b. All financial accounts (List bank name and amount):

(1) $

(2) $
(3) $
c. Cars, boats, and other vehicles )
Make / Year Fair Market ng Much You
Value Still Owe
1) $ $
() $ $
(3) $ $
d. Real estate Fair Market How Much You
Address Value Still Owe
(1) $ $
(2) $ $

e. Other personal property (jewelry, furniture, furs,
stocks, bonds, etc.):

Fair Market How Much You
Describe Value Still Owe
(1) $ $
(2) $ $

Your Monthly Deductions and Expenses
a. List any payroll deductions and the monthly amount below:

(1) $
) $
(3) $
4) $
b. Rent or house payment & maintenance $
c. Food and household supplies $
d. Utilities and telephone $
e. Clothing $
f. Laundry and cleaning $
g. Medical and dental expenses $
h. Insurance (life, health, accident, etc.) $
i.  School, child care $
j.- Child, spousal support (another marriage) $
k. Transportation, gas, auto repair and insurance $
1. Installment payments (list each below):
Paid to:
Q) $
@) $
(3) $
m. Wages/earnings withheld by court order $
n.  Any other monthly expenses (list each below).
Paid to: How Much?
M $
2) $
(3) $
Total monthly expenses (add 11a—11n above): $

Rev. March 1, 2026
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Request to Waive Court Fees
FW-001-GC (Ward or Conservatee)

This form must be used by a guardian or conservator, or by a petitioner
for the appointment of a guardian or conservator, to request a waiver of
court fees in the guardianship or conservatorship court proceeding or in
any other civil action in which the guardian or conservator represents the
interests of the ward or conservatee as a plaintiff or defendant.
If the ward or conservatee (including a proposed ward or conservatee if a
petition for appointment of a guardian or conservator has been filed but has not
yet been decided by the court) directly receives public benefits or is supported
by public benefits received by another for their support, is a low-income
person, or does not have enough income to pay for their household’s basic
needs and the court fees, you may use this form to ask the court to waive the
court fees. The court may order you to answer questions about the finances of
the ward or conservatee. If the court waives the fees, the ward or conservatee,
their estate, or someone with a duty to support the ward or conservatee, may
still have to pay later if:
* You cannot give the court proof of the ward’s or conservatee’s eligibility,
* The ward’s or conservatee’s financial situation improves during this case, or
* You settle the civil case on behalf of the ward or conservatee for $10,000 or
more. The trial court that waives fees will have a lien on any such settlement
in the amount of the waived fees and costs. The court may also charge the
ward or conservatee, or their estate, any collection costs.

CONFIDENTIAL

Clerk stamps date here when form is filed.

Fill in court name and street address:
Superior Court of California, County of

Fill in case number and name:

Case Number:

Case Name:

@ Your Information (guardian or conservator, or person asking the court to appoint a guardian or conservator):

Name:

Street or mailing address:

Phone:

City: State: Zip:
@ Your Lawyer (if you have one): Name:

Firm or Affiliation:

State Bar No.:

Address:

Phone:

City: State: Zip:

Email:

a. The lawyer has agreed to advance all or a portion of court fees or costs (check one): Yes [] No []

b. (If yes, your lawyer must sign here.) Lawyer’s signature:

If your lawyer is not providing legal-aid type services based on your or the ward’s or conservatee’s low income,
you may have to go to a hearing to explain why you are asking the court to waive the fees.

@ Ward's or Conservatee's Information (file a separate Request for each ward in a multiward case):

Name:

Street or mailing address:

Age and date of birth (ward only):

City: State: Zip:
Phone:

@ Ward's or Conservatee's Lawyer, if any: Name:
Firm or Affiliation:

State Bar No.:

Address: Phone:
City: State: Zip: Email:
@ Ward or Conservatee's Job (job title; if not employed, so state):
Name of employer:
Employer’s address: State: Zip:

Judicial Council of California, courts.ca.gov

Rev. March 1, 2026, Mandatory Form Request to Waive Court Fees

Gov. Code, § 68633;
Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.51, 7.5 (Ward or Conservatee)
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Name of (Proposed) Ward or Conservatee:

Case Number:

What court's fees or costs are you asking to be waived?

(] Superior Court (See Information Sheet on Waiver of Superior Court Fees and Costs (form FW-001-INFO).)

[] Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, or Appellate Division of Superior Court (See Information Sheet on Waiver of
Appellate Court Fees (form APP-015/FW-015-INFO).)

[] Check here if you asked the court to waive court fees for this case in the last six months.
(If your previous request is reasonably available, please attach it to this form and check here): []

Why are you asking the court to waive the ward’s or conservatee’s court fees?

a. [] The ward or one or both of the ward’s parents, or the conservatee or the conservatee’s spouse or registered
domestic partner, receive (check all that apply):
[] Supplemental Security Income (SSI) [] State Supplemental Payment (SSP) [ ] SNAP (Food Stamps)
[] IHSS (In-Home Supportive Services) [ ] CalWORKS or Tribal TANF [ ] Medi-Cal
[] County Relief/General Assistance [ | CAPI (Cash Assistance Program for Aged, Blind, and Disabled)
[] Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC Program)
[] Unemployment Compensation
(Names and relationships to ward or conservatee of persons who receive the public benefits listed above):

b. [] The gross monthly income of the ward’s or conservatee’s household (before deductions for taxes) is less than
the amount listed below. (If you check 8b, you must fill out items 14, 15, and 16 on page 4 of this form.)*

Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | ~Family Size | Family Income I more than 6 people
1 $2,660.00 3 $4,553.33 5 $6,446.67 at home, add $946.67
2 $3,606.67 4 $5,500.00 6 $7,393.33 Jor each extra person.

c. [] The ward’s or conservatee’s household does not have enough income to pay for its basic needs and the court
fees. I ask the court to (check one, and you must fill out items 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 on page 4):*
(1) [] Waive all court fees and costs. (2) [] Waive some court fees and costs.

(3) L] Let the (proposed) guardian or conservator, on behalf of the (proposed) ward or conservatee, make
payments over time.

* (Do not include income of guardian or conservator living in the household in 8b or 8c or count them in family size in
8b. unless they are a parent of the ward or the spouse or registered domestic partner of the conservatee.)
Guardians or petitioners for their appointment must complete items 9 and 10.
Ward's Estate:[ | Person only, no estate. [ Inventory or petition estimated value:
Source (e.g., gift, inheritance, settlement, judgment, insurance): Est. collection date:

Ward's Parents' Information:

a. Name of ward’s parent:
Street or mailing address:

[] Deceased (date of death):

City: State: Zip:
Phone:
b. Name of ward’s parent: [ 1 Deceased (date of death):
Street or mailing address:
City: State: Zip:
Phone:

c. Ward’s parents are (check all that apply):[ ] married  [] living together
Support order for ward? [ ] No [] Yes Payable to (name):
Payor (name):

Court:

[] separated [] divorced

Case Number:

Date of order (if multiple, date of latest): Monthly amount:

Rev. March 1, 2026

FW-001-GC, Page 2 of 4
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Name of (Proposed) Ward or Conservatee: Case Number:

Conservators or petitioners for their appointment must complete items 11-13.
@ Conservatee's Estate: [ ] Person only, no estate.

[] Inventory or petition estimated value: Est. collection date:

@ Conservatee's Spouse’s or Registered Domestic Partner's Information:

Name of conservatee’s spouse or registered domestic partner: [ ] Spouse [ ] Partner
Date of marriage or partnership: [] Deceased (date of death):

Street or mailing address: Phone:

City: State:  Zip:

Name of employer (if none, so state):

Employer’s address: State: Zip:

The conservatee’s spouse or partner [ ] is [ ] is not managing, or following appointment of a conservator is
planning to manage, some or all of the couple’s community property outside the conservatorship estate.

If you selected “is” above: The income, money, and property shown on page 4 [ Jincludes [ ] does not include
the income and property managed, or expected to be managed, by the spouse/partner outside the estate.

[] Divorced (date of final judgment or decree ):

Court:
Case Number: Support order for conservatee? [ ] No [.] Yes
Date of support order (if multiple, date of latest): Monthly amount:

@ The Conservatee and Trusts:

The conservatee:
a. [ ] is [] isnot a trustor or settlor of a trust.
b. [] is [] isnot a beneficiary of a trust.

If you selected “Is” to complete any of the above statements, identify and provide, in an attachment to this Request,
the current address and telephone number of the current trustee(s) of each trust, describe the general terms of and
value of each trust and the nature and value of the conservatee’s interest in each trust, and the amount(s) and
frequency of any distributions to or for the benefit of the conservatee prior to your appointment as conservator of
which you are aware. (You may use Judicial Council form MC-025 for this purpose.)

All applicants who checked item 8b or item 8c on page 2 must continue to and follow the
instructions for completion of items 14-16 or items 14-18 on page 4, before signing below.

The information I have provided on this form and all attachments about the (proposed) ward or conservatee is
true and correct to the best of my information and belief. The information I have provided on this form and all
attachments concerning myself is true and correct. I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State
of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date:
Print your name here Sign here
Rev. March 1, 2026 Request to Waive Court Fees FW-001-GC, Page 3 of 4
(Ward or Conservatee) -
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Name of (Proposed) Ward or Conservatee: Case Number:

If you checked 8a on page 2, do not fill out below. If you checked 8b, you must answer questions 14—16. If you checked
8¢, you must answer questions 14—18. If you need more space, attach form MC-025 or attach a sheet of paper, and write
“Financial Information" and the ward’s or conservatee’s name and case number at the top.

@ |:| Check here if the ward’s or conservatee’s income changes a lot Ward's or Conservatee's Household's Money and Property
from month to month. If it does, complete the form based on their a. Cash $
average income for the past 12 months.
b. All financial accounts (list bank name and amount):
Ward's or Conservatee's Gross Monthly Income (1) $
a. List the source and amount of any income the ward or conservatee 2) $
gets each month, including: wages or other income from work

before deductions, spousal/child support, retirement, social security, ) - $
disability, unemployment, military basic allowance for quarters c. Cars, boats, and other vehicles _
(BAQ), veterans payments, dividends, interest, trust income, Make / Year Fair Market - How Much You
annuities, net business or rental income, reimbursement for job- ) s Value $St'" Owe
related expenses, gambling or lottery winnings, etc. EZ; s s
(1) $ 3) $ $
@) $ d. Real estate Fair Market How Much You
®3) $ Address Value Still Owe
(4) $ (1) $ $
(5) $ (2) $ $
b. Total monthly income: $ e.. Other personal property (jewelry, furniture, furs, stocks,
bonds, etc.):

Ward's or Conservatee's Household's Income .
Fair Market How Much You

a. List the income of all other persons living in the ward’s or conservatee’s Describe Value Still Owe
home who depend in whole or in part on them for support, or on whom 1) $ $
they depend in whole or in part for support. @) $ $
Name Age Relationship Gross Monthly Income @ Ward's or Conservatee's Household's Monthly
8 — z Deductions and Expenses
3) $ a. List any payroll deductions and the monthly amount below:
) _ $ (1) $
®) _ $ ) $
(6) _ $ ®) $
@) . $ 4) $
(8) $ b. Rent or house payment and maintenance $
) $ c. Food and household supplies $
(10) $ d. Utilities and telephone $
b. Total monthly income of persons above: § e. Clothing ) $
. f. Laundry and cleaning $
Total monthly income and Medical and dental
household income (15b plus 16b): $ g. Medical and dental expenses $
h. Insurance (life, health, accident, etc.) $
- i. School, child care $
To list any other facts you want the court to know, such as the j. Child, spousal support (another marriage) $
(proposed) ward’s or conservatee’s unusual medical expenses, k. Transportation, gas, auto repair and insurance $
etc., attach form MC-025 or attach a sheet of paper and write I, Instaliment payments (list each below):
“Financial Information” and the (proposed) ward’s or Paid to:
conservatee’s name and case number at the top. 1) $
. 2) $
Check here if you attach another page. [ ] 3) s
Important! If the ward’s or conservatee’s financial situation or m. Wages/earni thheld b Hord N
ability to pay court fees improves, you must notify the court - Yragesieamings withheld by Cc')u oraer
within five days on form FW-010-GC. n. Any other monthly expenses (list each below).
Paid to: How Much?
Do not include income of guardian or conservator living M $
in the household in item 16, their money and property in @) $
item 17, or their deductions and expenses in item 18 ®3) $
unless they are a parent of the ward or the spouse or Total monthly expenses $
registered domestic partner of the conservatee. (add 18a —18n above):
Rev. March 1, Request to Waive Court Fees FW-001-GC, Page 4 of 4

(Ward or Conservatee)
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DRAFT 1/22/2026 Not approved by the Judicial Council FW-001-INFO
INFORMATION SHEET ON WAIVER OF SUPERIOR COURT FEES AND COSTS

If you have been sued or if you wish to sue someone, if you are filing or have received a family law petition, or if you are
asking the court to appoint a guardian for a minor or a conservator for an adult or are an appointed guardian or conservator,
and if you (or your ward or conservatee) cannot afford to pay court fees and costs, you may not have to pay them in order to
go to court. If you (or your ward or conservatee) are getting public benefits, are a low-income person, or do not have enough
income to pay for your (or their) household’s basic needs and your court fees, you may ask the court to waive all or part of
those fees.

1. To make a request to the court to waive your fees in superior court, complete the Request to Waive Court Fees (form
FW-001) or, if you are petitioning for the appointment of a guardian or conservator or are an appointed guardian or
conservator, complete the Request to Waive Court Fees (Ward or Conservatee) (form FW-001-GC). If you qualify,
the court will waive all or part of its fees for the following:

* Filing papers in superior court (other than for an appeal in a case with a value of over $35,000)
» Making and certifying copies  Giving notice and certificates
* Sheriff’s fee to give notice » Sending papers to another court department
* Court fee for telephone hearing
» Reporter’s fee for attendance at hearing or trial, if the court is not electronically recording the proceeding
and you request that the court provide an official reporter (use form FW-020 to ask for a court reporter)
» Assessment for court investigations under Probate Code section 1513, 1826, or 1851
* Preparing, certifying, copying, and sending the clerk’s transcript on appeal
* Holding in trust the deposit for a reporter’s transcript on appeal under Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.130 or 8.834
» Making a transcript or copy of an official electronic recording under Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.835

2. You may ask the court to waive other court fees during your case in superior court as well. To do that, complete a
Request to Waive Additional Court Fees (Superior Court) (form FW-002) or Request to Waive Additional Court Fees
(Superior Court) (Ward or Conservatee) (form FW-002-GC). The court will consider waiving fees for items such as
the following, or other court services you need for your case:

* Jury fees and expenses * Fees for a peace officer to testify in court
* Fees for court-appointed experts * Court-appointed interpreter fees for a witness
* Other necessary court fees

3. Ifyou want the Appellate Division of the Superior Court or the Court of Appeal to review an order or judgment
against you and you want the court fees waived, ask for and follow the instructions on Information Sheet on Waiver of
Appellate Court Fees—Supreme Court, Court of Appeal, Appellate Division (form APP-015/FW-015-INFO).

IMPORTANT INFORMATION!

* You are signing your request under penalty of perjury. Answer truthfully, accurately, and completely.

» The court may ask you for information and evidence. You may be ordered to go to court to answer questions about
your ability, or the ability of your ward or conservatee, to pay court fees and costs and to provide proof of eligibility.
Any initial fee waiver you or your ward or conservatee are granted may be ended if you do not go to court when asked.
You or your ward’s or conservatee’s estate may be ordered to repay amounts that were waived if the court finds you were
not eligible for the fee waiver.

* Public benefits programs listed on the application form. In item 5 on Request to Waive Court Fees (item 8 of
Request to Waive Court Fees (Ward or Conservatee)), there is a list of programs from which you (or your ward or
conservatee) may be receiving benefits, listed by the abbreviations they are commonly known by. The full names of
those programs can be found in Government Code section 68632(a), and are also listed here:

* Medi-Cal
* Food Stamps—California Food Assistance Program, CalFresh Program, or SNAP
» SSP—State Supplemental Payment
¢ Supp. Sec. Inc.—Supplemental Security Income (not Social Security)
(list continues on next page)

Judicial Councegi Baliformia, courts.ca.gov Information Sheet on Waiver of FW-001-INFO, Page 1 of 2
Rev. March 1, 2026, Optional Form .

Gov. Code, §§ 68630-68640; Superior Court Fees and Costs

Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.51, 7.5 9
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FW-001-INFO
* County Relief/Gen. Assist—County Relief, General Relief (GR), or General Assistance (GA)
IHSS—In-Home Supportive Services
CalWORKs—California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids Act
Tribal TANF—Tribal Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
CAPI—Cash Assistance Program for Aged, Blind, or Disabled Legal Immigrants

o WIC—Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children
o Unemployment—Unemployment compensation

» If you receive a fee waiver, you must tell the court if there is a change in your finances, or the finances of your
ward or conservatee. You must tell the court within five days if those finances improve or if you, or your ward or
conservatee, become able to pay court fees or costs during this case. (File Notice to Court of Improved Financial
Situation or Settlement (form FW-010) or Notice to Court of Improved Financial Situation or Settlement (Ward or
Conservatee) (form FW-010-GC) with the court.) You may be ordered to repay any amounts that were waived after your
eligibility, or the eligibility of your ward or conservatee, came to an end.

» If you receive a judgment or support order in a family law matter: You may be ordered to pay all or part of your
waived fees and costs if the court finds your circumstances have changed so that you can afford to pay. You will have
the opportunity to ask the court for a hearing if the court makes such a decision.

» If you win your case in the trial court: In most circumstances the other side will be ordered to pay your waived fees
and costs to the court. The court will not enter a satisfaction of judgment until the court is paid. (This does not apply in
unlawful detainer cases. Special rules apply in family law cases and in guardianships and conservatorships. (Gov. Code,
§ 68637(d), (e); Cal. Rules of Court, rule 7.5.).

+ If you settle your civil case for $10,000 or more: Any trial court-waived fees and costs must first be paid to the
court out of the settlement. The court will have a lien on the settlement in the amount of the waived fees and costs.
The court may refuse to dismiss the case until the lien is satisfied. A request to dismiss the case (use form CIV-110)
must have a declaration under penalty of perjury that the waived fees and costs have been paid. Special rules apply to
family law cases.

* The court can collect fees and costs due the court. If waived fees and costs are ordered paid to the trial court, or if
you fail to make the payments over time, the court can start collection proceedings and add a $25 fee plus any additional
costs of collection to the other fees and costs owed to the court.

» The fee waiver ends. The fee waiver expires 60 days after the judgment, dismissal, or other final disposition of the
case or earlier if a court finds that you or your ward or conservatee are not eligible for a fee waiver. If the case is a
guardianship or conservatorship proceeding, see California Rules of Court, rule 7.5(k) for information on the final
disposition of that matter.

» If you are in jail or state prison: Prisoners may be required to pay the full cost of the filing fee in the trial court but
may be allowed to do so over time. See Government Code section 68635.

 If you want a record made of your court hearing or trial: There are various reasons why you may want a record of
the hearing or trial. Among other reasons, you may want to have a record for an appeal if you disagree with a court
order or judgment. If you receive a fee waiver and if the court is not electronically recording the proceeding, you may
ask the court to have an official court reporter attend your hearing or trial at no cost to you, so there can be a record of
the proceeding. You should use form FW-020 to make the request, which you should file at least 10 calendar days
before a scheduled court date, or as soon as you can if the court date is set with less than 10-days’ notice.

If you want a written transcript after the hearing or trial, you will need to pay the court reporter separately, or arrange to
get the transcript in another way. To learn about ways to do that, talk with the court’s Self Help Center or read the
information about appeals on the self-help website at selfhelp.courts.ca.gov/appeals.

Rev. March 1, 2026 Information Sheet on Waiver of FW-001-INFO, Page 2 of 2
Superior Court Fees and Costs
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CONFIDENTIAL

JV-132

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NO.: FOR COURT USE ONLY

NAME:

FIRM NAME:

STREET ADDRESS:

CITY: STATE: ZIP CODE:
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO.:

EMAIL ADDRESS:
ATTORNEY FOR (name): Not aDpﬁerFv-l;d by
the Judicial Council

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF
STREET ADDRESS:
MAILING ADDRESS:
CITY AND ZIP CODE:
BRANCH NAME:

CHILDREN'S NAMES:

CASE NUMBER:

FINANCIAL DECLARATION—JUVENILE DEPENDENCY

1. Personal Information:

Name: | Social Security Number:

Other names used:

I.D. or Driver's License Number: | Date of Birth: Age:
Relationship to Child: [ ] Parent [] Other Responsible Person (specify):

Street or Mailing Address:

City: |State: |Zip: | Phone: |Alternate Phone:

Marital Status:

[ ] Married [ ] Single [ ] Domestic partner [] Separated [ ] Divorced [ ] Widowed
Name of Spouse/Partner: | Number of dependents living with you:
Names and ages of dependents:

2. | receive (check all that apply): [ ] Medi-Cal [ ] SNAP (food stamps) [ | Supp. Sec. Income (SSI) [ ] SSP
[] County Relief/General Assistance [] CalWORKS or Tribal TANF (Temporary Assistance for Needy Families)
[ ] IHSS (In-Home Supportive Services) [] Cash Assistance Program for [Aged, Blind, or Disabled] Immigrants (CAPI)
[] California Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC Program)
[] Unemployment compensation

3. [] My gross monthly household income (before deductions for taxes) is less than the amount listed below:

Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | Family Size | Family Income | /f more than 6 people at
1 $2,660.00 3 $4,553.33 5 $6,446.67 home, add $946.67 for
2 $3,606.67 4 $5,500.00 6 $7,393.33 each extra person.

4. [] I have been reunified with my child(ren) under a court order (attached).

5. [] lam receiving court-ordered reunification services.

Judicial Council of California, courts.ca.gov

Rov. Marcn 1, B Optonal Form Financial Declaration—Juvenile Dependency JV-132, Page 1 if;
903.47
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CONFIDENTIAL

JV-132

CHILDREN'S NAMES: CASE NUMBER:

RESPONSIBLE PERSON'S NAME:
6. Employment:

Your Employment Your Spouse/Partner's Employment

Employer: Employer:
Address: Address:
City and Zip Code: Phone: City and Zip Code: Phone:
Type of Job: Type of Job:
How long Working | Monthly salary: | Take home pay: |How long Working |Monthly salary: | Take home pay:
employed: now? employed: now?
If not now employed, who was your last employer? If not now employed, who was this person's last employer?
(name, address, city, and zip code): (name, address, city, and zip code):
Phone number of last employer: Phone number of last employer:

7. Other Monthly Income and Assets:

Other Income

Unemployment .........cccoveiiiiiiieieee e $
DISADIIILY ..o $
Social SECUMIY ....eouveeiiiiiiieeiiie e siiie i $
Workers' Compensation ...............ccoeceeeeeenee. $
Child Support Payments ..............cccieeeueenene. $
Foster Care Payments ............ccocccoeiieiicnnnnn $
Other INCOME .......oceeiiiiieiiieee e $

Total $

Assets: What Do You Own?

Cash ..o $
Real Property/EqQUity .........ccccoeniiiiiiiiennnn. $
Cars and Other Vehicles .........cccocveviiiieenne $
Life INSUrance .........ccocceevveiiieneciieneeeee $
Bank Accounts (list below)...............cccccceeu... $
Stocks and Bonds ..........cccceeieiiiiiiiiieneennn $
Business Interest .........cccccviiiiiiiiiiiiee $
Other ASSEtS ....c.covvieiiiiiie e $

Total $

Name and branch of bank:

Account numbers:

Rev. March 1, 2026

Financial Declaration—Juvenile Dependency
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CONFIDENTIAL

JV-132
CHILDREN'S NAMES: CASE NUMBER:
RESPONSIBLE PERSON'S NAME:
8. Expenses:
Monthly Household Expenses Reunification Plan: Monthly Cost of Required Services

Rent or Mortgage Payment .............cccccooeeene $ Parenting Classes ..........ccccvvviiciiiniicciiieene $
Car Payment ........ccoovieiiinieniieee e $ Substance Abuse Treatment ............cccccce.. $
Gas and Car Insurance ..........cccoceeevvvennnnenn. $ Therapy/Counseling .......cccccocvveeiiieeiiinecee. $
Public Transportation ...........cccccoocviiniiiennnn. $ Medical Care/Medications ............ccccccevernnenn. $
Utilities (Gas, Electric, Phone, Water, etc.).... $ Domestic Violence Counseling ..................... $
FOOd ..o $ Batterers' Intervention ...........cccociiiieiininnne $
Clothing and Laundry .........cccceeveeiiieninnieenne $ Victim SUppOrt .....oovveiiiie e $
Child Care .......ccceoeeiiieiieiie e $ Regional Center Programs ...........ccccceeiuenne $
Child Support Payments ........c.cccccoveiieenenne. $ Transportation ... $
Medical Payments ..........ccccceeveiiiiiniieennnnn $ In-Home Services ..........cocovveeneiiiiieiiieiee $
Other Necessary Monthly Expenses ............. $ Oher ..o $

Total $ Total $

9. Loan/Expense Payments (other than mortgage or car loan):

Name of lender and type of loan/expense Monthly payment Balance owed
$ $
$ $
$ $
$ $

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above information is true and correct.

Date:
Type or Print Name Signature of Declarant
FORﬁNANCIAL EVALUATION OFFICER USE ONLY
TOTAL INCOME $ COST OF LEGAL SERVICES $
TOTAL EXPENSES $ MONTHLY PAYMENT $
NET DISPOSABLE INCOME  $ TOTAL COST ASSESSED $

The above-named responsible person is presumed unable to pay reimbursement for the cost of legal services in this proceeding and
is eligible for a waiver of liability because

[] they receive qualifying public benefits

[] their household income falls below 200% of the current federal poverty guidelines

[] they have been reunified with the child(ren) under a court order and payment of reimbursement would harm their ability to
support the child(ren).

Date:

4

Type or Print Name Signature of Financial Evaluation Officer

Rev. March 1, 2026

Financial Declaration—Juvenile Dependency JV-132, Page 3 of 3
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Computation Sheet

Attachment A

200% of Poverty 2025 California
. . 2026 Federal Poverty s,
Number in Family Guidelines (A) Guidelines (B) | Monthly Income (C)
(B=A4x200%) (C=B/12)*
1 $15,960 $31,920 $2,660.00
2 21,640 43,280 3,606.67
3 27,320 54,640 4,553.33
4 33,000 66,000 5,500.00
5 38,680 77,360 6,446.67
6 44,360 88,720 7,393.33
E;’jsf,‘;‘;j};ggfi““’“al $5,680 $11,360 $946.67

* These amounts have been rounded to the nearest whole cent. Language on the forms reflects
this slight excess by stating that the household income is “less than” the amounts in the chart.

18




Judicial Council of California

455 Golden Gate Avenue - San Francisco, California 94102-3688
courts.ca.gov

REPORT TO THE JUDICIAL COUNCIL

Item No.: 26-063
For business meeting on February 20, 2026

Title Report Type
Report to the Legislature: Fiscal Year Information
2024-25 Court Facilities Trust Fund

. Date of Report
Expenditures

January 27, 2026
Submitted by

Michelle Curran, Administrative Director Lot
.. ) Tamer Ahmed, 916-643-6917
Judicial Council .
Tamer.Ahmed@)jud.ca.gov

Sheran Kumar, 916-643-4676
Sheran.Kumar@jud.ca.gov

Executive Summary

Under Government Code section 70352(c), the Judicial Council is required to submit a report on
the actual expenditures from the Court Facilities Trust Fund to the Legislature after the end of
each fiscal year. On or before December 31, 2025, Judicial Council staff submitted Fiscal Year
2024-25 Court Facilities Trust Fund Expenditures, which reported that $198.3 million was
expended in fiscal year 2024-25.

Relevant Previous Reporting or Action

This report is submitted to the Legislature annually. Reports from previous fiscal years are
available on the “Reports to the Legislature” webpage of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/news-reference/reports-publications/reports-legislature.

Analysis/Rationale

Government Code section 70352(b) states, “Money deposited in [the Court Facilities Trust Fund]
and appropriated by the Legislature shall be administered by the Judicial Council for the
operation, repair, and maintenance of court facilities and other purposes provided by statute.” In


mailto:Tamer.Ahmed@jud.ca.gov
mailto:Sheran.Kumar@jud.ca.gov
https://courts.ca.gov/news-reference/reports-publications/reports-legislature

FY 2024-25, $198.3 million was expended from the fund for the purposes shown in the
following table.

Court Facilities Trust Fund Expenditures in Fiscal Year 2024-25

Type of Expenditures Total ($)
Operations and Maintenance 92,354,918
Utilities 77,152,881
Rent 18,089,454
Security 5,998,475
Insurance 4,730,272
Total Expenditures $198,326,000

Fiscal Impact and Policy Implications

None.

Attachments and Links
1. Attachment A: Fiscal Year 2024-25 Court Facilities Trust Fund Expenditures
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL of CALIFORNIA

December 24, 2025

Ms. Cara L. Jenkins
Legislative Counsel

1021 O Street, Suite 3210
Sacramento, California 95814

Ms. Erika Contreras
Secretary of the Senate

State Capitol, Room 307
Sacramento, California 95814

Ms. Sue Parker

Chief Clerk of the Assembly
State Capitol, Room 319
Sacramento, California 95814

Re: Fiscal Year 2024-25 Court Facilities Trust Fund Expenditures, as
required under Government Code section 70352(c)

Dear Ms. Jenkins, Ms. Contreras, and Ms. Parker:

Pursuant to Government Code section 70352(c), the Judicial Council is
submitting the report on the actual expenditures of the Court Facilities
Trust Fund for fiscal year (FY) 2024-25.

Government Code section 70352(b) states, “Money deposited in [the
Court Facilities Trust Fund] and appropriated by the Legislature shall be
administered by the Judicial Council for the operation, repair, and
maintenance of court facilities and other purposes provided by statute.”
In FY 2024-25, $198.3 million was expended from the fund for the
purposes shown in the following table.
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Court Facilities Trust Fund Expenditures in Fiscal Year 2024-25
Type of Expenditures Total

Operations and Maintenance 92,354,918

Utilities 77,152,881

Rent 18,089,454

Security 5,998,475

Insurance 4,730,272

Total Expenditures $198,326,000

No. of Court No. of Court

Superior Facilities 2024-25 Superior Court Facilities 2024-25
Court Incurring Expenditures Incurring Expenditures
Expenses Expenses

Alameda 11 7,143,210 || Orange 11 11,348,149
Alpine 0 - || Placer 5 1,494,259
Amador 1 480,684 || Plumas 5 524,950
Butte 4 1,658,563 || Riverside 16 8,308,275
Calaveras 1 466,917 || Sacramento 8 9,499,378
Colusa 2 263,161 || San Benito 1 625,621
Contra Costa 13 5,213,897 || San Bernardino 22 7,899,556
Del Norte 2 438,269 || San Diego 20 15,618,816
El Dorado 6 1,255,062 || San Francisco 4 3,914,746
Fresno 5 4,152,948 || San Joaquin 9 3,894,380
Glenn 1 477,960 || San Luis Obispo 5 1,539,144
Humboldt 1 612,197 | San Mateo 4 2,815,009
Imperial 4 1,734,652 || Santa Barbara 15 3,540,956
Inyo 3 582,486 || Santa Clara 10 7,852,435
Kern 19 5,623,184 || Santa Cruz 5 1,521,474
Kings 2 1,305,829 || Shasta 8 2,016,371
Lake 3 573,302 || Sierra 1 266,833
Lassen 1 494,809 || Siskiyou 2 708,005
Los Angeles 68 54,829,333 |[ Solano 4 2,733,087
Madera 2 1,266,246 || Sonoma 5 3,130,925
Marin 1 8,771 || Stanislaus 7 2,571,727
Mariposa 2 40,365 |[ Sutter 2 1,107,370
Mendocino 2 502,596 || Tehama 1 628,142
Merced 5 1,618,879 || Trinity 0 -
Modoc 1 169,327 || Tulare 6 2,918,797
Mono 2 626,568 || Tuolumne 1 648,650
Monterey 6 2,466,270 || Ventura 3 3,908,378
Napa 3 1,296,519 || Yolo 2 1,108,930
Nevada 3 653,005 || Yuba 1 226,628
Totals 357 $198,326,000




December 24, 2025
Page 3

Reports from previous fiscal years are available on the “Legislative Reports” webpage of the
California Courts website at www.courts.ca.gov/7466.htm.

If you have any questions related to this report, please contact Mr. Tamer Ahmed, director of the
Judicial Council Facilities Program, at 916-643-6917 or tamer.ahmed@jud.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
Michelle Curran

Administrative Director
Judicial Council


http://www.courts.ca.gov/7466.htm
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CC:

Cara L. Jenkins, Legislative Counsel

Erika Contreras, Secretary of the Senate

Eric Dang, Counsel, Office of Senate President pro Tempore Mike McGuire
Emelyn Rodriguez, General Counsel, Office of Assembly Speaker Robert Rivas
Shaun Naidu, Policy Consultant, Office of Assembly Speaker Robert Rivas
Anita Lee, Principal Fiscal and Policy Analyst, Legislative Analyst’s Office
Gabriel Petek, Legislative Analyst, Legislative Analyst’s Office

Mark Jimenez, Principal Program Budget Analyst, Department of Finance
Henry Ng, Budget Analyst, Department of Finance

Margie Estrada, Chief Counsel, Senate Judiciary Committee

Stephanie Jordan, Counsel, Senate Public Safety Committee

Liah Burnley, Principal Consultant, Senate Appropriations Committee

Hans Hemann, Principal Consultant, Joint Legislative Budget Committee

Eric Csizmar, Consultant, Senate Republican Policy Office

Matt Osterli, Consultant, Senate Republican Fiscal Office

Morgan Branch, Consultant, Senate Republican Policy Office

Alison Merrilees, Chief Counsel, Assembly Judiciary Committee

Andrew Ironside, Chief Counsel, Assembly Public Safety Committee

Nora Brackbill, Consultant, Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Committee
Jennifer Kim, Consultant, Assembly Budget Committee

Annika Carlson, Principal Consultant, Assembly Appropriations Committee
Lyndsay Mitchell, Consultant, Assembly Republican Office of Policy & Budget
Gary Olson, Consultant, Assembly Republican Office of Policy & Budget
Daryl Thomas, Consultant, Assembly Republican Office of Policy & Budget
Cory T. Jasperson, Director, Governmental Affairs, Judicial Council

Zlatko Theodorovic, Director, Budget Services, Judicial Council

Fran Mueller, Deputy Director, Budget Services, Judicial Council

Alona Daniliuk, Administrative Coordinator, Governmental Affairs, Judicial Council
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Executive Summary

Government Code section 68515(a) requires the Judicial Council to annually report to the
Legislature on the operations of each trial court and include various specified operational and
budgetary metrics. Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report is included as Attachment A to
this report.

Relevant Previous Reporting or Action

The Judicial Council has submitted the Trial Court Operational Metrics report annually since
2023. In regard to previous action on operational metrics, the council had earlier adopted trial
court case disposition time goals (Cal. Stds. Jud. Admin., std. 2.2), but the last substantive
review of these goals took place more than 20 years ago.! Additionally, through 2025, the
council had submitted a similar legislative report on standards and measures of judicial
administration per Government Code section 77001.5, but that reporting requirement has ended.

Analysis/Rationale

The Budget Act of 2022 included language requiring the Judicial Council to annually report to
the Legislature on trial court operations and specified a set of metrics that “shall include, but are

!'See details on the Oct. 8, 2003, report to the Judicial Council from the Case Management Subcommittee of the
Civil and Small Claims Advisory Committee at item C4 of the minutes of the Oct. 21, 2003, Judicial Council
meeting, courts.ca.gov/sites/default/files/courts/default/2024-10/minl1003.pdf.


mailto:leah.rose-goodwin@jud.ca.gov
https://courts.ca.gov/sites/default/files/courts/default/2024-10/min1003.pdf

not limited to, all of the following: time to disposition and case clearance rates by case type,
backlogs by case type, court hours of operations including public counter hours, staff vacancy
rates by classification, fund balance detail from the prior fiscal year, calculated funding level of
each court and the percent of funding actually provided to each court, and funding level of each
trial court as measured by the Judicial Council-approved workload formula.”? The Budget Act
further specified that the report be submitted no later than February 1 and that it should reflect
metrics from the prior fiscal year.

The year-one report reflected feedback from trial courts and the Data Analytics Advisory
Committee on proposed metrics that reflected a set of agreed-upon guiding principles for trial
court workload measurement:

e Focus on increasing public access to courts;

e Take a wider perspective beyond the pandemic;

e Ensure data points are practical to measure (leverage existing data when appropriate); and
e Consider metrics that directly measure court outcomes.

The metrics reported in the 2026 report remain consistent with those reported previously. The
Data Analytics Advisory Committee’s annual agenda includes an agenda item to evaluate the
operational metrics and may make recommendations for additional refinements or adjustments in
future reports.

In 2025, this reporting requirement was codified in Government Code section 68515(a).

Fiscal Impact and Policy Implications

Since this report relies on metrics and data that are already reported by trial courts to the Judicial
Council, there is no fiscal impact other than Judicial Council staff time needed to gather the data
and prepare the report. If additional metrics are considered in the future, the costs of such data
collection, in terms of trial court time and resources needed to gather and submit the data, will be
considered prior to implementation.

Attachments and Links

1. Attachment A: Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report

2 Sen. Bill 154, § 2.00, item 0250-101-0932, provision 29,
https.//leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill id=202120220SB154.
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL of CALIFORNIA

January 20, 2026

Ms. Cara L. Jenkins
Legislative Counsel

1021 O Street, Suite 3210
Sacramento, California 95814

Ms. Erika Contreras
Secretary of the Senate

State Capitol, Room 305
Sacramento, California 95814

Ms. Sue Parker

Chief Clerk of the Assembly
State Capitol, Room 319
Sacramento, California 95814

Re: Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report, as required under
Government Code section 68515(a)

Dear Ms. Jenkins, Ms. Contreras, and Ms. Parker:

Under Government Code section 68515(a), the Judicial Council is
submitting 7rial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report on trial court
operational and budgetary metrics.

If you have any questions related to this report, please contact Leah
Rose-Goodwin, Chief Data and Analytics Officer, at 415-865-7708 or
Leah.Rose-Goodwin@jud.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Michelle Curran
Administrative Director
Judicial Council


mailto:Leah.Rose-Goodwin@jud.ca.gov

Ms. Cara L. Jenkins
Ms. Erika Contreras
Ms. Sue Parker
January 20, 2026
Page 2

MC/LRG
Attachments

cc: Eric Dang, Counsel, Office of Senate President pro Tempore Monique Limén
Emelyn Rodriguez, General Counsel, Office of Assembly Speaker Robert Rivas
Shaun Naidu, Policy Consultant, Office of Assembly Speaker Robert Rivas
Anita Lee, Principal Fiscal and Policy Analyst, Legislative Analyst’s Office
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Cory T. Jasperson, Director, Governmental Affairs, Judicial Council
Zlatko Theodorovic, Director, Budget Services, Judicial Council
Fran Mueller, Deputy Director, Budget Services, Judicial Council
Alona Daniliuk, Administrative Coordinator, Governmental Affairs, Judicial Council



455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA94102-3688
Tel. 415-865-4200

Fax 415-865-4205

courts.ca.gov

HON. PATRICIA GUERRERO
Chief Justice of California
Chair of the Judicial Council

HON. BRAD R. HILL

Chair, Executive and Planning Committee

HON. STACY BOULWARE
EURIE

Chair, Legislation Committee

HON. JOAN K. IRION

Chair, Rules Committee

HON. MARIA D. HERNANDEZ
Chair, Technology Committee

HON. ANN C. MOORMAN
Chair, Judicial Branch Budget Committee
Chair, Litigation Management Committee

Hon. Maria Lucy Armendariz
Hon. Bunmi O. Awoniyi
Hon. Carol A. Corrigan
Hon. Charles S. Crompton
Hon. Judith K. Dulcich
Hon. Maureen F. Hallahan
Ms. Rachel W. Hill

Hon. Ash Kalra

Ms. Gretchen Nelson

Hon. Ricardo R. Ocampo
Mr. Craig M. Peters

Hon. Michael Rhoads

Ms. Dena Stone

Hon. Thomas J. Umberg
Hon. Tamara L. Wood

ADVISORY MEMBERS
Ms. Kate Bieker

Hon. Ryan Davis

Mr. Charles Johnson

Hon. Jeffrey C. Kauffman
Hon. Patricia L. Kelly

Mr. Darrel E. Parker

Mr. David W. Slayton

MS. MICHELLE CURRAN
Administrative Director
Judicial Council

JUDICIAL COUNCIL of CALIFORNIA

Report title: Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report
Statutory citation: Government Code section 68515(a)
Date of report: February 1, 2026

The Judicial Council has submitted a report to the Legislature in
accordance with Government Code section 68515(a).

The following summary of the report is provided under the requirements
of Government Code section 9795.

Government Code section 68515(a) requires the Judicial Council to
submit a report annually to the Legislature and the Governor on various
trial court operational and budgetary metrics, including but not limited to
time to disposition and case clearance rates by case type, backlogs by
case type, court hours of operations including public counter hours, staff
vacancy rates by classification, fund balance detail from the prior fiscal
year, calculated funding level of each court and the percent of funding
actually provided to each court, and funding level of each trial court as
measured by the Judicial Council-approved workload formula. The report
reflects metrics from the preceding fiscal year.

The full report is available at courts.ca.gov/news-reference/reports-
publications/reports-legislature.

A printed copy of the report may be obtained by calling 415-865-7708.
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Background

Government code section 68515(a) requires the Judicial Council to annually report to the
Legislature on various operational and budgetary metrics in the trial courts. The language states
that the metrics must include, but are not limited to, all of the following:

time to disposition and case clearance rates by case type, backlogs by case type,
court hours of operations including public counter hours, staff vacancy rates by
classification, fund balance detail from the prior fiscal year, calculated funding
level of each court and the percent of funding actually provided to each court, and
funding level of each trial court as measured by the Judicial Council-approved
workload formula. This report shall be submitted no later than February 1 and
reflect metrics from the prior fiscal year.'

2026 Report

This year’s report contains data and information from fiscal year 2024-25; data on hours of
operation are current as of November 2025. Additionally, since vacancy rates are reported as of
July 1 (the start of the fiscal year), fiscal year 2025-26 vacancy data has been included to
illustrate the vacancy rate closer to the end of the 202425 fiscal year.? The judicial branch is
reporting on metrics that are both responsive to the reporting requirement and largely already
reported by courts. In future years, the branch’s Data Analytics Advisory Committee—charged
with “develop[ing] and recommend[ing] performance measures, studies, and methodologies to
measure and report on court administration, practices, and procedures”>—will consider whether
additional data and information would be informative to include in this report.

Operational Metrics

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Courts assist the public through a variety of modalities, such as phone, in-person, and self-
directed help via court websites. In addition, self-help centers assist members of the public
seeking guidance about court processes or help completing a court document. Investments in
court technology have allowed courts to expand offerings to include services such as chatbots,
the ability to schedule in-person appointments online, and live online help. The COVID-19

! Stats. 2025, Ch. 11, Sec. 3. (AB 136) Effective June 27, 2025.
2 This and all subsequent year spans represent fiscal years, unless otherwise stated.

3 Cal. Rules of Court, rule 10.68.
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pandemic accelerated the expansion of these services so that the public could continue to receive
needed assistance safely and conveniently.

Further rounding out the service methods that courts offer, drop boxes, e-filing, court-provided
computers or terminals for looking up cases, and remote access to online records, cases, and
court calendars provide additional means of transacting court business that free up court staff to
help those who require in-person assistance and may allow the public to be served beyond a
court’s regular service hours.

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public
counter hours are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing
assistance. Two primary services are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come
to file court documents and responding to requests for general information.

Information on court hours of service was most recently collected by the Judicial Council as of
November 2025 (see Table 1). Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours
of operation and public counter hours for the main court location.

Data reported by courts shows that most courts open at 8:00 a.m. (38 courts) and close at 5:00
p.m. (39 courts), with some courts opening as early at 7:30 a.m. Most public counter hours open
at 8:00 a.m. (33 courts) and close at 4:00 p.m. (31 courts) or earlier (17 courts).

Some courts adjusted their public counter hours after finding that many court customers would
rather file court documents or look up case information online than come into a courthouse.
Correspondingly, staff can be assigned to other areas of the court to help with case processing
activities to hasten resolution of court matters for court customers. Customers who prefer to
come into a courthouse can still submit documents through a drop box, view documents at public
kiosks, or ask for assistance from other court staff at any time during normal hours of operation.

Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report 2



Table 1. Court Hours of Operation and Public Counter Hours

Court Court Hours of Operation  Public Counter Hours
Alameda 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Alpine 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Amador 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 9:00 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Butte 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Calaveras 8:15 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:15 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Colusa 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 9:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Contra Costa 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Del Norte 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
El Dorado 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:30 p.m.
Fresno 7:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Glenn 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:30 p.m.
Humboldt 8:30 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 9:00 a.m.—2:00 p.m.
Imperial 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Inyo 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Kern 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Kings 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Lake 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Lassen 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Los Angeles 7:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m. 8:30a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Madera 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 2a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Marin 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Mariposa 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Mendocino 7:30 a.m.=5:30 p.m. 8:30a.m.—3:30 p.m.
Merced 7:45 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 7:45 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Modoc 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Mono 8:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Monterey 7:30 2.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Napa 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Nevada 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Orange 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Placer 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Plumas 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Riverside 7:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 7:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Sacramento 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
San Benito 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:30 p.m.
San Bernardino 7:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
San Diego 7:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
San Francisco 8:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
San Joaquin 7:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
San Luis Obispo | Did not report Did not report

San Mateo 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30a.m.—1:00 p.m.
Santa Barbara 8:30 a.m.—3:00 p.m. 8:30a.m.—3:00 p.m.

Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report




Court Court Hours of Operation  Public Counter Hours
Santa Clara 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Santa Cruz 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Shasta 7:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Sierra 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Siskiyou 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Solano 7:30 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:00 p.m.
Sonoma 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—3:30 p.m.
Stanislaus 8:15 a.m.—4:00 p.m. 8:15 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Sutter 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Tehama 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Trinity 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Tulare 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Tuolumne 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m.
Ventura 8:00 a.m.=5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Yolo 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:00 a.m.—4:00 p.m.
Yuba 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 8:30 a.m.—4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition, by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a
nationally recognized metric of court caseflow management and helps courts assess the length of
time it takes to bring cases to disposition.* Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial
Administration established case disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases.’ These data
are updated and reported annually in the Court Statistics Report. However, because of technical
issues resulting from case management system transitions, not all courts are able to report these
data.® As courts finalize their case management system transitions, more courts will be able to
report these data. Tables 2 and 3 consolidate the data from the Court Statistics Report, providing
the percentage of cases resolved within a defined time frame.

4 See National Center for State Courts, CourTools, Time to Disposition (2005),
https.://www.ncsc.org/sites/default/files/media/document/courtools_trial_ measure3_time to disposition_revised.pdf
For a definition of “disposition,” see 2025 Court Statistics Report, htips://courts.ca.gov/system/files/file/2025-court-
statistics-report _(.pdf, at page 4.

5 The Judicial Council’s Data Analytics Advisory Committee is charged with reviewing and making
recommendations on court operational metrics and will be reviewing these standards as part of its annual workplan.

® The current version of the Court Statistics Report is available at couris.ca.gov/news-reference/research-data.
Courts that are not certified to report data to the Judicial Branch Statistical Information System using the JBSIS data
reporting standards are unable to report case processing time data.
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Table 2. 2024-25 Percentage of Criminal Cases Processed, by Time and County

Felonies Felonies Disposed of in Less Misdemeanors Disposed of in

Disposed of in Than _ Days Less Than _ Days
COUNTY kﬂe::”;rshan b 30 45 90 30 90 120

(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F) (©)
STATEWIDE 70% 22% 29% 45% 33% 51% 59%
Alameda 62% 41% 46% 63% 64% 76% 80%
Alpine - 43% 43% 57% 15% 52% 60%
Amador 40% 14% 16% 31% 14% 34% 43%
Butte 55% 6% 17% 42% 1% 34% 43%
Calaveras 38% 15% 18% 26% 7% 27% 35%
Colusa 89% 19% 27% 56% 39% 67% 73%
Contra Costa 35% 10% 17% 30% 8% 29% 42%
Del Norte 77% 38% 49% 66% 15% 42% 53%
El Dorado 61% 23% 30% 44% 8% 33% 43%
Fresno 50% 13% 20% 34% 38% 55% 62%
Glenn 100% 15% 32% 61% 6% 33% 40%
Humboldt 64% 20% 35% 54% 24% 30% 54%
Imperial - - - - 24% 29% 55%
Inyo 80% 14% 22% 48% 18% 22% 51%
Kern 69% 20% 40% 57% 51% 67% 72%
Kings 41% 17% 25% 43% 22% 50% 57%
Lake 89% 20% 36% 74% 18% 55% 67%
Lassen 57% 17% 21% 30% 2% 9% 18%
Los Angeles 74% 22% 27% 43% 36% 56% 63%
Madera 53% 6% 17% 34% 7% 21% 28%
Marin 66% 8% 12% 31% - - -
Mariposa 17% 16% 24% 41% 17% 34% 40%
Mendocino 78% 20% 31% 52% 31% 53% 61%
Merced 72% 19% 26% 45% 8% 20% 24%
Modoc 78% 9% 9% 36% 21% 30% 61%
Mono 50% 13% 15% 28% 10% 31% 45%
Monterey 66% 19% 29% 50% 39% 59% 66%
Napa - - - - - - -
Nevada 52% 13% 22% 36% 21% 44% 55%
Orange 51% 36% 41% 51% 38% 56% 63%
Placer 83% 10% 16% 31% 17% 22% 45%
Plumas 60% 2% 10% 38% 18% 54% 63%
Riverside - - - - - - -
Sacramento - - - - - - -
San Benito 50% 6% 9% 19% 6% 23% 31%

San Bernardino - - - - - - -

San Diego - - - - - - -
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Felonies

Felonies Disposed of in Less

Misdemeanors Disposed of in

Disposed of in Than _ Days Less Than _ Days
COUNTY kﬂe;r?tfrshan b 30 45 90 30 90 120
(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F) G)

San Francisco - - - - - - -

San Joaquin 74% 20% 25% 38% 22% 38% 42%
San Luis Obispo 85% 28% 41% 65% 50% 64% 70%
San Mateo - 33% 43% 62% 24% 44% 55%
Santa Barbara 64% 16% 25% 45% 51% 1% 7%
Santa Clara 43% 10% 13% 26% 23% 38% 47%
Santa Cruz 60% 17% 22% 37% 28% 57% 63%
Shasta 76% 19% 30% 54% 47% 71% 77%
Sierra 60% 15% 38% 69% 8% 38% 59%
Siskiyou 50% 11% 18% 29% 9% 26% 34%
Solano - - - - - - -

Sonoma 56% 7% 13% 31% 21% 46% 56%
Stanislaus 64% 34% 41% 57% 46% 63% 69%
Sutter 59% 23% 34% 52% 34% 55% 60%
Tehama 85% 19% 27% 53% 40% 68% 76%
Trinity 44% 39% 45% 56% 14% 23% 53%
Tulare 83% 10% 22% 42% 16% 21% 38%
Tuolumne 52% 12% 29% 59% 12% 19% 45%
Ventura 52% 34% 40% 54% 52% 69% 73%
Yolo 79% 24% 30% 48% 20% 50% 59%
Yuba 65% 40% 51% 74% 38% 73% 79%

Note: Column (A) consists only of cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas;
processing time is based on time from first appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-
jurisdiction court. Columns (B) through (D) are based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified
plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing. A dash (—) indicates the court did not submit a report

in this category.

Table 3. 2024-25 Percentage of Civil Case Processed, by Time and County

General Unlimited Civil

Disposed of in Less Than _

Limited Civil

Disposed of in Less Than _

Unlawful Detainers

Disposed of in

Small Claims

Disposed of in

COUNTY Months Months Less Than _ Days Less Than _ Days
12 18 24 12 18 24 30 45 70 90
(A) (B) (©) (8) (E) (F) G) (H) " )
STATEWIDE 65%  78%  86% 79%  91%  96% 24% 44% 49% 59%
Alameda 68%  78%  86% 73%  92%  96% 28% 42% 9% 12%
Alpine 63%  88%  100% 80%  100%  100% 50% 50% -
Amador 68%  78%  83% 9%  97%  98% 31% 54% 57% 71%
Butte 78%  86%  90% 85%  93%  96% 22% 43% 64% 72%
Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report 6



General Unlimited Civil Limited Civil Unlawful Detainers Small Claims

Disposed of in Less Than _ Disposed of in Less Than _ Disposed of in Disposed of in
COUNTY Months Months Less Than _ Days Less Than _ Days

12 18 24 12 18 24 30 45 70 90

(A) (B) (©) (D) E) (F) G) (H) " )
Calaveras 76% 84% 88% 87% 95% 97% 22% 43% 52% 61%
Colusa 74% 84% 89% 90% 97% 98% 15% 35% 35% 53%
Contra Costa 72% 81% 87% 71% 84% 91% 30% 46% 32% 38%
Del Norte 83% 90% 92% 84% 93% 96% 21% 46% 72% 78%
El Dorado 73% 81% 86% 75% 86% 91% 25% 50% 5% 11%
Fresno 64% 77% 86% 78% 87% 95% 39% 70% 62% 66%
Glenn 77% 81% 87% 71% 79% 82% 16% 36% 58% 75%
Humboldt 82% 88% 92% 83% 93% 96% 20% 43% 34% 67%
Imperial 78% 89% 95% 78% 95% 99% 28% 51% 70% 78%
Inyo 82% 90% 94% 61% 73% 80% 32% 42% 59% 59%
Kern 66% 77% 86% 88% 97% 99% 24% 55% 70% 90%
Kings 70% 77% 83% 91% 94% 96% 34% 60% 57% 63%
Lake 79% 87% 92% 95% 99% 99% 25% 55% 42% 51%
Lassen 69% 74% 82% 79% 95% 96% 37% 56% 85% 93%
Los Angeles 64% 78% 87% 81% 92% 96% 19% 36% 60% 68%
Madera 73% 82% 87% 79% 87% 90% 30% 60% 58% 71%
Marin 66% 78% 86% 81% 95% 99% 43% 63% 63% 76%
Mariposa 41% 52% 70% 81% 90% 94% 17% 30% 43% 50%
Mendocino 70% 79% 84% 69% 81% 87% 32% 56% 64% 72%
Merced 63% 74% 80% 81% 88% 93% 30% 56% 59% 70%
Modoc 85% 87% 91% 87% 95% 96% 0% 18% 7% 85%
Mono 75% 78% 84% 88% 93% 93% 23% 46% 57% 70%
Monterey 65% 78% 89% 83% 96% 98% 35% 53% 66% 73%
Napa 74% 84% 91% 85% 91% 94% 38% 55% 63% 73%
Nevada 80% 90% 94% 93% 97% 98% 21% 48% 54% 66%
Orange 63% 77% 87% 75% 88% 96% 25% 55% 33% 51%
Placer 72% 82% 90% 81% 89% 93% 28% 49% 21% 44%
Plumas 81% 93% 95% 88% 96% 98% 24% 32% 71% 71%
Riverside - - - - - - - - - -
Sacramento - - - - - - - - - -
San Benito 70% 82% 89% 83% 91% 95% 32% 47% 58% 69%
San Bernardino 62% 74% 84% 76% 94% 98% 28% 55% 61% 67%
San Diego - - - - - - - - 5% 22%
San Francisco 48% 64% 74% 87% 96% 98% 18% 28% 66% 75%
San Joaquin 65% 76% 84% 67% 82% 88% 4% 15% 24% 41%
San Luis Obispo 70% 82% 88% 83% 96% 99% 16% 33% 21% 33%
San Mateo 66% 77% 83% 82% 91% 94% 36% 56% 42% 67%
Santa Barbara 71% 82% 89% 83% 91% 94% 41% 59% 36% 52%
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General Unlimited Civil Limited Civil Unlawful Detainers Small Claims

Disposed of in Less Than _ Disposed of in Less Than _ Disposed of in Disposed of in
COUNTY Months Months Less Than _ Days Less Than _ Days

12 18 24 12 18 24 30 45 70 90

(A) (B) (€ (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) 0] (O]
Santa Clara 61% 73% 81% 72% 84% 89% 42% 59% 40% 58%
Santa Cruz 75% 84% 90% 85% 96% 99% 28% 46% 49% 66%
Shasta 78% 88% 93% 79% 99% 100% 23% 45% 59% 67%
Sierra 70% 80% 90% 96% 100% 100% 43% 43% 33% 67%
Siskiyou 79% 89% 92% 92% 98% 99% 18% 30% 60% 66%
Solano - - - - - - - - - -
Sonoma 70% 83% 90% 83% 96% 99% 35% 57% 58% 68%
Stanislaus 1% 82% 88% 82% 97% 99% 34% 57% 75% 83%
Sutter 74% 83% 87% 83% 95% 98% 20% 45% 82% 88%
Tehama 78% 84% 93% 7% 87% 91% 14% 25% 56% 75%
Trinity 78% 85% 89% 87% 92% 93% 31% 59% 73% 73%
Tulare 81% 92% 96% 90% 95% 97% 34% 65% 61% 73%
Tuolumne 84% 92% 95% 90% 99% 99% 26% 45% 47% 64%
Ventura - - - - - - - - 86% 89%
Yolo 68% 79% 88% 86% 97% 99% 34% 57% 58% 74%
Yuba 74% 83% 88% 81% 95% 98% 29% 59% 66% 79%

Note: Columns (G) and (H) include limited unlawful detainers only. A dash (—) indicates the court did not submit a
report in this category.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally
assess whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of
potential backlog. Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given
period of time. A clearance rate of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases
equals the number of cases that come into the court system (as filings) for the given period of
time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type

There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as
reflected by a clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased
workload lengthens the time needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has
sufficient resources to manage its pending caseload, the time required to resolve each case is
driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and any backlog would stem from other
factors.
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Table 4 estimates current-year statewide backlog by comparing caseload clearance rates by case
type across two fiscal years.” Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference
between the two clearance rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged
cases by case type. If the clearance percentage difference is a positive number, cases are
processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year, and there is no estimated backlog for that
case type.

This year, the overall case clearance rate is about two percentage points lower than it was last
year. There was a 30 percent increase in civil limited filings in 2024-25 from the previous year,
and although courts processed 27 percent more dispositions than in the prior year, an estimated
backlog resulted, as reflected in Table 4. Estimated backlogs are also seen in felony and juvenile
cases, all of which were identified in the branch’s most recent workload study update as being
more complex and taking more time.

Table 4. 2023-24 and 2024-25 Clearance Rates, by Case Type

Current-Year Estimated

Case Type Fiscal Year 2023-24 Fiscal Year 202425 Backlog
Clear. Estimated

Total Total Clearance Total Total Clearance Percentage Backlog

Filings Dispos. Rate Filings Dispos. Rate Diff. (Filings)
Certification 52,595 48,731 93% 50,260 47,541 95% 2% -
Child Support 75,771 69,716 92% 69,831 65,898 94% 2% -
Civil: Limited 394,489 321,142 81% 531,203 409,666 77% -4% 22,771
Civil: Unlimited 278,901 240,267 86% 299,534 243,172 81% -5% 14,870
;‘]’izse”’at"“hip/ Guardian 20,736 15,288 74% 24,923 20,446 82% 8% .
Dissolution 108,403 103,987 96% 107,146 107,268 100% 4% -
Domestic Violence 78,287 65,006 83% 77,444 66,125 85% 2% -
Estates/Trusts 42,873 32,560 76% 41,985 35,378 84% 8% -
Felony 179,821 150,440 84% 194,346 155,429 80% -4% 7,163
Infractions 2,823,487 | 2,359,002 84% 3,055,653 | 2,479,343 81% -2% 73,632
Juvenile Delinquency 30,163 27,000 90% 31,157 27,421 88% -2% 469
Juvenile Dependency 30,273 30,578 101% 30,415 27,998 92% -9% 2,723
Mental Health 46,628 40,524 87% 52,260 43,757 84% -3% 1,662
Misd.: Nontraffic 283,033 248,881 88% 308,313 281,513 91% 3% -
Misd.: Traffic 168,614 164,641 98% 162,632 155,236 95% -2% 3,564
Other Family Petition 35,993 28,438 79% 35,098 27,234 78% -1% 497
Parentage 20,275 12,811 63% 21,060 15,646 74% 11% -
Small Claims 77,461 72,921 94% 77,487 76,054 98% 4% -
Unlawful Detainer 135,793 137,886 102% 128,894 131,608 102% 1% -
Total 4,883,596 | 4,169,819 85% 5,299,641 | 4,416,733 83% -2% 108,323

7 The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and
reexamination of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.% Data are
reported by classification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting
year.” Schedule 7A data were used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the
data are reported as of a point in time—July 1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the
number of filled positions that were made after that date. Although this year’s report on trial
court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent, complete fiscal year (2024—
25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and have been
included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information. A
comparison of the two reporting years shows that the number of total budgeted positions has
decreased by a little more than 1 percent, and the vacancy rate has increased by a little less than 1
percent. Vacancy rates for the clerical classifications have improved since last year’s report, but
for entry-level classifications, courts report high rates of turnover that are not visible in these
point-in-time data. Courts who participated in the recent Resource Assessment Study (court
workload study) update reported that staff turnover has increased considerably since the
pandemic, resulting in shorter average tenure and more time spent on training and onboarding.

For this report, data for every classification are shown (see Table 5); future reports may
consolidate some classifications for ease of use.

Table 5. Statewide Vacancy Data, by Classification

2024-25.Schedule 7A (Data 2025-26 Schedule 7A (Data

as of July 1, 2024) as of July 1, 2025) Difference
in Vacancy
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Rate (%)
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 48.0 44.0 8.3 44.0 42.0 4.5 -3.8
Accounting Clerk 79.7 79.7 0.0 76.2 74.2 2.6 2.6
Accounting Technician 89.5 78.5 12.3 84.0 74.0 11.9 -04
Administrative Analyst 227.9 204.4 10.3 258.0 217.4 15.7 54

Administrative Support Staff
(temporary, part-time, intern
or student worker) 121.6 99.1 18.5 94.8 75.7 20.2 1.7
Administrative Technician 22.7 20.7 8.8 24.8 23.8 4.0 -4.8
Alternative Dispute
Resolution Program
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0

8 Schedule 7A is a statewide salary and positions reporting document. Each court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the
“Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-
2021-22.

9 Classifications are based on model classification codes used in Schedule 7A; classification may not be the same as
job title or working title. Positions are designated as “vacant” if they are unfilled or if the court does not plan to
actively recruit for the position.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2025)

Difference
in Vacancy

Filled Vacancy Rate (%)

Total Vacancy Total Filled

Classification

Assistant Court Executive

Rate (%)

Rate (%)

Officer 40.4 39.5 2.0 44.0 40.0 9.1 7.1
Attorney 497.6 449.2 9.7 483.5 456.5 5.6 -4.1
Calendar Administrator 10.5 10.5 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0
Calendar Clerk 8.2 8.2 0.0 7.0 7.0 0.0 0.0
Child Services Provider 9.0 9.0 0.0 9.0 9.0 0.0 0.0
Commissioner 249.0 235.6 5.4 245.1 227.7 7.1 1.7
Communications Technician 16.0 14.0 12.5 16.8 14.0 16.7 4.2
Court Administrative/
Operations Manager 422.9 389.5 7.9 393.5 372.5 5.3 -2.6
Court Administrative/
Operations Supervisor 78.0 77.0 13 81.0 80.0 1.2 0.0
Court Attendant 271.5 254.8 6.2 273.8 254.8 6.9 0.8
Court Clerk 633.5 582.3 8.1 656.6 599.6 8.7 0.6
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 256.9 241.6 6.0 259.3 242.5 6.5 0.5
Court Executive Officer 59.0 59.0 0.0 58.0 58.0 0.0 0.0
Court Interpreter Pro-
Tempore 26.2 6.7 74.5 24.3 7.8 67.9 -6.6
Court Law Librarian 3.0 3.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
Court Program Manager 175.5 167.5 4.6 183.5 172.5 6.0 1.4
Court Program/Project
Specialist 139.4 128.4 7.9 133.3 123.5 7.4 -0.5
Court Program/Project
Supervisor 5.2 5.2 0.0 3.2 3.2 0.0 0.0
Court Records Clerk 90.2 78.0 13.5 84.0 78.0 7.1 -6.3
Court Records Supervisor 11.0 11.0 0.0 11.0 9.0 18.2 18.2
Court Reporter 1,315.6 1,033.0 21.5 1,317.6 1,063.3 19.3 -2.2
Courtroom Clerk 2,631.0 | 2,515.0 44 | 2,646.3 2,503.0 5.4 1.0
Custodian 88.6 77.6 12.4 90.3 81.6 9.6 -2.9
Deputy Marshal 31.0 30.0 3.2 29.0 27.0 6.9 3.7
Detention Release Officer 15.0 15.0 0.0 16.0 16.0 0.0 0.0
Examiner 118.0 114.0 3.4 115.0 110.0 4.3 1.0
Exhibit Custodian 41.0 37.0 9.8 40.0 39.0 2.5 -7.3
Facilities Planner 16.0 15.0 6.2 16.0 16.0 0.0 -6.2
Family Law Facilitator 51.9 441 15.0 50.5 42.0 16.8 1.8
Financial Analyst 56.5 52.0 8.0 60.2 54.2 10.0 2.0
Graphic Arts Specialist 3.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0
Hearing Officer 7.0 7.0 0.0 7.0 7.0 0.0 0.0
Human Resource Analyst 96.9 90.2 6.9 92.3 86.8 6.0 -0.9
Human Resource Technician 66.6 62.2 6.5 60.2 56.2 6.6 0.1
Information Systems Analyst 283.7 254.9 10.2 227.6 207.6 8.8 -1.4
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (Data 2025-26 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2024) as of July 1, 2025) Difference

in Vacancy
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Rate (%)

Classification Rate (%) Rate (%)

Information Systems

Engineer 66.0 62.0 6.1 83.0 75.0 9.6 3.6
Information Systems

Specialist 31.0 29.0 6.5 25.0 25.0 0.0 -6.5
Information Systems

Technician 144.9 130.9 9.7 142.0 132.0 7.0 -2.6
Interpreter 207.8 148.1 28.8 209.6 138.9 33.7 5.0
Interpreter Coordinator 29.5 28.5 34 26.4 244 7.6 4.2
Interpreter Supervisor 34.1 31.1 8.8 36.0 35.0 2.8 -6.0
Investigator 212.4 195.4 8.0 211.9 198.9 6.1 -1.9
Jury Commissioner 18.0 18.0 0.0 18.0 18.0 0.0 0.0
Jury Services Assistant 32.2 30.2 6.2 33.2 30.2 9.0 2.8
Law Clerk 49.0 45.0 8.2 51.0 43.0 15.7 7.5
Law Library Technician 5.5 5.5 0.0 4.5 4.5 0.0 0.0
Legal Process Clerk 3,290.3 | 3,009.1 8.5 | 3,209.1 | 2,862.7 10.8 2.3
Legal Process Supervisor 381.6 369.8 3.1 328.0 316.0 3.7 0.6
Legal/Judicial Secretary 162.5 158.5 2.5 157.1 152.6 2.9 0.4
Maintenance Worker 46.0 43.0 6.5 50.0 48.0 4.0 -2.5
Managing Attorney 21.8 21.0 3.5 20.0 18.0 10.0 6.5
Marshal 2.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Services Assistant 48.5 41.0 15.5 46.0 42.0 8.7 -6.8
Materials Services

Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
Media Services Technician 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mediator/Counselor 220.2 198.4 9.9 216.0 200.9 7.0 -2.9
Mental Health/Behavioral

Counselor 35.9 34.9 2.8 42.6 41.6 2.3 -0.4
Mental Health/Behavioral

Counselor Supervisor 2.0 1.0 50.0 4.0 3.0 25.0 -25.0
Office Assistant 140.2 107.2 23.5 129.8 115.8 10.8 -12.8
Paralegal 190.9 181.3 5.0 195.3 182.3 6.7 1.6
Payroll Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Payroll Technician 10.5 9.5 9.5 13.5 12.5 7.4 -2.1
Printing/Production

Equipment Operator 1.8 1.8 0.0 1.8 1.8 0.0 0.0
Public Information Officer 8.0 7.0 12.5 9.0 8.0 11.1 -1.4
Purchasing Agent 20.0 19.0 5.0 21.0 21.0 0.0 -5.0
Purchasing Supervisor 8.0 8.0 0.0 8.0 8.0 0.0 0.0
Purchasing Technician 15.0 15.0 0.0 15.0 15.0 0.0 0.0
Referee 19.4 18.4 5.2 19.5 18.0 7.5 2.3
Revenue Collection Specialist 166.6 144.6 13.2 144.2 126.8 121 -1.1
SB 371 Interpreter 519.6 361.7 30.4 516.9 347.6 32.8 2.4
Secretary 42.5 34.5 18.8 31.0 29.0 6.5 -12.4
Senior Accountant-Auditor 34.0 30.2 111 35.0 30.0 14.3 3.2
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2025)

Difference
in Vacancy

Filled Vacancy Rate (%)

Total Vacancy Total Filled

Classification

Rate (%)

Rate (%)

Senior Accounting Clerk 60.8 58.0 4.6 61.0 54.0 115 6.9
Senior Accounting
Technician 43.1 38.1 11.6 40.2 35.2 124 0.8
Senior Administrative
Analyst 126.3 117.5 6.9 129.8 116.4 104 3.4
Senior Attorney 167.3 162.3 3.0 172.4 164.6 4.5 1.5
Senior Court Attendant 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Court Clerk 253.0 240.0 5.1 243.4 217.9 10.5 53
Senior Court Records Clerk 21.0 21.0 0.0 18.0 15.0 16.7 16.7
Senior Court Reporter 17.5 16.8 4.0 18.0 17.0 5.6 1.6
Senior Courtroom Clerk 239.2 218.7 8.6 176.7 172.7 2.3 -6.3
Senior Custodian 4.0 4.0 0.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Data Entry Operator 8.0 8.0 0.0 7.0 5.0 28.6 28.6
Senior Detention Release
Officer 1.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Examiner 19.0 19.0 0.0 23.4 21.4 8.5 8.5
Senior Exhibit Custodian 4.0 4.0 0.0 6.0 6.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Financial Analyst 33.0 30.0 9.1 44.0 35.0 20.5 11.4
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 83.8 79.0 5.7 84.0 77.0 8.3 2.6
Senior Human Resource
Technician 17.5 14.8 15.8 24.0 20.0 16.7 0.9
Senior Information Systems
Analyst 171.8 148.0 13.8 262.0 225.0 14.1 0.3
Senior Information Systems
Technician 38.0 36.0 53 37.0 35.0 5.4 0.1
Senior Investigator 2.0 2.0 0.0 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Legal Process Clerk 2,059.5 1,968.3 4.4 2,004.3 1,900.3 5.2 0.8
Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary 58.0 57.0 1.7 61.0 60.0 1.6 -0.1
Senior Maintenance Worker 5.0 3.0 40.0 4.0 4.0 0.0 -40.0
Senior Materials Services
Assistant 4.0 4.0 0.0 4.0 4.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Media Services
Technician 6.0 6.0 0.0 6.0 6.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Mediator/Counselor 88.7 80.7 9.0 84.7 75.7 10.6 1.6
Senior Microfilm Technician 1.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Office Assistant 52.8 48.0 9.0 46.5 43.5 6.5 -2.6
Senior Paralegal 18.0 18.0 0.0 21.0 20.0 4.8 4.8
Senior Printing/Production
Equipment Operator 2.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
Senior Revenue Collection
Specialist 21.0 20.0 4.8 24.0 24.0 0.0 -4.8
Senior Secretary 55.5 53.5 3.6 58.5 57.5 1.7 -1.9
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (Data 2025-26 Schedule 7A (Data
as of July 1, 2024) as of July 1, 2025) Difference

in Vacancy
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Rate (%)
Classification Rate (%) Rate (%)

Senior Support Services

Assistant 4.0 4.0 0.0 6.0 6.0 0.0 0.0
Skilled Trades Worker 8.0 7.0 12.5 7.5 7.0 6.2 -6.3
Supervising Accountant-

Auditor 18.0 18.0 0.0 17.0 17.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Accounting Clerk 12.8 12.0 6.0 11.0 11.0 0.0 -6.0
Supervising Accounting

Technician 5.0 4.0 20.0 5.0 4.0 20.0 0.0
Supervising Administrative

Analyst 7.0 6.0 14.3 4.0 3.0 25.0 10.7
Supervising Attorney 41.2 40.8 1.2 37.8 36.8 2.6 1.4
Supervising Court Attendant 5.0 5.0 0.0 6.0 6.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Court Clerk 192.5 190.0 1.3 245.2 235.2 4.1 2.8
Supervising Court Reporter 21.0 21.0 0.0 21.0 21.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Courtroom Clerk 79.0 75.0 5.1 81.0 75.0 7.4 2.3
Supervising Custodian 10.0 10.0 0.0 10.0 9.0 10.0 10.0
Supervising Detention

Release Officer 1.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Examiner 7.0 7.0 0.0 8.0 7.0 125 125
Supervising Financial Analyst 7.8 7.8 0.0 7.0 7.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Human

Resources Analyst 17.5 16.6 5.0 14.7 14.7 0.0 -5.0
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 45.0 40.0 11.1 40.0 31.0 22.5 11.4
Supervising Information

Systems Technician 11.0 11.0 0.0 16.0 15.0 6.2 6.2
Supervising Investigator 11.0 11.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising Maintenance

Worker 10.0 10.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 26.6 25.6 3.8 27.6 26.6 3.6 -0.1
Supervising Revenue

Collection Specialist 14.0 14.0 0.0 13.0 12.0 7.7 7.7
Supervising Secretary 7.0 7.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0
Support Services Assistant 67.2 57.8 14.1 66.2 58.2 12.1 -2.0
Support Services Supervisor 18.0 17.0 5.6 18.0 17.0 5.6 0.0
Totals 18,966.2 | 17,291.2 8.8% | 18,755.1 | 16,991.8 9.4% 0.6%
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Note: FTE = full-time equivalent.

Funding Metrics
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7. Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial
Council-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court™

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of
funding appropriated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities
of the Judicial Council. The council allocates this funding through various methodologies
including its approved Workload Formula policy, which determines the need for trial court staff
and funding based on workload measures.

For 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When
compared to the 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Other funding allocated to the trial courts included $1.4 billion for judges’ compensation,
dependency counsel, the court interpreters program, and various other programs. The remaining
$59.1 million was available to reimburse courts for the Assembly Bill 1058 (Stats. 1996, ch. 957)
child support commissioner program, collaborative and drug court projects, and various other
grants.

Table 6 displays the calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula Allocation), the
funding level of each trial court as measured by the Judicial Council-approved Workload
Formula (Workload Formula “Need”), and the percentage of funding actually provided to each
court (Workload Formula Percentage).

Table 6. Calculated Funding Level of Each Court, Funding Level as Measured by Workload
Formula, and Percentage of Funding Provided

Court Metric 6: Workload Metric 7: Workload Metric 8: Workload
Formula Allocation (S) Formula “Need” ($) Formula Percentage

A B C(A/B)
Alameda 89,886,503 94,645,177 95.0%
Alpine 978,500 549,681 178.0%
Amador 4,390,031 4,684,703 93.7%

10 Metrics 6, 7, and 8 are addressed collectively in this section.
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Court

Butte
Calaveras
Colusa
Contra Costa
Del Norte
El Dorado
Fresno
Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial
Inyo

Kern

Kings

Lake
Lassen

Los Angeles
Madera
Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino
Merced
Modoc
Mono
Monterey
Napa
Nevada
Orange
Placer
Plumas
Riverside
Sacramento
San Benito

San Bernardino

San Diego
San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis

San Mateo

Santa Barbara

Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta

Metric 6: Workload
Formula Allocation (S)

13,930,522
3,356,668
2,494,996

52,494,605
4,542,452
9,685,455

64,141,716
3,039,440
9,042,179

10,285,880
2,553,116

67,318,923

10,957,590
5,167,289
2,621,145

725,316,029

12,870,753

14,323,909
1,889,067
7,790,891

16,777,980
1,394,633
2,448,957

26,437,346
9,652,680
6,685,185

189,468,320

25,278,792

1,922,382
137,228,916
111,751,670

4,843,008
138,263,969
179,584,953

65,299,587

50,766,116

18,819,756

43,736,218

27,123,960

94,863,826

16,621,274

16,483,479
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Metric 7: Workload
Formula “Need” ($)

14,689,951
3,767,570
2,635,032

59,907,816
3,875,339

10,819,495

66,287,167
3,237,289
9,318,361
8,073,327
2,676,571

68,776,330

12,025,488
6,056,222
2,580,519

791,102,381

13,875,025

15,677,866
1,846,094
7,775,002

18,264,043
1,480,959
2,038,771

28,560,984

10,740,134
7,425,652

209,526,287

27,355,659

1,629,248
155,691,163
122,332,264

4,197,092
156,640,095
189,500,353

55,305,114

53,533,653

19,492,482

49,033,290

29,058,002

97,354,039

16,940,790

18,198,452

Metric 8: Workload
Formula Percentage

94.8%
89.1%
94.7%
87.6%
117.2%
89.5%
96.8%
93.9%
97.0%
127.4%
95.4%
97.9%
91.1%
85.3%
101.6%
91.7%
92.8%
91.4%
102.3%
100.2%
91.9%
94.2%
120.1%
92.6%
89.9%
90.0%
90.4%
92.4%
118.0%
88.1%
91.4%
115.4%
88.3%
94.8%
118.1%
94.8%
96.5%
89.2%
93.3%
97.4%
98.1%
90.6%
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Metric 6: Workload Metric 7: Workload Metric 8: Workload

Court Formula Allocation (S) Formula “Need” ($) Formula Percentage
Sierra 978,500 623,149 157.0%
Siskiyou 4,389,251 4,841,098 90.7%
Solano 29,147,499 31,445,139 92.7%
Sonoma 30,947,892 30,732,916 100.7%
Stanislaus 31,983,888 37,054,820 86.3%
Sutter 8,334,826 9,485,325 87.9%
Tehama 5,974,139 6,426,611 93.0%
Trinity 2,022,293 2,276,992 88.8%
Tulare 33,250,929 38,548,955 86.3%
Tuolumne 4,895,848 5,085,552 96.3%
Ventura 44,892,503 46,999,346 95.5%
Yolo 15,607,767 17,504,806 89.2%
Yuba 6,251,416 7,883,564 79.3%
Total” $2,523,207,415 $2,718,089,203 92.8%

Individual funding percentages for the trial courts ranged from 79.3 percent to 178 percent.
Courts—usually the smallest in the state—may exceed 100 percent of workload need as a result
of policy decisions made to support funding for the smallest courts and other factors such as
Consumer Price Index funding. Alpine and Sierra, the two smallest courts based on workload
measures, receive a fixed allocation amount determined for operations. For 2024-25, this amount
was set at $978,500. Other small courts, those with two authorized judicial positions, have been
prioritized for new funding through the Workload Formula policy to fund up to a minimum of
100 percent of measured workload need.!!

Determining Workioad Formula Need

The calculated funding level of each court, or Workload Formula need, is measured by the
Judicial Council-approved weighted caseload study, the Resource Assessment Study. The
methodology for weighted caseload was developed by the National Center for State Courts and is
based on the principle that funding should be linked to workload. In addition to California, at
least 25 other states use weighted caseload models.

California’s Resource Assessment Study model calculates 22 different caseweights. It uses an
average number of processing minutes per case type, taking into account differences in workload
complexity and time to process, and multiplies those weighting factors by the number of filings
in each case type in each court. The processing minutes, totaled for all case types and based on

1'Small courts, with two authorized judicial positions, include Amador, Calaveras, Colusa, Del Norte, Glenn, Inyo,
Lassen, Mariposa, Modoc, Mono, Plumas, San Benito, and Trinity Counties.
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each court’s unique case mix, constitute the “workload” for each court. This workload is then
used to calculate how many trial court staff are needed to process these cases.

Once the number of staff has been calculated, this information is converted into dollars by using
an average salary cost, adjustments for cost-of-labor differentials based on U.S. Bureau of Labor
Statistics data, retirement and health costs, operating expenditures and equipment costs, and
other adjustments to account for court size.

The Workload Formula need is updated each year to reflect the most recent three-year average of
filings data. The Workload Formula need for 2024-25 was based on the three-year average
filings data for 2020-21 through 2022-23.

Metric 9: Year-End Fund Balance Detail for 2024-25

Government Code section 68502.5(¢c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations
to trial courts in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of
June 30 of the prior fiscal year. For 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million,
which was used for specific purposes.

The $154 million comprises several categories: (1) a fund balance of $95.4 million representing
the final amount of the 3 percent fund balance cap after allowable exclusions; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf (FHOB) of the trial courts totaling $17.7 million; and (3) court-funded
requests (CFRs) totaling $38 million. The remaining balance of $2.9 million is retained in the
Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF). Table 7 displays the court-specific information for each of these
categories.

Table 7. Fund Balance Detail for 2024-25, by Court

Court Final Fund Balance” Funds Held on Court-Funded Funds Retained in
) Behalf of Courts ($) Requests’ ($) TCTF ($)

A B C D
Alameda 3,012,331 0 57,270 0
Alpine 32,121 43,445 0 1
Amador 1,023,930 0 90,129 873,811
Butte 618,860 0 139,288 48,134
Calaveras 134,588 29,500 19,182 553
Colusa 0 0 87,544 0
Contra Costa 1,948,910 0 36,601 0
Del Norte 131,129 267,000 2,500 71
El Dorado 356,646 124,590 10,000 0
Fresno 2,493,677 0 85,151 0
Glenn 147,095 162,143 0 4,743
Humboldt 45,053 0 0 0
Imperial 447,471 329,086 0 0
Inyo 57,726 0 0 260

Trial Court Operational Metrics: 2026 Report 18



ot Final Fund Balance® Funds Held on Court-Funded Funds Retained in
) Behalf of Courts ($) Requests' ($) TCTF ($)

Kern 2,936,752 0 626,064 0
Kings 428,648 223,287 144,849 0
Lake 183,622 283,538 220,086 1,232
Lassen 31,891 0 0 0
Los Angeles 29,627,733 0 29,269,334 0
Madera 484,529 0 0 264
Marin 200,638 0 0 0
Mariposa 7,807 0 7,308 449
Mendocino 300,838 521,705 0 0
Merced 651,719 0 83,821 0
Modoc 104,144 0 0 45,917
Mono 94,481 24,210 0 0
Monterey 1,063,887 0 102,986 29,379
Napa 149,262 0 54,719 0
Nevada 224,838 0 358 0
Orange 8,072,960 1,912,599 47,397 0
Placer 927,893 1,554,289 192,509 0
Plumas 71,544 190,000 0 16,283
Riverside 6,572,306 0 85,833 0
Sacramento 2,582,415 66,907 402,246 0
San Benito 45,419 0 37,068 209
San Bernardino 5,849,455 5,838,129 676,025 0
San Diego 5,327,328 0 70,893 0
San Francisco 59,059 0 60,418 0
San Joaquin 1,828,957 4,616,785 329,636 25,549
San Luis 684,182 0 0 0
San Mateo 1,614,443 3,901 4,210,185 0
Santa Barbara 333,872 0 2,398 0
Santa Clara 3,515,642 0 0 20,541
Santa Cruz 510,738 0 49,511 0
Shasta 598,454 0 81,319 0
Sierra 6 0 10,000 0
Siskiyou 135,160 0 0 0
Solano 1,027,627 0 25,655 0
Sonoma 2,065,230 0 0 941,913
Stanislaus 1,225,119 255,967 543,393 894
Sutter 339,020 238,055 8,000 940
Tehama 219,598 315,585 15,000 0
Trinity 442,547 0 0 360,813
Tulare 1,811,445 0 5,000 521,844
Tuolumne 5,536 0 47,542 0
Ventura 1,794,519 681,705 0 61
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ot Final Fund Balance® Funds Held on Court-Funded Funds Retained in
) Behalf of Courts ($) Requests' ($) TCTF ($)

Yolo 629,653 0 70,000 0
Yuba 180,909 0 0 0
Total* $95,411,362 $17,682,424 $38,007,217 $2,893,860

* Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less the total amount of 2024-25
funds held on behalf of the trial courts. Variance in total is from rounding.

" Court-funded requests are funded through court operational budgets.

* As reported in Judicial Council of Cal., Advisory Com. Rep., Trial Court Budget: Fiscal Year 2024--25
Final Adjustments for Year-End Fund Balances (Dec. 12, 2025),
https://jcc.legistar.com//View.ashx?M=F&ID=14995194&GUID=D1413B1C-A296-452A-A9BF-
887103BAESC2.

Three Percent Fund Balance Cap: $95.4 million

In 2024-25, trial courts could have retained up to $105.7 million under the 3 percent fund
balance cap after allowable exclusions. Of that amount, courts retained $95.4 million in their
fund balance. Government Code section 77203(b) authorizes the amount of unexpended funds
that a trial court may carry over to the next fiscal year to provide a designated reserve. Effective
June 30, 2020, a trial court can carry over unexpended funds—except for encumbrances,
prepayments, and other excluded funds in the allowable fund balance—in an amount not to
exceed 3 percent of the court’s operating budget from the prior fiscal year.

Funds Held on Behalf of the Trial Courts: $17.7 million

The Judicial Council approved a total of $17.7 million in requests for FHOB of the trial courts
for 2024-25. Under this process, courts can request that a reduction in their TCTF allocations be
retained in the TCTF as restricted fund balance for the benefit of those courts.!? Updates to the
FHOB policy, which were approved at the Judicial Council’s business meeting on March 15,
2024,'3 included the implementation of a reimbursement model to properly structure the program
so that the requested funds are held in the TCTF on behalf of the requesting courts and
distributed to the courts for actual reported expenditures. Allowable FHOB requests can include
but are not limited to:

e Projects that extend beyond the originally planned three-year process such as deployment
of information systems;

12 Judicial Council of Cal. Advisory Com. Rep. Trial Court Budget: Funds Held on Behalf of the Trial Courts
Reporting Frequency (Apr.22, 2022), https:/jcc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10830769&GUID=305F68B7-
26CF-4E57-B29D-BD15D8B1CB6D.

13 Judicial Council of Cal. Advisory Com. Rep. Trial Court Budget: Update to the Funds Held on Behalf of the Trial
Courts Policy (Feb. 22, 2024), https.//jcc.legistar.com/View.ashx? M=F&ID=12700382& GUID=9C3189C0-C9AA-
4818-BB78-3807018030F0.
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e Technology improvements or infrastructure such as a new case management system;

e Facilities maintenance or repair allowed under rule 10.810 of the California Rules of
Court;

e Court efficiencies such as online and smart forms for court users; and

e Other court infrastructure projects such as vehicle or copy machine replacement.

Court-Funded Requests: $38 million

In 2024-25, newly approved CFR requests for the trial courts totaled $38 million. The CFR
process allows trial courts to make court-funded facilities requests to assist in paying for certain
facilities’ costs through a reduction in courts” TCTF allocations.'* This process allows the trial
courts to plan for necessary facilities needs that may not otherwise be funded because of
insufficient trial court facilities resources.

Allowable costs under the CFR process include facility modifications as defined in the Trial
Court Facilities Modifications Policy; court operations costs under rule 10.810 of the California
Rules of Court, such as interior painting, replacement or maintenance of flooring and furniture,
and facilities maintenance or repair; and lease-related costs.

Approval of CFRs is delegated to the director of the Judicial Council’s Facilities Program by the
Trial Court Facility Modification Advisory Committee. Requests that increase ongoing
operational costs to the Judicial Council beyond the initial outlay for the project are presented to
the Trial Court Facility Modification Advisory Committee for approval. Approved requests are
reported to the Judicial Council on a quarterly basis.

Funds Retained in the Trial Court Trust Fund: $2.9 Million

After calculation of the final 3 percent fund balance cap and newly approved FHOB and CFR
requests for 2024-25, $2.9 million was retained in the TCTF as unrestricted fund balance, as
required by Government Code section 68502.5(¢c)(2)(A).

14 Judicial Council of Cal. Advisory Com. Rep. Court Facilities: Court-Funded Facilities Request Policy (Aug. 15,
2016), https://jcc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=4625695&GUID=15BB7747-C300-48DA-AA81-
5546168A1991.
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Superior Court of Alameda County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 68
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 86
12 months 73
Limited Civil 18 months 92
24 months 96
30 days 28
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 42
70 days 9
Small Claims
90 days 12

Superior Court of Alameda County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 62
Felony 30 days* 41
45 days 46
90 days 63
30 days 64
Misdemeanors 90 days 76
120 days 80

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 6,061 3,582 2,974 2,701 59 91 32 -
Child Support 2,029 736 1,642 1,043 36 64 27 -
Civil - Limited 9,130 6,506 12,147 11,256 71 93 21 -
Civil - Unlimited 13,110 9,948 12,791 11,068 76 87 11 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 753 321 879 874 43 99 57 -
Dissolution 3,644 3,319 3,340 4,530 91 136 45 -
Domestic Violence 2,272 1,500 2,377 1,455 66 61 -5 114
Estates/Trusts 1,283 482 1,322 1,025 38 78 40 -
Felony 4,259 4,322 4,921 3,946 101 80 221 1,048
Infractions 138,442 123,150 187,881 155,309 89 83 -6 11,819
Juvenile Delinquency 785 988 1,442 1,661 126 115 -11 -
Juvenile Dependency 447 666 520 894 149 172 23 -
Mental Health 1,618 1,316 1,739 1,559 81 90 8 -
Misd - Non traffic 5,084 5,191 6,062 5,558 102 92 -10 632
Misd - Traffic 3,476 4,317 4,216 4,234 124 100 -24 -
Other Family Petition 875 404 1,024 474 46 46 0 -
Parentage 332 206 342 297 62 87 25 -
Small Claims 3,067 2,789 2,872 2,811 91 98 7 —
Unlawful Detainer 6,340 5,647 6,019 5,735 89 95 6 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Accounting Technician 11.0 9.0 18 8.0 7.0 13 -5
Administrative Analyst 16.0 15.0 6 18.0 16.0 11 5

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 16.6 11.9 28 129 2.4 82 54

Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Attorney 27.0 24.0 11 22.0 21.0 5 -6
Commissioner 10.0 7.0 30 10.0 6.0 40 10

Communications
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 17.0 13.0 24 14.0 12.0 14 -10
Court Attendant 32.0 29.0 9 29.0 28.0 3 -6
Court Clerk 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 3.0 0 -33

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

Classification

Court Division
Director/Branch

FTE

Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 5.0 17 17
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Interpreter Pro

Tempore 3.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Court Program/Project

Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Reporter 54.0 43.0 20 43.0 36.0 16 -4
Courtroom Clerk 121.0 107.0 12 106.0 104.0 2 -10
Examiner 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Facilities Coordinator 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 4.0 0 -25
Human Resource Analyst 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 7.0 0 -14
Information Systems

Analyst 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Information Systems

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Jury Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Law Library Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 199.0 183.0 8 184.0 166.0 10 2
Managing Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 14.0 11.0 21 11.0 10.0 9 -12
Mental Health

Behavioral Counselor 8.0 7.0 12 8.0 7.0 13 1
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Mental
Health/Behavioral
Counselor Supervisor 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Office Assistant 5.0 3.0 40 3.0 3.0 0 -40
Paralegal 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Payroll Technician 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 6.0 3.0 50 3.0 3.0 0 -50
SB371 Interpreter 29.0 19.0 34 27.5 18.5 33 -1
Secretary 8.0 4.0 50 4.0 4.0 0 -50
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Administrative
Analyst 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 10.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 NA NA -
Senior Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 17.0 16.0 6 16.0 16.0 0 -6
Senior Information
Systems Technician 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Senior Secretary 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Supervising Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Supervising Court Clerk 37.0 37.0 0 36.0 36.0 0 0
Supervising Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 8.0 6.0 25 6.0 6.0 0 -25
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 89,886,503

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 94,645,177

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.97%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 3,012,331

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 57,270

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Alpine County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 62
Unlimited Civil 18 months 88
24 months 100
12 months 80
Limited Civil 18 months 100
24 months 100
30 days 50
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 50
70 days
Small Claims
90 days
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months'

Felony 30 days* 43

45 days 43

90 days 57

30 days 15
Misdemeanors 90 days 52

120 days 60

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 0 0 1 0 - 0 - -
Civil - Limited 4 2 7 5 50 71 21 -
Civil - Unlimited 17 15 8 8 88 100 12 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 3 0 1 1 0 100 100 -
Dissolution 3 2 1 3 67 300 233 -
Domestic Violence 2 2 2 1 100 50 -50 1
Estates/Trusts 3 4 3 2 133 67 -67 2
Felony NA 2 5 9 - 180 - -
Infractions 1,412 1,539 2,280 2,010 109 88 -21 475
Juvenile Delinquency 3 1 2 2 33 100 67 -
Juvenile Dependency 1 1 0 0 100 - - -
Mental Health 0 0 1 1 - 100 - -
Misd - Non traffic 12 18 13 7 150 54 -96 12
Misd - Traffic 29 30 33 29 103 88 -16 5
Other Family Petition 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Parentage 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Small Claims 4 5 1 0 125 0 -125 1
Unlawful Detainer 2 2 0 2 100 - - -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy  Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator NA NA 0.2 0.2 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Courtroom Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 1.0 NA 100 NA NA
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 978,500

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 549,681.4

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 178.01%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 32,121

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 43,445

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 1

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Amador County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 9:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 68
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 83
12 months 91
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 98
30 days 31
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 54
70 days 57
Small Claims
90 days 71
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 40
Felony 30 days* 14
45 days 16
90 days 31
30 days 14
Misdemeanors 90 days 34
120 days 43

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 5 4 - 80 - -
Child Support 51 17 50 22 33 44 11 -
Civil - Limited 290 201 459 331 69 72 3 -
Civil - Unlimited 255 165 210 151 65 72 7 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 35 23 34 22 66 65 -1 0
Dissolution 136 157 166 147 115 89 -27 45
Domestic Violence 127 81 141 76 64 54 -10 14
Estates/Trusts 64 37 75 46 58 61 4 -
Felony 451 483 425 469 107 110 3 -
Infractions 3,243 3,355 3,491 3,429 103 98 -5 183
Juvenile Delinquency 24 10 40 27 42 68 26 -
Juvenile Dependency 37 15 39 28 41 72 31 -
Mental Health 63 51 66 73 81 111 30 -
Misd - Non traffic 442 483 519 479 109 92 -17 88
Misd - Traffic 258 652 272 273 253 100 -152 -
Other Family Petition 23 20 38 19 87 50 -37 14
Parentage 28 23 35 31 82 89 6 -
Small Claims 74 74 89 83 100 93 -7 6
Unlawful Detainer 77 68 92 87 88 95 6 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Attorney 0.4 0.4 0 0.4 0.4 0 0
Commissioner 1.4 1.4 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Clerk 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 8.0 27 27
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Custodian 0.6 0.6 0 0.6 0.6 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior Attorney NA NA 0.4 0.4 0 -
Senior Court Clerk 5.0 3.0 40 5.0 3.0 40 0
Senior Court Reporter 2.0 1.3 35 2.0 1.0 50 15
Senior Courtroom Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 4,390,031

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) S 4,684,703

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 93.71%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,023,930

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 90,129

Retained in TCTF S 873,811

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Butte County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 78
Unlimited Civil 18 months 86
24 months 90
12 months 85
Limited Civil 18 months 93
24 months 96
30 days 22
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 43
70 days 64
Small Claims
90 days 72
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 55
Felony 30 days* 6
45 days 17
90 days 42
30 days 11
Misdemeanors 90 days 34
120 days 43

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 370 343 375 390 93 104 11 -
Civil - Limited 1,758 1,286 2,428 1,850 73 76 3 -
Civil - Unlimited 1,166 1,082 1,366 1,239 93 91 -2 29
Conservatorship/Guardianship 180 160 173 182 89 105 16 -
Dissolution 670 624 720 681 93 95 1 -
Domestic Violence 658 624 698 622 95 89 -6 40
Estates/Trusts 391 358 343 334 92 97 6 -
Felony 1,240 1,414 1,146 1,234 114 108 -6 -
Infractions 15,345 12,076 20,919 15,242 79 73 -6 1,221
Juvenile Delinquency 181 165 174 168 91 97 5 -
Juvenile Dependency 158 155 173 171 98 99 1 -
Mental Health 260 246 266 272 95 102 8 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,606 1,854 937 1,662 115 177 62 -
Misd - Traffic 1,457 1,210 1,365 1,226 83 90 7 -
Other Family Petition 259 243 237 207 94 87 -6 15
Parentage 177 79 189 90 45 48 3 -
Small Claims 320 331 288 276 103 96 -8 22
Unlawful Detainer 710 739 710 670 104 94 -10 69




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Administrative Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 5.6 5.6 0 4.9 4.2 13 13
Administrative
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Court Clerk 44.5 40.5 9 45.0 41.0 9 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 4.0 0 -20
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

Classification

Court Program/Project

FTE

Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Specialist NA NA 0.5 0.5 0 -
Court Reporter 5.0 1.0 80 5.0 2.0 60 -20
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems

Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems

Technician 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Investigator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Paralegal 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 4.0 0 -20
Revenue Collection

Specialist 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 3.0 25 0
Senior Court Clerk 11.0 10.0 9 10.5 8.0 24 15
Senior Information

Systems Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.5 2.5 0 0
Senior Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Revenue

Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 13,930,522

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 14,689,951

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.83%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 618,860

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 139,288

Retained in TCTF S 48,134

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Calaveras County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:15a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:15a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 76
Unlimited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 88
12 months 87
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 97
30 days 22
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 43
70 days 52
Small Claims
90 days 61
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 38
Felony 30 days* 15
45 days 18
90 days 26
30 days 7
Misdemeanors 90 days 27
120 days 35

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 1 1 0 0 100 - - -
Child Support 47 23 50 44 49 88 39 -
Civil - Limited 328 207 538 407 63 76 13 -
Civil - Unlimited 250 177 254 224 71 88 17 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 30 8 37 12 27 32 6 -
Dissolution 125 100 166 164 80 99 19 -
Domestic Violence 67 52 77 71 78 92 15 -
Estates/Trusts 76 38 90 43 50 48 -2 2
Felony 196 119 258 241 61 93 33 -
Infractions 2,373 1,904 3,139 2,643 80 84 4 -
Juvenile Delinquency 22 11 32 15 50 47 -3 1
Juvenile Dependency 65 25 80 33 38 41 3 -
Mental Health 46 47 46 41 102 89 -13 6
Misd - Non traffic 308 188 291 255 61 88 27 -
Misd - Traffic 237 146 280 245 62 88 26 -
Other Family Petition 59 27 68 32 46 47 1 -
Parentage 32 7 20 45 22 225 203 -
Small Claims 89 43 121 84 48 69 21 —
Unlawful Detainer 96 59 112 83 61 74 13 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 0.1 0.1 0 0.1 0.1 0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 2.0 33 NA NA -
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Clerk 11.0 11.0 0 10.0 10.0 0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator NA NA 4.0 4.0 0 -
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Court Reporter 1.5 1.0 33 1.5 NA 100 67
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 NA 100 0.6 0.6 0 -100
Financial Analyst NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at

courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect

full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)

Information Systems

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 0.2 0.2 0 NA NA
Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary NA NA 1.0 NA 100
Office Assistant 0.8 0.8 0 NA NA

Revenue Collection
Specialist 1.0 NA 100 NA NA

Senior Court Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0

Supervising Information
Systems Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 3,356,668

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 3,767,570

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 89.09%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 134,588

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 29,500

Court-Funded Requests S 19,182

Retained in TCTF S 553

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Colusa County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 9:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 74
Unlimited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 89
12 months 90
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 98
30 days 15
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 35
70 days 35
Small Claims
90 days 53
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 89
Felony 30 days* 19
45 days 27
90 days 56
30 days 39
Misdemeanors 90 days 67
120 days 73

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 41 48 48 46 117 96 -21 10
Civil - Limited 170 125 208 181 74 87 13 -
Civil - Unlimited 69 74 88 61 107 69 -38 33
Conservatorship/Guardianship 7 10 12 9 143 75 -68 8
Dissolution 55 77 62 59 140 95 -45 28
Domestic Violence 22 26 22 19 118 86 -32 7
Estates/Trusts 21 21 20 16 100 80 -20 4
Felony 195 192 192 172 98 90 -9 17
Infractions 5,046 3,942 5,681 4,083 78 72 -6 355
Juvenile Delinquency 23 20 9 15 87 167 80 -
Juvenile Dependency 28 27 7 4 96 57 -39 3
Mental Health 24 20 29 31 83 107 24 -
Misd - Non traffic 351 323 300 271 92 90 -2 5
Misd - Traffic 307 4,216 287 239 1373 83 -1290 3,702
Other Family Petition 10 12 20 19 120 95 -25 5
Parentage 14 12 14 14 86 100 14 -
Small Claims 19 21 24 17 111 71 -40 10
Unlawful Detainer 32 32 43 40 100 93 -7 3




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.5 1.5 0 1.5 1.5 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Courtroom Clerk 4.4 4.4 0 4.4 34 23 23
Family Law Facilitator 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 7.0 4.0 43 6.8 4.8 30 -13
Mediator/Counselor 0.2 NA 100 0.2 NA 100 0
Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.2 1.2 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 2,494,996

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 2,635,032

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.69%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 0

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 87,544

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Contra Costa County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 72
Unlimited Civil 18 months 81
24 months 87
12 months 71
Limited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 91
30 days 30
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 46
70 days 32
Small Claims
90 days 38
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 35
Felony 30 days* 10
45 days 17
90 days 30
30 days 8
Misdemeanors 90 days 29
120 days 42

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of Contra Costa County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 1,301 1,337 1,136 1,073 103 94 -8 94
Civil - Limited 9,257 7,086 13,370 8,426 77 63 -14 1,808
Civil - Unlimited 5,433 4,570 5,746 4,715 84 82 -2 118
Conservatorship/Guardianship 615 512 707 506 83 72 -12 83
Dissolution 2,844 2,527 2,789 6,145 89 220 131 -
Domestic Violence 2,171 2,123 2,272 2,038 98 90 -8 184
Estates/Trusts 1,329 962 1,416 1,154 72 81 9 -
Felony 3,075 2,787 3,000 3,113 91 104 13 -
Infractions 52,586 34,244 65,457 37,336 65 57 -8 5,290
Juvenile Delinquency 744 481 845 738 65 87 23 -
Juvenile Dependency 337 103 376 294 31 78 48 -
Mental Health 640 313 895 439 49 49 0 -
Misd - Non traffic 2,025 1,690 2,589 1,999 83 77 -6 162
Misd - Traffic 2,770 2,284 2,327 2,405 82 103 21 -
Other Family Petition 432 414 443 478 96 108 12 -
Parentage 486 493 486 1,040 101 214 113 -
Small Claims 1,698 1,649 1,612 1,644 97 102 5 -
Unlawful Detainer 3,608 3,662 3,818 3,775 101 99 -3 100




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Attorney 16.0 16.0 0 16.0 16.0 0 0
Commissioner 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 4.0 0 -20
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 32.1 16.8 48 32.1 17.1 47 -1
Courtroom Clerk 58.0 52.0 10 58.0 53.0 9 -1
Custodian 11.0 10.0 9 12.0 11.0 8 -1
Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 9.0 6.7 26 8.0 7.0 13 -13
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Information Systems

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

FTE Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Information Systems

Engineer 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 2.0 50 50
Interpreter 14.5 8.7 40 14.5 5.7 61 21
Investigator 11.0 9.0 18 11.0 8.0 27 9
Legal Process Clerk 65.0 58.5 10 63.5 59.5 6 -4
Maintenance Worker 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 6.0 3.0 50 6.0 4.0 33 -17
Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Paralegal NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Purchasing Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Senior Administrative

Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Senior Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Custodian 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource

Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource

Technician 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 3.0 25 0
Senior Information

Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Senior Information

Systems Technician 4.0 4.0 0 6.0 5.0 17 17
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Classification

Senior Legal Process

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Clerk 52.0 48.0 8 54.0 50.0 7 -1
Senior

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 12.0 11.0 8 11.0 11.0 0 -8
Supervising Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Technician 2.0 2.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Maintenance Worker 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Supervising Secretary NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Support Services

Assistant 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 52,494,605

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 59,907,816

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 87.63%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,948,910

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 36,601

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Del Norte County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 83
Unlimited Civil 18 months 90
24 months 92
12 months 84
Limited Civil 18 months 93
24 months 96
30 days 21
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 46
70 days 72
Small Claims
90 days 78
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 77
Felony 30 days* 38
45 days 49
90 days 66
30 days 15
Misdemeanors 90 days 42
120 days 53

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 85 43 172 71 51 41 -9 16
Civil - Limited 197 47 254 198 24 78 54 -
Civil - Unlimited 167 127 171 101 76 59 -17 29
Conservatorship/Guardianship 33 21 22 14 64 64 0 0
Dissolution 90 28 136 99 31 73 42 -
Domestic Violence 95 42 92 57 44 62 18 -
Estates/Trusts 55 31 53 27 56 51 -5 3
Felony 363 132 225 292 36 130 93 -
Infractions 3,412 935 3,121 3,249 27 104 77 -
Juvenile Delinquency 36 32 37 27 89 73 -16 6
Juvenile Dependency 32 9 33 50 28 152 123 -
Mental Health 18 11 36 34 61 94 33 -
Misd - Non traffic 323 113 262 281 35 107 72 -
Misd - Traffic 276 79 188 234 29 124 96 -
Other Family Petition 41 16 63 26 39 41 2 -
Parentage 29 8 74 29 28 39 12 -
Small Claims 33 34 33 36 103 109 6 -
Unlawful Detainer 73 33 76 67 45 88 43 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)

Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Clerk 9.0 9.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 1.9 NA 100 1.9 NA 100 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Courtroom Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 NA 100 100

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 4,542,452

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 3,875,339

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 117.21%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 131,129

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 267,000

Court-Funded Requests S 2,500

Retained in TCTF S 71

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of El Dorado County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 73
Unlimited Civil 18 months 81
24 months 86
12 months 75
Limited Civil 18 months 86
24 months 91
30 days 25
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 50
70 days 5
Small Claims
90 days 11
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 61
Felony 30 days* 23
45 days 30
90 days 44
30 days 8
Misdemeanors 90 days 33
120 days 43

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 12 12 7 7 100 100 0 -
Child Support 197 129 202 141 65 70 4 -
Civil - Limited 1,242 882 1,772 1,335 71 75 4 -
Civil - Unlimited 998 676 1,089 636 68 58 -9 102
Conservatorship/Guardianship 106 75 73 26 71 36 -35 26
Dissolution 569 563 616 460 99 75 -24 150
Domestic Violence 478 425 455 453 89 100 11 -
Estates/Trusts 235 193 231 130 82 56 -26 60
Felony 825 763 918 774 92 84 -8 75
Infractions 15,518 14,017 17,617 15,432 90 88 -3 481
Juvenile Delinquency 100 78 92 81 78 88 10 -
Juvenile Dependency 173 35 156 57 20 37 16 -
Mental Health 72 38 134 41 53 31 -22 30
Misd - Non traffic 777 592 1,113 746 76 67 -9 102
Misd - Traffic 991 981 1,066 1,008 99 95 -4 47
Other Family Petition 139 98 117 77 71 66 -5 5
Parentage 62 32 36 25 52 69 18 -
Small Claims 339 300 314 293 88 93 5 -
Unlawful Detainer 359 326 344 296 91 86 -5 16




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.7 1.0 41 2.0 1.0 50 9

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.0 1.0 0 0.6 NA 100 100

Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Court Clerk 3.0 2.0 33 37.0 32.0 14 -19

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 7.0 3.0 57 7.0 2.0 71 14
Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 NA NA -
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled

Vacancy

Classification

Information Systems

FTE

Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems

Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 4.0 2.0 50 NA NA -
Mediator/Counselor 3.5 3.0 14 2.0 2.0 0 -14
Paralegal 1.7 1.7 0 1.7 1.7 0 0
Senior Accounting

Technician 1.3 1.3 0 1.4 1.4 0 0
Senior Administrative

Analyst 0.6 0.6 0 0.9 0.9 0 0
Senior Attorney 2.5 2.5 0 2.5 2.5 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 0.8 0.8 0 NA NA -
Senior Courtroom Clerk 9.0 7.0 22 4.0 4.0 0 -22
Senior Human Resource

Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information

Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 24.0 23.0 4 NA NA -
Senior Legal/Judicial

Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior

Mediator/Counselor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising Courtroom

Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 NA NA -
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 9,685,455

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 10,819,495

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 89.52%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 356,646

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 124,590

Court-Funded Requests S 10,000

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Fresno County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 64
Unlimited Civil 18 months 77
24 months 86
12 months 78
Limited Civil 18 months 87
24 months 95
30 days 39
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 70
70 days 62
Small Claims
90 days 66
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 50
Felony 30 days* 13
45 days 20
90 days 34
30 days 38
Misdemeanors 90 days 55
120 days 62

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 3,643 4,376 2,926 3,476 120 119 -1 -
Civil - Limited 10,220 7,760 13,685 9,737 76 71 -5 654
Civil - Unlimited 5,445 4,734 5,916 5,424 87 92 5 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 744 715 1,326 1,033 96 78 -18 241
Dissolution 3,175 2,806 3,012 2,510 88 83 -5 152
Domestic Violence 1,992 1,822 2,192 2,048 91 93 2 -
Estates/Trusts 794 768 718 730 97 102 5 -
Felony 7,289 8,076 6,891 7,310 111 106 -5 -
Infractions 72,934 67,792 88,713 68,285 93 77 -16 14,174
Juvenile Delinquency 1,482 1,042 1,289 1,326 70 103 33 -
Juvenile Dependency 773 713 710 482 92 68 -24 173
Mental Health 1,410 1,307 1,501 1,340 93 89 3 51
Misd - Non traffic 9,916 9,444 10,937 9,305 95 85 -10 1,111
Misd - Traffic 6,983 6,912 6,820 5,999 99 88 -11 752
Other Family Petition 1,139 909 1,164 867 80 74 -5 62
Parentage 546 278 501 227 51 45 -6 28
Small Claims 1,359 1,315 1,438 1,463 97 102 5 -
Unlawful Detainer 3,309 3,560 2,983 3,134 108 105 3 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Clerk 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 0.3 0.3 0 0.3 0.3 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 8.6 8.6 0 6.6 6.6 0 0
Commissioner 6.2 6.2 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 18.0 18.0 0 19.0 19.0 0 0
Court Clerk 203.4 201.4 1 207.4 198.4 4 3
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 0.8 0.8 0 1.8 0.8 57 57

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Program/Project

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 38.0 29.0 24 37.0 28.6 23 -1
Examiner 20.0 18.0 10 20.0 18.0 10 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Financial Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 2.6 2.6 0 0
Human Resource

Technician 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Information Systems

Analyst 16.0 16.0 0 16.0 16.0 0 0
Information Systems

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 6.0 6.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 9.0 8.0 11 10.0 9.0 10 -1
Office Assistant 81.0 63.0 22 78.0 73.0 6 -16
SB371 Interpreter 9.0 4.5 50 8.0 4.0 50 0
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Administrative

Analyst 1.4 1.4 0 1.2 1.2 0 0
Senior Attorney 4.5 4.5 0 6.5 6.5 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 30.0 29.0 3 29.0 29.0 0 -3
Senior Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 2.4 14 42 42
Senior Investigator NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0




Classification

Supervising Accounting

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled

FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 19.0 19.0 0 20.0 18.0 10 10
Supervising Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services

Assistant 6.0 5.0 17 5.8 3.8 34 17
Support Services

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 64,141,716

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 66,287,167

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 96.76%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 2,493,677

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 85,151

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.

Superior Court of Fresno County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 7



Superior Court of Glenn County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 77
Unlimited Civil 18 months 81
24 months 87
12 months 71
Limited Civil 18 months 79
24 months 82
30 days 16
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 36
70 days 58
Small Claims
90 days 75

Superior Court of Glenn County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 1



Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 100
Felony 30 days* 15
45 days 32
90 days 61
30 days 6
Misdemeanors 90 days 33
120 days 40

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 105 81 105 109 77 104 27 -
Civil - Limited 237 97 303 238 41 79 38 -
Civil - Unlimited 145 40 135 116 28 86 58 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 25 21 24 19 84 79 -5 1
Dissolution 99 77 100 99 78 99 21 -
Domestic Violence 73 65 75 58 89 77 -12 9
Estates/Trusts 46 29 44 38 63 86 23 -
Felony 270 200 132 177 74 134 60 -
Infractions 6,132 5,304 6,396 6,056 86 95 8 -
Juvenile Delinquency 53 52 45 31 98 69 -29 13
Juvenile Dependency 35 32 28 24 91 86 -6 2
Mental Health 19 7 16 24 37 150 113 -
Misd - Non traffic 260 216 110 162 83 147 64 -
Misd - Traffic 240 208 136 228 87 168 81 -
Other Family Petition 43 35 37 41 81 111 29 -
Parentage 13 12 17 12 92 71 -22 4
Small Claims 29 16 26 24 55 92 37 -
Unlawful Detainer 68 34 84 61 50 73 23 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Courtroom Clerk 12.0 11.0 8 11.0 9.0 18 10
Custodian 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 3,039,440

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 3,237,289

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 93.89%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 147,095

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 162,143

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 4,743

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Humboldt County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 9:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 82
Unlimited Civil 18 months 88
24 months 92
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 93
24 months 96
30 days 20
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 43
70 days 34
Small Claims
90 days 67
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 64
Felony 30 days* 20
45 days 35
90 days 54
30 days 24
Misdemeanors 90 days 30
120 days 54

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 356 173 268 120 49 45 -4 10
Civil - Limited 952 538 1,191 841 57 71 14 -
Civil - Unlimited 918 597 844 619 65 73 8 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 115 41 99 23 36 23 -12 12
Dissolution 386 379 386 331 98 86 -12 48
Domestic Violence 431 231 372 317 54 85 32 -
Estates/Trusts 225 126 220 127 56 58 2 -
Felony 1,026 1,326 1,049 1,155 129 110 -19 -
Infractions 9,327 9,267 12,305 8,852 99 72 -27 3,374
Juvenile Delinquency 91 47 124 38 52 31 -21 26
Juvenile Dependency 251 149 242 75 59 31 -28 69
Mental Health 362 323 427 448 89 105 16 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,591 1,575 1,304 1,722 99 132 33 -
Misd - Traffic 1,074 1,070 653 1,171 100 179 80 -
Other Family Petition 156 87 233 105 56 45 -11 25
Parentage 87 64 59 29 74 49 -24 14
Small Claims 190 201 181 137 106 76 -30 54
Unlawful Detainer 407 309 451 351 76 78 2 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Accounting Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 6.6 5.6 15 6.6 4.8 27 12
Courtroom Clerk 11.0 10.0 9 11.0 10.0 9 0
Custodian 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.1 1.0 7 1.0 1.0 0 -7
Information Systems
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Information Systems

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

FTE Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 0.4 0.4 0 0.4 0.4 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 13.0 13.0 0 13.0 10.0 23 23
Legal/Judicial Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.6 1.6 0 1.6 1.6 0 0
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior

Accountant-Auditor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Court Clerk 1.0 NA 100 0.9 0.9 0 -100
Senior Courtroom Clerk 5.0 4.0 20 5.0 5.0 0 -20
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 11.0 10.0 9 111 9.1 18 9
Senior Legal/Judicial

Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $9,042,179

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $9,318,361

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 97.04%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 45,053

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Imperial County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 78
Unlimited Civil 18 months 89
24 months 95
12 months 78
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 99
30 days 28
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 51
70 days 70
Small Claims
90 days 78
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days 24
Misdemeanors 90 days 29
120 days 55

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 718 660 662 681 92 103 11 -
Civil - Limited 1,622 1,309 2,355 1,848 81 78 -2 53
Civil - Unlimited 745 568 669 580 76 87 10 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 97 90 103 96 93 93 0 -
Dissolution 606 577 650 681 95 105 10 -
Domestic Violence 279 300 266 298 108 112 5 -
Estates/Trusts 164 144 181 174 88 96 8 -
Felony 906 999 963 1,056 110 110 -1 -
Infractions 31,775 31,253 38,248 33,900 98 89 -10 3,720
Juvenile Delinquency 143 109 162 121 76 75 -2 2
Juvenile Dependency 161 119 214 115 74 54 -20 43
Mental Health 110 128 88 59 116 67 -49 43
Misd - Non traffic 1,177 1,160 1,175 1,200 99 102 4 -
Misd - Traffic 743 771 677 725 104 107 3 -
Other Family Petition 196 157 168 144 80 86 6 -
Parentage 97 66 123 100 68 81 13 -
Small Claims 229 220 201 189 96 94 -2 4
Unlawful Detainer 304 302 296 276 99 93 -6 18




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0
Court Clerk 29.0 28.0 3 30.0 29.0 3 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 6.0 1.0 83 4.0 2.0 50 -33
Courtroom Clerk 13.0 13.0 0 19.0 17.0 11 11
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Specialist 3.0 2.0 33 2.0 2.0 0 -33

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

Classification

Information Systems

FTE

Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 5.5 1.0 82 4.5 2.0 56 -26
Jury Services Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Printing/Production

Equipment Operator 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0
Referee 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Revenue Collection

Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior

Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 1.5 0.5 67 1.0 1.0 0 -67
Senior Court Clerk 14.0 14.0 0 13.0 13.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 8.0 5.0 38 1.0 1.0 0 -38
Senior Exhibit Custodian NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Office Assistant 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Skilled Trades Worker 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 4.0 0 -20
Supervising Court Clerk 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Support Services

Assistant 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 10,285,880

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 8,073,327

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 127.41%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 447,471

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 329,086

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Inyo County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 82
Unlimited Civil 18 months 90
24 months 94
12 months 61
Limited Civil 18 months 73
24 months 80
30 days 32
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 42
70 days 59
Small Claims
90 days 59
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 80
Felony 30 days* 14
45 days 22
90 days 48
30 days 18
Misdemeanors 90 days 22
120 days 51

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 28 20 31 33 71 106 35 -
Civil - Limited 117 91 120 132 78 110 32 -
Civil - Unlimited 94 84 107 90 89 84 -5 6
Conservatorship/Guardianship 19 17 12 9 89 75 -14 2
Dissolution 57 60 49 59 105 120 15 -
Domestic Violence 37 28 33 32 76 97 21 -
Estates/Trusts 35 33 37 39 94 105 11 -
Felony 202 218 199 207 108 104 -4 -
Infractions 7,456 9,468 9,989 9,447 127 95 -32 3,238
Juvenile Delinquency 47 38 47 38 81 81 0 0
Juvenile Dependency 6 1 3 3 17 100 83 -
Mental Health 24 18 19 11 75 58 -17 3
Misd - Non traffic 387 323 332 343 83 103 20 -
Misd - Traffic 392 335 302 299 85 99 14 -
Other Family Petition 54 57 47 44 106 94 -12 6
Parentage 12 23 18 28 192 156 -36 -
Small Claims 26 19 13 17 73 131 58 -
Unlawful Detainer 27 25 18 19 93 106 13 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 0.2 NA 100 0.2 NA 100 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 3.0 1.0 67 3.0 1.0 67 0
Court Attendant 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Clerk 8.0 5.0 38 8.0 4.0 50 12
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Custodian 0.7 0.7 0 0.7 0.7 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Court Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 2,553,116

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 2,676,571

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 95.39%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 57,726

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 260

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Kern County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 66
Unlimited Civil 18 months 77
24 months 86
12 months 88
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 99
30 days 24
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 55
70 days 70
Small Claims
90 days 90
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 69
Felony 30 days* 20
45 days 40
90 days 57
30 days 51
Misdemeanors 90 days 67
120 days 72

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 2,424 5,227 2,489 2,453 216 99 -117 2,914
Civil - Limited 8,466 6,929 12,580 9,628 82 77 -5 668
Civil - Unlimited 4,787 4,010 5,136 4,261 84 83 -1 41
Conservatorship/Guardianship 549 405 828 578 74 70 -4 33
Dissolution 2,643 2,464 2,580 2,229 93 86 -7 176
Domestic Violence 2,548 2,330 2,370 1,878 91 79 -12 289
Estates/Trusts 1,003 981 952 806 98 85 -13 125
Felony 7,078 6,736 8,858 7,230 95 82 -14 1,200
Infractions 82,494 68,894 93,411 70,736 84 76 -8 7,275
Juvenile Delinquency 901 1,163 892 890 129 100 -29 -
Juvenile Dependency 800 890 832 926 111 111 0 -
Mental Health 1,840 1,536 2,263 1,682 83 74 -9 207
Misd - Non traffic 11,325 9,169 13,709 11,728 81 86 5 -
Misd - Traffic 6,686 7,247 6,017 7,166 108 119 11 -
Other Family Petition 1,047 920 884 835 88 94 7 -
Parentage 685 412 595 655 60 110 50 -
Small Claims 1,235 1,178 1,240 1,165 95 94 -1 18
Unlawful Detainer 3,365 3,593 3,116 3,295 107 106 -1 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 4.0 0 -25
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 4.0 2.0 50 NA NA -
Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Calendar Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 8.0 7.0 12 8.0 8.0 0 -12
Communications
Technician 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 10.0 9.0 10 11.0 11.0 0 -10
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Law Librarian. 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Program Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Specialist 2.0 1.0 50 1.0 1.0 0 -50
Court Program/Project
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 27.5 25.5 7 28.5 26.5 7 0
Courtroom Clerk 79.0 70.0 11 81.0 75.0 7 -4
Custodian 24.0 23.0 4 24.0 23.0 4 0
Examiner 2.0 1.0 50 1.0 NA 100 50
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Human Resource
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Information Systems
Analyst 8.0 6.0 25 8.0 6.0 25 0
Information Systems
Technician 13.0 9.0 31 13.0 11.0 15 -16
Interpreter 19.0 13.0 32 18.8 11.0 41 9
Investigator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Jury Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Law Library Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 206.0 187.0 9 203.0 190.0 6 -3
Maintenance Worker 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Materials Services
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Office Assistant 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Paralegal 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 10.0 9 9
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Payroll Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Payroll Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Purchasing Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Referee 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 24.0 17.0 29 21.0 19.0 10 -19
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Senior Attorney 7.0 7.0 0 8.0 6.0 25 25
Senior Court Clerk 32.0 32.0 0 32.0 29.0 9 9
Senior Court Records
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Maintenance
Worker 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 16.0 16.0 0 17.0 17.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Supervising Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Maintenance Worker 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Revenue
Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

Support Services
Assistant 10.0 8.0 20 10.0 10.0 0 -20
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $67,318,923

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 68,776,330

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 97.88%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 2,936,752

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 626,064

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Kings County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 77
24 months 83
12 months 91
Limited Civil 18 months 94
24 months 96
30 days 34
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 60
70 days 57
Small Claims
90 days 63
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 41
Felony 30 days* 17
45 days 25
90 days 43
30 days 22
Misdemeanors 90 days 50
120 days 57

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 501 285 478 263 57 55 -2 9
Civil - Limited 1,273 979 1,752 1,488 77 85 8 -
Civil - Unlimited 677 605 836 718 89 86 -3 29
Conservatorship/Guardianship 51 54 73 40 106 55 -51 37
Dissolution 752 601 713 690 80 97 17 -
Domestic Violence 483 444 466 420 92 90 -2 8
Estates/Trusts 128 60 130 50 47 38 -8 11
Felony 1,178 1,575 1,603 1,510 134 94 -40 633
Infractions 13,554 12,520 14,536 16,322 92 112 20 -
Juvenile Delinquency 223 169 217 175 76 81 5 -
Juvenile Dependency 252 247 186 109 98 59 -39 73
Mental Health 284 385 234 287 136 123 -13 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,104 2,024 1,294 1,710 183 132 -51 -
Misd - Traffic 801 1,357 1,053 1,242 169 118 -51 -
Other Family Petition 359 151 394 220 42 56 14 -
Parentage 67 51 85 36 76 42 -34 29
Small Claims 116 118 94 95 102 101 -1 —
Unlawful Detainer 338 341 353 352 101 100 -1 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative
Technician NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Attorney 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 4.0 0 -20
Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Attendant 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Courtroom Clerk 17.0 17.0 0 17.0 16.0 6 6
Custodian 2.0 2.0 0 4.6 4.0 13 13
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

2Each court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports”
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Total Filled

Vacancy

Classification

Information Systems

FTE

Rate (%)

FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Information Systems

Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Information Systems

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 2.6 1.6 38 2.6 1.6 38 0
Interpreter Coordinator NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Jury Services Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 34.0 30.0 12 33.0 30.0 9 -3
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior

Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Administrative

Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Court Reporter 4.0 4.0 0 4.5 4.5 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Information

Systems Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 10,957,590

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $12,025,488

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 91.12%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 428,648

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 223,287

Court-Funded Requests S 144,849

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Lake County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 79
Unlimited Civil 18 months 87
24 months 92
12 months 95
Limited Civil 18 months 99
24 months 99
30 days 25
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 55
70 days 42
Small Claims
90 days 51
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 89
Felony 30 days* 20
45 days 36
90 days 74
30 days 18
Misdemeanors 90 days 55
120 days 67

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 245 209 257 234 85 91 6 -
Civil - Limited 465 383 734 562 82 77 -6 43
Civil - Unlimited 539 437 573 433 81 76 -6 32
Conservatorship/Guardianship 60 61 51 37 102 73 -29 15
Dissolution 262 260 245 254 99 104 4 -
Domestic Violence 250 191 239 226 76 95 18 -
Estates/Trusts 161 122 143 102 76 71 -4 6
Felony 917 1,016 897 808 111 90 -21 186
Infractions 3,275 3,660 5,431 4,643 112 85 -26 1,426
Juvenile Delinquency 55 29 78 62 53 79 27 -
Juvenile Dependency 42 20 91 31 48 34 -14 12
Mental Health 103 102 161 109 99 68 -31 50
Misd - Non traffic 1,341 1,649 1,472 1,483 123 101 -22 -
Misd - Traffic 499 697 631 673 140 107 -33 -
Other Family Petition 37 30 82 81 81 99 18 -
Parentage 98 77 104 107 79 103 24 -
Small Claims 137 134 134 143 98 107 9 -
Unlawful Detainer 360 353 314 327 98 104 6 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Attorney 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0
Commissioner 0.7 0.7 0 0.7 0.7 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Clerk 16.0 14.0 12 16.0 16.0 0 -12
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0
Paralegal 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0

Senior Administrative
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Court Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $5,167,289

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 6,056,222

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 85.32%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 183,622

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 283,538

Court-Funded Requests S 220,086

Retained in TCTF S 1,232

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Lassen County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 69
Unlimited Civil 18 months 74
24 months 82
12 months 79
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 96
30 days 37
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 56
70 days 85
Small Claims
90 days 93
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 57
Felony 30 days* 17
45 days 21
90 days 30
30 days 2
Misdemeanors 90 days 9
120 days 18

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 58 48 39 36 83 92 10 -
Civil - Limited 156 99 211 151 63 72 8 -
Civil - Unlimited 114 70 134 67 61 50 -11 15
Conservatorship/Guardianship 15 16 24 17 107 71 -36 9
Dissolution 135 88 123 122 65 99 34 -
Domestic Violence 82 28 75 27 34 36 2 -
Estates/Trusts 48 37 51 47 77 92 15 -
Felony 412 329 393 473 80 120 41 -
Infractions 4,608 3,337 3,514 2,572 72 73 1 -
Juvenile Delinquency 15 9 21 12 60 57 -3 1
Juvenile Dependency 22 26 38 15 118 39 -79 30
Mental Health 22 5 14 8 23 57 34 -
Misd - Non traffic 200 222 180 307 111 171 60 -
Misd - Traffic 279 233 363 400 84 110 27 -
Other Family Petition 66 27 82 50 41 61 20 -
Parentage 9 7 6 15 78 250 172 -
Small Claims 46 35 34 21 76 62 -14 5
Unlawful Detainer 93 80 87 69 86 79 -7 6




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Administrative
Technician 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Clerk 9.0 8.0 11 9.0 7.0 22 11
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Records Clerk 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Senior Court Records
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Reporter 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at

courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect

full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100
Support Services
Assistant 0.5 NA 100 0.5 NA 100
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 2,621,145

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 2,580,519

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 101.57%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 31,891

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Los Angeles County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 64
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 87
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 92
24 months 96
30 days 19
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 36
70 days 60
Small Claims
90 days 68
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 74
Felony 30 days* 22
45 days 27
90 days 43
30 days 36
Misdemeanors 90 days 56
120 days 63

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 37,089 36,852 37,835 36,627 99 97 -3 966
Child Support 23,312 18,409 20,807 18,342 79 88 9 -
Civil - Limited 101,559 82,315 132,511 108,053 81 82 0 -
Civil - Unlimited 99,791 91,383 110,774 92,434 92 83 -8 9,007
Conservatorship/Guardianship 5,954 5,277 6,253 6,151 89 98 10 -
Dissolution 25,682 24,194 25,288 27,486 94 109 14 -
Domestic Violence 19,058 18,727 18,535 18,391 98 99 1 -
Estates/Trusts 13,092 10,628 12,051 9,947 81 83 1 -
Felony 31,833 21,204 34,275 29,705 67 87 20 -
Infractions 702,381 367,905 671,754 533,037 52 79 27 -
Juvenile Delinquency 4,938 4,261 5,146 4,285 86 83 -3 155
Juvenile Dependency 11,699 12,788 11,096 10,882 109 98 -11 1,247
Mental Health 12,356 12,074 12,953 12,715 98 98 0 -
Misd - Non traffic 45,280 25,548 53,319 41,452 56 78 21 -
Misd - Traffic 24,818 16,296 23,503 22,731 66 97 31 -
Other Family Petition 12,083 11,935 10,864 10,265 99 94 -4 466
Parentage 6,511 3,899 7,218 6,505 60 90 30 -
Small Claims 25,720 26,055 25,271 25,935 101 103 1 -
Unlawful Detainer 46,825 52,102 41,059 47,218 111 115 4 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 1.0 50 0
Accounting Technician 16.0 14.0 12 14.0 11.0 21 8
Administrative Analyst 87.0 84.0 3 100.0 82.0 18 15

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.2 NA 100 1.0 0.7 33 -67

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 5.0 29 29
Attorney 181.0 151.0 17 180.0 170.0 6 -11
Calendar Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 74.0 71.0 4 72.0 68.0 6 2

Communications
Technician 10.0 10.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 89.0 78.0 12 62.0 59.0 5 -7
Court Attendant 129.0 120.0 7 131.0 122.0 7 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 54.0 48.0 11 57.0 53.0 7 -4

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 15.0 NA 100 15.0 NA 100 0
Court Program Manager 134.0 130.0 3 133.0 126.0 5 2
Court Program/Project
Specialist 40.0 39.0 2 43.0 43.0 0 -2
Court Reporter 432.0 315.0 27 432.0 333.0 23 -4
Courtroom Clerk 755.0 726.0 4 750.0 706.0 6 2
Custodian 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Examiner 15.0 15.0 0 15.0 15.0 0 0
Exhibit Custodian 23.0 21.0 9 22.0 21.0 5 -4
Facilities Coordinator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Financial Analyst 22.0 18.0 18 23.0 20.0 13 -5
Graphic Arts Specialist 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 9.0 10 10
Human Resource
Technician 19.0 19.0 0 17.0 16.0 6 6
Information Systems
Analyst 92.0 77.0 16 29.0 24.0 17 1
Information Systems
Engineer 6.0 5.0 17 20.0 16.0 20 3
Information Systems
Specialist 7.0 7.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 8.0 5.0 38 17.0 17.0 0 -38
Interpreter Supervisor 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 9.0 10 10
Investigator 59.0 47.0 20 59.0 54.0 8 -12
Jury Commissioner 13.0 13.0 0 13.0 13.0 0 0
Law Clerk 35.0 32.0 9 36.0 30.0 17 8
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Law Library Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 517.0 442.0 15 488.0 399.0 18 3
Legal Process Supervisor 157.0 154.0 2 156.0 150.0 4 2
Legal/Judicial Secretary 75.0 71.0 5 74.0 73.0 1 -4
Maintenance Worker 21.0 19.0 10 21.0 20.0 5 -5
Materials Services
Assistant 33.0 31.0 6 33.0 30.0 9 3
Office Assistant 7.0 1.0 86 5.0 1.0 80 -6
Paralegal 48.0 47.0 2 48.0 44.0 8 6
Printing/Production
Equipment Operator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 6.0 0 -17
Purchasing Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Referee 16.0 15.0 6 16.0 15.0 6 0
SB371 Interpreter 322.0 217.0 33 322.0 209.0 35 2
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 19.0 18.0 5 18.0 14.0 22 17
Senior Accounting
Technician 18.0 16.0 11 18.0 17.0 6 -5
Senior Administrative
Analyst 23.0 21.0 9 24.0 20.0 17 8
Senior Attorney 22.0 20.0 9 21.0 20.0 5 -4
Senior Court Clerk 23.0 23.0 0 24.0 24.0 0 0
Senior Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Senior Data Entry
Operator 8.0 8.0 0 7.0 5.0 29 29
Senior Financial Analyst 21.0 18.0 14 23.0 15.0 35 21
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Classification

Senior Human Resource

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled

FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Analyst 45.0 42.0 7 45.0 43.0 4 -3
Senior Information

Systems Analyst 50.0 41.0 18 139.0 119.0 14 -4
Senior Information

Systems Technician 10.0 9.0 10 5.0 5.0 0 -10
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 1145.0 1104.0 4 1128.0 1071.0 5 1
Senior Legal/Judicial

Secretary 19.0 18.0 5 21.0 20.0 5 0
Senior Media Services

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior

Mediator/Counselor 52.0 50.0 4 51.0 44.0 14 10
Senior Office Assistant 22.0 20.0 9 17.0 16.0 6 -3
Senior

Printing/Production

Equipment Operator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 11.0 10.0 9 10.0 9.0 10 1
Supervising Accounting

Technician 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 3.0 25 0
Supervising Attorney 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Supervising Court

Attendant 5.0 5.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Supervising Court

Reporter 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Supervising Human

Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 19.0 17.0 11 9.0 5.0 44 33
Supervising Information

Systems Technician 1.0 1.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Investigator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0




2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Supervising
Maintenance Worker 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0
Support Services
Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 725,316,029

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $791,102,381

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 91.68%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” $29,627,733

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests $ 29,267,152

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Madera County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 73
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 87
12 months 79
Limited Civil 18 months 87
24 months 90
30 days 30
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 60
70 days 58
Small Claims
90 days 71

Superior Court of Madera County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 53
Felony 30 days* 6
45 days 17
90 days 34
30 days 7
Misdemeanors 90 days 21
120 days 28

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 627 200 557 341 32 61 29 -
Civil - Limited 1,522 1,551 2,247 1,534 102 68 -34 756
Civil - Unlimited 798 606 841 613 76 73 -3 26
Conservatorship/Guardianship 107 117 170 137 109 81 -29 49
Dissolution 551 524 510 497 95 97 2 -
Domestic Violence 316 278 297 240 88 81 -7 21
Estates/Trusts 158 136 150 146 86 97 11 -
Felony 1,345 1,365 1,456 1,377 101 95 -7 101
Infractions 13,574 13,724 19,344 17,760 101 92 9 1,798
Juvenile Delinquency 319 243 390 301 76 77 1 -
Juvenile Dependency 264 132 342 211 50 62 12 -
Mental Health 123 84 179 162 68 91 22 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,894 1,762 1,804 1,925 93 107 14 -
Misd - Traffic 1,678 1,916 1,318 1,636 114 124 10 -
Other Family Petition 1,102 642 977 733 58 75 17 -
Parentage 42 35 40 39 83 98 14 -
Small Claims 159 161 169 169 101 100 -1 -
Unlawful Detainer 288 230 301 281 80 93 13 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

Classification

Assistant Court

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

Total
FTE

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total
FTE

Filled
=

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 1.5 1.5 0 1.5 1.5 0 0
Commissioner 0.9 0.9 0 0.9 0.9 0 0
Court Division

Director/Branch

Administrator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 8.0 5.0 38 8.0 7.0 13 -24
Courtroom Clerk 15.0 12.0 20 14.0 14.0 0 -20
Custodian 4.0 3.0 25 3.0 3.0 0 -25
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems

Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Interpreter 5.0 4.0 20 4.0 3.0 25 5
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Interpreter Supervisor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Jury Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Legal Process Clerk 32.0 28.0 12 31.0 27.0 13 1
Legal Process Supervisor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 2.0 50 25
Paralegal 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Reporter 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Custodian NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Legal Process

Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Court
Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Maintenance Worker 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 12,870,753

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 13,875,025

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 92.76%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 484,529

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 264

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Marin County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 66
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 86
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 99
30 days 43
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 63
70 days 63
Small Claims
90 days 76

Superior Court of Marin County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 1



Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 66
Felony 30 days* 8
45 days 12
90 days 31
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Child Support 192 89 185 133 46 72 26 -
Civil - Limited 1,088 907 1,508 1,062 83 70 -13 195
Civil - Unlimited 1,426 1,279 1,536 1,186 90 77 -12 192
Conservatorship/Guardianship 245 195 207 202 80 98 18 -
Dissolution 694 643 676 593 93 88 -5 33
Domestic Violence 239 202 258 222 85 86 2 -
Estates/Trusts 395 332 397 338 84 85 1 -
Felony 587 338 649 530 58 82 24 -
Infractions 23,277 16,318 25,602 6,918 70 27 -43 11,030
Juvenile Delinquency 174 142 169 164 82 97 15 -
Juvenile Dependency 63 49 75 94 78 125 48 -
Mental Health 254 272 326 185 107 57 -50 164
Misd - Non traffic 1,060 953 1,334 283 90 21 -69 916
Misd - Traffic 1,121 554 1,324 205 49 15 -34 449
Other Family Petition 77 61 72 59 79 82 3 -
Parentage 109 100 106 83 92 78 -13 14
Small Claims 454 449 552 500 99 91 -8 46
Unlawful Detainer 409 389 459 419 95 91 -4 18




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 3.0 2.0 33 2.0 2.0 0 -33
Administrative Analyst 4.0 2.0 50 3.0 1.0 67 17
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 2.8 2.8 0 NA NA -
Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 2.4 2.4 0 2.8 2.8 0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 4.0 4.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 8.0 7.0 12 5.6 5.6 0 -12
Courtroom Clerk 22.0 17.0 23 18.0 17.0 6 -17
Examiner NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Facilities Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Family Law Facilitator 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 5.8 3.8 34 5.8 3.8 35 1
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Legal Process Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 NA NA -
Legal/Judicial Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Referee 0.4 0.4 0 0.5 0.5 0 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Senior Administrative
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Technician 1.8 1.8 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Senior Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 22.0 22.0 0 17.0 17.0 0 0
Senior Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Classification

Supervising Courtroom

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Supervising Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 14,323,909

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 15,677,866

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 91.36%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 200,638

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.

Superior Court of Marin County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 7



Superior Court of Mariposa County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 41
Unlimited Civil 18 months 52
24 months 70
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 90
24 months 94
30 days 17
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 30
70 days 43
Small Claims
90 days 50
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 17
Felony 30 days* 16
45 days 24
90 days 41
30 days 17
Misdemeanors 90 days 34
120 days 40

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 36 37 54 55 103 102 -1 -
Civil - Limited 179 115 207 189 64 91 27 -
Civil - Unlimited 43 28 41 44 65 107 42 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 8 8 11 9 100 82 -18 2
Dissolution 55 32 47 43 58 91 33 -
Domestic Violence 49 41 44 43 84 98 14 -
Estates/Trusts 35 32 46 41 91 89 -2 1
Felony 174 200 143 185 115 129 14 -
Infractions 1,622 1,476 2,016 1,921 91 95 4 -
Juvenile Delinquency 18 14 9 10 78 111 33 -
Juvenile Dependency 44 44 20 27 100 135 35 -
Mental Health 19 15 21 23 79 110 31 -
Misd - Non traffic 244 312 189 259 128 137 9 -
Misd - Traffic 125 129 88 119 103 135 32 -
Other Family Petition 14 16 25 16 114 64 -50 13
Parentage 2 2 2 2 100 100 0 -
Small Claims 19 18 18 17 95 94 0 0
Unlawful Detainer 38 26 39 40 68 103 34 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)

Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 0.9 0.5 50 0.9 0.5 50 0

Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Commissioner 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Clerk 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 5.0 17 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Court Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 1,889,067

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) S 1,846,094

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 102.33%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 7,807

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 7,308

Retained in TCTF S 449

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Mendocino County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 79
24 months 84
12 months 69
Limited Civil 18 months 81
24 months 87
30 days 32
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 56
70 days 64
Small Claims
90 days 72
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 78
Felony 30 days* 20
45 days 31
90 days 52
30 days 31
Misdemeanors 90 days 53
120 days 61

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 200 241 154 194 120 126 5 -
Civil - Limited 598 489 650 734 82 113 31 -
Civil - Unlimited 565 526 545 567 93 104 11 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 33 11 45 32 33 71 38 -
Dissolution 297 340 261 292 114 112 -3 -
Domestic Violence 243 242 230 217 100 94 -5 12
Estates/Trusts 135 78 152 111 58 73 15 -
Felony 717 777 806 726 108 90 -18 147
Infractions 14,447 13,046 13,911 12,785 90 92 2 -
Juvenile Delinquency 175 196 132 140 112 106 -6 -
Juvenile Dependency 116 129 87 78 111 90 -22 19
Mental Health 96 75 94 52 78 55 -23 21
Misd - Non traffic 1,217 1,356 1,280 1,357 111 106 -5 -
Misd - Traffic 893 1,068 875 898 120 103 -17 -
Other Family Petition 212 180 206 189 85 92 7 -
Parentage 18 44 24 35 244 146 -99 -
Small Claims 162 107 147 161 66 110 43 —
Unlawful Detainer 224 195 233 244 87 105 18 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0
Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0
Commissioner 0.4 0.4 0 0.4 0.4 0 0
Court Attendant 1.0 1.0 0 0.8 0.8 0 0
Court Clerk 28.0 28.0 0 29.8 29.8 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 5.0 5.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0

Information Systems

Technician 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 0.8 0.8 0 NA NA -
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Administrative
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Court Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Supervising Revenue
Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 7,790,891

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 7,775,002

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 100.20%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 300,838

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 521,705

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Merced County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:45 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 7:45 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 63
Unlimited Civil 18 months 74
24 months 80
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 88
24 months 93
30 days 30
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 56
70 days 59
Small Claims
90 days 70
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 72
Felony 30 days* 19
45 days 26
90 days 45
30 days 8
Misdemeanors 90 days 20
120 days 24

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 1,074 1,024 984 882 95 90 -6 56
Civil - Limited 3,079 2,019 4,186 3,026 66 72 7 -
Civil - Unlimited 1,260 929 1,334 953 74 71 -2 31
Conservatorship/Guardianship 148 20 194 36 14 19 5 -
Dissolution 746 600 783 589 80 75 -5 41
Domestic Violence 634 129 525 159 20 30 10 -
Estates/Trusts 269 110 273 147 41 54 13 -
Felony 1,781 1,713 1,888 1,687 96 89 -7 129
Infractions 24,185 20,839 31,881 24,564 86 77 -9 2,906
Juvenile Delinquency 317 235 283 259 74 92 17 -
Juvenile Dependency 316 196 308 244 62 79 17 -
Mental Health 47 6 41 3 13 7 -5 2
Misd - Non traffic 2,525 2,312 3,115 2,869 92 92 1 -
Misd - Traffic 2,986 4,526 2,846 4,246 152 149 -2 -
Other Family Petition 229 41 203 44 18 22 4 -
Parentage 170 77 178 88 45 49 4 -
Small Claims 554 455 661 503 82 76 -6 40
Unlawful Detainer 801 648 760 594 81 78 -3 21




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)

Administrative Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Administrative
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 3.2 3.2 0 3.2 2.2 31 31
Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Communications
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0

Court Program/Project
Supervisor 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0

Court Reporter 10.5 5.5 48 10.5 6.5 38 -10

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Courtroom Clerk 24.0 24.0 0 24.0 23.5 2 2
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Financial Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Investigator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 50.0 43.0 14 50.0 43.5 13 -1
Legal Process Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 4.5 45 0 45 45 0 0
Paralegal 5.0 4.0 20 6.0 5.0 17 -3
Revenue Collection
Specialist 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
SB371 Interpreter 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 3.0 25 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 6.0 14 0
Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 5.0 4.0 20 5.0 4.0 20 0
Supervising Financial
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Classification

Supervising Information

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 16,777,980

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 18,264,043

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 91.86%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 651,719

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 83,821

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Modoc County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 85
Unlimited Civil 18 months 87
24 months 91
12 months 87
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 96
30 days
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 18
70 days 77
Small Claims
90 days 85
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 78
Felony 30 days* 9
45 days 9
90 days 36
30 days 21
Misdemeanors 90 days 30
120 days 61

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 49 25 26 10 51 38 -13 3
Civil - Limited 57 34 99 76 60 77 17 -
Civil - Unlimited 50 26 54 46 52 85 33 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 12 9 8 9 75 112 38 -
Dissolution 35 30 34 26 86 76 -9 3
Domestic Violence 38 26 41 25 68 61 -7 3
Estates/Trusts 38 19 45 27 50 60 10 -
Felony 137 91 139 58 66 42 -25 34
Infractions 1,289 1,295 1,803 1,598 100 89 -12 213
Juvenile Delinquency 8 6 11 7 75 64 -11 1
Juvenile Dependency 32 21 36 15 66 42 -24 9
Mental Health 7 7 12 6 100 50 -50 6
Misd - Non traffic 168 128 194 120 76 62 -14 28
Misd - Traffic 100 82 92 60 82 65 -17 15
Other Family Petition 51 26 72 35 51 49 -2 2
Parentage 9 4 1 1 44 100 56 -
Small Claims 11 10 14 13 91 93 2 —
Unlawful Detainer 24 23 17 16 96 94 -2 0




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems

Technician NA NA 1.0 NA 100
Investigator 0.4 0.4 0 0.4 0.4 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Legal Process Supervisor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Mediator/Counselor 0.6 0.6 0 0.6 0.6 0 0

Revenue Collection
Specialist 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0

Senior Legal Process
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)

Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 1,394,633

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 1,480,959

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.17%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 104,144

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 45,917

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Mono County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 75
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 84
12 months 88
Limited Civil 18 months 93
24 months 93
30 days 23
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 46
70 days 57
Small Claims
90 days 70
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 50
Felony 30 days* 13
45 days 15
90 days 28
30 days 10
Misdemeanors 90 days 31
120 days 45

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 8 6 16 4 75 25 -50 8
Civil - Limited 38 34 57 42 89 74 -16 9
Civil - Unlimited 81 63 98 71 78 72 -5 5
Conservatorship/Guardianship 1 3 1 0 300 0 -300 3
Dissolution 27 25 42 25 93 60 -33 14
Domestic Violence 24 23 30 21 96 70 -26 8
Estates/Trusts 20 21 16 10 105 62 -43 7
Felony 87 99 88 72 114 82 -32 28
Infractions 5,910 4,744 7,511 6,636 80 88 8 -
Juvenile Delinquency 6 5 16 15 83 94 10 -
Juvenile Dependency 4 3 11 11 75 100 25 -
Mental Health 14 2 7 1 14 14 0 0
Misd - Non traffic 120 91 188 113 76 60 -16 30
Misd - Traffic 163 155 228 136 95 60 -35 81
Other Family Petition 4 4 12 9 100 75 -25 3
Parentage 2 1 6 2 50 33 -17 1
Small Claims 37 40 33 30 108 91 -17 6
Unlawful Detainer 19 16 14 13 84 93 9 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 0.4 0.4 0 0.4 0.4 0 0

Administrative Support

Staff (temporary,

part-time, intern or

student worker) 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Commissioner 0.1 NA 100 0.1 NA 100 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Custodian 0.3 0.3 0 0.3 0.3 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0

Information Systems

Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter 0.6 0.6 0 0.6 0.6 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 0.1 0.1 0 0.0 0.0 0 0
Jury Services Assistant 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 6.0 6.0 0 7.0 6.0 14 14
Senior Courtroom Clerk 1.0 NA 100 0.0 NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 2,448,957

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $2,038,771

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 120.12%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 94,481

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 24,210

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Monterey County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 65
Unlimited Civil 18 months 78
24 months 89
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 98
30 days 35
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 53
70 days 66
Small Claims
90 days 73
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 66
Felony 30 days* 19
45 days 29
90 days 50
30 days 39
Misdemeanors 90 days 59
120 days 66

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 979 881 934 680 90 73 -17 161
Civil - Limited 2,377 1,843 3,747 2,660 78 71 -7 245
Civil - Unlimited 1,705 1,375 1,756 1,577 81 90 9 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 188 173 263 210 92 80 -12 32
Dissolution 1,142 1,088 1,147 1,012 95 88 -7 81
Domestic Violence 621 609 665 627 98 94 -4 25
Estates/Trusts 391 280 388 338 72 87 16 -
Felony 2,186 2,257 2,198 2,159 103 98 -5 110
Infractions 32,900 29,410 37,493 32,197 89 86 -4 1,319
Juvenile Delinquency 972 865 940 895 89 95 6 -
Juvenile Dependency 103 73 111 94 71 85 14 -
Mental Health 848 789 707 666 93 94 1 -
Misd - Non traffic 4,412 4,140 4,431 3,852 94 87 -7 306
Misd - Traffic 3,652 5,124 3,137 2,967 140 95 -46 1,434
Other Family Petition 117 87 170 118 74 69 -5 8
Parentage 335 287 285 186 86 65 -20 58
Small Claims 553 542 583 587 98 101 3 -
Unlawful Detainer 681 843 658 578 124 88 -36 237




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 3.0 2.0 33 2.0 2.0 0 -33
Attorney 7.0 6.0 14 6.0 5.0 17 3
Calendar Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 2.2 2.2 0 2.2 2.2 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 10.0 10.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 4.0 2.0 50 4.0 4.0 0 -50

Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Interpreter Pro

Tempore 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100
Court Reporter 12.0 3.0 75 12.0 2.0 83 8
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 54.0 49.0 9 54.0 52.0 4 -5
Legal Process Supervisor 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 10.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.2 0.6 50 1.4 1.4 0 -50
Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Paralegal 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
SB371 Interpreter 11.0 7.0 36 11.0 7.0 36 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 33.0 33.0 0 33.0 33.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 21.0 21.0 0 21.0 19.0 10 10
Senior Office Assistant 2.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising Information
Systems Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services
Assistant 3.0 1.0 67 3.0 3.0 0 -67
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)

Support Services
Supervisor 1.0 1.0

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 26,437,346

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) S 28,560,984

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 92.56%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,063,887

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 102,986

Retained in TCTF S 29,379

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Napa County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 74
Unlimited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 91
12 months 85
Limited Civil 18 months 91
24 months 94
30 days 38
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 55
70 days 63
Small Claims
90 days 73

Superior Court of Napa County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 4 5 34 43 125 126 1 -
Child Support 139 144 137 119 104 87 -17 23
Civil - Limited 866 643 1,310 957 74 73 -1 16
Civil - Unlimited 869 697 935 802 80 86 6 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 75 82 70 48 109 69 -41 29
Dissolution 377 373 379 382 99 101 2 -
Domestic Violence 258 222 258 221 86 86 0 1
Estates/Trusts 248 197 243 200 79 82 3 -
Felony 686 300 741 469 44 63 20 -
Infractions 14,278 13,629 17,635 16,273 95 92 -3 560
Juvenile Delinquency 264 253 261 255 96 98 2 -
Juvenile Dependency 37 26 63 40 70 63 -7 4
Mental Health 185 174 242 203 94 84 -10 25
Misd - Non traffic 957 870 1,020 665 91 65 -26 262
Misd - Traffic 897 310 892 687 90 77 -13 118
Other Family Petition 61 50 54 50 82 93 11 -
Parentage 77 40 73 47 52 64 12 -
Small Claims 267 205 249 144 77 58 -19 47
Unlawful Detainer 246 243 297 290 99 98 -1 3




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 4.0 3.0 25 3.5 3.5 0 -25

Assistant Court
Executive Officer NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 4.0 4.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 5.0 2.5 50 5.0 2.5 50 0
Courtroom Clerk 4.0 3.0 25 7.0 7.0 0 -25
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Information Systems

Analyst NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Legal Process Clerk 18.0 15.0 17 17.0 12.0 29 12
Legal Process Supervisor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.2 1.2 0 1.2 0.7 42 42
SB371 Interpreter 3.0 1.0 67 3.0 NA 100 33
Senior Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 6.7 37 45 3.7 3.7 0 -45

Senior Information

Systems Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 8.0 8.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Superior Court of Napa County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 5



Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $9,652,680

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 10,740,134

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 89.87%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 149,262

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 54,719

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Nevada County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 80
Unlimited Civil 18 months 90
24 months 94
12 months 93
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 98
30 days 21
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 48
70 days 54
Small Claims
90 days 66
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 52
Felony 30 days* 13
45 days 22
90 days 36
30 days 21
Misdemeanors 90 days 44
120 days 55

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 159 55 185 38 35 21 -14 26
Civil - Limited 700 523 926 807 75 87 12 -
Civil - Unlimited 581 471 664 487 81 73 -8 51
Conservatorship/Guardianship 65 40 81 30 62 37 -25 20
Dissolution 360 316 351 265 88 75 -12 43
Domestic Violence 301 200 354 180 66 51 -16 55
Estates/Trusts 133 106 137 70 80 51 -29 39
Felony 402 296 523 292 74 56 -18 93
Infractions 9,616 9,743 9,920 9,353 101 94 -7 698
Juvenile Delinquency 57 10 76 6 18 8 -10 7
Juvenile Dependency 35 26 29 11 74 38 -36 11
Mental Health 12 1 49 3 8 6 -2 1
Misd - Non traffic 746 545 929 667 73 72 -1 12
Misd - Traffic 787 605 579 429 77 74 -3 16
Other Family Petition 209 115 157 108 55 69 14 -
Parentage 14 11 14 7 79 50 -29 4
Small Claims 193 191 196 185 99 94 -5 9
Unlawful Detainer 207 170 185 143 82 77 -5 9




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.1 1.1 0 0
Commissioner 0.6 0.6 0 0.6 0.6 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Attendant 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Clerk 21.0 21.0 0 21.0 21.0 0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 3.5 3.0 14 3.8 3.3 13 -1
Family Law Facilitator NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Law Library Technician 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.4 1.4 0 1.5 1.5 0 0
Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Accounting

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Senior Court Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 NA NA -

Supervising Courtroom
Clerk NA NA 4.0 4.0 0 -
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 6,685,185

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 7,425,652

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 90.03%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 224,838

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 358

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Orange County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 63
Unlimited Civil 18 months 77
24 months 87
12 months 75
Limited Civil 18 months 88
24 months 96
30 days 25
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 55
70 days 33
Small Claims
90 days 51
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 51
Felony 30 days* 36
45 days 41
90 days 51
30 days 38
Misdemeanors 90 days 56
120 days 63

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 4,230 4,115 4,316 4,094 97 95 -2 105
Civil - Limited 26,405 21,024 34,987 26,896 80 77 -3 961
Civil - Unlimited 23,379 20,754 23,555 20,526 89 87 -2 384
Conservatorship/Guardianship 1,148 1,164 1,443 1,307 101 91 -11 156
Dissolution 8,847 12,420 8,712 8,955 140 103 -38 -
Domestic Violence 4,728 3,075 4,510 3,595 65 80 15 -
Estates/Trusts 2,763 2,492 2,893 2,765 90 96 5 -
Felony 12,439 11,560 14,696 12,358 93 84 -9 1,300
Infractions 232,947 211,609 251,530 232,856 91 93 2 -
Juvenile Delinquency 3,643 3,599 3,502 3,500 99 100 1 -
Juvenile Dependency 2,008 1,854 1,974 1,823 92 92 0 -
Mental Health 2,716 2,547 3,021 3,107 94 103 9 -
Misd - Non traffic 37,867 32,551 39,564 40,868 86 103 17 -
Misd - Traffic 12,237 10,603 12,203 10,436 87 86 -1 138
Other Family Petition 1,975 1,298 2,025 1,506 66 74 9 -
Parentage 1,425 2,213 1,485 775 155 52 -103 1,531
Small Claims 6,530 6,354 6,675 6,365 97 95 -2 130
Unlawful Detainer 9,436 8,999 9,188 8,582 95 93 -2 180




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 16.0 15.0 6 17.0 15.0 12 6
Administrative Analyst 36.0 32.0 11 36.0 32.0 11 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 16.8 11.2 33 17.4 12.6 27 -6
Administrative
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 26.0 26.0 0 21.0 21.0 0 0
Commissioner 18.0 18.0 0 18.0 18.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 55.0 52.0 5 51.5 48.5 6 1
Court Attendant 35.0 32.0 9 35.0 33.0 6 -3
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 10.0 9 9
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Program/Project

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Specialist 60.0 55.0 8 58.0 54.0 7 -1
Court Reporter 92.4 82.4 11 88.8 84.8 5 -6
Courtroom Clerk 265.0 256.0 3 266.0 250.0 6 3
Custodian 21.0 15.0 29 21.0 16.0 24 -5
Detention Release

Officer 15.0 15.0 0 16.0 16.0 0 0
Examiner 9.0 9.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Exhibit Custodian 8.0 7.0 12 7.0 7.0 0 -12
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 5.0 4.0 20 5.0 4.0 20 0
Human Resource

Technician 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 6.0 0 -17
Information Systems

Analyst 32.0 28.0 12 30.0 29.0 3 -10
Information Systems

Engineer 14.0 13.0 7 14.0 14.0 0 -7
Information Systems

Technician 12.0 12.0 0 13.0 11.0 15 15
Investigator 13.0 13.0 0 13.0 13.0 0 0
Jury Services Assistant 14.0 12.0 14 14.0 12.0 14 0
Law Clerk NA NA 2.0 NA 100 -
Legal Process Clerk 365.2 333.2 9 368.0 336.0 9 0
Legal Process Supervisor 27.0 26.0 4 27.0 24.0 11 7
Maintenance Worker 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 7.0 0 -14
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Materials Services

Assistant 9.0 5.0 44 8.0 7.0 13 -31
Media Services

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Office Assistant 10.0 9.0 10 8.0 7.0 13 3
Paralegal 13.8 13.8 0 12.8 11.8 8 8
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Purchasing Agent 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 24.0 22.0 8 22.0 19.0 14 6
SB371 Interpreter 74.7 48.5 35 74.7 45,5 39 4
Secretary 12.0 11.0 8 12.0 12.0 0 -8
Senior Accounting Clerk 15.0 14.0 7 15.0 13.0 13 6
Senior Administrative
Analyst 16.0 15.0 6 19.0 19.0 0 -6
Senior Attorney 43.0 43.0 0 48.0 44.0 8 8
Senior Detention
Release Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Examiner 6.0 6.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Senior Financial Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Technician 9.0 8.0 11 9.0 9.0 0 -11
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 31.0 23.0 26 30.0 21.0 30 4
Senior Information
Systems Technician 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Senior Legal Process
Clerk NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
Senior Maintenance
Worker 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Media Services
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 25.0 20.0 20 21.0 20.0 5 -15
Senior Office Assistant 16.0 16.0 0 16.5 15.5 6 6
Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising
Administrative Analyst 4.0 3.0 25 1.0 1.0 0 -25
Supervising Attorney 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 42.0 38.0 10 42.0 38.0 10 0
Supervising Custodian 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Supervising Detention
Release Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 9.7 9.7 0 9.7 9.7 0 0
Supervising Information
Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Information
Systems Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising Revenue
Collection Specialist 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Support Services
Assistant 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 2.0 50 25
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)

Support Services
Supervisor 1.0 1.0

Vacancy

Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 189,468,320

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 209,526,287

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 90.43%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 8,072,960

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 1,912,599

Court-Funded Requests S 47,397

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Placer County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 72
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 90
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 89
24 months 93
30 days 28
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 49
70 days 21
Small Claims
90 days 44
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 83
Felony 30 days* 10
45 days 16
90 days 31
30 days 17
Misdemeanors 90 days 22
120 days 45

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 594 426 531 383 72 72 0 -
Civil - Limited 2,831 2,187 4,290 2,905 77 68 -10 409
Civil - Unlimited 2,287 1,755 2,528 1,900 77 75 -2 40
Conservatorship/Guardianship 212 185 215 254 87 118 31 -
Dissolution 1,227 1,252 1,372 1,154 102 84 -18 246
Domestic Violence 718 567 799 687 79 86 7 -
Estates/Trusts 487 557 431 473 114 110 -5 -
Felony 2,586 2,173 2,473 2,557 84 103 19 -
Infractions 24,348 23,666 27,133 27,329 97 101 4 -
Juvenile Delinquency 425 423 517 445 100 86 -13 70
Juvenile Dependency 215 208 209 307 97 147 50 -
Mental Health 448 246 371 200 55 54 -1 4
Misd - Non traffic 3,454 3,692 3,924 4,142 107 106 -1 -
Misd - Traffic 1,854 2,207 1,967 2,063 119 105 -14 -
Other Family Petition 292 235 304 200 80 66 -15 45
Parentage 176 74 183 73 42 40 -2 4
Small Claims 610 577 680 647 95 95 1 -
Unlawful Detainer 655 539 698 572 82 82 0 2




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 0.6 0.6 0 NA NA -
Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 4.5 2.5 44 4.5 4.5 0 -44

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Clerk 49.0 46.0 6 48.0 48.0 0 -6

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0

Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 0.5 0.5 0 0.6 0.6 0 0

Court Program Manager 7.0 6.0 14 6.0 6.0 0 -14

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Reporter 11.5 11.5 0 12.2 11.0 10 10
Courtroom Clerk 23.0 23.0 0 23.0 23.0 0 0
Custodian 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Legal/Judicial Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Paralegal 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Senior Attorney 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Senior Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services
Assistant 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy  vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 25,278,792

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 27,355,659

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 92.41%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 927,893

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 1,554,289

Court-Funded Requests S 192,509

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.

Superior Court of Placer County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 7



Superior Court of Plumas County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 81
Unlimited Civil 18 months 93
24 months 95
12 months 88
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 98
30 days 24
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 32
70 days 71
Small Claims
90 days 71
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 60
Felony 30 days* 2
45 days 10
90 days 38
30 days 18
Misdemeanors 90 days 54
120 days 63

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of Plumas County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 44 14 45 16 32 36 4 -
Civil - Limited 103 89 135 112 86 83 -3 5
Civil - Unlimited 111 86 102 58 77 57 221 21
Conservatorship/Guardianship 14 7 14 5 50 36 -14 2
Dissolution 66 59 53 63 89 119 29 -
Domestic Violence 52 39 47 30 75 64 -11 5
Estates/Trusts 53 23 44 25 43 57 13 -
Felony 69 65 73 55 94 75 -19 14
Infractions 2,370 2,023 1,885 1,550 85 82 -3 59
Juvenile Delinquency 20 6 20 8 30 40 10 -
Juvenile Dependency 34 1 29 8 3 28 25 -
Mental Health 4 2 6 4 50 67 17 -
Misd - Non traffic 173 190 213 128 110 60 -50 106
Misd - Traffic 116 124 95 69 107 73 -34 33
Other Family Petition 26 7 29 17 27 59 32 -
Parentage 1 1 1 1 100 100 0 -
Small Claims 26 22 11 13 85 118 34 -
Unlawful Detainer 65 50 37 32 77 86 10 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Clerk 2.8 1.8 36 3.0 3.0 0 -36
Court Executive Officer 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

Information Systems

Analyst NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
Senior Court Clerk 2.2 2.2 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Senior Office Assistant NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Supervising Court
Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $1,922,382

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 1,629,248

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 117.99%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 71,544

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 190,000

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 16,283

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Riverside County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 7:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months NR
Unlimited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
12 months NR
Limited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
30 days NR
Unlawful Detainers
45 days NR
70 days NR
Small Claims
90 days NR
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 4,275 3,293 4,345 3,939 77 91 14 -
Civil - Limited 27,975 22,119 37,350 27,822 79 74 -5 1,710
Civil - Unlimited 15,358 12,512 16,121 13,694 81 85 3 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 1,498 1,263 1,716 1,583 84 92 8 -
Dissolution 7,636 6,445 7,695 7,867 84 102 18 -
Domestic Violence 5,896 4,712 5,781 5,269 80 91 11 -
Estates/Trusts 2,658 2,352 2,849 2,487 88 87 -1 34
Felony 13,564 12,839 17,483 5,598 95 32 -63 10,951
Infractions 170,410 150,164 183,037 77,838 88 43 -46 83,453
Juvenile Delinquency 1,237 1,053 1,252 1,208 85 96 11 -
Juvenile Dependency 3,387 3,056 3,689 2,981 90 81 -9 347
Mental Health 1,024 953 1,987 512 93 26 -67 1,337
Misd - Non traffic 20,123 14,774 22,152 8,583 73 39 -35 7,681
Misd - Traffic 9,245 7,581 9,335 4,003 82 43 -39 3,652
Other Family Petition 2,020 1,091 2,173 1,616 54 74 20 -
Parentage 2,101 806 2,151 1,345 38 63 24 -
Small Claims 4,980 5,086 4,891 5,355 102 109 7 -
Unlawful Detainer 8,141 7,961 7,809 7,391 98 95 -3 245




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 1.0 50 0
Administrative
Technician NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Attorney 22.0 21.0 5 23.0 21.0 9 4
Calendar Administrator 4.5 4.5 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Commissioner 14.0 13.0 7 14.0 14.0 0 -7
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 18.5 18.5 0 19.0 18.0 5 5
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 22.5 22.5 0 22.0 22.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 1.9 1.9 0 1.9 1.4 25 25
Court Program/Project
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Records Clerk 61.0 57.0 7 57.0 55.0 4 -3
Court Records
Supervisor 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 6.0 14 14
Court Reporter 72.9 71.9 1 64.9 60.4 7 6
Courtroom Clerk 142.9 138.5 3 141.5 135.5 4 1
Custodian 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Exhibit Custodian 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Facilities Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Hearing Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 8.0 20 20
Information Systems
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 17.9 16.9 6 17.0 16.0 6 0
Interpreter 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Investigator 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 282.5 273.5 3 261.0 243.0 7 4
Legal/Judicial Secretary 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Maintenance Worker 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 9.0 10 10
Managing Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 17.0 16.0 6 16.0 16.0 0 -6
Office Assistant 0.3 0.3 0 0.3 0.3 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Paralegal 13.0 12.0 8 13.0 12.0 8 0
Purchasing Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 47.0 46.0 2 46.5 44.0 5 3
SB371 Interpreter 27.9 26.0 7 28.0 26.0 7 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Administrative
Analyst 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Court Records
Clerk 15.0 15.0 0 14.0 11.0 21 21
Senior Court Reporter 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 18.5 16.0 13 16.0 15.0 6 -7
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 8.0 20 20
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 50.9 49.5 3 47.5 435 8 5
Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Maintenance
Worker 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 8.5 7.5 12 7.5 7.5 0 -12
Skilled Trades Worker 3.0 3.0 0 3.5 3.0 13 13
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Classification

Supervising Accounting

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 38.5 38.0 1 39.0 39.0 0 -1
Supervising Court

Reporter 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Financial

Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising

Maintenance Worker 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising Revenue

Collection Specialist 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Supervising Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Support Services

Assistant 3.0 2.0 33 3.5 1.5 58 25
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $137,228,916

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 155,691,163

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 88.14%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 6,572,306

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 85,833

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Sacramento County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months NR
Unlimited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
12 months NR
Limited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
30 days NR
Unlawful Detainers
45 days NR
70 days NR
Small Claims
90 days NR
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 2,313 2,381 1,822 2,483 103 136 33 -
Civil - Limited 62,059 49,892 81,575 71,666 80 88 7 -
Civil - Unlimited 12,138 8,515 13,201 10,022 70 76 6 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 827 0 1,460 861 0 59 59 -
Dissolution 4,524 3,286 4,344 2,983 73 69 -4 172
Domestic Violence 4,520 3,340 4,640 3,366 74 73 -1 63
Estates/Trusts 1,445 0 1,385 1,165 0 84 84 -
Felony 9,595 4,605 9,779 4,736 48 48 0 -
Infractions 113,468 236,809 119,890 143,133 209 119 -89 -
Juvenile Delinquency 1,421 1,023 1,557 631 72 41 -31 490
Juvenile Dependency 539 505 699 577 94 83 -11 78
Mental Health 4,972 1,679 5,704 1,863 34 33 -1 63
Misd - Non traffic 10,177 14,645 11,412 25,987 144 228 84 -
Misd - Traffic 7,515 9,187 7,711 7,614 122 99 24 1,813
Other Family Petition 1,960 1,343 2,007 1,059 69 53 -16 316
Parentage 489 130 446 98 27 22 -5 21
Small Claims 3,740 1,979 3,403 2,869 53 84 31 -
Unlawful Detainer 7,556 6,521 7,929 7,815 86 99 12 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Accounting Clerk 10.5 10.5 0 11.5 10.5 9 9
Administrative Analyst 16.0 15.0 6 17.0 15.0 12 6

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Attorney 40.1 35.1 12 40.1 35.6 11 -1
Commissioner 14.4 134 7 14.4 104 28 21

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 22.0 20.0 9 21.0 19.0 10 1
Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Supervisor 41.0 41.0 0 42.0 41.0 2 2
Court Attendant 21.0 21.0 0 21.0 21.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Specialist 15.0 12.0 20 16.0 13.0 19 -1
Court Reporter 56.0 44.0 21 59.0 40.5 31 10
Courtroom Clerk 125.8 122.8 2 125.8 116.8 7 5
Examiner 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Family Law Facilitator 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Human Resource Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Human Resource
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 5.0 2.0 60 5.0 3.0 40 -20
Interpreter 27.7 21.2 23 28.4 20.8 27 4
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 11.0 10.0 9 11.0 11.0 0 -9
Legal Process Clerk 227.1 213.1 6 227.5 195.5 14 8
Legal/Judicial Secretary 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Mediator/Counselor 12.0 10.0 17 12.0 12.0 0 -17
Paralegal 12.0 12.0 0 14.0 13.0 7 7
Purchasing Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Referee 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 0.5 48 48
Secretary 3.0 1.0 67 1.0 1.0 0 -67
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Administrative
Analyst 25.8 22.8 12 25.4 19.9 22 10
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 22.0 20.0 9 22.0 21.0 5 -4
Senior Office Assistant 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 10.0 10.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Information
Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $111,751,670

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $122,332,264

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 91.35%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 2,582,415

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 66,907

Court-Funded Requests S 402,246

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Benito County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 89
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 91
24 months 95
30 days 32
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 47
70 days 58
Small Claims
90 days 69

Superior Court of San Benito County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 50
Felony 30 days* 6
45 days 9
90 days 19
30 days 6
Misdemeanors 90 days 23
120 days 31

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 170 77 160 34 45 21 -24 38
Civil - Limited 665 404 945 666 61 70 10 -
Civil - Unlimited 302 185 342 185 61 54 -7 25
Conservatorship/Guardianship 34 12 55 47 35 85 50 -
Dissolution 205 207 205 428 101 209 108 -
Domestic Violence 147 153 124 126 104 102 -2 -
Estates/Trusts 42 12 61 9 29 15 -14 8
Felony 317 261 279 258 82 92 10 -
Infractions 5,986 5,914 4,879 4,701 99 96 -2 119
Juvenile Delinquency 212 37 253 56 17 22 5 -
Juvenile Dependency 22 5 16 11 23 69 46 -
Mental Health 23 3 37 2 13 5 -8 3
Misd - Non traffic 771 529 629 699 69 111 43 -
Misd - Traffic 518 361 434 505 70 116 47 -
Other Family Petition 67 17 31 7 25 23 -3 1
Parentage 28 17 49 7 61 14 -46 23
Small Claims 71 68 70 55 96 79 -17 12
Unlawful Detainer 77 68 65 50 88 77 -11 7




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 2.5 2.0 20 20
Administrative
Technician NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 0.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.2 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 1.0 NA 100 2.0 2.0 0 -100
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 0.6 0.6 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Courtroom Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Financial Analyst 1.5 1.0 33 1.0 1.0 0 -33
Human Resource Analyst 0.5 NA 100 0.5 NA 100 0
Information Systems
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 NA NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect

full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Interpreter NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
Legal Process Clerk 9.0 9.0 0 9.0 6.0 33 33
Mediator/Counselor 0.7 0.7 0 0.7 0.7 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Senior Information

Systems Analyst NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0

Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Superior Court of San Benito County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 4,843,008

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 4,197,092

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 115.39%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 45,419

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 37,068

Retained in TCTF S 209

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and
allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Bernardino County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 62
Unlimited Civil 18 months 74
24 months 84
12 months 76
Limited Civil 18 months 94
24 months 98
30 days 28
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 55
70 days 61
Small Claims
90 days 67
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 7,873 8,540 7,143 8,118 108 114 5 -
Civil - Limited 27,192 20,642 37,314 27,706 76 74 -2 620
Civil - Unlimited 13,704 12,546 15,786 13,545 92 86 -6 907
Conservatorship/Guardianship 1,389 1,310 1,845 1,789 94 97 3 -
Dissolution 6,479 6,149 6,246 5,353 95 86 -9 575
Domestic Violence 5,136 4,856 5,370 5,146 95 96 1 -
Estates/Trusts 2,499 2,292 2,723 2,565 92 94 2 -
Felony 13,310 9,385 13,774 9,862 71 72 1 -
Infractions 151,844 126,989 160,297 132,915 84 83 -1 1,143
Juvenile Delinquency 1,783 1,943 1,805 1,380 109 76 -33 587
Juvenile Dependency 2,604 2,795 2,675 2,035 107 76 -31 836
Mental Health 3,074 1,567 3,392 1,622 51 48 -3 107
Misd - Non traffic 18,358 24,079 23,771 21,683 131 91 -40 9,496
Misd - Traffic 21,043 16,484 19,311 16,291 78 84 6 -
Other Family Petition 1,801 1,490 2,034 1,378 83 68 -15 305
Parentage 1,825 401 1,521 594 22 39 17 -
Small Claims 5,073 5,187 5,121 5,335 102 104 2 —
Unlawful Detainer 9,571 9,752 9,010 9,688 102 108 6 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 3.0 0 -33
Accounting Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 5.0 5.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 6.8 6.0 11 7.0 5.0 29 18
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.1 0.3 71 0.8 NA 100 29
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 2.8 2.0 29 5.0 5.0 0 -29
Attorney 22.9 21.0 8 23.0 21.0 9 1
Commissioner 18.0 18.0 0 18.0 17.0 6 6
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 23.4 19.0 19 28.0 24.0 14 -5
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Attendant 36.5 34.8 5 41.0 35.0 15 10

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Division
Director/Branch

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Administrator 19.5 18.0 8 14.0 12.0 14 6
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 1.0 1.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Program/Project

Specialist 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Court Program/Project

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Records Clerk 21.7 15.0 31 18.0 15.0 17 -14
Court Records

Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Court Reporter 77.0 69.6 10 86.2 78.2 9 -1
Courtroom Clerk 184.3 180.0 2 183.0 177.0 3 1
Examiner 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 11.1 7.0 37 9.0 8.0 11 -26
Human Resource

Technician 53 3.0 44 2.0 1.0 50 6
Information Systems

Analyst 23.8 20.0 16 28.0 24.0 14 -2
Information Systems

Technician 25.0 25.0 0 14.0 14.0 0 0
Interpreter 445 40.0 10 48.5 39.0 20 10
Interpreter Coordinator 4.0 4.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Investigator 14.0 14.0 0 14.0 13.0 7 7
Jury Services Assistant 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 7.0 13 13
Legal Process Clerk 435.2 410.3 6 437.2 398.0 9 3
Legal Process Supervisor 51.6 47.8 7 NA NA -
Legal/Judicial Secretary 14.0 14.0 0 14.0 14.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Maintenance Worker NA NA 4.0 4.0 0 -
Managing Attorney 3.8 3.0 20 3.0 2.0 33 13
Materials Services
Assistant 1.5 NA 100 NA NA -
Mediator/Counselor 24.8 24.0 3 25.0 24.0 4 1
Mental Health
Behavioral Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mental
Health/Behavioral
Counselor Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Paralegal 20.6 16.0 22 22.0 19.0 14 -8
Payroll Technician NA NA 3.0 3.0 0 -
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Secretary 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 0.8 NA 100 NA NA -
Senior Accounting Clerk 9.8 9.0 8 10.0 9.0 10 2
Senior Administrative
Analyst 4.8 4.0 16 4.0 4.0 0 -16
Senior Court Records
Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 5.8 5.0 13 2.0 2.0 0 -13
Senior Human Resource
Technician 1.8 1.0 43 8.0 5.0 38 -5
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 0.8 NA 100 6.0 5.0 17 -83
Senior Information
Systems Technician NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Office Assistant 2.8 2.0 28 NA NA -
Senior Paralegal 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Senior Secretary 5.0 5.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Senior Support Services
Assistant NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.8 1.0 43 2.0 2.0 0 -43
Supervising
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Supervising Attorney 2.5 2.0 20 3.0 3.0 0 -20
Supervising Court Clerk NA NA 52.0 50.0 4 -
Supervising Financial
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 2.9 2.0 31 NA NA -
Supervising Information
Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 5.0 2.0 60 60
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Maintenance Worker NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 138,263,969

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) S 156,640,095

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 88.27%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 5,849,455

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 5,838,129

Court-Funded Requests S 676,025

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Diego County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 71
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 88
12 months 67
Limited Civil 18 months 79
24 months 86
30 days 19
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 27
70 days 5
Small Claims
90 days 22
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* 40
45 days 49
90 days 70
30 days 50
Misdemeanors 90 days 69
120 days 75

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 2,573 1,723 2,812 1,811 67 64 -3 72
Child Support 2,943 2,966 3,564 3,207 101 90 -11 385
Civil - Limited 25,357 26,508 32,873 18,005 105 55 -50 16,360
Civil - Unlimited 22,377 20,938 23,678 14,762 94 62 -31 7,393
Conservatorship/Guardianship 1,251 270 1,350 731 22 54 33 -
Dissolution 10,540 9,423 10,729 8,677 89 81 -9 915
Domestic Violence 7,503 5,628 7,504 5,246 75 70 -5 383
Estates/Trusts 2,453 1,146 2,318 1,545 47 67 20 -
Felony 12,686 8,057 13,097 10,608 64 81 17 -
Infractions 170,158 127,889 180,194 139,926 75 78 2 -
Juvenile Delinquency 1,167 950 1,071 946 81 88 7 -
Juvenile Dependency 737 678 697 544 92 78 -14 97
Mental Health 1,916 3,317 1,940 3,797 173 196 23 -
Misd - Non traffic 15,410 10,935 15,058 10,905 71 72 1 -
Misd - Traffic 9,736 12,259 9,211 9,328 126 101 -25 -
Other Family Petition 2,040 1,240 2,052 1,089 61 53 -8 158
Parentage 1,246 1,165 1,282 1,165 93 91 -3 34
Small Claims 5,891 4,223 6,048 5,106 72 84 13 -
Unlawful Detainer 9,005 9,501 8,922 8,546 106 96 -10 867




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Accounting Clerk 29.5 29.5 0 27.1 27.1 0 0
Administrative Analyst 10.0 10.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 26.9 20.9 22 15.3 15.3 0 -22
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 55.3 55.3 0 58.0 58.0 0 0
Calendar Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Child Services Provider 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Commissioner 14.0 14.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 24.0 23.0 4 22.0 22.0 0 -4
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Interpreter Pro

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Tempore 3.0 3.0 0 3.5 3.5 0 0
Court Reporter 73.6 69.6 5 84.1 77.6 8 3
Courtroom Clerk 230.3 224.3 3 215.7 208.7 3 0
Examiner 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 10.0 0 0
Exhibit Custodian 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Hearing Officer 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 12.0 12.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Human Resource

Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems

Analyst 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Information Systems

Engineer 18.0 18.0 0 18.0 18.0 0 0
Information Systems

Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems

Technician 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Investigator 11.0 11.0 0 10.0 10.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 13.0 13.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Materials Services

Assistant 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Materials Services

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 27.5 24.5 11 24.5 22.5 8 -3
Mental Health

Behavioral Counselor 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Office Assistant 28.0 25.0 11 29.0 26.0 10 -1
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Paralegal 18.0 18.0 0 18.0 18.0 0 0
Payroll Technician 5.5 5.5 0 5.5 5.5 0 0
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Supervisor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 4.8 4.8 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
SB371 Interpreter 24.7 22.7 8 25.6 23.6 8 0
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 3.0 0 -33
Senior Accounting Clerk 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Senior Administrative
Analyst 9.5 9.5 0 9.4 9.4 0 0
Senior Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Exhibit Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 385.8 355.8 8 365.8 346.8 5 -3
Senior Materials
Services Assistant 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Supervising Court Clerk 36.0 36.0 0 37.0 35.0 5 5

Supervising Court

Reporter 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

Support Services
Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 179,584,953

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 189,500,353

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.77%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 5,327,328

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 70,893

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.

Superior Court of San Diego County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 8



Superior Court of San Francisco County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 48
Unlimited Civil 18 months 64
24 months 74
12 months 87
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 98
30 days 18
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 28
70 days 66
Small Claims
90 days 75
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 3,337 3,337 3,153 3,153 100 100 0 -
Child Support 750 818 839 943 109 112 3 -
Civil - Limited 4,498 3,516 6,214 4,584 78 74 -4 273
Civil - Unlimited 6,644 5,061 7,173 5,086 76 71 -5 378
Conservatorship/Guardianship 356 289 412 349 81 85 4 -
Dissolution 1,781 1,957 1,802 1,842 110 102 -8 -
Domestic Violence 965 478 1,033 541 50 52 3 -
Estates/Trusts 692 747 716 703 108 98 -10 70
Felony 3,697 3,201 3,393 2,767 87 82 -5 171
Infractions 37,815 37,648 45,458 36,711 100 81 -19 8,546
Juvenile Delinquency 533 495 387 341 93 88 -5 18
Juvenile Dependency 419 597 429 529 142 123 -19 -
Mental Health 1,244 1,232 1,186 1,202 99 101 2 -
Misd - Non traffic 2,736 2,386 3,770 2,788 87 74 -13 500
Misd - Traffic 585 944 942 695 161 74 -88 825
Other Family Petition 415 128 427 145 31 34 3 -
Parentage 162 123 161 123 76 76 0 -
Small Claims 1,507 1,174 1,566 1,354 78 86 9 -
Unlawful Detainer 2,781 2,392 3,436 2,747 86 80 -6 208




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 4.0 2.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Administrative Analyst 5.0 2.0 60 15.0 15.0 0 -60
Attorney 15.8 12.8 19 12.0 12.0 0 -19
Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Clerk 44.0 35.0 20 26.0 26.0 0 -20

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 8.0 6.0 25 10.0 8.0 20 -5
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 11.0 9.0 18 14.0 12.0 14 -4

Court Program/Project

Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 39.0 27.0 31 43.0 40.0 7 -24
Courtroom Clerk 101.0 95.0 6 100.0 100.0 0 -6
Examiner 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Exhibit Custodian 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Facilities Coordinator 3.0 3.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Hearing Officer 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 9.0 8.0 11 12.0 11.0 8 -3
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter Supervisor 21.1 18.1 14 22.0 22.0 0 -14
Investigator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Law Clerk 11.0 10.0 9 10.0 10.0 0 -9
Legal Process Supervisor 21.0 19.0 10 22.0 22.0 0 -10
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Paralegal 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 4.0 3.0 25 2.0 2.0 0 -25
Senior Administrative
Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Exhibit Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Financial Analyst 5.0 5.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Senior Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 88.0 82.0 7 105.9 105.9 0 -7
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 5.0 5.0 0 NA NA -
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Supervising Court

Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Secretary 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Support Services
Assistant 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 65,299,587

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 55,305,114

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 118.07%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 59,059

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 60,418

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Joaquin County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 65
Unlimited Civil 18 months 76
24 months 84
12 months 67
Limited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 88
30 days 4
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 15
70 days 24
Small Claims
90 days 41
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 74
Felony 30 days* 20
45 days 25
90 days 38
30 days 22
Misdemeanors 90 days 38
120 days 42

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 2,009 2,083 1,736 1,966 104 113 10 -
Civil - Limited 8,667 6,327 12,477 7,863 73 63 -10 1,245
Civil - Unlimited 4,094 3,414 4,456 3,864 83 87 3 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 373 259 658 446 69 68 -2 11
Dissolution 1,960 1,748 1,892 1,457 89 77 -12 230
Domestic Violence 2,100 2,001 1,929 1,843 95 96 0 -
Estates/Trusts 867 774 781 683 89 87 -2 14
Felony 5,386 4,198 5,185 4,274 78 82 4 -
Infractions 52,381 45,070 49,274 37,923 86 77 -9 4,474
Juvenile Delinquency 1,167 1,013 1,238 1,069 87 86 0 6
Juvenile Dependency 527 1,100 583 1,009 209 173 -36 -
Mental Health 1,662 1,429 1,578 1,507 86 96 10 -
Misd - Non traffic 6,334 6,512 9,126 7,139 103 78 -25 2,243
Misd - Traffic 3,970 4,776 3,892 4,761 120 122 2 -
Other Family Petition 870 708 795 696 81 88 6 -
Parentage 203 87 174 85 43 49 6 -
Small Claims 1,487 1,406 1,264 1,477 95 117 22 —
Unlawful Detainer 2,653 2,238 2,273 1,883 84 83 2 34




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Accounting Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 1.2 1.2 0 1.2 1.2 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Commissioner 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 10.0 10.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Court Clerk 4.8 4.8 0 5.0 5.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 20.0 18.0 10 20.0 19.0 5 -5
Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 51.0 50.0 2 2
Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Information Systems
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Specialist 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Investigator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 82.0 77.0 6 85.0 85.0 0 -6
Legal Process Supervisor 11.0 10.0 9 11.0 11.0 0 -9
Legal/Judicial Secretary 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Mental Health
Behavioral Counselor 14.8 14.8 0 21.6 21.6 0 0
Public Information
Officer NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
SB371 Interpreter 4.0 3.0 25 4.0 3.0 25 0
Senior Attorney 10.0 10.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 48.0 47.0 2 NA NA -
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 61.0 61.0 0 59.0 59.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Senior Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Court
Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

Supervising Information

Systems Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Support Services
Assistant 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Support Services
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 50,766,116

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 53,533,653

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 94.83%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,828,957

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 4,616,785

Court-Funded Requests S 329,636

Retained in TCTF S 25,549

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Luis Obispo County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation Did not report

Public Counter Hours Did not report

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 88
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 99
30 days 16
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 33
70 days 21
Small Claims
90 days 33
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 85
Felony 30 days* 28
45 days 41
90 days 65
30 days 50
Misdemeanors 90 days 64
120 days 70

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 335 286 319 301 85 94 9 -
Civil - Limited 1,700 1,318 2,220 1,826 78 82 5 -
Civil - Unlimited 1,192 1,061 1,209 1,067 89 88 -1 9
Conservatorship/Guardianship 74 68 103 87 92 84 -7 8
Dissolution 711 643 700 772 90 110 20 -
Domestic Violence 318 266 378 332 84 88 4 -
Estates/Trusts 313 289 279 278 92 100 7 -
Felony 1,604 1,554 1,603 1,366 97 85 -12 187
Infractions 29,580 25,064 37,998 25,311 85 67 -18 6,886
Juvenile Delinquency 189 190 220 207 101 94 -6 14
Juvenile Dependency 160 169 134 115 106 86 -20 27
Mental Health 996 1,011 1,000 927 102 93 -9 88
Misd - Non traffic 4,107 3,661 4,456 4,498 89 101 12 -
Misd - Traffic 2,286 2,161 2,437 2,287 95 94 -1 17
Other Family Petition 204 157 194 132 77 68 -9 17
Parentage 61 45 62 52 74 84 10 -
Small Claims 375 347 422 430 93 102 9 -
Unlawful Detainer 377 349 369 340 93 92 0 2




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Administrative Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 4.6 3.6 22 5.0 3.0 40 18
Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Clerk 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 5.0 17 17
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 2.0 50 50
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 9.0 7.0 22 9.0 8.0 11 -11
Courtroom Clerk 19.0 17.0 11 17.0 16.0 6 -5
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Facilities Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect

full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 2.0 60 60
Investigator 3.0 1.0 67 3.0 2.0 33 -34
Law Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 37.0 28.0 24 38.0 24.0 37 13
Legal Process Supervisor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 6.0 14 0
Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Supervising Court

Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Courtroom

Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.6 1.6 0 1.6 1.6 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 18,819,756

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 19,492,482

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 96.55%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 684,182

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of San Mateo County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 66
Unlimited Civil 18 months 77
24 months 83
12 months 82
Limited Civil 18 months 91
24 months 94
30 days 36
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 56
70 days 42
Small Claims
90 days 67
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* 33
45 days 43
90 days 62
30 days 24
Misdemeanors 90 days 44
120 days 55

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of San Mateo County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 1 1 - 100 - -
Child Support 482 507 494 487 105 99 -7 33
Civil - Limited 4,221 3,487 5,962 3,964 83 66 -16 961
Civil - Unlimited 3,195 3,166 3,499 2,902 99 83 -16 565
Conservatorship/Guardianship 369 315 447 363 85 81 -4 19
Dissolution 1,605 1,509 1,675 1,550 94 93 -1 25
Domestic Violence 710 687 706 696 97 99 2 -
Estates/Trusts 1,112 865 1,057 969 78 92 14 -
Felony 2,612 2,276 2,746 2,164 87 79 -8 229
Infractions 61,735 60,656 77,675 69,396 98 89 -9 6,921
Juvenile Delinquency 460 473 507 417 103 82 -21 104
Juvenile Dependency 64 41 88 62 64 70 6 -
Mental Health 572 805 532 721 141 136 -5 -
Misd - Non traffic 7,266 5,837 6,684 5,472 80 82 2 -
Misd - Traffic 3,059 2,604 3,056 2,429 85 79 -6 172
Other Family Petition 408 275 353 362 67 103 35 -
Parentage 174 85 165 116 49 70 21 -
Small Claims 1,047 1,105 1,212 1,035 106 85 -20 244
Unlawful Detainer 1,567 1,651 1,765 1,860 105 105 0 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 9.0 9.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 2.5 2.5 0 2.5 2.0 20 20
Alternative Dispute
Resolution Program
Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 6.0 0 -17
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 12.0 12.0 0 12.0 12.0 0 0
Court Clerk 16.0 4.0 75 16.0 NA 100 25
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 30.0 22.0 27 30.0 27.0 10 -17
Courtroom Clerk 4.0 1.0 75 4.0 2.0 50 -25
Custodian 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 7.0 0 -14
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Facilities Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 5.0 17 0
Information Systems
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter 15.2 8.5 44 15.2 9.0 41 -3
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Investigator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 5.0 17 0
Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 3.0 2.0 33 3.0 2.0 33 0
Senior Attorney 17.0 15.0 12 16.0 15.2 5 -7
Senior Court Clerk 79.0 76.0 4 78.0 64.0 18 14
Senior Courtroom Clerk 41.0 40.0 2 41.0 39.0 5 3
Senior Exhibit Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)

Senior Information

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Systems Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 1.0 50 50
Senior Information

Systems Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Courtroom

Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100
Support Services

Supervisor 11.0 10.0 9 11.0 10.0 9 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 43,736,218

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 49,033,290

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 89.20%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,614,443

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 3,901

Court-Funded Requests S 4,210,185

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Santa Barbara County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:30a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 71
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 89
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 91
24 months 94
30 days 41
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 59
70 days 36
Small Claims
90 days 52
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 64
Felony 30 days* 16
45 days 25
90 days 45
30 days 51
Misdemeanors 90 days 71
120 days 77

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 222 222 246 193 100 78 -22 53
Child Support 369 476 463 505 129 109 -20 -
Civil - Limited 2,885 2,381 3,895 3,039 83 78 -5 176
Civil - Unlimited 2,081 1,518 2,408 1,755 73 73 0 2
Conservatorship/Guardianship 185 164 180 180 89 100 11 -
Dissolution 1,069 1,028 1,075 989 96 92 -4 45
Domestic Violence 563 261 588 447 46 76 30 -
Estates/Trusts 432 400 495 405 93 82 -11 53
Felony 2,294 2,450 2,568 2,240 107 87 -20 503
Infractions 34,337 32,308 41,370 34,971 94 85 -10 3,954
Juvenile Delinquency 651 571 625 665 88 106 19 -
Juvenile Dependency 262 258 373 325 98 87 -11 42
Mental Health 654 670 690 663 102 96 -6 44
Misd - Non traffic 4,688 4,311 5,013 4,485 92 89 -2 125
Misd - Traffic 3,062 2,766 2,717 2,775 90 102 12 -
Other Family Petition 285 201 316 232 71 73 3 -
Parentage 190 100 235 102 53 43 -9 22
Small Claims 708 693 731 776 98 106 8 -
Unlawful Detainer 849 699 809 713 82 88 6 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 2.7 2.7 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Alternative Dispute
Resolution Program

Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Calendar Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Calendar Clerk 3.2 3.2 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Communications
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 0.8 NA 100 100

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 4.1 4.1 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Records Clerk 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Records
Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Reporter 12.2 11.8 3 12.2 11.8 3 0
Courtroom Clerk 35.6 34.0 4 35.8 35.0 2 -2
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 4.9 4.9 0 5.6 5.6 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 1.8 1.8 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Investigator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Jury Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Jury Services Assistant 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 52.5 50.0 5 52.7 51.0 3 -2
Legal Process Supervisor 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 7.0 7.0 0 6.5 6.0 8 8
Mediator/Counselor 3.4 3.4 0 3.4 3.4 0 0
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Revenue Collection
Specialist 5.0 5.0 0 4.9 4.0 18 18
SB371 Interpreter 9.2 9.0 2 8.1 7.0 14 12
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 12.8 12.0 6 13.0 13.0 0 -6
Senior Microfilm
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Accounting
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Accounting
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Court
Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Examiner NA NA 1.0 NA 100 -
Supervising Information
Systems Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services
Assistant 0.8 0.8 0 NA NA -
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 27,123,960

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 29,058,002

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 93.34%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 333,872

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 2,398

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Santa Clara County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 61
Unlimited Civil 18 months 73
24 months 81
12 months 72
Limited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 89
30 days 42
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 59
70 days 40
Small Claims
90 days 58
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 43
Felony 30 days* 10
45 days 13
90 days 26
30 days 23
Misdemeanors 90 days 38
120 days 47

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 1,624 1,626 1,752 1,730 100 99 -1 24
Child Support 1,458 1,208 1,301 1,154 83 89 6 -
Civil - Limited 10,420 10,130 14,740 9,918 97 67 -30 4,412
Civil - Unlimited 10,365 6,031 9,909 6,303 58 64 5 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 684 164 897 594 24 66 42 -
Dissolution 4,078 3,486 3,918 2,945 85 75 -10 404
Domestic Violence 2,173 1,435 2,305 1,484 66 64 -2 38
Estates/Trusts 1,756 1,181 1,802 1,373 67 76 9 -
Felony 5,535 5,451 7,850 5,805 98 74 -25 1,926
Infractions 100,309 92,977 82,848 71,074 93 86 -7 5,718
Juvenile Delinquency 929 570 909 725 61 80 18 -
Juvenile Dependency 350 320 561 343 91 61 -30 170
Mental Health 284 47 1,706 1,446 17 85 68 -
Misd - Non traffic 11,437 9,442 11,569 9,123 83 79 -4 428
Misd - Traffic 5,695 5,761 5,612 5,112 101 91 -10 565
Other Family Petition 415 195 499 228 47 46 -1 6
Parentage 710 132 705 132 19 19 0 -
Small Claims 2,561 2,279 2,826 2,661 89 94 5 -
Unlawful Detainer 4,053 3,167 3,984 3,135 78 79 1 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 4.5 4.0 11 3.5 3.0 14 3
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 11.0 10.0 9 11.0 9.0 18 9
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Law Librarian. 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 6.0 6.0 0 8.0 6.0 25 25
Court Program/Project
Specialist 3.9 3.9 0 3.9 2.0 48 48
Court Reporter 29.1 29.1 0 29.2 25.6 12 12

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at

courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Courtroom Clerk 100.8 100.8 0 101.8 94.8 7 7
Examiner 17.0 17.0 0 17.0 17.0 0 0
Facilities Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Human Resource Analyst 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 6.0 4.0 33 7.0 4.0 43 10
Information Systems
Technician 5.0 4.0 20 5.0 5.0 0 -20
Interpreter 19.5 14.5 26 19.5 16.5 15 -11
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 112.3 103.3 8 110.3 95.3 14 6
Legal Process Supervisor 24.0 23.0 4 24.0 24.0 0 -4
Maintenance Worker 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Mediator/Counselor 6.6 6.6 0 6.6 6.0 9 9
Public Information
Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 10.0 10.0 0 10.0 8.0 20 20
Senior Accounting
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Administrative
Analyst 9.0 8.0 11 9.0 7.0 22 11
Senior Attorney 28.0 28.0 0 30.0 30.0 0 0
Senior Examiner 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
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Classification

Senior Information

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

FTE Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Systems Analyst 9.0 9.0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 58.0 56.0 58.0 54.0 7 4
Senior

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services

Assistant 20.0 19.0 20.0 19.0 5 0
Support Services

Supervisor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 94,863,826

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 97,354,039

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 97.44%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 3,515,642

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 20,541

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Santa Cruz County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 75
Unlimited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 90
12 months 85
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 99
30 days 28
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 46
70 days 49
Small Claims
90 days 66
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 60
Felony 30 days* 17
45 days 22
90 days 37
30 days 28
Misdemeanors 90 days 57
120 days 63

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 129 128 142 176 99 124 25 -
Civil - Limited 1,345 1,107 1,765 1,393 82 79 -3 60
Civil - Unlimited 1,321 1,136 1,366 1,279 86 94 8 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 94 83 68 76 88 112 23 -
Dissolution 645 603 662 601 93 91 -3 18
Domestic Violence 331 267 377 315 81 84 3 -
Estates/Trusts 292 254 267 273 87 102 15 -
Felony 1,538 1,485 1,644 1,498 97 91 -5 89
Infractions 19,143 16,702 23,400 18,623 87 80 -8 1,793
Juvenile Delinquency 228 225 159 145 99 91 -7 12
Juvenile Dependency 76 75 72 56 99 78 -21 15
Mental Health 280 244 244 193 87 79 -8 20
Misd - Non traffic 2,369 3,020 2,482 2,373 127 96 -32 791
Misd - Traffic 1,577 2,157 1,614 1,468 137 91 -46 740
Other Family Petition 204 130 199 165 64 83 19 -
Parentage 53 41 49 56 77 114 37 -
Small Claims 365 370 438 402 101 92 -10 42
Unlawful Detainer 295 311 329 311 105 95 -11 36




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Calendar Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 6.0 6.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Law Librarian. 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Program/Project
Specialist 8.0 7.0 12 1.0 1.0 0 -12
Court Reporter 6.4 4.4 31 7.0 5.0 29 -2
Courtroom Clerk 18.0 18.0 0 20.5 20.5 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst NA NA 2.2 2.2 0 -
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems
Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems

Engineer NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Interpreter 3.2 1.2 63 3.0 1.0 67 4
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Investigator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Law Library Technician 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Legal Process Clerk 36.8 36.7 0 35.7 33.7 6 6
Mediator/Counselor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Office Assistant NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior

Accountant-Auditor 1.2 1.2 0 NA NA -
Senior Attorney 0.2 0.2 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Legal Process

Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior

Mediator/Counselor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising

Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

Supervising Information
Systems Analyst NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -

Supervising Information
Systems Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Support Services
Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 16,621,274

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 16,940,790

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 98.11%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 510,738

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 49,511

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Shasta County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 78
Unlimited Civil 18 months 88
24 months 93
12 months 79
Limited Civil 18 months 99
24 months 100
30 days 23
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 45
70 days 59
Small Claims
90 days 67
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 76
Felony 30 days* 19
45 days 30
90 days 54
30 days 47
Misdemeanors 90 days 71
120 days 77

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 624 587 568 529 94 93 -1 5
Civil - Limited 1,725 1,378 2,373 1,869 80 79 -1 27
Civil - Unlimited 1,112 1,248 1,087 1,082 112 100 -13 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 164 155 177 142 95 80 -14 25
Dissolution 750 799 653 1,506 107 231 124 -
Domestic Violence 591 899 607 892 152 147 -5 -
Estates/Trusts 306 265 304 276 87 91 4 -
Felony 2,271 2,345 1,855 2,104 103 113 10 -
Infractions 29,159 21,367 33,004 24,879 73 75 2 -
Juvenile Delinquency 202 221 202 177 109 88 -22 44
Juvenile Dependency 230 228 201 182 99 91 -9 17
Mental Health 349 379 330 331 109 100 -8 -
Misd - Non traffic 4,196 4,055 1,715 2,797 97 163 66 -
Misd - Traffic 1,785 1,397 1,022 1,416 78 139 60 -
Other Family Petition 353 331 337 398 94 118 24 -
Parentage 121 79 126 91 65 72 7 -
Small Claims 284 238 295 196 84 66 -17 51
Unlawful Detainer 507 501 447 440 99 98 0 2




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 7.8 7.8 0 6.6 6.6 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Calendar Administrator NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Commissioner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Attendant 9.0 9.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 7.2 6.2 14 14
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Court Reporter 1.0 NA 100 1.1 0.1 91 -9
Courtroom Clerk 6.0 6.0 0 NA NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.

Superior Court of Shasta County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 4



2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Deputy Marshal 27.0 27.0 0 26.0 24.0 8 8
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Information Systems
Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Jury Services Assistant 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 50.5 50.5 0 48.5 45.5 6 6
Legal Process Supervisor 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 6.0 14 14
Legal/Judicial Secretary 5.0 5.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Marshal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Paralegal NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Payroll Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 14.0 14.0 0 20.0 20.0 0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 7.0 7.0 0 6.5 3.5 46 46
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 6.0 6.0 0 5.0 4.0 20 20
Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

Superior Court of Shasta County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)

Page 5




Classification

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Senior Paralegal NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 16,483,479

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 18,198,452

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 90.58%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 598,454

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 81,319

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Sierra County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 80
24 months 90
12 months 96
Limited Civil 18 months 100
24 months 100
30 days 43
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 43
70 days 33
Small Claims
90 days 67
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 60
Felony 30 days* 15
45 days 38
90 days 69
30 days 8
Misdemeanors 90 days 38
120 days 59

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 0 3 5 1 - 20 - -
Civil - Limited 20 12 34 23 60 68 8 -
Civil - Unlimited 12 10 12 8 83 67 -17 2
Conservatorship/Guardianship 3 1 0 1 33 - - -
Dissolution 9 12 9 10 133 111 -22 -
Domestic Violence 5 3 10 9 60 90 30 -
Estates/Trusts 8 5 7 3 62 43 -20 1
Felony 21 28 22 20 133 91 -42 9
Infractions 460 495 376 343 108 91 -16 62
Juvenile Delinquency 1 0 4 3 0 75 75 -
Juvenile Dependency 5 7 1 2 140 200 60 -
Mental Health 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Misd - Non traffic 37 33 40 56 89 140 51 -
Misd - Traffic 32 25 22 26 78 118 40 -
Other Family Petition 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Parentage 1 1 1 3 100 300 200 -
Small Claims 4 2 6 9 50 150 100 -
Unlawful Detainer 3 3 5 7 100 140 40 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager NA NA 1.0 1.0 0

Court Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 978,500

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $623,149.5

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 157.02%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 6

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 10,000

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Siskiyou County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 79
Unlimited Civil 18 months 89
24 months 92
12 months 92
Limited Civil 18 months 98
24 months 99
30 days 18
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 30
70 days 60
Small Claims
90 days 66
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 50
Felony 30 days* 11
45 days 18
90 days 29
30 days 9
Misdemeanors 90 days 26
120 days 34

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of Siskiyou County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 122 25 95 92 20 97 76 -
Civil - Limited 345 285 420 347 83 83 0 -
Civil - Unlimited 325 195 283 296 60 105 45 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 37 38 36 31 103 86 -17 6
Dissolution 177 124 164 182 70 111 41 -
Domestic Violence 192 137 180 166 71 92 21 -
Estates/Trusts 197 105 141 150 53 106 53 -
Felony 494 259 546 468 52 86 33 -
Infractions 10,982 10,166 11,118 10,342 93 93 0 -
Juvenile Delinquency 35 16 30 21 46 70 24 -
Juvenile Dependency 44 8 57 34 18 60 41 -
Mental Health 82 2 98 101 2 103 101 -
Misd - Non traffic 622 271 817 499 44 61 18 -
Misd - Traffic 521 336 542 397 64 73 9 -
Other Family Petition 91 36 123 121 40 98 59 -
Parentage 8 11 9 16 138 178 40 -
Small Claims 88 68 45 54 77 120 43 -
Unlawful Detainer 170 116 154 161 68 105 36 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 0.5 0.5 0 0.4 0.4 0
Administrative
Technician 0.7 0.7 0 0.8 0.8 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Court Clerk 13.0 13.0 0 12.0 11.0 8
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Reporter 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 1.0 50
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Senior Accounting
Technician 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0
Senior Court Clerk 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0
Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%)
Supervising
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Superior Court of Siskiyou County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 5



Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 4,389,251

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 4,841,098

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 90.67%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 135,160

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Solano County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 7:30a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months NR
Unlimited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
12 months NR
Limited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
30 days NR
Unlawful Detainers
45 days NR
70 days NR
Small Claims
90 days NR
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' NR
Felony 30 days* NR
45 days NR
90 days NR
30 days NR
Misdemeanors 90 days NR
120 days NR

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 1,040 737 894 607 71 68 -3 27
Civil - Limited 4,684 3,601 6,621 5,181 77 78 1 -
Civil - Unlimited 2,323 1,912 2,548 2,167 82 85 3 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 230 233 303 226 101 75 -27 81
Dissolution 1,461 1,494 1,419 1,158 102 82 -21 293
Domestic Violence 1,318 481 1,128 873 36 77 41 -
Estates/Trusts 421 416 472 462 99 98 -1 4
Felony 2,007 1,489 2,229 1,797 74 81 6 -
Infractions 30,810 29,618 40,163 36,241 96 90 -6 2,368
Juvenile Delinquency 223 158 241 235 71 98 27 -
Juvenile Dependency 172 115 115 121 67 105 38 -
Mental Health 657 71 831 162 11 19 9 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,912 2,139 2,004 2,382 112 119 7 -
Misd - Traffic 1,537 1,565 2,220 2,020 102 91 -11 240
Other Family Petition 254 166 178 181 65 102 36 -
Parentage 451 177 385 106 39 28 -12 45
Small Claims 683 650 674 673 95 100 5 -
Unlawful Detainer 1,876 1,844 2,116 2,112 98 100 2 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate

some classifications for ease of use.3

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Communications
Technician 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 6.0 6.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Court Clerk 1.0 0.8 25 1.0 1.0 0 -25
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Program/Project
Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Reporter 13.2 9.7 27 12.3 9.3 24 -3
Courtroom Clerk 29.0 28.0 3 29.0 29.0 0 -3

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at

courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect

full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Information Systems
Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Interpreter 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Interpreter Coordinator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Interpreter Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Investigator 4.0 4.0 0 5.0 5.0 0
Legal Process Clerk 56.0 56.0 0 56.0 56.0 0
Legal Process Supervisor 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0
Mental Health
Behavioral Counselor 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0
Mental
Health/Behavioral
Counselor Supervisor NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Office Assistant NA NA 1.5 1.5 0
Paralegal 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Secretary 0.5 0.5 0 NA NA
Senior Accounting
Technician 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0
Senior Attorney 5.0 5.0 0 4.0 4.0 0
Senior Court Reporter NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Senior Information
Systems Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Senior Legal Process
Clerk 8.0 8.0 0 6.0 6.0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Senior Legal/Judicial
Secretary 20.0 20.0 0 19.0 19.0 0 0

Senior Office Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0

Senior Revenue

Collection Specialist NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising

Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Court
Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Courtroom

Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Supervising Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Support Services
Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 29,147,499

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 31,445,139

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 92.69%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,027,627

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 25,655

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Sonoma County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 70
Unlimited Civil 18 months 83
24 months 90
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 96
24 months 99
30 days 35
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 57
70 days 58
Small Claims
90 days 68
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 56
Felony 30 days* 7
45 days 13
90 days 31
30 days 21
Misdemeanors 90 days 46
120 days 56

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of Sonoma County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 469 436 481 483 93 100 7 -
Civil - Limited 2,862 2,495 3,298 2,979 87 90 3 -
Civil - Unlimited 2,564 2,186 2,862 2,439 85 85 0 1
Conservatorship/Guardianship 172 42 202 40 24 20 -5 9
Dissolution 1,295 1,125 1,333 1,087 87 82 -5 71
Domestic Violence 604 352 594 112 58 19 -39 234
Estates/Trusts 650 551 617 966 85 157 72 -
Felony 2,103 2,027 2,253 1,979 96 88 9 193
Infractions 29,846 31,920 35,561 36,115 107 102 -5 -
Juvenile Delinquency 696 829 635 544 119 86 -33 212
Juvenile Dependency 185 82 207 167 44 81 36 -
Mental Health 1,038 553 1,242 599 53 48 -5 63
Misd - Non traffic 5,195 4,274 5,312 5,034 82 95 12 -
Misd - Traffic 2,736 2,874 2,955 3,112 105 105 0 -
Other Family Petition 253 171 351 253 68 72 4 -
Parentage 157 94 147 62 60 42 -18 26
Small Claims 682 799 528 531 117 101 -17 —
Unlawful Detainer 887 875 888 860 99 97 -2 16




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 0 0
Commissioner 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 4.0 4.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Clerk NA NA 0.5 0.5 0

Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0

Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Interpreter Pro
Tempore 0.5 NA 100 NA NA

Court Program/Project

Specialist NA NA 3.0 3.0 0
Court Records Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 15.0 9.0 40 15.0 8.0 47 7

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Courtroom Clerk 41.0 41.0 0 41.0 31.0 24 24
Examiner 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 1.0 50 0
Information Systems
Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Interpreter 8.8 1.0 89 9.3 1.0 89 0
Interpreter Coordinator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Investigator 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Legal Process Clerk 25.0 25.0 0 25.0 21.0 16 16
Legal Process Supervisor 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 12.0 12.0 0 9.0 8.0 11 11
Mediator/Counselor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 2.0 50 50
Office Assistant 0.5 0.5 0 NA NA -
Paralegal 3.0 3.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Accounting Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Senior Administrative
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE

Senior Information

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 24.0 24.0 0 24.0 23.0 4
Senior Legal/Judicial

Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Senior Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Supervising Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Supervising Courtroom

Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Supervising Secretary NA NA 1.0 1.0 0
Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

Superior Court of Sonoma County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 6




Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 30,947,892

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 30,732,916

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 100.70%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 2,065,230

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 941,913

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Stanislaus County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:15a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:15a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 71
Unlimited Civil 18 months 82
24 months 88
12 months 82
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 99
30 days 34
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 57
70 days 75
Small Claims
90 days 83
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 64
Felony 30 days* 34
45 days 41
90 days 57
30 days 46
Misdemeanors 90 days 63
120 days 69

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.

Superior Court of Stanislaus County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 2



FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 1,337 1,335 1,232 1,232 100 100 0 -
Child Support 1,868 1,290 1,556 1,050 69 67 -2 25
Civil - Limited 6,554 4,243 8,903 7,409 65 83 18 -
Civil - Unlimited 2,599 2,794 2,948 2,621 108 89 -19 548
Conservatorship/Guardianship 354 292 387 345 82 89 7 -
Dissolution 1,756 1,698 1,797 1,686 97 94 -3 52
Domestic Violence 1,482 1,105 1,423 1,182 75 83 9 -
Estates/Trusts 544 449 565 509 83 90 8 -
Felony 4,858 4,684 4,910 4,715 96 96 0 19
Infractions 38,698 23,172 51,110 39,615 60 78 18 -
Juvenile Delinquency 536 460 669 616 86 92 6 -
Juvenile Dependency 137 132 158 144 96 91 -5 8
Mental Health 1,050 928 1,093 1,120 88 102 14 -
Misd - Non traffic 6,928 6,364 6,294 6,352 92 101 9 -
Misd - Traffic 3,211 3,414 2,815 3,077 106 109 3 -
Other Family Petition 774 627 813 636 81 78 -3 23
Parentage 127 108 148 126 85 85 0 -
Small Claims 1,100 1,126 1,171 1,275 102 109 7 —
Unlawful Detainer 1,506 1,654 1,518 1,541 110 102 -8 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Accounting Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst NA NA 4.0 4.0 0 -

Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 2.5 2.5 0 0.8 0.8 0 0

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 5.0 5.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Calendar Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Commissioner 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 4.0 4.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 2.0 1.0 50 NA NA -

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Program/Project

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Specialist 0.5 0.5 0 NA NA -
Court Records Clerk 0.5 NA 100 NA NA -
Court Reporter 16.0 15.0 6 15.0 15.0 0 -6
Courtroom Clerk 20.0 19.0 5 25.0 23.0 8 3
Examiner 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 4.0 4.0 0 NA NA -
Human Resource Analyst 3.0 3.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems

Analyst 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Information Systems

Specialist 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Interpreter NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Interpreter Coordinator 2.0 1.0 50 NA NA -
Investigator 3.0 3.0 0 3.5 3.5 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 93.5 81.0 13 83.0 78.0 6 -7
Legal Process Supervisor 15.0 15.0 0 15.0 15.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 2.8 2.5 9 2.2 2.0 11 2
Paralegal 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Public Information

Officer 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Secretary 5.0 5.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
Senior

Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Senior Attorney NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Court Reporter 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk 17.0 13.0 24 11.0 11.0 0 -24
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Classification

Senior Human Resource

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

FTE Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Information

Systems Analyst 5.0 3.0 40 3.0 3.0 0 -40
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 26.0 26.0 0 26.0 24.0 8 8
Senior Secretary NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Senior Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising

Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court

Reporter NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Support Services

Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 0.5 50 50
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 31,983,888

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 37,054,820

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 86.32%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,225,119

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 255,967

Court-Funded Requests S 543,393

Retained in TCTF S 894

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Sutter County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 74
Unlimited Civil 18 months 83
24 months 87
12 months 83
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 98
30 days 20
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 45
70 days 82
Small Claims
90 days 88
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 59
Felony 30 days* 23
45 days 34
90 days 52
30 days 34
Misdemeanors 90 days 55
120 days 60

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 2 1 - 50 - -
Child Support 259 268 261 266 103 102 -2 -
Civil - Limited 958 770 1,318 1,090 80 83 2 -
Civil - Unlimited 546 478 538 506 88 94 7 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 71 69 148 126 97 85 -12 18
Dissolution 302 306 338 306 101 91 -11 36
Domestic Violence 532 244 393 219 46 56 10 -
Estates/Trusts 108 96 110 97 89 88 -1 1
Felony 855 1,029 847 831 120 98 -22 188
Infractions 10,349 9,070 11,356 9,983 88 88 0 -
Juvenile Delinquency 63 48 60 54 76 90 14 -
Juvenile Dependency 127 60 106 65 47 61 14 -
Mental Health 156 129 140 108 83 77 -6 8
Misd - Non traffic 1,592 1,629 1,650 1,389 102 84 -18 299
Misd - Traffic 931 711 740 643 76 87 11 -
Other Family Petition 104 98 104 100 94 96 2 -
Parentage 24 28 34 27 117 79 -37 13
Small Claims 109 139 113 106 128 94 -34 38
Unlawful Detainer 251 242 210 226 96 108 11 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 4.0 3.0 25 3.0 2.0 33 8
Commissioner 0.3 0.3 0 0.3 0.3 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Supervisor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Court Attendant 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Clerk 33.0 27.0 18 36.0 31.0 14 -4
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Custodian 1.0 NA 100 NA NA
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Engineer NA NA 1.0 1.0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California

courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)

Information Systems

Technician 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Administrative

Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Senior Court Clerk 3.0 1.0 67 NA NA -
Senior Courtroom Clerk NA NA 3.0 3.0 0 -

Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -

Senior Maintenance
Worker 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -

Support Services
Assistant 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 8,334,826

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 9,485,325

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 87.87%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 339,020

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 238,055

Court-Funded Requests S 8,000

Retained in TCTF S 940

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Tehama County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 78
Unlimited Civil 18 months 84
24 months 93
12 months 77
Limited Civil 18 months 87
24 months 91
30 days 14
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 25
70 days 56
Small Claims
90 days 75
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 85
Felony 30 days* 19
45 days 27
90 days 53
30 days 40
Misdemeanors 90 days 68
120 days 76

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 242 295 291 303 122 104 -18 -
Civil - Limited 591 428 866 586 72 68 -5 41
Civil - Unlimited 327 305 331 300 93 91 -3 9
Conservatorship/Guardianship 55 44 63 65 80 103 23 -
Dissolution 220 353 242 314 160 130 -31 -
Domestic Violence 230 230 227 215 100 95 -5 12
Estates/Trusts 107 86 101 117 80 116 35 -
Felony 623 539 763 662 87 87 0 -
Infractions 7,408 6,299 9,702 6,780 85 70 -15 1,470
Juvenile Delinquency 71 58 150 143 82 95 14 -
Juvenile Dependency 79 82 86 69 104 80 -24 20
Mental Health 162 177 215 172 109 80 -29 63
Misd - Non traffic 1,218 813 1,153 963 67 84 17 -
Misd - Traffic 681 661 662 542 97 82 -15 101
Other Family Petition 141 120 134 85 85 63 -22 29
Parentage 73 36 50 46 49 92 43 -
Small Claims 234 219 258 279 94 108 15 -
Unlawful Detainer 230 419 196 463 182 236 54 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 0.5 0.5 0 1.5 1.5 0 0

Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Commissioner 0.8 0.8 0 0.8 0.8 0 0

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 2.0 0.5 75 2.0 1.0 50 -25
Courtroom Clerk 10.0 10.0 0 9.0 9.0 0 0

Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems

Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Interpreter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 18.0 14.0 22 19.0 14.0 26 4
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Office Assistant

Total

2.0

FTE

Filled

NA

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

100

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

1.0

Filled

FTE

NA

Vacancy
Rate (%)

100

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Senior Secretary

1.0

1.0

1.0

1.0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $5,974,139

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $6,426,611

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 92.96%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 219,598

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 315,585

Court-Funded Requests S 15,000

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Trinity County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 78
Unlimited Civil 18 months 85
24 months 89
12 months 87
Limited Civil 18 months 92
24 months 93
30 days 31
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 59
70 days 73
Small Claims
90 days 73
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 44
Felony 30 days* 39
45 days 45
90 days 56
30 days 14
Misdemeanors 90 days 23
120 days 53

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 49 15 35 17 31 49 18 -
Civil - Limited 60 45 91 54 75 59 -16 14
Civil - Unlimited 109 81 96 49 74 51 -23 22
Conservatorship/Guardianship 11 7 5 4 64 80 16 -
Dissolution 33 25 30 16 76 53 -22 7
Domestic Violence 65 34 54 32 52 59 7 -
Estates/Trusts 36 27 38 20 75 53 -22 9
Felony 166 216 161 192 130 119 -11 -
Infractions 1,809 1,882 2,798 2,540 104 91 -13 371
Juvenile Delinquency 27 13 37 28 48 76 28 -
Juvenile Dependency 27 15 12 19 56 158 103 -
Mental Health 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Misd - Non traffic 238 248 147 176 104 120 16 -
Misd - Traffic 181 183 197 186 101 94 -7 13
Other Family Petition 91 17 109 26 19 24 5 -
Parentage 9 3 8 3 33 38 4 -
Small Claims 20 16 13 13 80 100 20 -
Unlawful Detainer 27 16 36 32 59 89 30 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)

Administrative Support

Staff (temporary,

part-time, intern or

student worker) 0.5 0.5 0 14 1.4 0 0
Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 1.0 1.0 0 NA NA -
Court Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Deputy Marshal 4.0 3.0 25 3.0 3.0 0 -25
Marshal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 0.5 NA 100 0.5 NA 100 0
Office Assistant 0.6 0.6 0 NA NA -

Revenue Collection

Specialist 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100
Secretary 1.0 NA 100 NA NA -
Senior Court Clerk 3.0 2.0 33 2.0 1.0 50 17
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Court Clerk NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -

2Each court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $2,022,293

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula “"need”) $ 2,276,992

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 88.81%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 442,547

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court—Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 360,813

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024—25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and
allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Tulare County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 81
Unlimited Civil 18 months 92
24 months 96
12 months 90
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 97
30 days 34
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 65
70 days 61
Small Claims
90 days 73
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 83
Felony 30 days* 10
45 days 22
90 days 42
30 days 16
Misdemeanors 90 days 21
120 days 38

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 2,708 2,450 1,897 2,163 90 114 24 -
Civil - Limited 4,524 3,967 6,268 4,982 88 79 -8 514
Civil - Unlimited 2,250 2,136 2,404 2,215 95 92 -3 67
Conservatorship/Guardianship 262 222 270 282 85 104 20 -
Dissolution 1,532 1,616 1,500 1,596 105 106 1 -
Domestic Violence 1,463 1,396 1,225 1,248 95 102 6 -
Estates/Trusts 522 488 509 476 93 94 0 -
Felony 3,103 2,925 2,986 3,006 94 101 6 -
Infractions 41,722 43,212 44,920 49,827 104 111 7 -
Juvenile Delinquency 678 690 734 766 102 104 3 -
Juvenile Dependency 853 624 720 704 73 98 25 -
Mental Health 803 776 771 765 97 99 3 -
Misd - Non traffic 6,040 5,884 5,482 5,754 97 105 8 -
Misd - Traffic 3,711 3,777 3,382 4,755 102 141 39 -
Other Family Petition 1,041 1,141 931 928 110 100 -10 -
Parentage 197 203 184 207 103 112 9 -
Small Claims 546 554 603 593 101 98 -3 19
Unlawful Detainer 1,169 1,352 1,157 1,148 116 99 -16 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 NA NA -
Accounting Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 5.0 5.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0

Administrative

Technician 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Attorney 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 11.0 10.0 9 12.0 12.0 0 -9
Court Clerk 13.0 11.0 15 13.0 13.0 0 -15

Court Division
Director/Branch

Administrator 6.0 6.0 0 6.0 6.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Records Clerk NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Court Reporter 20.0 20.0 0 20.0 15.0 25 25
Courtroom Clerk 38.0 38.0 0 39.0 38.0 3 3

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE  Rate (%) FTE  Rate (%) Rate (%)
Examiner 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 5.0 17 0
Exhibit Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 7.0 5.0 29 7.0 6.0 14 -15
Information Systems
Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Information Systems
Technician 2.0 1.0 50 1.0 1.0 0 -50
Interpreter 8.0 3.0 62 8.0 3.0 63 1
Investigator 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 5.0 0 0
Law Clerk 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 81.0 76.0 6 81.0 77.0 5 -1
Legal Process Supervisor 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 6.0 5.0 17 6.0 6.0 0 -17
Paralegal 7.0 6.0 14 7.0 7.0 0 -14
Purchasing Agent 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Purchasing Technician NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Revenue Collection
Specialist 9.0 8.0 11 9.0 7.0 22 11
Senior
Accountant-Auditor NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -
Senior Administrative
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Court Reporter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior Courtroom Clerk 13.0 12.0 8 13.0 12.0 8 0
Senior Exhibit Custodian 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Paralegal 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Revenue

Collection Specialist 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Financial

Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Supervising
Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Revenue
Collection Specialist 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Superior Court of Tulare County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 33,250,929

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 38,548,955

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 86.26%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,811,445

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 5,000

Retained in TCTF S 521,844

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.

Superior Court of Tulare County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Superior Court of Tuolumne County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 84
Unlimited Civil 18 months 92
24 months 95
12 months 90
Limited Civil 18 months 99
24 months 99
30 days 26
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 45
70 days 47
Small Claims
90 days 64

Superior Court of Tuolumne County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 52
Felony 30 days* 12
45 days 29
90 days 59
30 days 12
Misdemeanors 90 days 19
120 days 45

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type
Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 68 41 64 55 60 86 26 -
Civil - Limited 343 222 539 385 65 71 7 -
Civil - Unlimited 351 267 418 313 76 75 -1 5
Conservatorship/Guardianship 34 15 33 15 44 45 1 -
Dissolution 204 87 181 211 43 117 74 -
Domestic Violence 190 69 193 124 36 64 28 -
Estates/Trusts 102 57 107 80 56 75 19 -
Felony 521 461 468 478 88 102 14 -
Infractions 4,446 3,794 5,728 4,971 85 87 1 -
Juvenile Delinquency 102 74 65 62 73 95 23 -
Juvenile Dependency 109 70 103 69 64 67 3 -
Mental Health 172 137 91 36 80 40 -40 36
Misd - Non traffic 884 1,022 582 843 116 145 29 -
Misd - Traffic 567 548 484 549 97 113 17 -
Other Family Petition 42 29 37 19 69 51 -18 7
Parentage 27 1 38 12 4 32 28 -
Small Claims 106 96 127 117 91 92 2 —
Unlawful Detainer 144 109 147 131 76 89 13 -
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Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 1.0 NA 100 1.0 1.0 0 -100
Accounting Technician 3.0 2.0 33 3.6 1.6 56 23
Administrative Analyst 1.0 NA 100 1.0 NA 100 0

Administrative
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100

Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations

Manager 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Reporter 3.0 1.0 67 3.0 2.0 33 -34
Courtroom Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Information Systems
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total

Filled

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Legal Process Clerk 17.8 16.0 10 18.0 13.0 28 18
Senior Courtroom Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Support Services
Assistant NA NA 0.4 0.4 0 -

Superior Court of Tuolumne County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 4,895,848

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 5,085,552

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 96.27%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 5,536

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 47,542

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Ventura County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months NR
Unlimited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
12 months NR
Limited Civil 18 months NR
24 months NR
30 days NR
Unlawful Detainers
45 days NR
70 days 86
Small Claims
90 days 89

Superior Court of Ventura County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)
Page 1



Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 52
Felony 30 days* 34
45 days 40
90 days 54
30 days 52
Misdemeanors 90 days 69
120 days 73

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 333 35 205 38 11 19 8 -
Child Support 705 772 819 837 110 102 -7 -
Civil - Limited 5,200 5,641 8,775 6,174 108 70 -38 3,345
Civil - Unlimited 4,459 3,602 4,627 3,991 81 86 5 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 368 23 415 20 6 5 -1 6
Dissolution 2,183 2,627 2,156 2,374 120 110 -10 -
Domestic Violence 1,159 763 1,124 837 66 74 9 -
Estates/Trusts 733 105 737 95 14 13 -1 11
Felony 3,350 3,136 3,310 3,364 94 102 8 -
Infractions 79,011 65,919 77,409 60,452 83 78 -5 4,130
Juvenile Delinquency 1,041 1,012 1,035 1,048 97 101 4 -
Juvenile Dependency 228 535 180 372 235 207 -28 -
Mental Health 922 1,865 926 1,653 202 179 -24 -
Misd - Non traffic 8,212 7,956 8,565 10,076 97 118 21 -
Misd - Traffic 3,751 3,343 3,613 5,095 89 141 52 -
Other Family Petition 450 162 322 73 36 23 -13 43
Parentage 17 247 464 373 1453 80 -1373 6,369
Small Claims 1,143 1,197 1,322 1,280 105 97 -8 104
Unlawful Detainer 1,821 1,801 1,623 1,604 99 99 0 1




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 7.0 7.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Administrative Analyst 3.0 1.0 67 4.0 3.0 25 -42
Administrative Support
Staff (temporary,
part-time, intern or
student worker) 7.4 7.0 5 5.9 5.9 0 -5

Administrative
Technician 5.0 4.0 20 5.0 5.0 0 -20

Assistant Court

Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Attorney 16.5 15.0 9 16.5 13.0 21 12
Child Services Provider 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Commissioner 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25

Communications
Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Court Administra-

tive/Operations
Manager 9.0 7.0 22 7.0 7.0 0 -22
Court Clerk 13.0 11.0 15 8.0 5.0 38 23

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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Classification

Court Division
Director/Branch

Total

Filled
FTE

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled
FTE

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Vacancy

Rate (%)

Administrator 4.0 4.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Court Program Manager 9.0 9.0 0 7.0 7.0 0 0
Court Reporter 29.0 15.0 48 29.0 17.0 41 -7
Courtroom Clerk 54.0 49.4 9 54.0 47.0 13 4
Examiner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Family Law Facilitator 2.5 2.0 20 2.5 2.0 20 0
Human Resource

Technician 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Information Systems

Engineer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Interpreter 13.0 11.0 15 10.0 8.0 20 5
Interpreter Supervisor 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Investigator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 73.0 68.0 7 73.0 63.0 14 7
Legal Process Supervisor 16.0 16.0 0 17.0 15.0 12 12
Managing Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 15.0 14.0 7 15.0 15.0 0 -7
Revenue Collection

Specialist 28.0 23.0 18 19.0 14.0 26 8
Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 NA 100 100
Senior Accounting

Technician 5.0 5.0 0 5.0 2.0 60 60
Senior Administrative

Analyst 8.2 7.2 12 7.0 6.0 14 2
Senior Court Clerk 6.0 5.0 17 5.0 3.0 40 23
Senior Human Resource

Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 3.0 2.0 33 33
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Classification

Senior Information

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024)

Total Filled Vacancy

FTE Rate (%)

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2025)

Total

Filled Vacancy
FTE Rate (%)

Vacancy
Rate (%)

Systems Analyst 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 0 0
Senior Information

Systems Technician 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 17 17
Senior Legal Process

Clerk 12.0 11.0 12.0 10.0 17 9
Senior Legal/Judicial

Secretary 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Senior

Mediator/Counselor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Paralegal 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 0 0
Senior Secretary 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Supervising

Administrative Analyst NA NA 1.0 1.0 0 -
Supervising Financial

Analyst 2.8 2.8 3.0 3.0 0 0
Supervising Information

Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Superior Court of Ventura County, 2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024-25)

Page 6




Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) S 44,892,503

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 46,999,346

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 95.52%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 1,794,519

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 681,705

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 61

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Yolo County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 68
Unlimited Civil 18 months 79
24 months 88
12 months 86
Limited Civil 18 months 97
24 months 99
30 days 34
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 57
70 days 58
Small Claims
90 days 74
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 79
Felony 30 days* 24
45 days 30
90 days 48
30 days 20
Misdemeanors 90 days 50
120 days 59

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 1 1 1 0 100 0 -100 1
Child Support 270 230 295 265 85 90 5 -
Civil - Limited 1,522 1,270 2,123 1,483 83 70 -14 288
Civil - Unlimited 860 636 938 507 74 54 -20 187
Conservatorship/Guardianship 120 46 177 47 38 27 -12 21
Dissolution 565 311 517 356 55 69 14 -
Domestic Violence 444 235 407 323 53 79 26 -
Estates/Trusts 190 58 150 39 31 26 -5 7
Felony 1,432 1,414 1,338 1,183 99 88 -10 138
Infractions 13,422 13,551 16,779 14,798 101 88 -13 2,142
Juvenile Delinquency 84 37 154 85 44 55 11 -
Juvenile Dependency 188 113 206 154 60 75 15 -
Mental Health 368 294 444 341 80 77 -3 14
Misd - Non traffic 2,100 1,650 2,589 1,696 79 66 -13 338
Misd - Traffic 994 1,010 1,157 932 102 81 -21 244
Other Family Petition 160 121 160 116 76 72 -3 5
Parentage 127 28 115 30 22 26 4 -
Small Claims 261 141 261 208 54 80 26 -
Unlawful Detainer 529 451 556 460 85 83 -3 14




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Accountant-Auditor 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Accounting Technician 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Administrative Analyst NA NA 1.0 NA 100
Assistant Court
Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Commissioner 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 3.0 3.0 0 4.0 4.0 0
Court Clerk 7.0 7.0 0 8.0 8.0 0
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Program Manager 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0
Court Reporter 11.0 11.0 0 11.0 11.0 0
Courtroom Clerk 23.0 22.0 4 23.0 22.0 4
Family Law Facilitator 0.5 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0
Human Resource Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.

3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as
of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)

Information Systems

Specialist 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0 0
Legal Process Clerk 26.0 23.0 12 26.0 23.0 12 0
Legal Process Supervisor 5.0 5.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Legal/Judicial Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Mediator/Counselor 2.0 1.0 50 2.0 2.0 0 -50
Paralegal 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 3.0 25 25

Revenue Collection
Specialist 5.0 5.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

SB371 Interpreter 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Administrative

Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
Senior Attorney 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0
Senior Courtroom Clerk NA NA 3.0 3.0 0 -

Senior Human Resource
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Senior Legal Process
Clerk 6.0 6.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Senior Revenue
Collection Specialist NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -

Supervising Attorney 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Courtroom
Clerk NA NA 2.0 2.0 0 -

Support Services
Assistant 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $ 15,607,767

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) $ 17,504,806

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 89.16%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 629,653

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 70,000

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Superior Court of Yuba County
2026 Operational Metrics Report (FY 2024--25)

Metric 1: Hours of Operation, Including Public Counter Hours

Court hours of operation are an indicator of when the public may enter a court facility. Public counter hours
are the times when a clerk’s window or counter is open to help those needing assistance. Two primary ser-
vices are offered at the public counter: supporting people who come to file court documents and respond-
ing to requests for general information. Information on court hours of service is current as of November
1, 2025. Courts with multiple locations were asked to report on the hours of operation and public counter
hours for the main court location.

Court Hours of Operation 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Public Counter Hours 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.

Metric 2: Time to Disposition by Case Type

Time to disposition, or the percentage of cases resolved within a certain time frame, is a nationally rec-
ognized metric of court caseflow management that helps courts assess the length of time it takes to bring
cases to disposition. Standard 2.2 of the California Standards of Judicial Administration established case
disposition time goals for civil and criminal cases. Not all courts are able to report these data primarily
because of technical issues resulting from case management system transitions. As courts finalize their
transitions, they will be able to report these data.

Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage
12 months 74
Unlimited Civil 18 months 83
24 months 88
12 months 81
Limited Civil 18 months 95
24 months 98
30 days 29
Unlawful Detainers
45 days 59
70 days 66
Small Claims
90 days 79
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Case Type Time Frame (Disposed of in Less Than __ ) Percentage’
12 months' 65
Felony 30 days* 40
45 days 51
90 days 74
30 days 38
Misdemeanors 90 days 73
120 days 79

" NR in this column indicates the court did not report the data for this metric.

T For cases in which defendants were held to answer or were certified on guilty pleas. Processing time is based on time from first

appearance in limited-jurisdiction court to final disposition in unlimited-jurisdiction court.

* Based on the time from filing of the initial complaint to certified plea, bindover, or dismissal at or before preliminary hearing.

Metric 3: Caseload Clearance, by Case Type

Caseload clearance is another nationally recognized court workload metric, used to generally assess
whether courts are able to keep up with incoming workload and to identify areas of potential backlog.
Clearance rates are calculated by dividing dispositions by filings for a given period of time. A clearance rate
of 100 percent would indicate that the number of disposed cases equals the number of cases that come
into the court system (as filings) for the given period of time.

Metric 4: Backlog, by Case Type
There are various potential causes of backlog. Periods in which filings exceed dispositions, as reflected by a
clearance rate of less than 100 percent, are one potential cause if the increased workload lengthens the time
needed for the court to dispose pending cases. When a court has sufficient resources to manage its pending
caseload, the time required to resolve each case is driven by the case’s specific needs and complexities, and
any backlog would stem from other factors.

In this report, current-year backlog is estimated by comparing caseload clearance rates by case type across
two fiscal years.! Estimated backlog is measured by multiplying the difference between the two clearance
rates by current-year filings to estimate the number of backlogged cases by case type. If the clearance
percentage difference is a positive number, cases are processing at a higher rate than in the last fiscal year,
and there is no estimated backlog for that case type.

1The Data Analytics Advisory Committee plans to revisit the backlog calculation as part of a broader analysis and reexamination
of court workload metrics, as is reflected in its annual agenda.
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FY 202324 FY 2024-25 FY 23-24 FY 24-25 Clearance | Current-Year
Clearance Clearance Difference | Est. Backlog

Case Type Total Filings Total Dispos. Total Filings Total Dispos. (%) (%) (%) (Filings)
Certification 0 0 0 0 - - - -
Child Support 399 383 380 391 96 103 7 -
Civil - Limited 831 654 1,270 985 79 78 -1 14
Civil - Unlimited 418 377 458 439 90 96 6 -
Conservatorship/Guardianship 74 63 63 68 85 108 23 -
Dissolution 326 321 355 357 98 101 2 -
Domestic Violence 304 280 327 328 92 100 8 -
Estates/Trusts 110 103 99 105 94 106 12 -
Felony 968 999 1,034 1,048 103 101 -2 -
Infractions 6,123 4,263 7,762 5,612 70 72 3 -
Juvenile Delinquency 163 139 138 132 85 96 10 -
Juvenile Dependency 152 125 129 153 82 119 36 -
Mental Health 123 109 117 125 89 107 18 -
Misd - Non traffic 1,737 1,728 1,738 1,843 99 106 7 -
Misd - Traffic 760 812 716 740 107 103 -3 -
Other Family Petition 162 140 146 121 86 83 -4 5
Parentage 29 25 31 45 86 145 59 -
Small Claims 91 91 105 98 100 93 -7 7
Unlawful Detainer 262 255 280 283 97 101 4 -




Metric 5: Staff Vacancy Rates, by Classification

Trial courts annually report on budgeted and filled positions using Schedule 7A.2 Data are reported by clas-
sification and are designated as filled or vacant as of July 1 of each reporting year. Schedule 7A data were
used to calculate the vacancy rate by classification; because the data are reported as of a point in time—July
1, 2024—the data will not reflect changes in the number of filled positions that were made after that date.
Although this year’s report on trial court operational metrics largely focuses on data for the most recent
complete fiscal year (2024-25), the 2025-26 data, reported as of July 1, 2025, were recently compiled and
have been included here to give a more contemporary representation of trial court vacancy information.
For this report, data for every classification are shown (see table below); future reports may consolidate
some classifications for ease of use.?

2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as

2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024)

of July 1, 2025)

Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE FTE Rate (%) FTE FTE Rate (%)  Rate (%)
Administrative Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Commissioner 0.4 0.4 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Administra-
tive/Operations
Manager 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Clerk 25.0 25.0 0 26.0 24.0 8
Court Division
Director/Branch
Administrator 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Court Executive Officer 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Court Reporter 4.0 4.0 0 4.0 4.0 0
Family Law Facilitator 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Financial Analyst 2.0 2.0 0 2.0 2.0 0
Human Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Information Systems
Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0
Senior Attorney 0.6 0.6 0 NA NA
Senior Court Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Senior Information
Systems Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0

ZEach court’s Schedule 7A is posted on the “Trial Courts Budget Reports” page of the California Courts website at
courts.ca.gov/trial-court-budget-reports-fy-2021-22.
3“N/A” or “0” may indicate that a court assigned the duties of a position to another classification. Vacancy rates shown reflect
full-time equivalent (FTE) vacancies, which may not always correspond to position vacancies.
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2024-25 Schedule 7A (data as 2025-26 Schedule 7A (data as

of July 1, 2024) of July 1, 2025)
Total Filled Vacancy Total Filled Vacancy Vacancy
Classification FTE Rate (%) FTE Rate (%) Rate (%)
Senior
Mediator/Counselor 1.8 1.8 0 1.8 1.8 0 0
Senior Secretary 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0

Supervising Courtroom
Clerk 3.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0

Supervising Human
Resource Analyst 1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0
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Funding Metrics:
Metric 6: Calculated Funding Level of Each Court

Metric 7: Funding Level of Each Trial Court as Measured by Judicial Council-
-Approved Workload Formula

Metric 8: Percentage of Funding Actually Provided to Each Court

The Budget Act of 2024 appropriated $3.9 billion for trial court operations. The allocation of funding appro-
priated in the state budget to the trial courts is one of the principal responsibilities of the Judicial Council.
The council allocates this funding through various methodologies including its approved Workload Formula
policy, which determines the need for trial court staff and funding based on workload measures.

For fiscal year 2024-25, the council approved a Workload Formula allocation of $2.5 billion. When com-
pared to the fiscal year 2024-25 measured workload need of $2.7 billion, the allocation represented a
statewide funding percentage of 92.8 percent.

Metric 6: Calculated funding level of each court (Workload Formula allocation) $6,251,416

Metric 7: Funding level of each trial court as measured by the Workload

Formula (Workload Formula ”need”) S 7,883,564

Metric 8: Percentage of funding actually provided to each court (Workload
Formula percentage) 79.30%

Metric 9: Year--End Fund Balance Detail for 2024--25

Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A) requires the Judicial Council to finalize allocations to trial courts
in January of each fiscal year after review of available trial court reserves as of June 30 of the prior fiscal
year. For fiscal year 2024-25, the trial courts had a balance of $154 million, which was used for specific
purposes.

The year-end fund balance comprises several categories: (1) a 3 percent fund balance cap; (2) requests for
funds held on behalf of the trial courts; and (3) court-funded requests. The remaining balance is retained
in the Trial Court Trust Fund (TCTF).

Final Fund Balance” S 180,909

Funds Held on Behalf of Courts S 0

Court-Funded Requests S 0

Retained in TCTF S 0

“ Amount represents the fund balance subject to the 3 percent cap less
the total amount of 2024-25 funds held on behalf of the trial courts and

allowable exclusions. Variance in total is due to rounding.
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Appendix B: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the
Legislature

In addition to the operational and budgetary metrics for the trial courts included in this report, the
Judicial Council is required to submit other trial court budget reports to the Legislature. These
additional reports are summarized below for reference and to make all relevant budget
information for the trial courts more transparent and easily accessible to interested parties. These
reports include information for the trial courts on cash flow loans, use of the state-level reserve,
and allocations and reimbursements for 2024-25.

Cash Flow Loans Made to the Trial Courts

Under Government Code section 68502.6(d), the Judicial Council is required to report annually
to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee and the Department of Finance on all cash flow loans
made to the trial courts. Assembly Bill 136 (Stats. 2025, ch. 11), the courts trailer bill for 2025—
26, amended the reporting requirement so that a report is required only if a loan is executed
under this section. Loans authorized under this section support trial court operations in the event
the cash balance in the Trial Court Trust Fund is insufficient. There were no loans made in 2024—
25; therefore, no report was submitted to the Legislature.

Allocation of the State-Level Reserve in the Trial Court Trust Fund

Under Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(B), the Judicial Council is required to hold a
reserve of $5 million in the Trial Court Trust Fund as emergency funding and establish a process
for the trial courts to apply for this funding if needed. The Judicial Council is also required to
report to the Legislature and the Department of Finance only if the reserve funding is used in a
fiscal year. There were no requests submitted by the trial courts for emergency funding in 2024—
25; therefore, no report was submitted to the Legislature.

Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts

Under Government Code section 77202.5(a), the Judicial Council is required to report annually

to the Legislature on the allocations and reimbursements from state and federal funds to the trial
courts. AB 136 (Stats. 2025, ch. 11) amended the due date for this report from September 30 to

February 1 of each year. As a result, the data required under this section is now included in this

comprehensive report on trial court operational and budgetary information.

For 2024-25, the report includes (1) base allocations for court operations, (2) fee revenue that is
distributed to the reporting courts as authorized in statute or by the Judicial Council, (3)
reimbursements for specific trial court expenditures, and (4) funding awarded to individual trial
courts from statewide programs, including state and federal grants. A total of $3.1 billion was
provided to the trial courts from the following funds (Appendix C):

e Trial Court Trust Fund ($2.9 billion);
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e State Trial Court Improvement and Modernization Fund ($8.6 million);
e General Fund (§220.3 million); and
e Federal Trust Fund ($1.5 million).

Trial court reserves and fund balances are governed under Government Code section 77203. A
statement of intended purpose for each allocation or reimbursement included in this report is
provided in Appendix D.
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature
Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts

(Trial Court Trust Fund)

Allocations (Program 0150010)

FY 2024-25

FY 2024-25

Court Trial C!Jurt Ap:l)::)gp':ii:%ion Non-Interpreter Ntizlfl(t]::p_rzester FY 2024:—25 Parti.al Cn'minal Wo.rkload Fm(;rf:;‘:sfl:::til;gue
Base Budget Operatl.ons t0 Fund Trial Benefit Cost Benefits Allocatgon Restoratljm of Jlfstlce Fum.lmg Floor to FY 2024-25
Allocation Court Security Chan.ge A Reduction Allocatgon Realignment | Adjustment Benefit Augmentation
Funding Reduction
A B C D E F G H 1 J
Alameda 88,991,670 2,104,111 1,002,908 (694,957) (4,324,870) 1,440,100 143,034 88 (213)
Alpine 838,968 21,282 22,530 11,750 - - - 25,585 (11,750)
Amador 4,093,210 62,182 191,071 27,040 (167,223) 71,281 6,471 4 (10)
Butte 14,018,569 273,524 415,925 (43,689) (583,710) 223,423 164,679 14 (33)
Calaveras 3,269,572 58,645 14,809 99,182 (111,187) 57,354 8,926 3 (8)
Colusa 2,362,972 48,701 28,830 33,910 (94,059) 40,094 8,033 2 (6)
Contra Costa 50,377,376 1,132,213 (309,097) (137,539) (1,738,846) 896,959 41,505 51 (125)
Del Norte 3,647,004 69,702 109,148 - (138,333) 58,966 19,190 4 (11
El Dorado 9,042,278 186,535 143,535 230,485 (320,824) 165,492 45,521 9 (23)
Fresno 59,887,765 1,211,523 1,417,503 (255,520) (3,029,033) 1,008,611 244,118 63 (152)
Glenn 2,868,749 52,813 51,851 94,817 (115,557) 49,258 6,025 3 (@)
Humboldt 8,013,300 172,432 91,433 264,119 (425,808) 141,786 34,364 9 (22)
Imperial 10,296,136 237,510 80,091 (26,902) (368,916) 122,842 27,670 10 (25)
Inyo 2,522,842 57,003 37,523 16,894 (95,542) 40,726 7,587 2 (6)
Kern 61,233,870 1,122,339 2,080,729 (953,648) (3,142.777) 1,046,485 275,135 66 (159)
Kings 10,797,809 185,312 113,124 47,045 (429,257) 182,977 48,422 11 (26)
Lake 5,155,871 93,356 110,949 5,249 (171,163) 88,292 14,951 5 (12)
Lassen 2,625,010 65,929 47,203 43,626 (92,113) 39,265 8,926 3 (6)
Los Angeles 706,591,784 14,700,731 8,182,120 (2,389,942)| (28,238,886, 12,037,239 3,094,094 710 (1,722)
Madera 11,895,363 200,598 283,852 (21,605) (495,278) 211,119 41,951 13 31
Marin 12,971,963 337,855 134,371 (26,276) (474,469) 244,748 17,851 14 (34)
Mariposa 1,838,475 33,001 20,185 (14,653) (65,897) 28,090 3,347 2 ‘)
Mendocino 7,469,724 139,029 140,572 165,759 (355,283) 118,303 84,571 8 (19)
Merced 15,631,050 312,868 228,172 (59,013) (651,946) 277,902 56,232 16 (40)
Modoc 1,259,686 26,220 37,542 5,650 (52,864) 22,534 5,802 1 3)
Mono 2,248,683 43,038 11,274 8,140 (72,775) 31,021 446 2 (6)
Monterey 26,106,419 472,462 489,828 51,564 (1,019,502) 434,578 47,306 26 (63)
Napa 9,082,269 199,584 262,589 (26,589) (319,738) 164,932 36,149 9 (23)
Nevada 7,031,641 139,614 182,067 52,788 (221,442) 114,228 12,050 7 (16)
Orange 179,104,238 3,891,207 2,296,979 147,846 (6,276,002) 3,237,387 490,913 185 (451)
Placer 24,994,376 410,174 412,441 (158,024) (976,477) 416,238 36,595 25 (60)
Plumas 1,804,528 36,529 34,324 - (58,157) 24,790 2,901 2 [©)
Riverside 134,972,706 2,296,005 2,745,338 (734,293) (4,545,609) 2,344,789 828,305 134 (325)
Sacramento 104,543,253 2,090,813 1,280,259 14,335 (3.701,694) 1,909,467 175,836 109 (266)
San Benito 4,613,356 70,059 73,357 (23,478) (149,818) 63,862 14,356 5 (12)
San Bernardino 140,469,046 2,569,673 (461,927) (168,261) (4,579.,894) 2,362,474 954,157 135 (329)
San Diego 175,598,915 3,882,649 2,022,388 (325,225) (6,764,332) 2,883,396 481,095 176 427
San Francisco 56,925,148 1,531,727 1,137,025 373,581 (2,527,201) 841,510 98,852 64 (156)
San Joaquin 49,734,494 859,541 591,515 (303,671) (2,430,393) 814,205 76,315 50 (120)
San Luis Obispo 18,264,202 376,713 340,199 44,977 (890,721) 296,593 82,786 18 (45)
San Mateo 40,504,620 932,577 926,488 87,076 (1,448,731) 747,307 62,034 43 (104)
Santa Barbara 26,341,884 569,017 191,196 42,554 (1,037,243) 442,140 41,058 27 (65)
Santa Clara 89,640,157 2,129,236 1,942,632 63,425 (4,448,653) 1,481,318 155,530 93 (226)
Santa Cruz 16,130,084 321,970 248,082 18,595 (774,120) 257,767 34,141 16 (40)
Shasta 18,576,915 337,674 660,000 296,356 707,269 (546,003) 281,648 93,274 16 (40)
Sierra 891,087 21,571 29,716 (17,744) - - 223 (28,053) 17,744
Siskiyou 4,317,350 85,800 70,489 25,678 (145,391) 74,998 4,240 4 (10)
Solano 28,032,958 559,362 1,030,502 (39.904) (1,122,454) 478,462 161,109 29 (69)
Sonoma 29,676,947 643,923 1,179,705 (81,972) (1,404,359) 467,625 94,389 30 (74)
Stanislaus 29,356,713 540,457 465,703 (70.452) (1,059,443) 546,499 163,563 31 (76)
Sutter 7,996,328 127,407 234,605 3,875 (276,085) 142,415 21,422 8 (20)
Tehama 5,622,719 98,606 129,459 (34.454) (229,402) 97,786 14,504 6 (14)
Trinity 2,411,108 47,850 4,037 43,191 (66,987) 34,554 6,694 2 [©)
Tulare 31,819,225 457,506 1,258,729 (449.,452) (1,101,413) 568,148 84,348 33 (78)
Tuolumne 4,954,838 85,983 58,882 150,624 (232,387) 77,381 17,851 5 (12)
Ventura 42,227,019 914,809 1,261,141 42,907 (2,147,664) 715,132 431,558 44 (107)
Yolo 15,565,979 245,500 82,983 392,426 (516,996) 266,685 47,083 15 (38)
Yuba 6,019,484 105,550 76,395 92,348 (207,074) 106,816 43,513 6 (15)
Statewide - - - - - - - - - -
Total 2,433,279,704 50,000,000 660,000 35,581,637 (3,648,534)|  (96,982,000) 41,340,000 9,223,000 0 0

! Only statewide total is available.
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature
Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts
(Trial Court Trust Fund)

Allocations (Program 0150010)

Revenues

Court tl":rl:;lui:lc;;::)cz F@P;:)‘;’r; 5 Net. Automat.ed Record Children's Fee Revenues Replacem.ent of 2% Telephonic
Above the 3% Funds Held on LD K.eepmg an.d Waiting Room LG Automanm} L5 Appearance
Cap Behalf (FHOB) after FHOB Micrographics Courts Allocation
K L M =K-L N o P Q R

Alameda - - 142,074 236,940 605,393 424,792 -
Alpine (43.,446) 43,445 Q) 22 - 9.419 2,034 -
Amador (873,811) (873,811) 999 - 30,169 11,006 5,790
Butte (48.134) (48,134) 15,605 - 40,188 59,332 15,210
Calaveras (30,052) 29,500 (553) 1,257 - 18,028 18,652 791
Colusa - - 471 - 10,296 13,708 -
Contra Costa - - 93,107 161,462 352,527 218,186 -
Del Norte (267,071) 267,000 (1) 648 - 13,742 11,208 -
El Dorado (124,590) 124,590 - 4,653 - 323,238 54,374 24,418
Fresno - - 87,490 - 219,627 181,080 75,930
Glenn (166,886) 162,143 (4,743) 604 - 9,595 19,264 1,230
Humboldt - - 9,003 - 123,055 48,160 12,250
Imperial (329,086) 329,086 - 13,502 - 50,661 67,678 25,465
Inyo (260) (260) 308 - 10,644 30,402 1,395
Kern - - 81,762 - 233,497 277,328 38,700
Kings (223,287) 223,287 - 10,815 - 54,043 57,026 5,935
Lake (284,769) 283,538 (1,232) 1,752 - 24,129 20,328 -
Lassen - - 535 - 28,140 20,156 4,241
Los Angeles - - 1,237,360 1,971,492 3,375,807 3,144,530 -
Madera (264) (264) 4,041 - 44,983 52,502 -
Marin - - 17,791 - 85,403 114,766 42,540
Mariposa (449) (449) 372 - 5,662 3,904 -
Mendocino (521,705) 521,705 - 5.411 - 42,845 30,068 8,520
Merced - - 23,824 - 157,779 55,652 13,095
Modoc (45917) (45,917) 384 - 4,607 6,134 776
Mono (24,210) 24,210 (0) 284 - 101,447 12,446 -
Monterey (29,379) - (29,379) 26,446 - 166,662 183,464 -
Napa - - 2,745 - 66,563 30,550 14,590
Nevada - - 6,779 - 18,340 49,946 -
Orange (1,912,599) 1,912,599 - 314,175 528,799 4,316,857 923,882 -
Placer (1,554,289) 1,554,289 (0) 32,976 - 365,120 71,378 24,920
Plumas (206,283) 190,000 (16,283) 374 - 3,972 9,206 2,448
Riverside - S 80,154 409,908 676,459 532,226 -
Sacramento (66,907) 66,907 - 237,532 396,593 276,673 340,254 43,920
San Benito (209) - (209) 1,515 - 21,015 14,700 -
San Bernardino (5.838,129) 5,838,129 - 240,055 400,139 635,826 435,474 239,760
San Diego - - 278,097 472,264 743,520 718,442 -
San Francisco - - 81,509 139,568 344,517 272,528 17,515
San Joaquin (4,642,334) 4,616,785 (25,549) 75,855 127,428 156,554 201,698 51,955
San Luis Obispo - - - 18,148 30,257 62,485 130,020 18,700
San Mateo (3,901) 3,901 - 17,416 91,293 372,189 329,518 39,742
Santa Barbara - - 30,373 52,019 210,638 162,858 44,719
Santa Clara (20,541) (20,541) 132,912 222,276 975,364 452,782 -
Santa Cruz - - 14,634 - 64,395 113,210 21,904
Shasta - - 5,216 - (24,283) 44,394 9,190
Sierra - - 49 - 26,694 1,830 630
Siskiyou - - 1,101 - 15,976 37,000 -
Solano - - 46,710 77,849 140,617 119,364 42,765
Sonoma (941,913) (941,913) 38,643 64,469 144,982 119,004 14,895
Stanislaus (256,860) 255,967 (894) 50,033 - 629,690 88,718
Sutter (238,995) 238,055 (940) 2,625 - 56,810 37,382 2,795
Tehama (315,585) 315,585 - 1,724 - 25,566 28,100 1,340
Trinity (360,813) (360,813) 711 - 26,330 7,648 400
Tulare (521,844) (521,844) 35,044 - 119,636 204,932 12,890
Tuolumne - - 1,361 - 25,822 16,642 6,280
Ventura (681,766) 681,705 (61) 70,899 120,425 411,550 205,304 -
Yolo - - 14,681 - 28,177 48,556 -
Yuba - - 2,462 - 24,222 15,788 9,456
Statewide - - - - - - - -

Total (20,576,285) 17,682,424 (2,893,860) 3,617,032 5,503,181 17,103,863 10,907,514 897,100

! Only statewide total is available.
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature
Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts

(Trial Court Trust Fund)

Reimbursements (Programs 0150010, 0150011, 0150019, 0150037)

Reimbursements (Programs 0150010, 0150011, 0150019, 0150037)

i Court Reporters in
Court Cou.rt- CAC - Dependency | ypccp. Elder Self-Help Replacel.nent Al.mual Salary Family Law and Increas?d Court
Appointed DRAFT Jury Counfel DRAFT" Abuse Centers Scree.nmg Reimbursement Civil Law Case Transcript Interpreters
Counsel Collections Stations for Judges Program Types Rates Program
Program
S T U v w X Y Z AA AB AC AD

Alameda - 4,127,206 410,323 - - 48,655 1,017,456 81,344 601,055 1,031,041 172,281 6,191,530
Alpine - - - - - 34,711 - - 25,000 104 1,222
Amador - 162,137 4,201 - - 2,775 57,922 - - 31,541 10,200 65,955
Butte 861,447 42,226 - - 12,765 155,943 - 81,807 169,753 33,426 236,351
Calaveras 231,546 13,189 - - 2,035 60,856 - - 36,707 9,503 (15,000)
Colusa 32,754 1,169 - - 370 46,982 - - 25,000 3,889 146,109
Contra Costa 2,533,228 660,668 - - 15,540 722,449 117,357 353,955 650,187 195,061 3,293,842
Del Norte 3,626 275,298 2,042 - - 1,295 48,701 - - 33,956 11,955 27,806
El Dorado - 668,438 53,803 - - 4,440 147,338 - - 118,271 29,891 264,143
Fresno 4,135,086 253,626 - - 33,300 636,326 120,453 432,427 796,121 220,599 2,989,164
Glenn 141,039 3,743 - - 1,110 51,119 - - 25,000 3,641 131,427
Humboldt 745,681 80,937 - - 7,585 114,410 - - 126,022 1,455 145,453
Imperial - 797,587 41,893 - - 9,620 125,739 - - 123,729 11,931 846,476
Inyo 85,907 8,323 - - - 45,295 12,775 - 25,000 6,274 81,523
Kern 3,804,861 549,804 8,672 - 17,945 575,261 61,987 - 695,980 322,570 4,069,007
Kings 563,341 14,650 - - 7,030 124,210 - - 124,578 124,771 751,831
Lake - 246,219 14,215 - - 6,660 74,100 - - 66,394 19,336 192,722
Lassen 140,368 4,326 - - 2,590 51,816 - - 25,000 12,801 40,370
Los Angeles - 82,584,565 2,660,766 - - 397,195 5,905,041 430,429 - 9,553,044 2,189,254 40,706,765
Madera 618,024 83,706 - - 4,995 127,752 - - 166,742 44,882 1,014,307
Marin - 398,873 40,793 - - 7,400 186,887 33,960 - 142,636 35,456 919,610
Mariposa 75,764 2,978 - - 185 8,922 - 11,000 25,000 4,019 46,196
Mendocino 5,258 678,304 39,829 - - 11,285 87,604 - - 74,629 47,709 455,994
Merced 1,172,432 144,655 - - 4,255 203,166 - - 203,529 60,045 1,397,380
Modoc 68,709 - - - - 36,998 - - 25,000 2,037 15,966
Mono 16,425 704 - - - 41,913 - 11,000 25,000 3,208 83,483
Monterey 428,532 77,016 - - 11,285 292,214 6,437 143,039 262,987 57,396 1,846,628
Napa 315,990 20,361 - - 1,850 115,118 12,725 51,175 100,932 47,587 1,066,533
Nevada 184,034 12,102 - - 11,655 94,368 1,305 45,000 72,304 16,739 137,308
Orange 9,800,874 662,189 - - 5295 1,915,066 154,591 402,225 2,156,003 516,932 9,593,675
Placer 591,845 113,820 - - 6,845 277,721 6,363 - 261,509 89,862 859,357
Plumas 30,000 137,275 145 - - 555 45,425 - - 25,000 1,835 3,277
Riverside 11,902,759 1,305,892 - - 69,375 1,484,060 187,685 - 1,756,704 7,386 7,346,858
Sacramento - 4,487,941 496,017 - - 79,180 973,583 175,959 622,299 1,223,119 373,693 5,386,155
San Benito 78,674 2,592 - - 1,480 72,920 - - 40,478 4,948 153,641
San Bernardino 14,761,471 574,346 - - 41,440 1,335,608 - 771,701 1,937,637 349,223 6,729,582
San Diego - 5,904,600 795,714 - - 146,150 1,989,883 42,524 - 2,179,163 447,048 7,109,729
San Francisco 3,042,197 735,823 - - 22,755 535,395 - 426,581 703,092 169,583 6,251,286
San Joaquin - 3,369,172 335,763 - - 20,535 501,401 - - 557,652 136,695 2,761,590
San Luis Obispo - 765,888 96,956 - - 4,440 200,629 - 95,853 167,170 75,568 942,318
San Mateo 724,811 273,734 - - 16,465 471,779 - 261,061 376,647 119,959 3,679,966
Santa Barbara - 1,488,676 160,465 - - 8,510 298,093 161,344 191,679 258,026 88,859 3,724,192
Santa Clara - 2,132,549 726,384 - - 88,985 1,164,067 - 667,881 866,029 209,322 8,961,455
Santa Cruz - 563,955 110,572 - - 11,655 191,965 82,395 - 146,060 42,745 1,045,000
Shasta 910,500 107,390 - - 18,315 141,669 - 78,348 173,496 48,644 437,550
Sierra 25,169 - - - - 28,448 - - 25,000 663 719
Siskiyou 192,861 43,870 - - 2,405 60,085 - 22,644 42,778 14,481 75,981
Solano - 1,112,796 258,968 - - 13,690 300,389 55,460 189,340 306,758 94,618 1,176,700
Sonoma - 1,635,291 139,468 - - 22,015 321,108 12,925 - 302,868 58,369 2,416,236
Stanislaus 7,242 1,281,620 214,782 - - 18,870 361,215 - - 393,817 80,681 2,141,732
Sutter 78,075 2,246 - - 1,480 93,002 2,300 - 83,408 9,278 289,864
Tehama 273,936 2,585 - - 5,735 72,678 - - 64,733 9,737 213,344
Trinity 83,204 181 - - - 43,538 - - 25,000 2,164 15,806
Tulare 1,717,991 118,529 - - 25,530 316,908 - - 371,607 125,425 3,042,884
Tuolumne 261,998 14,101 - - 4,440 66,713 - 30,000 54,146 22,932 83,814
Ventura 1,704,718 435,681 - - 11,470 530,521 - - 503,150 100,362 3,867,907
Yolo 1,168,815 208,008 - - 8,880 164,970 - 81,865 148,410 81,946 774,093
Yuba 410,183 10,631 - - 2,405 83,056 - - 69,454 19,020 126,259
Statewide - - - - 578,627 - - - - - - -

Total 63,931,374 112,818,390 13,188,900 8,672 578,627 1,352,720 25,238,513 1,760,318 5,571,934 30,000,000 7,000,000 146,361,074

! Only statewide total is available.
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature

Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts

(Trial Court Trust Fund)

Grants (Programs 0150010, 0150067, 0150071,

0150087, 0150091)
Coust Coe | oformadon | Mot o
Coordination' Centers ' SeILEelD
AE AF AG AH

Alameda - - - 103,751,962
Alpine - - - 980,877
Amador - - - 2,919,100
Butte - - - 16,096,488
Calaveras - - - 3,773,755
Colusa - - - 2,709,232
Contra Costa - - - 59,630,068
Del Norte - - - 4,195,808
El Dorado - - - 11,186,016
Fresno - - - 70,666,106
Glenn - - - 3,386,238
Humboldt - - - 9,705,622
Imperial - - - 12,482,697
Inyo - - - 2,894,355
Kern - - - 72,399,414
Kings - - - 12,783,646
Lake - - - 5,960,889
Lassen - - - 3,068,185
Los Angeles - - - 868,132,377
Madera - - - 14,277,389
Marin - - - 15,232,140
Mariposa - - - 2,025,650
Mendocino - - - 9,250,119
Merced - - - 19,231,051
Modoc - - - 1,373,346
Mono - - - 2,565,734
Monterey - - - 30,025,966
Napa - - - 11,245,902
Nevada - - - 7,960,815
Orange - - - 214,252,866
Placer - - - 27,843,003
Plumas - - - 2,071,858
Riverside - - - 163,666,516
Sacramento - - - 121,425,032
San Benito - - - 5,053,231
San Bernardino - - - 169,597,337
San Diego - - - 198,605,769
San Francisco - - - 71,122,900
San Joaquin - - - 57,587,136
San Luis Obispo - - - 21,123,156
San Mateo - - - 48,591,890
Santa Barbara - - - 33,471,019
Santa Clara - - - 107,522,437
Santa Cruz - - - 18,644,986
Shasta - - - 22,357,537
Sierra - - - 1,023,744
Siskiyou - - - 4,942,341
Solano - - - 33,036,018
Sonoma - - - 33,982,663
Stanislaus - - - 35,209,607
Sutter - - - 8,907,340
Tehama - - - 6,398,690
Trinity - - - 1,963,801
Tulare - - - 37,684,735
Tuolumne - - - 5,701,415
Ventura - - - 51,406,703
Yolo - - - 18,812,040
Yuba - - - 7,009,958
Statewide 927,827 488,971 1,597,003 3,592,427

Total 927,827 488,971 1,597,003 2,912,519,098

1 Only statewide total is available.
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(Improvement and Modernization Fund)

Jury
c Self-Help Management Total
ourt Centers
Systems
A B C

Alameda 210,789 - 210,789
Alpine 295 295
Amador 5,146 5,146
Butte 26,137 - 26,137
Calaveras 8,945 1,988 10,933
Colusa 2,783 2,783
Contra Costa 249,337 - 249,337
Del Norte 4,896 45,000 49,896
El Dorado 24,292 - 24,292
Fresno 256,482 23,700 280,182
Glenn 3,669 3,669
Humboldt 17,235 17,235
Imperial 22,920 - 22,920
Inyo 4,753 - 4,753
Kern 116,011 27,599 143,610
Kings 19,335 11,000 30,335
Lake 8,595 8,595
Lassen 3,819 - 3,819
Los Angeles 2,543,108 - 2,543,108
Madera 20,094 - 20,094
Marin 32,769 32,769
Mariposa 2,173 2,173
Mendocino 11,489 - 11,489
Merced 36,258 - 36,258
Modoc 2,304 2,304
Mono 1,696 - 1,696
Monterey 85,868 111,150 197,018
Napa 17,386 60,025 77,411
Nevada 12,939 11,995 24,934
Orange 496,463 496,463
Placer 52,238 - 52,238
Plumas 2,449 2,449
Riverside 310,798 172,730 483,528
Sacramento 201,385 - 201,385
San Benito 8,342 18,335 26,677
San Bernardino 278,980 - 278,980
San Diego 766,916 - 766,916
San Francisco 107,466 409,840 517,306
San Joaquin 132,420 - 132,420
San Luis Obispo 35,714 35,714
San Mateo 159,964 215,260 375,224
Santa Barbara 56,604 137,064 193,668
Santa Clara 242,213 20,000 262,213
Santa Cruz 33,857 - 33,857
Shasta 23,077 - 23,077
Sierra 813 813
Siskiyou 5,591 - 5,591
Solano 57,096 20,523 77,619
Sonoma 61,537 - 61,537
Stanislaus 70,134 - 70,134
Sutter 12,646 58,988 71,634
Tehama 8,290 8,290
Trinity 3,754 3,754
Tulare 60,637 60,637
Tuolumne 7,012 41,841 48,852
Ventura 156,691 156,691
Yolo 28,072 - 28,072
Yuba 10,514 87,577 98,091
Statewide - -

Total 7,143,196 1,474,614 8,617,810
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature

Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts
(General Fund)

AB 1058 Collaborative Parolee
Child Courts- California Service of | Prisoners' | Homicide | Reentry Employee Pretrial Total
Court Support [Substance Abuse| Justice Corps Process Hearings Trials Court Benefits Funding
Program Programs Program1
A B C D E F G H 1 J

Alameda 2,509,505 54,428 129,765 3,102,046 2,428,229 8,223,972
Alpine - 11,794 100 20,340 100,000 132,234
Amador 239,889 31,702 7,000 185,271 51,756 150,000 665,618
Butte 325,646 30,388 25,740 124,077 559,788 1,065,639
Calaveras 199,148 3,300 50,506 150,000 402,954
Colusa 184,113 50 24,773 200,000 408,936
Contra Costa 1,983,062 - 53,510 1,396,191 1,702,176 5,134,939
Del Norte 184,817 36,327 3,220 94,130 125,000 443,495
El Dorado 437,928 8,152 20,735 213,120 234,237 914,172
Fresno 3,185,270 58,181 59,140 19,223 3,340,363 1,787,185 8,449,363
Glenn 329,160 41,132 395,552 4,050 54,665 175,000 999,559
Humboldt 245,872 22,621 13,585 - 73,084 299,517 654,679
Imperial 500,065 11,800 36,309 125,539 324,595 998,308
Inyo 68,451 25,355 3,610 75,586 200,000 373,001
Kern 1,948,098 - 55,430 556,363 3,544,268 1,638,844 7,743,002
Kings 430,890 25,810 22,235 433,391 45,118 290,148 1,247,593
Lake 261,534 - 15,525 9,123 200,000 486,182
Lassen 136,134 25,355 9,030 250,262 7,839 200,000 628,619
Los Angeles 17,313,512 69,352 1,342,188 640,440 63,912 18,887,968 16,540,887 54,858,259
Madera 447,416 27,839 14,660 162,192 384,825 271,429 1,308,360
Marin 350,517 25,836 21,850 4,526 644,511 318,326 1,365,567
Mariposa 52,889 2,550 22,301 150,000 227,740
Mendocino 275,054 30,268 5,530 311,771 200,000 822,622
Merced 1,011,199 22,069 10,595 774,827 557,344 2,376,034
Modoc 83,434 30,268 700 31,967 200,000 346,369
Mono 110,850 85,041 200,000 396,491
Monterey 1,056,742 37,700 30,495 118,153 277,496 794,007 2,314,594
Napa 203,761 17,300 3,422 309,795 207,299 741,577
Nevada 501,412 41,614 17,895 95,495 200,000 856,416
Orange 3,900,661 80,185 74,468 6,929,920 5,268,984 16,254,219
Placer 437,174 - 28,370 634,796 540,218 1,640,559
Plumas 252,632 33,424 3,300 14,929 125,000 429,285
Riverside 3,387,182 17,021 139,095 77,692 923,656 4,214,281 8,758,927
Sacramento 3,234,433 70,484 101,175 315,302 3,560,591 2,422,207 9,704,193
San Benito 302,638 20,212 4,470 34,642 200,000 561,962
San Bernardino 7,047,059 58,181 137,965 9,032 1,264,732 4,021,734 12,538,703
San Diego 5,465,620 61,624 290,874 403,390 9,413 2,853,598 5,927,809 15,012,328
San Francisco 1,585,969 57,977 85,790 5,487,134 979,222 8,196,092
San Joaquin 1,453,450 78,171 85,885 163,338 1,245,356 1,347,792 4,373,992
San Luis Obispo 429,542 45,672 16,635 191,536 298,957 764,166 1,746,508
San Mateo 1,089,583 56,302 39,230 2,411,112 996,136 4,592,363
Santa Barbara 977,571 39,418 38,200 1,597,661 1,217,426 3,870,276
Santa Clara 3,582,887 58,181 91,180 2,309,466 3,003,850 9,045,565
Santa Cruz 480,724 64,254 19,290 203,558 674,410 1,442,236
Shasta 1,024,187 52,938 64,770 262,221 244,031 1,648,146
Sierra - 25,355 270 9,616 200,000 235,241
Siskiyou 281,940 27,000 8,755 - 91,038 200,000 608,733
Solano 773,319 61,348 55,370 113,216 353,778 695,875 2,052,906
Sonoma 431,081 46,923 32,670 1,172,049 699,611 2,382,334
Stanislaus 1,280,934 33,598 53,200 1,305,229 943,376 3,616,337
Sutter 314,968 27,432 11,175 159,761 200,000 713,336
Tehama 344,127 36,493 15,570 108,184 200,000 704,373
Trinity - (7,107) 290 53,679 25,000 71,862
Tulare 1,143,304 39,293 42,190 - 33,744 877,423 2,135,954
Tuolumne 399,714 40,323 7,705 - 50,352 200,000 698,095
Ventura 629,645 54,428 51,465 968,752 1,387,428 3,091,717
Yolo 321,421 - 24,815 210,076 770,010 1,326,322
Yuba 320,602 31,914 8,635 90,867 200,000 652,018
Statewide (3,120,585) 487,260 (389,512) 655,500 (2,367,337)

Total| 72,348,149 1,867,238 2,028,614 3,332,423 2,323,042 - 655,500 68,818,575 68,950,000 220,323,540

1 Only statewide total is available.
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Appendix C: Other Trial Court Budget Reports to the Legislature
Allocations and Reimbursements to the Trial Courts

(Federal Trust Fund)
Court Improvement
Access to
Court Visitation ProgranT - XV & Total
Training
A B C

Alameda 7,496 7,496
Alpine -
Amador -
Butte - -
Calaveras 4,100 4,100
Colusa 400 400
Contra Costa -
Del Norte - -
El Dorado - - -
Fresno - -
Glenn 400 400
Humboldt 117,561 1,515 119,076
Imperial - -
Inyo - -
Kern -
Kings -
Lake - -
Lassen 1,200 1,200
Los Angeles 9,556 9,556
Madera -
Marin -
Mariposa -
Mendocino 4,173 4,173
Merced 3,893 3,893
Modoc 4,173 4,173
Mono - 9 -
Monterey - -
Napa 6,650 6,650
Nevada -
Orange 146,509 - 146,509
Placer -
Plumas 1,300 1,300
Riverside -
Sacramento 9,865 9,865
San Benito 650 650
San Bernardino 243,550 - 243,550
San Diego 8,504 8,504
San Francisco 197,561 8,013 205,574
San Joaquin 10,581 10,581
San Luis Obispo 6,290 6,290
San Mateo - -
Santa Barbara -
Santa Clara 168,245 8,013 176,258
Santa Cruz 9,898 9,898
Shasta 145,726 145,726
Sierra -
Siskiyou 3,708 3,708
Solano 8,704 8,704
Sonoma 8,532 8,532
Stanislaus 1,305 1,305
Sutter - -
Tehama 114 114
Trinity - -
Tulare 202,056 202,056
Tuolumne 8,415 8,415
Ventura 7,496 7,496
Yolo -
Yuba 138,275 138,275
Statewide - 38,474 38,474

Total 1,359,483 183,420 1,542,902
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Appendix D: Statement of Intended Purpose for Each Allocation or
Reimbursement

Column

Allocation/Reimbursement

Purpose

This annual base allocation was approved by the Judicial Council and
provided for trial court operations. It reflects annual funding

A Base Budget adjustments since the beginning of state trial court funding, including
those related to the State Appropriations Limit, budget change
proposals, and the Workload Formula allocation methodology.

Trial Court Operations This allocation reflects the portion of the courts’ ongoing TCTF base

B Allocatilz)n allocation as authorized by the 2023 Budget Act (Sen. Bill 101
(Skinner); Stats. 2023, ch. 12).

Ongoing Appropriation to Fund $660,000 ongoing funding to support t'rlal. court gecurlty costs for a

C Trial Court Securit new courthouse in Shasta. Court security is provided by the Shasta

y County Marshal’s Office.

FY 2024-25 Non-Interpreter Th}s allocation is for FY 2024-25 fqll-year cost changqs for
D . retirement, employee health, and retiree health for non-interpreter

Benefit Cost Change Funding

employees.
B FY 2024-25 Non-Interpreter | This adjustment is for a current year augmentation of FY 2024-25
Benefits Augmentation non-interpreter benefits.
F FY 2024-25 Allocation Ongoing $97 million reduction to the trial court operational funding
Reduction initially included in the Budget Act of 2024.
FY 2024-25 Partial Restoration | Partial $42 million restoration of the $97 million funding reduction for
G . ) .
of Allocation Reduction the trial courts.
This allocation was for costs associated with criminal justice

H Criminal Justice Realignment | realignment based on the number of parole and post release
community supervision petitions received.

I Workload Funding Floor This allocation reflects each court’s share of the FY 2024-25

Adjustment Workload Formula funding floor allocation adjustment.
Workload Funding Floor This allocation reflects each court’s share of the FY 2024-25
J Adjustment due to FY 2024-25 | Workload Formula funding floor allocation adjustment after
Benefit Augmentation implementing the FY 2024-25 benefit adjustment.

This allocation is a reduction to courts for any amount of their FY

K Final Calculation for Fund 2024-25 ending fund balance subject to the 3 percent fund balance cap

Balance Above the 3% Cap (Gov. Code, § 77203(b)) in excess of the cap as required by
Government Code section 68502.5(c)(2)(A).
Approved FY 202425 Funds Judicial Council approved.proce.:ss that a}lows courts to hold funchng
L for approved one-time projects in the Trial Court Trust Fund, which
Held on Behalf (FHOB)
may offset any funds above the 3 percent cap.
This is the net reduction for courts over the fund balance subject to the

M Net Reduction after FHOB 3 percent fund balance cap. It is the net amount reduced from a court

over its 3 percent cap after approved Funds Held on Behalf of the trial
courts have been calculated.
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Column

Allocation/Reimbursement

Purpose

Automated Record Keeping and

This allocation was for automation of record keeping and

N Micrographics micrographics.

0 Children's Waiting Room This allocat}on was for costs of operating a children’s waiting room
(except capital outlay).
This allocation was for revenues returned to courts for various local

Fee Revenues Returned to 1 .
P fees charged by courts based on the cost of providing a service or
Courts

product.
This allocation replaced funding previously provided from the 2

Q Replacement of 2% Automation | percent automation revenues deposited into the State Trial Court

Fund Allocation Improvement and Modernization Fund. The allocation amounts by

court are specified in Government Code section 77207.5.
This allocation was to provide courts the amount received in FY 2009-

R Telephonic Appearance 10 from telephonic appearance revenue-sharing arrangements with
vendors, as required by Government Code section 72011.

S Court-Appointed Counsel This allocation was for reimbursement of court-appointed dependency
counsel expenditures.

This allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances for
reimbursement of court-appointed dependency counsel costs for courts
i participating in the Dependency, Representation, Administration,

T CAC- DRAFT Funding, and Training (DRAFT) program, in which the Judicial
Council contracts with dependency counsel on behalf of specific
courts.

U Jury This allocation was for reimbursement of eligible juror costs.

. This allocation was for reimbursement of court-appointed dependency
Juvenile Dependency Counsel . . .
v Collections Proeram counsel expenditures from monies collected through the Juvenile
gt Dependency Counsel Collections Program (JDCCP).
This allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances for
i | reimbursement of court-appointed dependency counsel costs from

w JDCCP - DRAFT funding collected through the JDCCP for courts participating in the
DRAFT program.

This allocation was for reimbursement of costs related to protective

X Elder Abuse . .
orders involving elder or dependent adult abuse.

This allocation was for reimbursement of expenses charged in

Y Self-Help Centers accordance with each court’s intra-branch agreement for self-help
center funding.

7 Replacement Screening This allocation was for reimbursement of entrance screening station

Stations replacement costs.
AA Annual Salary Reimbursement | This allocation was to reimburse the courts/counties for the parts of
for Judges Program judges’ salaries that were not paid by the State Controller’s Office.
AB Court Reporters in Family Law | $30 million ongoing General Fund to increase the number of court

and Civil Law Case Types

reporters in family law and civil cases.
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Column

Allocation/Reimbursement

Purpose

$7 million ongoing General Fund to cover costs associated with

AC Increased Transcript Rates . .
increased transcript rates.

This allocation was for reimbursement of eligible Program 0150037

AD Court Interpreters Program . . . . )
expenditures, including compensation of staff and contract interpreters.

AE Civil Case Coordination! This qllocatlon was for reimbursement of the cost of handling
coordinated cases.

This grant allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances for costs

AF Family Law Information related to projects in the Los Angeles, Sutter, and Fresno superior

Centers ! courts, which assist more than 45,000 low-income, self-represented
litigants with forms, information, and resources in family law matters.
This grant allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances for pilot
y ) It o )

AG Model Self-Help! self: hglp centers that proylde self-represented 11t1.gants various forms
of assistance, such as basic legal and procedural information, help
filling out forms, and referrals to other community resources.

State Trial Court Improvement and Modernization Fund (IMF)
Column | Allocation/Reimbursement | Purpose
This allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances to establish or

A Self-Help Centers expand self-help assistance in family law, domestic violence, and other

civil matters to every county in California.

B Jury Management Systems This allocation is for court jury management systems and is funded from

royalty revenue related to jury instructions.
General Fund
Column | Allocation/Reimbursement | Purpose
AB 1058 Child Support This.allocat.ion reflects expen'di‘Fures and encqmbrances fqr costs to Provjde
A required child support commissioner and family law facilitator services in
Program
the courts.
Collaborative Courts— This allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances for grants that
B L
Substance Abuse Programs | support drug and other collaborative justice court programs.
This allocation reflects expenditures and encumbrances to administer the
. . . Justice Corps Program in partnership with the Alameda, Los Angeles, and
lif t . ) . . > . 2
c California Justice Corps San Diego superior courts in which students serve as assistants in self-help
legal-access centers.
This allocation was to reimburse courts for the cost of serving restraining
D Service of Process orders and injunctions for which the courts were billed by the sheriff’s
department pursuant to Government Code section 6103.2(b)(4).
This allocation was to reimburse trial courts for necessary and reasonable
costs connected with state prisons, Division of Juvenile Justice institutions,

E Prisoners’ Hearings prisoners, and wards, including costs for the preparation of trials or pretrial

hearings, and actual trials or hearings, pursuant to Penal Code
sections 4750—4755 and 6005.
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Column

Allocation/Reimbursement

Purpose

Homicide Trials

This allocation was to reimburse courts for extraordinary costs of homicide
trials pursuant to Government Code section 15202.

Parolee Reentry Court
Program CDCR

This allocation supports a program that transferred funding from the
California Department of Corrections (CDCR) and Rehabilitation to the
Judicial Council to expand or enhance existing parolee reentry courts in the
Alameda, San Francisco, San Joaquin, Santa Clara, and Solano superior
courts with the goal of reducing recidivism among the parolee population.

Employee Benefits

This allocation was to reimburse for cost increases for trial court employee
health and retirement benefits and retiree health benefits.

Pretrial Funding

This allocation was for the implementation and operation of ongoing court
programs and practices that promote the safe, efficient, fair, and timely
pretrial release of individuals booked into jail.

Federal Trust Fund

Column

Allocation/Reimbursement

Purpose

A

Access to Visitation

This allocation from the federal Office of Child Support Enforcement was
for programs that facilitate noncustodial parents’ access to and visitation
with their children. The specific services provided include supervised
visitation and exchanges, parent education, and group counseling services.

Court Improvement
Program—XV & Training

This allocation was to support juvenile dependency collaborative courts in
12 trial courts and support psychotropic medication consultations in
dependency cases in 22 trial courts.
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