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THE LAW SCHOOL AND THE JUDICIARY

KARL WARDEN
Dean of the Law School of the University of North Dakota

Any law school dean asked to comment on the rela-
tionship between his school and the judiciary is irresisti-
bly tempted to start counting the number of graduates
who have occupied judicial positions. This Dean is no
different from all the others of his breed. When I was
asked to contribute an essay to this annual report of the
Judicial Council, and when I was told that the essay
should concern itself with the relationship between the
University of North Dakota School of Law and the
North Dakota judiciary, 1 immediately went to ‘our
- alumnirecords to count how many judges, nowand in the

/v\:nst were our graduates. It was not long before I realized

e

e
I

,:zt while a substantial majorlty of persons who are or
nave served in judicial roles in North Dakota aré gradu-

ates of this school, nevertheless many distinguished"

North Dakota jurists are graduates of other schools, It

. finally dawned on me that in any state where there is but

one law school — assuming that schoolis accredited and
reasonably competent — then most of the judges in that
state will be graduates of that school. The bare statement
that most of our judges are products of this Schobl of

Law, is not only self-evident, it is not even sufficientiy -

remarkable to be considered self-serving. I quickly
retreated from my judge count,

I next decided that the best approach to this essay '

would be to explore the various ways in which occupants
of the bench contribute directly to the curriculum of the
Law School by judging moot court arguments, by teach-
ing courses and by conducting demonstrations for the
law students. Here the role of the University of North
Dakota was easily distinguishable from most other law
schools. The North Dakota Supreme Court has, each
year for several years, held a full day of hearings in the
School of Law. These hearings have been conducted so
that all thelaw students might see an actual Supreme
Court argument and not spend their entire three years of

law school training exposed only to moot arguments, Not
only has the Supreme Court been willing to work with the
law students, other-courts as well have-been generous
with their time. The United States District Court has held
trials in the Law School each year, and this year the.
United States Referee in Bankruptcy held a hearing in
our court room. Prospects are bright for State District
Court cases to be heard here. All of these actual cases,

together with the various:moot court functions in whxch
members of the Bench take part, contribute greatly to our
students’ understanding of the role of the judiciary.
Although the University of North Dakota School of Law
stands somewhat ahead of other law schools in its sub-
stantial use of the judiciary for training law students,

nevertheless that is not,the most important measure of
the relationship betwien this law school and the
judiciary.

To fully understand the role the judiciary plays in the
Law School, it is necessary to examine the way in which
legal education has evolved during the past twenty-five to
thirty years. After World War 11, when crowds of vete-
rans returned to temporarily over-populate our law
schools, the case system of law teaching clearly domi-
nated the instruction at every law school in the country.
For those of us old enough to remember those days, the
case system meant that for each class each day the student
would prepare and be expected to be able to recite five to
six “cases.” These “cases” — no matter what the subject
matter of the course — were always edited and abridged
versions of appellate decisions (usually from Massachu-
setts or California) arranged in some mdecxpherable
order by the textbook editor. For the average three'to
four hour course this meant there would be recitations in

class on 400 to 500 cases. Out of that hodgepodge, pre-

sumably, the student would weave a tapestry which
would ultimately depict the “law” of contracts or torts or
crimes or some other complex topic. Needless to say, the

reading of a transcript of a district court or trial court .

case was unheard of. It was equally forbidden to deal with
- pure legislation. The only statutes ever mentioned were
ones being interpreted by a court. Everi'then only small
segments of the statute were cited, The only exception to
this occurred in courses in taxation where the Internal
Revenue Code was occasionally cited by the instructor.
By.the mid to late 1950’s the inadequacy of this form of
instruction became apparent. Graduates who entered the
practice of law quickly realized there was more to the law
than reading appellate decisions — even decisions written
by Cardozo, Brandeis, Holmes and Hand. The word
filtered back into the school and students cried for some-
thing “more practical.” Too frequently the clamor for
something more practical was met with the bland state-
ment that “it is not the job of law schools to teach you
‘where the door to the courthouse is located.” But at the
same time that the law schools were officially decrying
this demand for the teaching of the practical, the law
school professors were busily rewriting their traditional

".case books. Compendiums of cases were no longercalled

Cases on the Law of Gribbits, but were design,_gted as

« rials” in early texts — on[y an occasional questxon at the

end of a chapter — became larger and larger parts of the
printed text. By the late 1960’s books calling themselves
“Cases and Materials” contained less than half the
number of “cases” and twice as many pages of text as had
the same books five years earlier. This of course meant a
change in the instruction techniques used to present the
book. It was no longer sufficient simply to call for “next
case please” because the next case might not appear for 50
pages. Nor was it sufficient to assume that the students
had read the 50 intervening pages with understanding.
The end result was that law teaching took on a pre-
Langdellian flavor and law classes witnessed more lec-

=tures by the instructor and less gameplaying with stu-

dents reciting on the traditional abridged appellate case,
The underlying truth behind this change was that the

‘changing role of the appellate court was being accurately

reflected in the changing role of the appellate case in the
law school classroom. More law school time and atten-
tion began to be paid to behavior of trial courts and to
other agencies serving as substitutes for the traditional
dispute-settling roles of the judiciary. More law school
attention began to be paid to the law makers and the law
generators and somewhat less to the law “interpreters.”

As always happens, the pendulum swung too far in the
direction of “materials.” There is now evident ‘in law
school curriculums all across the nation a return to the
Jjudicial decision as an indispensable part of legal educa-
tion. We must not, however, expect to see a return to the
“next case please” system of the immediate post World

- War 11 era.

The significance of this for the judiciary is that as law
schools take a more mature look at the product of our
judicial branch, so too the judicial branch has begua to
take a more thoughtful look at its own roles as dispute-
settler and policy-maker. The claims and wants and
desires and expectations of men and women in our mod-
ern society must be satisfied as nearly as possible by this
complex system we call law. There are, of course, as many
definitions of law as there are persons practicing law, but
whatever definition offered, the bottom line must always
be that law is what the law makers will in fact do. When
the law makers are exclusively members of the judiciary,

I
=

[§

i R (-

then there is little point in examining the role of the
executive or the legislative. But when there is full inter-
play between the executive, legislative and the judicial, it
is foolish to prétend that “law™ is the exclusive province
of any of these ccequal branches of government.

The relationship that exists in/{981 between the judi-
ciary and the law schools across the nation, and in partic-
ular the Law School at the University of North Dakota, is
one in which the judicial role in attaining the ends of the
legal order is carefully examined in light of the particular
topic of the course. This inevitable relationship was antic-

" ipated by Rosco Pound when he said:

“A legal system attains the ends of the legal order (1)
by recognizing certain interests, individual, public,
and social; (2) by defining the limits within which those
interests shall be recognized and given effect through
legal precepts developed and applied by the judicial
(and today the administrative) process accordingto an

authoritative technique; and (3) by endeavoring to

secure the interests so recogmzed within the defined

limits.”

The end result of these sweeping changes in the role of
the judiciary and the judicial product in teaching of law is
that todays law student has a greater opportunity to
recognize and understand that the most difficult job
faced by a judge is not to decide between right and wrong,
but to attempt to reach a just decision when all the claims
presented to the court have significant elements of right
and sngmﬁcant elements of wrong. Hopefully today’s
student recognizes that judges do not create law out of
wholecloth but must always work with and be limited by
materials supplied to them by the other two branches of
government and by parties whose conduct is se]dom
exemplary. -

Addendum

During the course of the writing of this essay, the Dean
of the Law School wis informed that the American Col-
lege of Trial Lawyers has smgleq out the University of
North Dakota School of Law for'its annual Emil Gum-
pert Award. This award is granted annually to the one
law school in the nation which, in the opinion of the
American College of Trial Lawyers, is doing the most
outstanding job in the trial advocacy area.
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A PROFILE OF THE NORTH DAKOTA JUDICIAL SYSTEM

Structure of the Court System
Until the adoption of a revamped-judicial article in
1976, the organization and structure of the North Dakota
judicia! system remained essentially the same as that
established by the original consitution of 1889. Under the
original constitution, the judicial powers of the state were
vested in a Supreme Court, District Courts, County
Courts, Justice of the Peace Courts, and such Municipal
Courts as established by the Legislature. The Judicial
Article created by the 1976 amendments to the Constitu-
tion abolished the Justice of the Peace Courts and vested
the judicial powers of the state ina unified judicial system
consisting of a Supreme Court, District Courts, and such
other courts as provided for by law. Thus, under the new
judicial article, only the Supreme Court and the District
Courts have retained their status as constitutional courts.
All other courts in the state are statutery courts. Figure 1
provided a diagram of the present court structure of the
North Dakota judicial system.
N
Administrative Authority o
1n addition to these structural changes, the new judicial
article ¢'~rified the administrative responsibilities of the
Suprem¢ Court by denoting the Chief Justice as the
administrative head of the judicial system and by grant-
ing the Chief Justice the authority to assign judges for
temporary duty in any nonfederal court in the state. It
also acknowledged the Supreme Court’s rulemaking
authority in such areas as court procedure and attorney
supervision. Figure 2 on the previous page presents a

diagram .of the administrative structure of the North
Dakota judicial system. ’

Selection and Removal of Judges

All judges in North Dakota are elected in nonpartisan
elections. Justices of the Supreme Court are elected for
ten year terms; District Court judges are elected for six

o

B

year terms; and all judges of the limited jurisdiction
courts are elected for four year tefuds.
* Pursuant to Section 97 of the North Dakota Constitu-
tion (now renumbered as Article VI, Section 13), a Judi-
‘cial Nominating Committée was established to fill
vacancies in‘the Supreme Court and the District Courts,
Unless the Governor calls a special election to fill a
vacarcy, the Judicial Nominating Committee submits a
list of names to the Governor from which the Governor
makes an appointment, The current Judicial Nominating
Committee and the procedures which govern it were
established by a 1979 executive order of the Governor.
The North Dakota Constitution provides that judges

“can be removed from office by impeachment. It also

authorizes the Legislature to provide for the retirement,
discipline, and removal of judges by methods other than
impeachment. Pursuant to this grant of authority, the
Judicial Qualifications Commission was created:and
charged with the responsibility of investigating charges
against judges and recommending that disciplinary mea-

 “sures be taken by the Supreme Court in those cases where
“ it feels such action is appropriate,

- Caseload Overview

Like most courts across the country, the caseloads of
North Dakota courts have been continuously growing.
Since 1976 the total number of cases filed in North
Dakota courts has increased by 54 percent. Although
judicial productivity has increased by 59 percent, it has
not kept pace with the increase in case filings. In each year
since 1976 the number of case filings has exceeded the

number of dispositions. As a consequence, the number of -

cases pending at the end of the calendar year has been
rising with each passing year. Table | provides an illustra-
tion of this trend for the last two years. A more detailed
analysis of the caseloads of the various state courts for the

1979 and 1980 calendar years will be provided through-
out’this report. :

-

=
.

TABLE 1—A CASELOAD COMPARISON OF NORTH DAKOTA COURTS FOR THE
1979 AND 1980 CALENDAR YEARS

N ‘ . ; : ) Filings Dispositions Pending at Year's End

Level of Court e . 1979 1980 . l979 . 1980 i 1979 1980
Supreme Court............ veerae v 208 294 o241 257 88 : 125
Courts of General Jurisdiction ... 13,099 12,()\39 13,925 5,316 5,758
Courts of Limited Jurisdiction ... Lo 155,294 173,822 152,963 . 172,972 .7 14,631 15481
TOtal i esesievan s et 168,601 188,483 165,243 187,154 20,035 . 21,364
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JUSTICE
Vernon R, Pederson

JUSTICE
Wm. Li. Paulson

The North Dakota Supreme Court has five justi.ces.
Each justice is elected for a ten year term ina nonpartisan
election. Pursuant to the state constitution, Supreme
Court elections are arranged so that'only one judgeship is
scheduled for election every two years. The North
Dakota Constitution also requires that Supreme Court
justices be citizens of the United States and North
Dakota and that they be licensed attorneys. Additional
qualifications for the office can be set by the state

i re. : o
]egg:::zu:nember of the Supreme Court is selected as chief
justice by the justices of the S.uprgm’e Courg and t_he'
district court judges. The chief justice’s term 13 for five
years or until his elected term on the court expires. The
chief justices duties include presiding over Supreme
Court conferences, representing the judiciary at official

_ state functions, and serving as the 3dm1mstrat1ve head of

the judicial system. » . e
T)he North Dakota-Supreme Courtis the highest court

" for the State of North Dakota. It has two major types of

responsibilities: (l)'adjug)icative and (2) administrative.

Ih its adjudicative capacity, it hears cases where it has

_-original jurisdiction and appeals from the decisions ofthe

district courts and the county courts with increased juris-
diction. As the highest state court in North Dakota, it 1s

~
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CﬁIEF JUé?TICE
Ralph J. Erickstad

' tees — The Joint Procedure Committ

izt
JUSTICE
Paul M. Sand

JUSTICE
Gerald@!. Vandialle -

.

i !

the final authority on the state constitution and the final
arbiter for all disputes and legal. controversies involving
purely nonfederal issues begun in state courts,;‘ :

In its administrative capacity, the Supreme Coutt has
major responsibilities for ensuring the efficient and effec-
tive operation of all nonfederal couits in the state, for
maintaining high standards of judicial conduct, for
supervising the legal profession, and for promulgating
procedural rules which allow for the orderly and efficient
transaction of judicial business. Within its area of admi-
nistrative responsibility, the court has general Ful_emfik-
ing authority and thus is not bound by the limitation

.which apply to it as a judicial body’deci,ding disg?/‘:;tes

between adversary parties. ' ) )
In 1978 the Supreme Court established a rulemaking
procedure (NDRRR) which providesfor an open and
easily accessible rulemaking process'and which emphas-
izes the necessity of continuing review e}nq st}xdy of all
administrative areas within the court’s Jupsdx‘ctlon.~ 'I_'o
assist the court in these objectives, four advisory commit-
tees with resporsibilities ix} ;pqcn_?c sul;Je‘ct arefism\xgirte
stabli ivities of these four agyisory.co -
established. The acti > ‘égt;‘%f‘l‘be petigient
Standards Committee, The Judiciary. Stan_dards Corp—
mittee, and The Court Services Admmlstratnon..ciﬁqrpmxvt-
tee.— will be discussed in a later section of this repart.
: ‘ N w
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REPORT OF THE CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT

In the Jast two decades the caseload of the Supreme

5 Court of North Dakota has risen significantly. Docketed
cases have climbed from 71 in 1960 to 382 cases in 1980 or
an overall increase of 438% The criminal cases filed in

“that time grew from 0 cases in 1960 to the 79 cases filed in
1980.

YEAR o CASELOAD
1960 L N
1965 5 73
1970 " 19
1975 ’ ' , 124
1980 : 382

It is interesting to note that in the first ten-year period;
1960-1970, the increase in docketegicases was a negligible
119 and, in the second decade, 1970-1980, it rose 384%.

Despite this significant increase, when the fall term
commenced the members of the Supreme Court had
rendered decisions in all cases submitted to the Court.
This was the seventh consecutive year the Justices had

cleared the docket by September 1st of all cases submit-
ted to it. In that seven-year perlod the caseload rose by
190%. N i

Y4

5o TABLE 2
CASELGAD SYNOPSIS OF THE ,
SUPREME COURT FOR THE 1979 AND
1980 CALENDAR YEARS

1979 l980 ' Percent

Differenice
New Filings......oon0e . 208 2947 413
Civil ....... e 161~ 215 335

Criminal ......... ... 47 79 68.0

Filinge Carried.over from

Previous Calendar Year:.... 121 88. -27.2 s

Civil....... oeins 96 70 <270
Criminal ............... 25 l8 —28 0
Total Cases Dacketed ... ... 329&1 382 C16:4° :
Civil vosvvvnevnnnsainnen 2577285 -10.0 -

Criminal ............... ~72? : 9_1K 310

Drsposmons ....... s 241 257 66

Civil ... .o vl 187 = 190 1.6
Criminal .. .. e 54 67 24.0
Cases Pending as of R y
December 31............. . 88 125 = 42,0
Civil v vve e iea e . 70‘ 95 -+ 35.7
Criminal .,........... £ 18" 30 - 66.7

An analysis of the 1980 Supreme Court f'atlstxcs con-
firms the fact that the caseload of the Supreme Court is

increasing dramatically. The new filingsin 1980 reflect an

overall increase of 419 over 1979 filings. The largest

~ upswing was 68% which:represents criminal cases filedin -
- 1980 as compared with 1979. Civil filings rose 33% in a

one-year period.

In the category of cases pending as of December 31,it is |

1mportant to note that the figures, 95-civil and 30 crimi-
nal, include all cases filed and do not reflect the number
of pending dispositions before the Court. Many of those
cases are not ready for argument and submission to-the
Court. , ‘

Because of the expanding caseload the Supreme Court

" is considering reducing the time allowed for-oral argu-
ment. Under the present rules of Court the appellant may.

utilize 45 minutes for initial argument and rebuttal and
the appellee has 30 minutes.

All cases are monitored by the Clerk of the Supreme.
Court for compliance with the time prescrrbed by the
rules The full time to perfect an appeal in a.civil'case is
- 180 days from the filing of Notice of Entry of J udgment in

‘"’the trial court to filing the record and briefs in the
,."”Supreme Court, In criminal cases the time allowed by the

rules is 130 days. In 1980 the average actual time per civil
case was 158 days, or 22 days less than the rules allow In
criminal cases the average actual time per case ‘Was 163
days, or 33.days more than the rules prescribe. This
record represents a. maximum effort by court reporters,
clerks of court and lawyers. The Supreme Court main-
tained its previous record of 77 days decision time in civil

' . cases. In criminal cases decision time by the Court was

reduced from 58 days to 32 days.,

v TABLE 3 0

COMPARISON OF THE TIME PRESCRIBED IN THE RULES F OR PERFECTING
- AN APPEAL AND THE ACTUAL TIME USED

Prescribed By Rules, A\lcrage Aclual . Average Actual Avzrage Actual

Time 1978 Time 1979 Time 1980

°

“ ! Criminal =} Civil Criminai ™| " Civil"-* ] Criminal | " Civil ~Criminal

From filing Entry of Judgment R

to filing Notice of Appeal i

110 | ars] 25 | 49 10 ] 49 | 13

From filing Notice of Appeal
to filing of Complete Record

T i T E

From filing of Complete Record T
to filing Appellant’s Briefs ) o

N ““ =

SO | 44 |.38 | 48 | 40 | 36 | 53

From:filing Appellant’s Briefs P
- to filing Appellee’s Briefs

ke |43 | a6 | oas | 35 | a1 | el
oy , e | ‘ '

.30 |32 |-30 | 32 | 28 |3 | 36

From AtIssue (case ready for IEEI T, BV A - < : v
calendaring) to Hearing : 4 N/A N/A |38 43 42 30 41 | 35
'From-Hearing to Decision o N/A N/A\ 49 | 54 | 77 |-s8- | 71 | 32

L7
xr,-\j

Total dispositions for 1980 numbered 257. This

~ includes cases dismissed by stipulation as well as cases in
. which opinions were filed. The North Dakota Constitu-

tion, Article VI, Sec. 5, provides that the Supreme Court

*must file decisions in all cases which state in writing the
" reasons for reversing, modifying or affirming judgments-

or orders. The table below provide a breakdown of dispo-
sitions for 1980.

7

DISPOSITIONS

B P Civil Criminal

Afflrmed ......................... 127 51
Reversed; Reversed and Remanded;- '

Reversed and Modified, etc........ 47 8
Discipline — Imposed............. . 1 ,
Discipline -— Dismissed ............ |
Original Jurisdiction — Granted..... 4 . 2
Original Jurisdiction — Denied ... ... 10 6

190~ . 67

- Article V1, Section 3 of the North Dakota Constitutiori
authorizes the Supreme Court to promulgate rules of
procedure. Administrative Rules and Administrative

“Orders for the unified judicial system of North Dakota

are promulgated and adopted by the Supreme Court.
During 1980 the Supreme Court adopted two new Admi-
nistrative Rules, redesignated four previous orders as
Administrative Rules and amended four existing Admi- -
nistrative Rules and three Administrative Orders. In
addition the Court amended Canon 2 of the Code of
Professional Responsrbrhty and Rule 1, Admission to
Practice. ‘

District judges sat with the Supreme Court in 24 cases
during 1980 becauge of the disqualification of Supreme
Court Justices.

The present membership of the Supreme Court is Chief
Justice Ralph J. Erickstad, Justice Wm. L.. Paulson,
Justice Vernon R. Pederson, Justice Paul M. Sand and
Justice Gerald W. VandeWalle, )

Justice Pederson was elected at the general election in
1980 to a ten-year term as a Supreme Court Justice.

@

T
NS

4

BT DRI IR ATV A TS MR

o o AR e i e A e R

ERRIT BRI




e

o

£
&
i
1

e oo oo o b

iy

" the adoption of the 1976 judicial article.

< lative Council. One of the judicial retirement proposals

‘ tho’ “bill by the Legislature.

-resolve conflicts between Supreme Court rules and sta-

“istrator kept the judiciary informed of the interim com- |

“tee recommended the adoption: of legislation which

ko

"\«./; - I ?
‘ " OFFICE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR ~ d

Judicial Education

-During 1980, four hundred and thlrty—seven (437)
judges, clerks of court, Juvemle court personnel, and
court reporters attended nine instate judicial education
-programs. Sixty judges and court personnel also partici-
pated in the Annual Berich/Bar seminar, This program
was initiated last year and provides a umque opportumty

‘Article lV Section 3 of the North Dakota Constitution
authorizes the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court to .
appoint. a court administrator for the unitied judicial
system. Pursuant to this constitutional authority, the
Supreme Court has outlined the powers, duties,
qual1flcatlons and term of office of the State Court
Administrator in an’ Administrative Rule. The duties
delegated to the State Court Administrator include
assisting the Supreme Court in thé preparation of the
judicial budget, providing for judicial education services,
coordinating technical assistance to all levels of courts,
and planning for statewide judicial needs.

setting. :
- In addition, twenty judges, clerks and Juvemle court
. personnel attended nine out-of-state judicial educational
programs. The highest priority for partrcrpatmg in these
out-of-state training programs is given to newly-elected
¢ or appointed full-time judges. Because of the cutbacks in
the availability of federal grant funds for such purposes,
the opportunities ‘for out-of-state training was more
limited this year than they have been in the past. These
opportunities will probably become even more circum-
scribed in the future. Thus, in the future greater emphasis .
will have to be placed on instate educational programs
and the funding of these programs with the use of state’
funds.

Judicial Planning

“The Supreme Court.was:assisted in its planningefforts
for the judiciary by the Judicial Planning Committee and
the four advisory committee§ of the Supreme Court:
establishéd by Section 8, NDRPR. Considerable atten-.
tion was directed toward the developmerit and review of a

Leglslatmn A °

Part of the duties of the Court Admmlstrator mclude
working with legislative committees and providing them
with information about North Dakota courts. Although

there was no legislative session in 1980, the Colirt Admin-

mittees studying legislation ‘affecting the courts and
supplied “information to these committees when
requested. ‘ ,

The most important of these interim committees in
regard. to its impact on the judiciary was the Judiciary
“A” Committee of the Legislative Council. This commit-

would create a uniform county court system throughout
the state, require that all county judges be licensed attor-
neys and serve in a full-time capacity, and shift the fund-
ing of most.district court services from the counties to the
state. If this bill passes the 1981 Legislature and is signed
into law, by the Governor, it will be the most sxgmfxcant
structural change in the North Dakota court system since

and the encouragement of a local planning process at tne
»  judicial district level. Other planning efforts focused on®
the formulation of procedural rules for administrative
agencies not included in the Administrative Agencies
Practice Act, the consideration of procedural rules for
_original jurisdiction proceedings in the Supreme Court,
and the need for adequate guidelines relating to the pres-

During 1980, judicial retirement legislation was consi- ervanon and destruction of trial court recor ds

dered by the Interim Retirement Committee of the Legis-

Court 'Administration

In addition to its leglslatwe halson judicial educanon
and judicial planning functions, the Court Administra-
tive Office also performis a variety of ongomg administra-
tive functions. These include overseeing special prOJects
coordinating Judicial Council committees, managing the
court information system, coordinating juvenile court
services, and managing the judicial budget.-During 1980
the Office also devoted much time and effort to planning
“for the move to the new Supreme Court facility in the
summer of 1981 and preparing aJudlcral budget request -
for the 1981-1983 biennium,

" The figure below provides-a pictorial summary of the
judicial budget for the 1979-1981 biennium. As Flgure 3
¢pillustrates, the judicial budget constitutes only a small -
segment of the total funds appropriated by the Leglsla-
ture for the 1979-1981 biennium. Within' the Jjudicial +
appropriation, most of the funds are allocated for salaries
and wages of Judges and other court personnel. District
courts received the greatest portion of state and special
funds allocated to the Judmtal branch:

considered by the Committee created a separate judicial
retirement fund to be administered by a judicial retire-
ment board and another proposal provided for the'equal-
ization of retirement benefits for all judges of the same
classification. While the Committee reported the billout ~ * -
of committee which would have equalized retirement
benef} ts for all judges of a similar classification, it did not
makf/ any recommendations concernmg the passage of. .

" Other legislation affecting the” courts were also pre-
pared for introduction into the 1981 Legislature. These
bills include proposals to upgrade the saldries of Supreme
Court and District Court judges, to make the office of
Municipal Judge optional rather than mandatory, and to

tutes in such areas as the Supreme Court’s rulemaking -
power, asmgnment of judges, change of judge procedures,
and tligiterms of court. Given the number and nature of
bills pertalnmg to the judiciary, the 1981 Legislature -
should be.an 1mportant one for the state’s ]udlmary

L

i S S ‘ B .

for judges and attorneys to get togeth 3r in a seminar .

Judicial Master Program for the 1981-1983 Bienniun?

o

v ‘ 5661 738

] “ FIGURE 3

fe]

Total General and
~ Special Funds Approprlatlon
99.6%

“

%

TOTAL GENERAL AND
o SPECIAL FUNDS APPROPRIATION
 $1,422,701,063

JUDICIAL SYSTEM GENERAL AND*
SPECIAL EUNDS APPROPRIATION

STATE JUDICIAL SYSTEM .4%

9]

*Special funds received inkcludek federal grant funds and
monies from the State Bar Association for disciplinary procedures. . , .
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o M ety ‘ QTATE JUDICIAL SYSTEM APPROPRIATION e S | DISTRICT COURTS | |
S SRR % i ' - ; ©
: B 1979-81 BlENNlUM The district courts of North Dakota have original and tricts. A dlagram of the boundaries: of the seven Judrcxal
p g o i R : e, general jurisdiction in all cases except asotherwise pro-. districts is provided below in Figure 5, :
g = o . ‘ , vided by.law. They have the authority to issue ongmal Currently, there are twenty-four district judges in the
BTN T e 71 and remedial writs. They have exclusive jurisdiction in seven judicial districts of the state. The South Central -
CEE R Equipment ‘ criminal felony cases and. have concurrent orlgmal juris- Judicial District contains the largest number of judges
BN T Supplies & ~diction with the county courts of increased jurrsdxctronm " (5), while the Southwest Judicial District has the fewest
& ove % ; Materials ; _ N ~all criminal misdemeanor cases. , " number (2) of judges. Of the remaining judicial districts,
i § Central Data ’ T . , In addition, the district courts are also the appellate three of them have three judges each and two. of them
tia H Y TOTAL JUDICIAL SYSTEM GENERAL =~ .= “courts of first instance for appeals ‘from county Justlce ~have four judges each. Itshould also be noted that district
f { AND SPECIAL FUNDS APPROPRIATION . ‘courts, courty probate courts,- and those municipal ' judges in North Dakota are elected for s1x year terms of :
5 v P ;
;é; i > ' $5 661,738 ; courts where there is no county court with increased office in nonpartisan elections. :
i Services [10% N - L : : jurisdiction in the county. Appeals from the decisions of - " In each judicial"district thefe is a presiding Judge who
SR ‘ ; Salarres & Wages G SO | 4 812 502 many administrative agencies also are heard in the first acts as the chief judiéial administrator for the district. All
: - Fees & Services .......... cadeee e i® 584,245 instance by the district courts. ,While' administrative presiding judges are appointed by the Chief Justice with
; - ; . Central Data Processmg --------- ERION 5 40,000 - appeals involve a review of the record of the administra- - the approval of the Supremé Court. The duties of the
* Salaries & Wages S_upplles & Materials .. RPN $- 154,591 . tive progeeding by the district court, appeals from the - presiding judge have been: established by an Administra-
! : - Equipment ............. RREETEE IS 70,400 . limited jurisdiction .courts involve a complete “retrial” tive Rule: (AR 2~ 1978) of the Supreme Court. They
‘ R L B : ' Co (de novo) of the case by the district court. These retrials ‘include convening regular meetmgs:of the judges within
.are necessary because the limited jurisdiction courts are N the Judlmal district to discuss issues of common concern,
- “not “courts of record” and,thus do not establish arecord =~ assigning cases amonghe judges of the district, assigning
- of the case as it is tried;, v terms of court within the district, and assigning judges
N s .. Pursuant to a 1979 Suprerré Court Rule (AR6-1979), - within the ]udxcxal drstrlct in cases of demand for change
: ol RN R the state was divided into seven judicial districts. Pre- of judge : , o - .
A o ‘ ‘ 1 vxously, the state had been drvrded mto six )udxcnal dls-, . * :
CROEN e FIGURE 5 — NORTH DAKOTA’S JUDICIAL DISTRICTS
1 O : m“ : 7:_'_' : = it e 3 P R Ve ¥ ( ) . ; N
= , D’V'b‘ = BoRkE TN So— ROLETTE - TOWNER - CAVAURR : P : o
: SUPREMECOURT e Gl a R : R ) A
GENERAL FUND..V..._...» .......... $ 2,301,788 NORTH ST | . . e S s ;
SO SPECIAL FUNDS...... R i n s § 272,854 | ‘ 1 E 51' JU |C|A DIST S SR
TOT\AL...‘; ....... »..f.:.v.a‘.....;'...$ 2574642 . oo : i . B[ MouNTRa C Coe - PIERCE
L ' e © o e o Supreme Court ‘ e SR .
SR " . DISTRICT COURTS ' S o 4A1% S : o~
o er - GENERAL-FUND... ... TN 5 2,808,339 - f . . St = - ' i FEER : e HELSON. - | ORMDIONKY
T SPECIAL FUNDS .7......... vive..8 151,000 R ad 48 o S s NOR
S ‘:I’OTAL ........ SRR wevsen a8 2,959,339 B R . BODRE b CE J *—_
: ’ R ’ r ’) . B : . ; o ’- S ; = =) ~ s‘ . Mtl-f_AN ’ " ‘7 RN I "Dy JUDIC ) s
R * ' JUDICIAL QUAL[FICAT]ONS COMM!SSION EUETRRN R i "‘,‘ . S s ? . X o ~Jorices ST | TRANL
AT GENERAL FUND .. .i.oivvniinain b 64,757 ~ : i R ; S R N DO e Lo - 1 EAST
S _SPECIAL FUNDS "........... Pava s §- 63,0000 -\ L e e e . 1 T F 8 , 1 1 CE ITRAL
‘)3 : TOTAL YT P e ;;" ceadenind 127,757 ST : QDIVStI'ICt CO_lll'tS e fo : o L Gotbm BULINGS : _ k o RN r(lonm ... . . . :
Lo SO THWE '[ | UTHCE’_ RAL ¢/ SOUTHEAS Ate S
— i | DSt s DIST;
Eoe S S . A = ; . v | B k ¥ " GRANY 3 3 : : k’_, :
o8 o T e , OR[N T e, N SNSComons. J10GAN
i . o g [ n . . - TR S e . : » ,‘ - -v LT - o ‘f R s ‘ R o : »‘ 2 . o = : Smu»x" . - L . - vr ‘
v T e Speczalfundsrecervedmclud‘efedera]grantfundsand PR e DB e e S e D RO T T o Sl e T e L TNt DK o ke
: hR momesfrom tIxeStateBarAssocmtron foz drsczplmaryprocedures S T T e L R N R T R e gl ] A SR . T
i = = ] COUNTY COURTS AND COUNTY —‘]_JUDICIAL DISTRICT
i JUSTICECOURTS LE BOUN\DARY R
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Y DISTRICT COURT CASELOAD

. The dlstnct court caseload has three major-compo-
nents: 1) civil, 2) criminal, and 3) juvenile. Of thesé com-
ponents, the civil component is by far the largest. Nearly
83 percent of all the cases filed in the district courts in

1980 were civil cases. Criminal cases comprised 9 percent’

of the total 1980 filings while juvenile cases constituted
approximately 8 percent of all filings in 1980.

Within the civil component, domestic relation cases
were the largest category., Domestic relations cases con-

stituted over 35 percent of all filings and nearly 43 percent

- of all civil filings. Of the domestic relation cases, divorce
cases were the most prominent, followed by support cases
and adoption cases.

Contract and collection actions also constituted alarge
portion of the district courts’ caseload. They comprised
over 29 percent ofall flhngs and over 35 percent of all civil
filings. -

- = Of the criminal cases, 91 percent were felonies and only

9 percent were misdemeanors. A breakdown of:the var-

~ ious types of cases is provided in Figure 6. .«

F IGURE 6
TYPES OF CASES FILED IN THE
DISTRICT COURTS '
DURING THE 1980 CALENDAR YEAR

>

" Domestic
Relations -
. 35.3%

Contract/Col]ectlons
29 1%

%601
ey Aadorg

[

- In 1980, the number of cases filed in the district courts
increased by nearly 10 percent over the number of filings
in 1979. While the dispositions in 1980 increased by
approximately 16 percent.over the dis posmons for 1979,
they were still exceeded by the 1980 case-filings. Thus,
- increased judicial productlvxty has not been able to keep

pace with the growth in filings. As a result, the number of

cases pending at the end of the calendar year continuesto

increase at a substantial rate. Table 4 1llustrates this
general pattern for the 1979-1980 tinie period.

It should be noted here that the pending case figure for
1979 and the carryover case figure for 1979 differ slightly .

from the figures for pending cases reported in.the 1978

and 1979 annual reports. Thisis due mainly to the modifi-
cation of the State Judicial Information System in 1980.

Following the modification of the system, changes were "

made in the 1978 and 1979 pending case data to make
»t’hemk)comparable to the 1980 pending case data. How-
ever, it'should be emphasized that the adjustments were

A

only made in pendmg case data; the filing and disposi-

tlonal data for previous year have remamed unchanged

o
W

- TABLE 4
- A COMPARISON OF THE DISTRICT

'COURTS’ CASELOADS FOR CALENDAR
"~ YEARS 1979 AND 1980

. Percent
1979 T 1980 -

- f Imgs and dtsposmons is-very small i R

N

o Difference
New Fllmgs. O R 13,099 14,367 9.7
ClVll .............. wi.os 11,012 11,886 7.9
Criminal . ..... .00 in, 1,021 21,342 314
Juvenile ................ 1,066 - 1,139* 6.8
Cases Carned Over From , R
~ the Previous Year 4,256, 5,316  24.9
A Civil ........ PP 3,991 5034 26,1
77 Criminal ... oo il 265 . 282 . 6.4
o cluvenile it — — —
Total Cases Docketed ...... 17,355 19,683  13.4
Civil ..oooveivnaa o 15,003 16,920 12,8
Criminal ....... 00, .. 1,286 1,624 - . 26.3
Juvenile .. .. ..o o 1,066 1,139 . 6.8
Dispositions . ..,..wi iy i 12,039 13,925 = 15.7
Civil ... oo o 9,969 11,458 449
Criminal ............... 1,004 1,328 323
Juvenile ;. ... o0l 1,066 1,139 6.8
Cases Pendmg as of L L
December 31.............. 5316 5758 83
C1v1l ciidereniid e, 5,034 05462 8.5 R
~Criminal <., e L2820 2960 0 50 )
Juvenilel ..l S
*

_For analys:s purposes Juvemle f Imgs have been . |
equated with juvenile dispositions. Since juvenile cases :
are disposed of very raptdly, any dzscrepancy between -

Qo

Civil Caseload

‘Both civil filings and dlSpOSlthﬂS continued to increase
significantly during the 1980 ¢alendar year, Civil ﬁlmgs,
increased by 8 percent whlle civil dnsposmons mcreased
by 15 percent. a .

Desplte the greatér percentage increase in dlsposmons
than in filings, the number of civil filings still exceeded
the number of civil dxsposmons by 428 cases. Indeed, the
last year in which ciyit dnspo‘ itions exceeded civil filings
was in-1975. This ¢ lans thay; since 1976 the number of
civil cases pendmg) ag the end of each calendar year has
been constantly m reasing. The impact of this constant
growth in. pendm/g civil cases can be readily demonstrated
by examining ttﬁe number of civil cases that are carried
over from one calendar year to.another calendar year. In
-1980, the number of civil cases carried over-from 1979
increased by 26 percent over the number of cases carried
over from 1978 to 1979. Thus, district court judges are
confronted with substantial increases in the number of

-0

. | FIGURE

civil cases that are carried over from one calendar Yyear to
another as well as sxgmﬁcant yearly increases in civil
N ﬁlmgs :

]

THe age of pending cases is also an indicator of the
severity of a caseload crunch. Obviously, many cases
which are pending at the end of the calendar year have
been only recently filed and thus are not ready fortrial or
disposition. Some cases, particularly trust cases and sup-
port proceedings, require an unusually long time to pro-
cess. Of the 5,462 civil cases pending at the end of the 1980
calendar year, over 71 percent of them were less than 2

years old and only 5 percent were older than 2 years old.

These statistics do not include trust cases or support
proceedings, which composed 24 percent of all civil cases
pending at the end of the year,

Flgure 7 givesa graphlcal presentation of the relation-

_ship among civil filings, dispositions, and pending cases.

7

CIVIL CASELOAD COMPARISON FOR DISTRICT COURT
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e "' Penidin_g; case data prior to 1978 have been ekcluded Jor reasons sta,ie‘d in ;_t'he narr'a,ti'ive‘ onpage 18. .
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) Criminalk Caseload

1980. This marks a deviation from the four previous years

o

In criminal cases, the majority of defendants enter the when the number of criminal fllmgs remained fairly ‘ -
district courts following the filings of a criminal informa- ‘ conatant e Juvemle Caseload : ' [/7 L , TR T . )
tion with the state’s attorney. The preliminary hearing is © " Ciiminal dlsposmons also mcreascd substantxally -~ One of the most significant activities per/ormed by the proceedings. It should be noted that before any juvenile
g3 conducted by a county. justice or county judge with (32%) during 1980. Most of these cases were disposed of district courts, in terms of long range impact of criminal case can be adjudicated lmormally, the juvenile must
4 increased jurisdiction. All statistics reported for criminal without a jury trial. Jury trials were held in only 58 cases _recidivism, is the court’s function under the Uniform admit to the charge. If there is no voluntary admission to
4 cases are reported on an individual case basis rather than * and court trials in 250 cases in 1980. Juvenile Court Act as provided in Chapter 27-20 NDCC. the offense, a petition s prepared and a formal hearingis
an individual defendant basis. If multiple defendants are Because criminal filings outnumbered criminal dnspo- ' * This Act, passed in 1969, creates a separate juvenile court held on the matter. s
i charged with a crime, the matter may be handled as one sitions’in 1980, the number of cases pending at the end of system. The juvenile court has exclusive original ‘Cases are handled formally only when a petmon is filed
A case unless a decision is made to sever the case and try'the the calendar year also increased slightly in 1980. Of the jurisdiction over any juvenile who is alleged to be unruly, in the district court. Formal actions must have a hearing
i defendants separately. Grand juries are ‘used in rare 296 criminal cases pending at the end of the year, over 66 i delinquent, or deprived. Sincé-the juvenile court is a within thirty days of filing unless the district judge grants
instances. The main purpose for i grand jury is as an percent of them had been pending for four months or less. . division of the district court, the twenty-four (24) dlStl‘ ict a request for extension. Formal proceedings creceive
3 investigative body and not for the indictment process. - Figure 8 portrays the rising trend in crlmmal filings, . judges serve as juvenile court judges. priority over infor mal proceedings. In 1980, about 18
» Criminal case filings increased substantially (31%) in dispositions, and pending cases. - istrict judges may appoint one or more Juvenue * .. percent of all Juvemle matters were filed in the district
Voo R - ) : : ; ~ - - ‘supervisors. The duties and responsibilities of the juve- courts and counted as juvemle cases for the purposes of
B ‘ . o L _ \ Co C L A ~nile supervisors are outlined in Section 27-20-06, NDCC. this report.
; ‘ ‘ ® . : b ~ District Judges may also appoint probation officers as * As Table 5'illustrates, the total number of juvenile , b P
LR - s S s - provided.in Section 27-26-07 NDCC, At the end of the ‘dispositions decreased by 2.4 percent in 198C. This ‘ “%
' ‘ ’ ! . o ‘ year there were 24 juvenile supervisors and 14 probatlon - decrease is the result of the decline in informal disposi- T
1 officers. All juvenile court personnel are chambered in- - . tions. 'Formal dlsposmons -actually increased by 7 o
- ' ; ' e : : ' , thirteen conimunities of the state, Juvenile court person- . percent.. ‘
/,7 ; : R ' K , ‘ . nel are appointed'by the dlstnct judge and serve at the - Table 6 compares the reasons for referral to juvenile
’ ' ' ‘ pleasure of the court. v court in 1979 and 1980. Except for referral for reason of . Ly
X LEVS ‘ ; E ~ , R ‘ The vast majority of Juvemle cases are handled mfor- deprivation, all other types of referrals bave decreased - '
8 o . ' ! : e : o : S - mally. Of the informal proceedings, over 40 percent of slightly. Status offenses, those offenses for which only a
. 2 A ' e k N o - : L t ~ them were disposed of by counseling the juvenile and juvenile can be charged continue to comprise a large
ST , : ~ v FIGURE 8 vt ; - e , S adjuéltmhg (tiheTr:attcr wntht no terfms of probauon being por(tjlon (36%)tcl>lf ?t" referrali 1:0 .;uvem:e court, IIVIor;:otver
AR S 8 Rt “establishe us, some term of supervision was pro- ‘misdemeanor theft remains the larges criminal violation
o CRIMINAL CASELOAD COB}P ARISON F OR DISTRICT COURT T SIS =+ lvided by the juvenile courts in 60 percent of the informal ; causmg referral. -~ -
. ’ — c s L S : ; S, SRR cla : ‘ : i ; "
' EURE Number of .~ o _ , R R : ' : o : s
G Cases | ' S ~ S : . . ~ : o o SR | TR D e R -
. PR I S Sl S - o TABLES : ’ A 1 B
o | o TYPES OF JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS FOR THE 1979 AND 1980 CALENDAR YEARS = & -
- R P & e ) - . - R : . . : ) o p - O : SR S ) ‘ - ! : e : Formal ) ;‘:‘l “Informal ) AC(Z::::L ‘ Dis:g:;lons biffers:;:e;:lwnn
. oS Lo . . . e . : . L LA ) e L S RS of Judicial District o . . ) . 1979 1980 - ,l 1979 1980 1979 1980 1979 1980.. ~ Total Dispositions b .
ST 1,400 |- ; , ; , FER : 1,302 s - - N T S - ; — ,» SR
SN T R s AR e : o _ L s A AR DR - Northwest ........ lvreae ceireaes o 134 142 :{900 693 313 266 - 1,347 - 1,101  -18.3 , Ly P
Slag e S L ‘ . S : . . o /:;323 R PUTE Northeast .. ... R L e 128 140 386 . 453 560 496 1,074 1,089 14 S R
RO ‘ 1200 | R ' : : ' : f : R g , Northeast Central............. vowne o 1650 139 / 359 326 301 304 825 769 680+ 5 R
S e T e . Filings | EastCentral .............. i 290 - 346 ; 614 614 123 92 1,027 1,052 < 24 1 SR
T Lo e o 054 . Loss S 1057 S ~ Southeast . ,.....00o. ... weeesdeaws 138 0 136 4 588 557 400 309 1,126 1,002 -11.0 ; S B
Ea e | — T R ST o ~ South Central ......... S 176 188 | 383 472 530 657 1,089 1317 209 ) A
T e 00 e 004 SERCE I 4 e “f7 0 Southwest ...iv.iiesiiiiois Cioieads 35 48 | 147 152 144 120 326 320 -1.8 [} TR
o L i N s 987 - Dispositions e R IR GER T TOTAL ..vuiiviriivnnoonaneews 1,066 1,139 /3,377 73,267 2,371 2,244 6,814 6,650  -2.4 S ‘
o : S e S S e e RS D R | v \
. Pending Cases "
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o_returned to .office in thie November election,

" REPORT OF THE NORTHWEST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The Honorable WALLACE D. BERNING, Preszdzng Judge N

~

very successful.

o

. Facility Needs

831, 000.00. -

i

Juvemle Court Administration

The year %s activities in the Northwest Judicial District
could best be describéd as an assimilation and digestive -
process mvolvmg two new. judges (J udge Berning
appointed in October of 1979 and J udge Kerian, whose
Chambers are in Minot, appoiated in April of 1980). 5
J udge Kerian reappointed as his court reporter Mrs. °~ .
Daycn/e Watne, who previously served with Judge Roy
2ZTlvedson. Judges Beede, Kerian, and Bernmg were all

Prospective Administration

During the year, Judge Kenan and Judge Berning were.
both absent for prolonged penods due to illness. As a
result; Judges Burdick and 1lvedson, who had previously
retired, were “recalled to active duty” and through their
able assistance the caseload was kept under control.

A secretary, Mrs. LaVonne Carlson was hired to coor-

dmate secretanal work and handle scheduling matters for ; become a reality.

the three judges. This arrangement has been proven to be

All the staff have spent considerable efforts in attempt—
ing to inform the,citizenry of Ward County regarding a
mill levy for a new jail. In the Novémber election, the
voters of Ward County rejected this proposition by a
narrow vote, Continued efforts are, still being made -
regarding the resubmission of this issue to the voters.
This matter will most likely be reconsidered by the Ward
County Commissioners in the near future,

The western part of the district fared better with their
physical facility needs. A new courtroom for the County
“Court was provided in Williams County at a cost of some -

<

Messrs. Stenehjem and Blore, Juvenile Supervisors for}
Williams County and Ward County respectively, report
- that there is a serious congcern over the lack of disposi-
tional alternatives for neglected and abused children.
Villa Nazareth at Fargo has closed and the Home on the-
Range at Sentinel Butte stopped. acceptmg referrals late
in the year. It is apparent there is a serious need for an
additional parole officer for the Juvenile Court in Wilii-
ams, McKenzie, Mountrail, and Divide Countres

“We expect that the disposition rate of both juvenile and
other district court cases will continue to increase. It is
anticipated that in the spring of 1981 the Northwest
District in Ward County, North Dakota wili implement a

. continuous jury term pursuant to. the new rules that will
~ be promulgated by the Supreme Court. The administra-
| tion of criminal justice would be considerably enhanced

5 ‘by the building of a new jail in Ward County. It is hoped
ithat with the promulgation of the contemplated jail
standards by the Attorney General’s office that thrs may

. o (_1"{/ P
o - TABLE 6 ‘
‘ s JUVENILE COURT REASON FORREFERRAL FOR THE 1979AND 1980CALENDAR YEARS :
§ - . T
J'Q o Referral Reason s ' ' ; . 1979 . 1980 Percent Différence
UNRULY & ittt iiinesninssnsionimivusanessonnses T A Sooes 2,382 2,271 -4.7
: Poss. or Pur, Alcoholic Bev Y Ve ir e we e AR 1,451 1,459 6
; Runaway-Instate ... ..... R N P PR T FRDAAIFE SR C247 - 216 -12.6
Runaway-Out—of-State ...... e PIAE RIan B RN i e . 53 42 . -20.8
Truancy .....oovn. VeriEiideesiies T T SR 168 177" 54
Ungovernaole Behaviof........... eesiaaes i ey TP ' 183 169 =17
Conduct/Control Violation ..........c.eeeeeeies. e I 43 23 -46.5
Curfew Violation .......... O A R P SR 180 138 - .-23.3
° Other . ous v v sievanniins e i e Cieeinaes 57 47 <17.5
DELlﬁQUENCY .................................. SRR T 3,532 3,469 =18
Offense Against Person ,.s..'v.vie.on, B L 122 134 2.8
: Assault..... Ceaeean R e I RSN ' 82 76 7.3
Homicide . ... ivuu. s R O PP S e B 3 - 3 0.0
Kidnapping ........ . R R TP RS o P 3 200.0
. Sex OFfense ........itheceevenenns e B v 21 23 9.5
) Other wooviivvn.n Y VR I 15 ‘ 29 93.3
: Offense Against Property b sae i PR, O ST evieieess o 2,313 2,216 - -4.2
e Arson .................. v ) ..... eae , 9 19 I11.1
CBurglary............ U O A 248 256 3.2
- Criminal Mischief ............ B T T T e s s 368 381 35
. Criminal Trespass ....:...... R, RO AP 50 74 480
Forgery ...ociieuiuviiannnss O S ) 44 2.3
v CROBDBEIY . v i vv vttt es e s e S iiassewas Ceee .. 12 . <5 . -58.3
v Theft-Mrsdemeanor .................................... P 1,208 1,036 "-14,2
o B L 1 A R 143 181 - 26,6
: Ty Unauthorized Use of Vehicle .. ... PR PR e e s e 127 124 -2.4
S Other , ~ o 105 96  -86
FEa Traffic OffENSes ... ivivvuvenvuuyensinsinnresheusneenneuees TV 500 « 510 2.0
Driving w/o license ... ......oiviunn P ) S i 427 415 28
RSO B S " ‘Negligent Homicide ,........ T AT PP e veies 1 ' 1 0.0
R Oher ..ovveennrrtineeeaineerneaneeens SSRERPEEe eby e e T2 94 30,6
R " Other OffenSes v uvsvursenssenneersonsnn PR ORI 597 609 20
U e e " Disorderly Conduct ..... R T S PP P Sawiaate i e EER TR R TE R T35 188 393,
SRR S Firearms . ....ovveeevivnnonennns T U A SR Pves e SR 39 40 26
S Y : Game and ‘Fish Violation .......... NN B T S J79 ~770. 7 1.4
A Obstruction of Law Enforce/Escape............. T P ST VS 29 32 ..103
, ’ QC’ontrolled(Substance Violation ..., .ovvuniuny T P - I 190 - -26.4
’ Other ......... PR i e b s e s e e e e e st ee e e e e s S e .57 89 56.1
¢ DEPRIVATION ..........c.0nu., R S ) SR 396 446 126
f Abandoned .......0iinls Boaesumesnnios D S 16 6 62,5
' Abuse/Neglect ... ouiviidin i, A A A P P ©102 130 27.5
- Deprived ..... A P S AR 259 279 1.7
OMRER e e ISR 19 31 6.2
o | SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS ........... S S e a6 91 216
: g Termination Parental Rights Invol. .... T A I - 8. 9. 1375
b Termination Parental Rights Vol. ........... e B I R N A 80 e 50 0.0
B Other ....co...se. T s P Fiieitiies s oo S8 2 621
o - TOTAL’.. ..... P I e s s STITICIIVeS e v B e 26,4260 - 6,277 . <23
i [ :
B Ry .
: £
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\ ABLE 7s :
L A COMPARISON\QF THE NORTHWEST ’
A ‘ . JUDICIAL DISTRIC r CASELOADS FOR
: CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980 Lo
- ) Pcrccm . . B  Percent
: e S 1979 ’ 19303 Difference - © - v : : . 1979 1980-° ,\D‘"&‘“”ﬁ

New Filings.....ooooivve.. 2099 2497 19.1 , Crrmmal Cevsiaereensie. 0 01760247 403

Civil oooyvvnen e vvneoen 182302137 172 | Juvenile.......ooio0iiis 134 . 142 -

“Criminal ..., 000000 v 142 218 535 Dispositions ... ... .00 1990 24100 21.1

Juvenife . .o ivnisedh vy 134 142 6.0 ° - Civil... oo eienas o 17090 220430 019.5
Cases Carried OverFromT he E R - Criminal ..........000.. 0 147 ¢ 225 53.1
Previous Year....,..... ve. 676 785 16.1 “Juvenile ... 134 142

Civil vive v v viaiiuss sus 642 756 17.8 Cases Pencgmg RS i ,

Crrmxnal RS R e 34 29 -147 Asof Dec. 3140 u oaiyoee 785 872 1L

Juvenile .. .vuiineniian. R — = s ]4 Civil7. o i cvvaviivnn by 756 850
Total Cases = , : N S > Criminal .. eivieeeanns 29 20 241
Docketed. ...........oooo. 2775 3282 183 | Juvenile. i, = =
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REPORT OF THE NORTHEAST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The Honorable DOUGLAS B. HEEN, Presiding Judge
DAGNY OLSON, Administrative Assistant

Increased efflclency has been noted in the dlsposmon
of the ever increasing caseload of this judicial district.
This is the result of assigning specific Counties to the
individual judges of this district, including the holding of
successive jury terms of court. In addition, the Juvenile
Supervlsors have contributed to disposition of legal mat-
ters by serving as referees. These changes have brought
with ~them advantages in lessened travel time and
expense, ’

Continuous Training and Education =

All judges, juvenile supervnsors and court reporters in
the district attended refresher training courses and work-
shops during the year. The training received at these

» workshops and seminars should ease the’transitional

problems resulting from changes in court rules and the
possible restructuring of the North Dakota court system.

TABLE 8

A COMPARISON OF THE NORTHEAST

JUDICIAL DISTRICT CASELOADS FOR
CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980

c

O

1979 1980 : p?fr';:',:tcc 1979 - © 1980 D?l'cf:i::tcc
“New Fllmgs ............... 1419 1475 4.0 Criminal ........... v 167 226 353
Civil Vo ¢ 21166 1175 8 Juvenile................ 128 7 140 9.4
Crlmmal ........ eea e 125 160 28.0 "Dispositions ,......... e 1358 1484 9.3
S Juvenile .. ...iiiiiinanas 128 140 9.4 Civil.......... PR <1129 1174 4.0
Cases Carried Over From The Criminal ............... 101 170 68,3
Previous Year....... SRR 480 541 12.7 Juvenile ................ 128 140 9.4
Civil ....ovviveennsn S 438 - 475 8.4 Cases Pending R
Criminal ............... 42 66 47.1 As of Dec:31 ........ouil, v 541 532 -1.7
Juvenile.......iciuviun. — — — B 941 | B I 475 . 476 2
Total Cases , ° » Criminal ..... Sy e 66 56 - -15.2
Docketed......... cevenge. 1899 2016 - 6.2 o Juvenile ., ... .00l —_ —_ .
Civil ..., ¢.,, . 1604 1650 - 2.9

e}
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REPORT OF THE NORTHEAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The Honorable A. C. BAKKEN, Presiding Judge -«
- PAT THOMPSON, Administrative Assistant

Caseflow Management

 Most significant during 1980 in the Northeast Céntral
Judicial District<fias been the successful development of
caseflow management which has resulted from the imple-
mentation of continuous”térms and the individual
calendar control card sysisii, plus new scheduling proce-
dures. Ready for trial cases are scheduled during a spe-
cific week and are assxgned to an available trial judge.

Cases are now monitored from filing to disposition.

" Using the Case Audit Listing from the Office of the State
. Court Administrator, notices to dismiss inactive cases

which have been’ pending over one year are mailed to
attorneys on a monthiybasis. The combined use of the
calendar control cards and the Case Audit Listing, plus
scheduling techniques, has resulted in our compliance
with tise Docket Currency Standards, Consequently, all

*civil cases shown on the list as pending forover 18 months

have e.ther been set for trial, are pendmg in bankruptcy,

or are on appeal. The criminal cases shown were fugitives
for which bench warrants have been issued. This success
is attributed to weekly meetings-and continued communi-
cation and cooperation of the judges and administrative
staff, The addition of a district judge has also been of vital
importarnice to the district in achieving an excellent record
for prompt and efficient administration of justice,

Law Intern Prograin

Continued cooperation with the University of North

Dakota School of Law has enabled each district judge to
have the assnsta.ﬁce of a student law clark. The law school
gives students-three credit hours for performmg 15 hours
of law clerk duties each week during a semester,

Juvenile Court Activities

The Juvenile Court Division has eight employees
under the administrative supervision of Dorothy E
Ramberg. Services of the division have been extended to
Griggs and Nelson Counties following the establishment
of the Northeast Central Judicial District, The Juvenile
Court Referee, Harlan Dyrud in addition to presiding
over hearings on petitions under the Uniform Juvenile
Court Act, also presides over hearings on orders to show
cause in domestic relations cases as authorized by Section
27-05-29, NDCC, as amended. Juvenile Court petitions

. humbered 138 and orders to show cause numbered 123

during 1980. A fully staffed juvenile detention center is
also opera’ted by the Juvenile Court.
\

, Advi 5ory Committee for the

Northeast Central Judicial District

Members of the Advisory Committee to the District

Court for the Northeast Central Judicial District are
Lloyd B. Omdahl, a Professor in the University of North
Dakota Department of Governmental Affairs, Damon
Anderson and’ Grace A. Melgard, Grand Forks Attor-
neys. Following consultation with the Advisory Comimit-
tee, candidates nominated for temporary judge are;
Shirley A, Dvorak, Edward C. Gillig, and John E, Wid-
dell, Jr.

A TABLE 9
A COMPARISON OF THE NORTHEAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT}
CASELOADS FOR CALENDAR YEARS

va:l P TN PR

- L e, o 1979 AND 1980

: ) Percent N Percent
1979 1980 . Difference W 4979 1980 Difference
"New Filings.."...... e e 1728 1838 6.4 Criminal ............ e 154 188 22.1
“Civil vy ouon Ceenesiee s 1460 1551 7 6.2 Juvenile....... R TN 165 139 -15.8
Criminal . .......... PO 103 148  43.7 Dispositions ........ beeaen 1614 1894 (7.3
Juvenile. ...... R 165 139. -15.8 Civil /o oiienn i 1335 1610, .20.6
Cases Carried Over FromThe ey SR Criminal ....... Chevens l) 4 145 = 27.2
Previous Year ......... SR 26. 740 18,2 Juvenile ... v 165- 139 -15.8

Civil,{vvenes aBa st ienss 575700 217 Cases Pending S
 Criminal v..vieiiiy.. e 51 40 -21.6 As.of Dec. 31 ...... Cevenis 740 684  -7.6
~Juvenile ..., ioeean = — = Civil........ vereresaiae 7000 641 3.4
Total Case$ ; ‘ — ‘,7 Criminal ......0oc00ennn B - X 7.5
Docketed . v.civuvinesrss 2354 2578 . 9.5 Juvenile....... B P _— —

2251. 10,6
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REPORT OF THE EAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The Honorable WORMAN J. BACKES, Presiding Judge
MARK HINNEN, Court Administrator o

The year 1980 was one of growth for the East Central k

Judicial District. It was a year where experimental proce-
dures came into full force and were improved upon. It

' was also a year for experimentation, study, and planning

to deal with an expected caseload growth for the coming
year, In calendar year 1980, the district experienced a 14
percent gain in civil filings and a 60 percent increase in
criminal filings. The Court has responded with a 11 per-
cent increase in civil dispositions and a 68 percent
increase in criminal dispositions.

Caseflow Management Activities

A local rule allowing for the dismissal of old cases at
the 18 month juncture rather than the two year per: oﬂ,
was adopted by the Court in October of 1980. The rule
was adopted toaid i n' “he identification of old cases and to

clear the dockets 01\ ;ases that will not come to trial for

want of prosecution.This will allow the Court to identify
cases that should move forward with Court proceedings
without undue delay. o

The piirchase of office equrpment became importantin

1980. The Court purchased a word processor as an: ard in
processing increased. papexxwork The main stréngth of
the machine as a time-saving device is its text-editing
capabilities in producmg the mcreased output of Judges

. memorandum opinions.

The development of an automated case—trackmg sys-
tem is also taking place. The primary goal is to'automate
the manual case-tracking system now.employed by the

" Court, allowing for easier outpit of local case manage-

ment reports, daily schedules, and trial=cdléndars. In
conjunctlon with this, a-new civil casé/processmg proce-
dure is being developed.

The Court is also studying the possxbxhty of employing
a criminal fast track system wherein methods would be
devised to insure a minimum amount of delay in the

processing of criminal cases. The strength and success of -

such a system will depend on the cooperation of the

_state’s attorney, public defender, and the Courts..
“Jury Management

In January of 1980 ajury samp}mg study began. The

purpose of the study is to determine how efficiently the

Court-is utilizing its jurors, to recommend changes in
panel sizes, and determine 1f changes can or should be
made in the jury system.

For each jury case where jurors have reported forj Jury
duty, a worksheet is completed by the Clerk of Court.

N

Informatxon that is collected includes the size of the panel

reportmg, number of peremptory and  challenges for
cause, and the total number of jurors not used. The
worksheets also include space to record time intervals
between panel arrival, voir dire start and end, trial start
and end, and length of jury deliberation.

Juvenile Court ’

To address the juvenile needs in ) Traill County, the
district negotiated an agreement with Social Services to
employ a half-time probatlon officer. A part-time secre-
tary was also hired in Traill County.

Space Planning ‘

Finally, space planning is still a crucial factor in Cass
County. Although the shell of the addition on the north
side of the courthouse has been completed, planning and
recommendations for courtrooms and ofﬁce layout con-
tinue to take place.

N ‘ TABLE 10 ‘&.
A COMPARISON OF THE EAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
CASELOADS FOR CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980

Percent.

Percent

Civil........

'979 - 1980 - Difference : 2 1979 1380 Difference
tWew Filings.....ooovneeen . 2518 - 2938 v 16.7 Criminal ...... ... e 146 216° 479
Civil....., R 2117 2415 141 ~ Juvenile...... Ciieeiiis 290 346 . 19.3
Criminal ... ......\v... <ol 177 595 ~ 'Dispositions . ... e 12367 2717 148
Juvenile . ...t 290 346 - 19 3 Civil ..... R SRR 21970 . 2191 11.2
Cases Carried Over FromThe L Criminal ........ ..., 107 180 68.2
Previous Year............ 952 1103 159 _Juvenile . ...iiniiinnes -~ 290 346 19.3
Civil o oo vie v inisnsinnss 917 1064 160 Cases Pending - . , -
Criminal ........ovin.s 35 39 114 As Of Dec. 31 .......ovove. 1103 1324 20.0
Juvenile ... ov. i ieiins - IR Civil voovvvennesnnnaens 1064 1288 - 210
. Total Cases e ’ “Criminal ......00. 000 . 39 36 7.7
Docketed . ...ovvuviinan . 3470 4041 16.5 Juvenile..... ki — e =
3034 3479 - 14.7 - o s :
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"REPORT OF. THE SOUTHEAST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The' Honorable ROBERT L. ECKERT 'Presiding Judge

u

Ay

Election and Investlture of a New Judge
The year 1980 was a year of change for the Southeast
“Judicial District. District Judge Hamilton Englert of

y /Valley City resigned ‘effective October 1, 1980. In a hotly

contested election contest, John T, Paulso m; a Valley f‘lty
. attorney, bested three contenders.

On January 9, 1981, a formal investiture ceremony was

held at the'Barnes County Courthouse in Valley City for
Judge Paulson. An overﬂowmg courtroom heard
remarks from Chief Justice Ralph J. Erickstad, Attorney

General Robert O. Wefald, North Dakota Bar Associa-

tlon President J. Philip Johnson, and the father of the
néw district judge, Justice Wm. L.- Paulson. All of the
members of the North Dakota Supreme Court were pres-
ent as were all the members of the district court fromthe
Southeast Judicial District and many other judges and
dlgmtarres Following the investiture, a reception was
held in the Court chambers and law library. Chairman of
the event was' attorqey David Walker of Valley City.

Annual Meeting of the Southeast Judrcnal
District Bar Association

The first annual meeting of the Southeast Judicial
District 'Bar Association was held at ‘LaMoure, North
Dakota. Presiding at the meetmg/uas President Ted
Kessel, Jr., of LaMoure, North Dakota, who was ree-
lected: as president.{, Valley City attorneys extended an
invitation to the Association to meet in their city in'1981.
This invitatiori was unanimously accepted by the
Association. .

Ass1gnment of Cases

Cases from Richland, Ransom, and Sargent Countres
which are tried to the Court without a Jury continued to
be assigned to Judge Eckert. Cases arising in Eddy, Fos-
ter, and Stutsman Courities which are to be tried to the
Court without a jury continued to be assigned to Judge
Fredricks. ‘All the cases from Barnes, LaMoure, and

Drckey Counties, which are to be tried to the Court with- -

out a jury have now been assigned to Judge Paulson.

Clerks of court have been ordered to immeditely notify
the district judge of the filing of any bind-over papers so
that criminal arraignments and criminal trials can be held
as soon as possib)le The'district judges continue to alter-
nate c1v11 and jury terms in each county wrthm the
district, - 4

by 54 e iy
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~ TABLE 11 ‘ _ =
A3 k 0 A COMPARISON OF THE S(‘UTHEA N
‘ ' , JUDICIAL DISTRICT CASELOADS FOR
- = CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980
1979 1980 Diffoence : Eo 1970 w8 D
New Filings:. ... % ..., 1616 - 1771 9.6 Criminal ....... AT 177 204 .15.3
Civil.......... e iieeen. o 1345 1473 9.5 ‘Juvenile ........ O
Criminal ..... Ve e e 133 162 ‘218 Dispositions ............%
Juvenile ........ CAR R 138 136 -1.4 Civil covviinii i
Cases Carried Over From The k Criminal ....... e e ..
Previous Year........ et 448 511 (14,1 Juvenile .. ...... I .
CCHIVEL s e i ey 4040 469 16.1 Cases Pending _
Criminal - ‘ 44 42. -45 AsOf Dec. 31 .....ovvvnn
Juvenile . ...... .. 000 — — —_— PEEE 6717 ) IR e
Total Casés : ‘ Criminal ... 0000 0L
Docketed. &\ v vvvvvin i, vo--.2064 - 2282 - 10.6 Juvenile.......
<2 Civil .......... 1749 1942 . 11.0 - ' ‘
. . , )
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REPORT OF THE SOUTH CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
The Honorable BENNY A. GRAFF, Presiding Judge
DEE J. HANSON; Court Administrator

Caseflow Management - i A

The South Central Judicial Dlstrlct under the supervi-
sion of Presiding Judge Benny A. Graff, has been pro-
gressing toward a current caseload in terms of scheduliing
trial dates shortly after cases reach ready-for-trial status.
The time lag from when a case is ready for trial and the
scheduled trial date has been reduced considerably from
previous years. The judges, hOWever, realize that case
control must begin when a case is originally filed. A local
rule which directs that most cases must ‘be ready for trial
within one year from the filing date has dramatically
shortened the overall time span bétween filing and final

disposition’of cases. This local rule, along with a master

(team concept) scheduling technique, has resulted ina
smoothand relatively current caseﬂow in all 13 counties
within this district.

Kidder and Oliver Counties have recently modermzed
their Register of Actions. The traditional large canvas-

~covered books have been replaced with a streamlined 83

x 14" register page. The new Registers are very cost
effective and much easier to handle.

Facility Planning
Dr. Michael Wong, an archite¢t and consultant’ ‘who
specializes in courthouse facility planning, has provided

processing cases.

Burleiéh County witha preliminary facility improvement
program, The study, which was part of a statewide facil-
ity study through the State Court Administrator’s Office,

-+ included facility design guidelines and expansion alterna-

tives for the Burleigh County Courthouse, Marian Bar-

bie, Clerk of the Burleigh County District Court, was a.

member of the facility committee which assisted Dr.
Wong in his study. Grant County completed their new
courthouse and Sioux County presently has a new court-
house under construction.

Jury Management

Burleigh, McLean, and Morton Counties used the

computer facilities from Central Data Processingin com-
piling their Master List and Master Jury Wheel. Several-
other counties within the district used the Kadana/Le-
hoczky jury selection technique to cut. down on the

number of name comparisons between the driverslistand

voters. The time spent in compiling the jury list has been
greatly reduced in those counties usingthe State compu-
ter and the alternative jury selection method.

Chamber Dégignation

In the spring of 1980, Judges Graff and Schneider
petitioned the State Suprerae Court for specific chamber
designations. Tkis was done because of the confusion
which was caused by the fact that four of the five judges in
the South Central Judicial District were runmng for
election in November 1980. Rather than running at large,

the judges requested the Supreme Court to designate

specific chambers for election purposes. This ensured
that each judge was runnmg for his own position, and

would niot be involved in a populanty contest with his

colleagues on ‘the bench, The Supreme Court, after hold-
ing a hearing, did provide by rule a chamber desngnanon
for each judge in the state.

Data Processing Equipment -

In 1981 the Court Administrator is looking forward to
installing data processingand/or compnter equnpment in
his office. The Court Administrator’s first priority is to
link up with the State Judicial Information System and

‘have the ability to enter data directly into the state com-

puter from his office, This will provide the Court with
more timely information for management purposes.
There are also many word processing and calendaring
functions which can be performed to aid the Court in

&
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1979 1980 Difference 1979 1980 Dri,l'cf::::::
Neuf l:*‘ili‘ngs ............... 3072 3050 <7 Criminal ......... SES 379 434 14.5
glyu dereneenriee it 2576 2483 -36 Juvenile = 176 188 6.8
riminal ............... 320 379 18.4 Dispositions .../ .......... 2607 3108 19.2
Juvenile.....ooirii 176 188 6.8 Civil .v0v. .. NI 2107 2560  21)5
Cases Carried ngr From The Criminal .....ocoivoo.. 324 360 1 "E{f'
Previous Year............. 826 1291 56.3 Juvernile . ... .. v 176 188 6'8
Cl\./ll' ................... 767 - 1236 61.1 Cases Pending ' .
?rlmxfial ............... - 59 - 55 -6.8 AsOf Dec. 31 .......... 1291 1233 -4.5
TOtulvtzu €vri s e — — Civil .o..voni, 1236 1159  -6.2
al Cases _ Criminal ............... 55 74 34,5
‘i Docketed . ............... 3808 4341 Juvenile ............. —
3719 SR T

*TABLE 12

A COMPARISON OF THE SOUTH CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
CASELOADS FOR CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980
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REPORT OF THE SOUTHWEST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

The Hororable NORBERT J. MUGGLI, Presiding .[udge

Distribution of V‘"orkload

In a continuing effort to increase efficiency and cut

“down travel time, judicial duties in the Southwest Judi-

cial District have been divided along geographical lines.
Judge Lyle G. Stuart has been assigned all terms of court
for the counties of Adams, Hettinger, Bowman, and
Slope, and the regular October jury term for Stark
County. In addition to all other court terms for Stark
County, Judge Muggli will hold court in the counties of
Dunn, Billings, and Golden Valley. Thus, judicial duties
have been assigned in such a way that the workload is
equalized and the travel time is reduced.

The Order assigning these terms of court specxﬁcally

“allows each judge to hold consecutive jury terms. This

was permitted by ‘the addition of Section 13 to AR 2-
1978, which- was adopted as an emergency .matter in

~ September 1979. It was put into effect in thisdistrictas of

July 1, 1980 for a period of one year. It will have to be

reconsidered in 1981, It seems to be.working out quite
well and in all hkehhood it will be reneWed for another
. year.

Compliance with the Cocket Currency Standards

On December 31, 1980 a meeting wastheld at Dickin-
son for all of the clerks of court of the district. All the
clerks were present along with the two districtjudges The
main purpose of the meeting was to review procedures
concerning the reporting and status: of cases with refer-
ence to AR 12-1980, our docket currency standards rule.
The clerks were asked to bring along certain files so that
their status in relation to the docket currency standards
could be determined.

In ofder to maintain a current docket throughout the
district, an Order was issued assigning all unassigned
cases and future cases in certain counties to either Judge
Stuart or Judge Muggli. Judge Stuart has been assigned
all present and future cases in Adams, Hettinger, Bow-
man, and Slope Counties and Judge Muggli-has been
assigned all such unassigned and future cases in the coun-
ties of Billings, Golden Valley, and Dunn. The County of
Stark was feft open sincevboth judges are sharing the

- responsibility of keeping the Stark County cases current.

Since Judge Stuart will be holding the October jury term
of Stark County, it is contemplated %hat he will be

assigned all of the cases on the calendar at that time. The

rest of the cases on the Stark County docket will be
assigned to Judge Muggli.

Additional Judge Needed S
The workload in tlie district, especnally in Stark
‘County, has increased by leaps and bounds in the past

two years. While the number of cases disposed of has also

increased substantially, it has still Jagged behind the

- increase in filings. Chief Jistice Erickstad has recom-

mended to the Legislature that it appropriate funds for an
additional judge for this district.  The Legislature will
‘meet in 1981 and it is hoped that the district’s request for
an additional Judge will be granted. .

TABLE13
A COMPARISCN OF THE SOUTHWEST |

JUDICIAL DISTRICT CASELOADS FOR ~ ©

CALENDAR YEARS 1979 AND 1980 i

: 1979 1980 DF:fcflci::lcc - E . 1979 V 198D D[i’rerr;i:lcc
New Filings........ L. 6470 798 233 Criminal .............. .. 87 109 253
Civil .......... e e 525 - 652 24.2 Juvenile s oo e 35 48 37.1
Criminal ............... 87 98 126 Dlsposmons e 550 675 227
Juvenile.. .. R RyRe 35 . 48 37.1 CCivilJ L ST R 439 536 22.1

Cases Carried Over From The : v

Previous Year........c..... 248 - - 345
Civil .......... iVen s see. - 248 334
Criminal ......c...00.00. 0 1
Juvenile .. ............ B

~Total Cases : ; P
© Docketed.........oo.vinen 5 - 1143

_Criminal ,......:.. BN : 19.7
Juvenile.......... N - 48 . 371
~Cases Pending : o
AsOfDec, 3l ., ..cvevives - »35:6
Civil . ovin. .. Seed s 34.7
Criminal ....: P S o - 63.6
Juvenile . voiv i - o
L |

:

E ‘ North Dakota has three types of county courts. They
are the county courts with increased jurisdiction, the
county justice courts, and the ‘county probate courts.
Generally speaking, the most populouis counties in the
state have the county courts with increased jurisdiction
ard the lesser populated counties have both county jus-
tice courts and county probate courts. All three types of
% county courts are courts of limited jurisdiction.

L ‘ Most of the cases filed in the county courts are non-
£ criminal traffic cases. Such cases constitute nearly 76
percent of the county courts’ gaseload. Criminal cases,
mainly misdemeanors, make up over 13 percent of the
caseload and civil cases compose approximately 11 per-
cent of the caseload. Within the civil category, small
claims cases and probate cases dominate. Figure 9 pro-
vides a pictorial breakdown of the types of tases filed in
all of the county courts in the state.

" FIGUREY -
TYPES OF CASES FILED IN ALL COUNTY
COURTS FOR THE 1980 CALENDAR YEAR

Noncriminal Traffic
75.8%

C‘rimina;l
13.1%

- Breakdown of Civil

] ; _ Filings V)
Small Claims ‘ . 58%
Probate : ; R 2.5%
Mental Health . ' Lo 1% -

: ‘Guardnanshnp/Conservatorshlp \ 2%
~ Other Civil * 1.9%

7

THE COUNTY COURT SYSTEM

As with the district courts, the caseload of the county
courts increased in 1980. Most of the increase was in the
noncriminal traffic cases. It should be noted, however,
that the increase in civil cases recorded for 1980 may
actually be larger because several county courts did not
file their caseload reports for 1980 with the Court Admin-
istrator’s Office.

~

County court dispositions also increased during 1980.
In fact, criminal dispositions were greater than criminal
filings. This accounts for the 17 percent decrease in the
number of pending criminal cases on thedocket at the
end of the 1980 calendar year. In contrast, civil disposi-
tions decreased in 1980 and the number of pending civil
cases rose significantly.

Table 14 provides a caseload synopsis of the county
courts for 1979 and 1980. '

TABLE 14 .
' CASELOAD SYNOPSIS OF ALL COUNTY
COURTS FOR THE 1979 AND 1980
' CALENDAR YEARS

P

Percent

. 1979 1980 Difference

New Filings........c....... 109,400 121,220 10.8

Civil ... i i 13,077 13,387 24

“Criminal ............... 15,759 15,897 9

Noncriminal Traffic*. .. .. 80,564 91,936 14.1
Cases Carried Over From The

Previous-Calendar Year . 12,300 . 14,631 = 19.0

Civil.......ooiieiii, 9,514 10,432 9.7
Criminal .......... 00000 2,'786 4,199 - 50.7
Noncriminal Traffic...... - —_— —
Total Cases Docketed e 121, 700 135,851 11.6
Civil ..., 0 oo iy 22:591.23,8197 - 5.4
Criminal ..... e e . 18,545 20,096 8.4
Noncriminal Traffic...... 80,564 _91,93¢ - 14.1
Dispositions ............ . 107,069 120,370 124
Civil 12,159 11,814 -2.8
“Criminal ............... 14,346 16,620 15.9
Noncrlminal Traffic. .. ... 80,564 91,936 14,1
Cases Pending as ' o
Of Dec. 31 ....ovvvvius... 14,631 15481 5.8
Civil ,.vovninin, e 10,432 12,005 15.1
Criminal ............... 4,199 3476 -17.2
Noncriminal Traffic...... —_ — _

* In the absence. of data onfilings for noncriminal traff ic
: . cases, dispositions for noncriminal traffic cases have

also been used as -an indicator of filings. Since non-

criminal traffic cases are disposed of very quickly, any
X dzscrepancy between filings and dzsposmons is very

minimal. =~ ,
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f OUNTY COURTS WITH INCREASED JURISDICTION - F TABLE 16
Ch 27 08C NDCC ides for the establishment within their respective counties Prior to 1978, both dis- . COUNTYCC&URg S IWITH INCREASED JURISDICTION | B
o apter 27-08,; , provides for the establishmen ‘ : - Pri 8, both d =
oE e and opperation of the county courts with increaséd juris- trict courts and county courts with in¢reased jurisdiction 1 E C%Lﬁgls):g [{(é) ;iP l(;:(I)TIONS : \
o diction. A special election to establish or abolish a county had coricurrent appellate jurisdiction for cases originat- i :
! court with increased jurisdiction must be held if a petition ing in municipal court. The effect of this change has been a5 . :
e requesting that election and containing the names of at to produce a significant increase in the trafiic case work- ¢ County - - Felony o - Misdemeanor(m omibions Na?c'{img,;xalrramc b lTotalTNornrcriminan
[ least ten percent of the county’s total votg cast for gover- “load of county courts with increased jurisdiction. As ‘ : ; , cquinals ismissals _ Traffic
B nor in the last election is presented to the/ /board of county Table 15 shows, noncriminal traffic cases increased by 13 Barnes ..............oo. 37 39 474 1461 2,571 4 I 2,576 3
by commissioners. percent from 1979 to 1980, 8 Bcnsqn Trrriensraresies e 4 9 197 - 200 792 17 0 809 i
H “The majority vote in this election deteffitines whether Noncriminal traffic cases comprised the bulk{74%) of Burleigh.......... SR 249 .. 237 886 873 4,289 33 0 4,322 b
s such a court is to be established or abolished. Presently, the caseload of the county courts with increased jurisdic- & Cass ..o 190 205 l All 1,796 9,086 64 2 9152 3
: seventeen of North Dakota’s 53 counties have established tion in 1980. Although thesé cases are by far the most Grand Forks ............... 269 264 1,593 1,373 12,348 25 0 12,373 /
_county courts with increased jurisdicion. If a majority of numerous, they are disposed of*very rapidly. Thus, the 7 LaMoure ............. o0 5 4 54 54 7 893 5 0 898 .
the county voters agree to grant increased jurisdiction to amount of time spent by the Judges of county courts with Mercer ........ooivviinnin, 42 40 320 332 2,153 2 0 2,155
; : the county court, the offices of county judge and county increased jurisdiction in-processing noncriminal traffic Morton ............. ..., S1 . ‘51 401 627 6,460 C2 0 6,462
’ i justice are merged into one court referred toasthe county cases is not propertional to their numérical dominance.. Ramsey ..........c.000. . 41 4] =734 . 805 2,728 33 2 2,763
’,l court with lncreased_]urlsdl(:tlon ThlS court has orlgmal Cl'lmlnal cases compr!sed over l4p?rC.ent ofall ﬁhng in R?nsom T U 18 . 12 206 245 490 5 S 0 - 495
- concurrent jurisdiction with the district court in all civil the county courts of -increased jurisdiction for 1980. Richland .................. 36 33 2376 298 2,208 14 0 2,222
4 cases where the amount in controversy does not exceed Nearly 11 percent of these criminal cases were preliminary Stark ..o 104 119 964 1,059 4,341 19 0 4,360
$1,000 and in all criminal misdemearnor cases. The county hearings conducted in felony matters and 89 percent were §:tutsman .................. 88 .89 1,218 1,209 4,659 10 0 4,669
5 court with increased jurisdiction has exclusive original misdemeanors. The number of preliminary hearings for Walsh........ SRR ERR R 48 49 493 . 485 2,675 0 0 2,675
jurisdiction in probate, testamentary and guardianship felonies increased by 17 percent from 1979 to 1980 while Ward .. oociviin i il 110 117 762'} .881 4,965 91 1 5,057
- matters. This court has concurrent appellate jurisdiction the number of misdemeanor fllmgs essentially stayed the W?l{s --------------------- 0 0 14 15 763 1 0 764
with the district court in municipal court appeals same. ¥ Williams .....co0vien ..., 77 86 1,178 1,257 3,379 42 0 3,421 ~
The judge of the county court with increased jurisdic- The various types of civil cades within the jurisdiction TOTAL .,.......ccoc.uui., 1,369 1,395 11,281 11,970 64,800 367 6 65173
" tion has the authority to issue warrants and complaints, of the county courts with increased jurisdiction consti- 4
to determine whether an individual accused of a felony tuted approximately 12 percent of all filings in 1980. Of 1
should be held for trial, and perform other standard this 12 percent, over 6 percent were small-claims cases, i | i
judicial functions. g approxxmatflth {)ircent w¢redgrob;te/case5', 1 lt)ercs:}elpt 1 s L
tal health or guardianship/conservatorship 2 3
The county courts with increased Junsdxctlon have Z‘;zis n:::i “about 2.5 , . : i 2 : g
» . Do S , percent were a mixture ‘of various & ‘
:;t:;?zlgi:]z f:r:lilrli lcsl ?;:ist: g T;tz&l;gf_;:r;zﬂ;c‘fle?;l gft: :::; types.of civil actions. With the exception of small claims ;i TABLE 16 (Cont g
~‘cases, all categories of civil cases experienced a decline in (Con't) ; .
than $1,000. This is ‘the same monetary hmlt for 1 \ :
more filings from 1979 to 1980. Small claims cases increased by % i
their civil jurlSdlCtlon . over 11 percent. , iy County Small ‘Claims Probate ) Guardianship/Conservatorship Other Civil. . Mental Health :
In 1978 the county courts thh increased jurisdiction A summary of the caseload changes for-the countv % B o il D) &) ‘D? L (D? v Hearings Held i
were authorized by a Supreme Court order (now AR courts with increased jurisdiction from 1979 to 1980 P f games ....... RS I AT : 3%3 ﬁg g? -'lzg i g 2‘8‘ 23 8; «% .
he ‘municipal courts rovxded in Table 15. CBenson Ll 0 e e i, : : ( : 0
16-1978) to hear. ?ll appeals froznt " ~p = N ~ P 2 Burleigh ...l P P ¢ 670 675 150 102 .. 9 17 546 539 89 g
Rt ] CaSS. . verenttantnie e anaean . 1,541 1,345 225 280 23 17 448 459 186
: TABLE 15 g = Grand Forks ............. TR T 796 758 137 82 13 3 231 232 43
- CASELOAD SYNOPSIS OF COUNTY k! | LaMoure .......:.. e e 75 81 40 136 1 0 ‘16 15 -1
COURTS WITH INCREASED ; .. | Mercer .....voionnn A 133129 45 16 - 0 0 36 35 6
' 'JURISDICTION FOR THE 1979 AND 1980 °  * R Remsoliimiie W BN w3y oz
CALENDAR YEAR, » : o CRANSOM o vooe oo 5 47 35 30 10 18 17 5
Richland........ .. co0niiiian 206 - 189 o116 75 13 1 -0 0 15
. s , = —— SHATK ¢ vt ceeee 364356 112 36 14 2. 13 132 21
' ‘ 97 1980 Differente ‘ e o - 978 1980 - . Difference g | Stutsman ., ... e i s e s coo314 0 314 96, 42 5 20 102 102 138
New Filings.....ovveeunns, 80,464 88,459 9.9 “ Criminal .......0e...... 14,175 15,756 111 B Walsh, 245 22 16 101 S 0 0 0 47
Civil .0uvrvrnnnernenas.o 10,342 10,636 2.8 Noncriminal Trafﬁc. cveee 57,675 65,173 13,0 £ 0 Ward......ooooociiiiieenes o 506 483 0 164 60 7 1475 473 76
Criminal ..... CEe e 12,447 12,650 1.6. - Dispositions ..%........... 78,509 87,869 1.9 g | o Wells o 9 13 8 17 0 0 15 15 0
Noncriminal Traffic...... 57,675 65173 13.0 - Civil ........ Ceeiee. 9765 9331 . 44 oo Millamseneeeneeenen, 93 870 IS5 M5 8 0 154 160 47
i+ ,; Cases Carried Over From o : Criminal ........... eo0. 11,069 13,365 20,7 ©TOTAL ......cc..ove.... eeveeov. 5,697 5479 1,710 1,492 109 46 23049 2,314 816
* . the Previous Calendar Year. - 7,693 9,648 254 Noncriminal Traffic, ..... 57,675 65,173 13.0 7 : P : ~ ‘ - : —— — =
LGl Ly e e e e e 5,965 6,542 6.7 Cases Pending as of o ‘ . N s ‘
Criminal ............ e 1,728, 3, 106 79.7 December 31.............. 9,648 10,238 6.1 RN | SR e
Noncriminal Traffic...:.. : = Civil . ... s e e s 6,542 7,847 199 % Le
Total Cases Docketed.. .... 88,157 98, 107 13 :Criminal ........, e 3,106 2,391 . -23.0 - i 3 L
Civil .. v e i 16,307 17, 178 53 “Noncriminal Traffic. ..., T e N B

e




There are thlrty-s1x county Justxce courts in North
Dakota. County justice courts have_ “risdiction to hear
misdemeanor and civil money claims nuL\l\rceedmg $200
in value. They also act as committing magxstrates in
determining whether 4 person accused of a felony should
be held for:trial."

increased jurisdiction. The civil jurisdiction. of a county
justice court is limited not only by the amount of the
claim, but by its nature. A mechanic’s lein, forexample,
could not "be foreclosed .in county justice court even
though the claim was less than $200. =~

A county justice court is ‘not a court of record. An

"appeal means that the entire proceeding is tried anew.

Appeals are taken to the district court. .
“County jultice court also serves'ds the small claims
court _The jurisdiction of 'he small claims court is con-

. fined to the cases for the.y Srcovery of money, or the
cancellation ‘of any agreement mvolvmg fraud, decep- ;

tion,, mlsrepresentatxon or false promxse The jurisdic-
tional limitation in county justice court is $500. Cases

. The criminal jurisdiction of a county >
justice court is the same as that of a county court with

COUNTY, JUSTICE COURTS R R f.

filed in the small claims court cannot be appealed toany "

other jurisdiction. The finding is final.

~While the number of fllmgs disposition, and pendmg :
cases - in_the civil and ‘noncriminal traffic categorles '

increased in 1980, ‘the number of criminal cases in all

three areas decreased This decrease was due to the .
decline in the number of misdémeanor.filings and dispo-~

sitions. The number of preliminary hearings in felony
matters conducted in county _]ustlce courts mcreased by6
‘percent. e

- Like the county ¢ourts with increased 1ur1sd1ct10n the
caseload of the county justice courts is comprised mainly
of noncriminal traffic cases (8§6%), criminal cases (10%), ;

,and small claims cases (4%). Mental health cases consti-
“tute only a negligible proportion of total filings even
though they have mcreased sllghtly (21 cases) from 1979
to 1980. -

‘The table below provndes a synopsxs of caseload activ-
ity for county Justlce courts for the last two calendar
years. ~

& = :é
Re)
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TABLE17 ¥ : o R
CASELOAD SYNOPSIS OF COUNTY S
JUSTICE COURTS FOR THE 1979 AND ' SR
1980 CALENDAR YEARS R .
: Percent - Percent
: ) 1979 11980 - - Differencs 1979 {980 Difference. . .
New Fllmgs.......,.a;,...; 27,344 31,308 - 14.5 Criminal ....... ... e 4,370 4,340’ kS =T
Civil s Ceveewn e 1,143 01,298 18.6 Noncriminal Trafflc...‘... 22,889 26,763 16.9 ~
Criminal .........u0. e 3,312 03,247 -2.0 Dispositions. ., ..., oy’ i 27'276 31,238 145
. Noncriminal Traffic...... 22,889 26,763 . 16.9 CCvil. e O LTI00 1220099
Case Carried Over From The . e CCriminal ... ...ii i L3277 3,255 T
Previous Calendar Year ..... 1,112 1,180 .. 6.1¢ Noncriminal Traffic.s.... 22, 889. 26,763 169
ClVll. ..... RS- T : 87 - 61,]\% . Cases Pend]ng As Of ‘ . SR
>Criminal .. ..... e 1,058 1,093 0033 " December 31, . vuiiiies l 180 1,250 59
‘Noncriminal Traffic....... e e Lo U R 87 165 '89.7
! Total Cases Docketed....., 28456 32488 1427 Criminal ..... FSE MR 1,085« -7
: 1,385 - 15,7 s

.......

(24
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TABLE 18 ¢ . S
COUNTY JUSTICE COURT CASE FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS CALENDAR YEAR 1980 %
County : X . .Felony” ) Misdemeanor Noncriminal Traffic Noncriminal Traffic
i . . (P (D) (F) (D) Convictions Acquittals Dismissals Total I8
Adams ..... Cvesd 0 0 0 0 400 0 0. 400 P2
Billings . ........ iveis 1 0 73 63 2,298 I 0 2,299 1%
Bottineau......v.oov.n 0 0 0 0 879 . 6. 1 886 ?j:%
Bowman.............. 4. 6 55 50 . 456 4 07 460 e
Burke .......oviinin.. 2 2 569 568 454 5°¢ 0 459 .
Cavalier ............. ,. ) 0 13 13 737 14 3 754 4
Dickey ..ovvvoninin 12 Y 69 70, 812 ... 3 1 .. 816 3
Divide . voovveiinnnn. 0 0 50 61 . 377 4 0 381 g
Dunn ............ 5 4« 64 64 565 . 6 0 571 i
Eddy...covvvinianiine 0 0 1 -l 295 . 3 2 300
EMmoOns .. ..ovuesse.s ° 5 7 69 73 327 1 0 328 | %
FOSter..vovvvimiernane ' " 8 7 54 40 589 | 0 590 o
_Golden Valley......... 0 0 -0 0.7 627 .3 0 630 S
SGrant «ovevernininnas 0 i 1 1 521 0 0 521
,Gnggs S S . 9 10 134 131 - 645 0 0 - 645 B o
© Hettinger ... povvss. 0 0 0 0 " 203 0 0 - 203
Kidder «....voieunnsn. 5 3 38 35 510 0 0, 510 i B
Logan........ e e e 4 5 26 25 306 | 0" 307 e E <
McHenry............. 19 - 17 173 192 1,886 6 1 1,893 g
‘Mclntosh ........ T ! 0 65 57 462 1. 0 463
McKenzie ........... = 0. - 0 0 0 2,816 7 1 2,824
. McLean ........... 28 17 220 212 2,862 .26° 1 2,889
Mountrail .......... 2 2 100 101 1,102 1 0 1,113
Nelson ......uviersn. 10 10 128 134 954 .5 0 959
OLVEr .. :vvvvivevunsns . 8 2 25 34 338 1 0 339
Pembina.........i.c... . : 22 20 55 52 1,252 7 0 1,259
Pierce...«.....ooivn 15 23 205 232 637 10 I 648
Renville .............. o 0 0 0 0 225 2 0 227
Rolette ......... 37 35 - 398 410 830 24 0 * 854
- Sargent : 6 6 137 116 223 9 0 °224
“Sheridan..,.....c..... A | 0 1 1 105 1 - 0 106
Sioux .. il v : 0o 0 14 15 °30 Q- 0 30
~ SIope c.iiivin.s 4 4 17 17 161 1 - 0 162
CSteele’ ..o Lo e 3 26 21 - 156 0 0 =156
TOWNET : o4 svv e avinsni 1 0 13 12 872 3. 0 875
Traill..ooovseinnninns 10 ¢ 8 230 251 675 1 0 683
TOTAL .. 224 203 3,023 3,052 26,587 165 = 11 26,763
¢ 4
g v
> 2 ° . g B
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TABLE 18 (Con) 1980 * COUNTY COURTS | ;
COUNTY JUSTICE COURT CASE FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS CALENDAR YEAR County courts have exclusive original jurisdiction in office of clerk of the district court inf the rural counties.
Smalt Clafms Other Civil * o Mental Heallh . probate and testamentary matfers, :1clu11ng theappoint- Since the passage of the Uniform Probate Code (UPC) !
County ) SO ) ) Hearings ment of administrators and gl-al'dlans ’ertY-Slx coun- ., in 1975, there has been a steady reduction in the number i
‘ 0 0 .0 0 2 ties have county courts. P “ of filings of probate proceedings in the county ¢ourts in g
| pdams. . ovi s OO SRR 3 53 00 0 -0 ‘The jurisdiction of the county court s fimited strlctly North Dakota. In 1980 probate filings declined by 5
Billings ....cccroereorncrtertnt s e 0 0 P 0 i 0 0 7 by statute and Ease law. Matters whichare clesely related percent compared to an eleven percent decrease in 1979, 4
A Bottineau....... AR AR ppemrens S 8 o8 ;3 2 2 to probate and téstamentary issues and may, arise in a Guardianship and conservatorship cases also declined i
B e sren s ' 6 76 -0 0 0 probate case cannot be tried in a county court, - in 1980. While there were 157 such cases filed in_ 1979, :
(( Burke ...oveererevenss B o 1 2 0 0. 0 y statutes, appeals are taken from the county courtto . only 87 cases were filed in 1986.
: Ca_waher """""""""""""""""" 170 159 0 0 0 the district court. North Dakota statutes appear to A caseload summary for the county courts is provided
Dld}Cy RN 2 | 5 0 0 0 », ‘require the probate proceedings in the county court to be in the table below. However, this data should be viewed
Divide .. evseoemsrinret” AR 10 3. Lo 0 0 on the record; the current practice is to the contrary. with caution” For one thing, the procedure established by
DUunn...oeeseasneon P S . 0 0 . 0 0 0 . Verbatim .transcnpts or records of the proceedings are . . the Uniform Probate Code makes it very difficult to -
N Bddy....ovevevenenpnrmmmreren ittt 15 79 |0 0 0 not compiled. The usual method of appeal is a trial de  **  obtain an accurate count of probate filings, dispasitions,
g EmmOns. ..coceeeeererreerr ittt Lt 26 30 0 : L0 0 novo in district-court and not a trial on the record or and pending cases. Secondly, several county courts did
R Foster... . erreiaITT A RO ;0 -0 0 g,() 0 transcr ipt of tesumony not provide the court administrator’s office with caseload
. S Golden Valley.. .. .- L o o 51 51 0 = 1 There:is no requlrcment that the judge of the county - information on their courts. Thus, the caseload data for
5o Grant ...ooveeerereereo sttt St : 9 10 S B 0 b _court be trained in the law and the office is usually filled thé county courts are probably more suspect than the
P Srggs. o SNSRI 17 17 [ : 0 2 by a lay judge. All county judges run for election every data for the other courts;
i BT . e, M2 12 )ﬂ 0 0 -0 four years The duty of countyjudge is combined with the . ooy
Kider e s s e 5 O S |
o Mocgl:enr); . ' ' : . ..................... 69 70 ‘5‘\} 0 K (0 2 = { ) . ) ‘ 4/1 =
OMcIntosh ........ S P XD AN 15 1; ! 3 g 0 X ¥ s TABLE 19 ‘
54 McKenzi€ ... cvoverenvees Creeasaes i gg i s 0 0 6 - S, CASELOAD SYNOPSIS OF COUNTY , Srall 3
s 4 MCLEAN., %uvvnnenisvnensenssnserres > pos 0 0 0 . COURTS FOR TH;E 1979 AND 1980 ‘ |
i %(;un;rall -ﬁ. P R R R N o ‘3! g 31 0 0 g 2 . . o ; “ CALENDAR YEARS =y o ( ’ -
o b eIsoN ..o R AR A . ‘ ) 0 ! ] > Lk v‘
) oer RO e 2B . 0 o :
! - b OUYEL - uidorortrnte RSN R a1 0 0 23 - P = ,
| SR Pembina.. ... 78 74 0 0 ,‘l‘ > o e @ e 1979, {980 _Difference . 5
8 §‘°'°e“~a~ """""" I IR 0 0. 0 0 0 New Filings............... 1592 1453 87 = .0
3 RIS e e e raeesa e 134 135 0 0 5 5= & Cases Carried Over From o ‘
£ PR e et 46 41 ! 0 > ‘ R the Previous Calendar Year. ° 3,495 3,803 = 88 : .
‘ ST e e 0 0 o0 0. 0. Total Cases Docketed .. ... . 5087 5,256 33
ey S.en Al pnrrrren ity e s s 0 0 0 0 0 - S Dlsposmons...,,.'.a.,.....Q_.. 1,284 1,263 - -1.6
' . S;oux ........... i ienen e 3 3 0 "0 3. - Cases Pending as of - Lo o
S - 12 1 0 g ; ‘ © December31.......... e 3,803 73993 5.0 i
‘ s el .. b 0’ o 0 : . - : _ _ L
LG . Lo " Towner......s«» PRI P R R : . k
e M ;‘_S::’lner ..... e e P PP 134 135 2 °2 7 LS
' " T e i e 1,226 1,150 ° 9 7 63
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: | TABLE 20 ° AR " MUNICIPAL COURTS |
COUNTY COURT CASE FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS x 0 i i Th t ity (77 £ all traffi D &
; , C ALENDAR YE. AR 1980 g Presently there are 364 mcorporated municipalities in, : , e vast majority (779%) of all traffic cases are pro- £
. s * -North Dakotas Although state law provides that every cessed by ten communities, or less than 2'nercent of all the 2
. ° 3 incorporated city shall have a municipal court, many municipalities in the state. Withintheseten communities, &
° , County  Probate -0 G"ardmnsh‘PICDnse"g‘mh‘P 0 Totl b -cities do not. This is due, in part, to the fact many _the greatest increase in traffic dispositions have occurred k|
i B @ L o . 2 municipalities do not have police_officers. Of the total in those cities which are in the western part of the state. &
Adams ...ooiein i 32 18 3 . 35, 19 municipalities, 167 cities have mumclpal courts. There . This probably reflects population increases and other ;|
TBillings....ieiiuiiiniin LU 8" 0 0 10 8, are 157 judges serving these municipalities. Of the total social/ economic changes brought about by the recent §
Bottineau .. ..., WP R 75 o 99 3 0 co18 59 \ number of municjpal judges, 20 are legally-trained. Sec- surge of energy development in the western part of the i
Bowman........ S EERRNE ¢ 50 31 4 - 1 o 54 32 4 tion 40-18-01, NDCC, requires the municipal judge in a ““state. o ¥
o Burke ... ... CRRRERES 61 32 2 3 63 ar) 35 1 city having a population of 3,000 or more to be an attor- g‘
Cavalier .. .o.vvviiiersnns. 76 58 =0 0 76 " 58 ney, unless a licensed attorney is not available. The sec- * ' Of the entire caseload of municipal courts, over 919
Dickey «vvvvivnraninrnnissn 29 24 3 0 o 32 24 1 tion also’ pérmits an individual to serve more than one are administrative traffic cases. Administrative traffic g
Divide ........coooiviiiint 68 - 49 =0 1 68 50 city as a municipal judge, fcasig can be processed in fess timi than it takes to dispase }
i Dunn .......ooovviiineninn 39 49 5 1 44 s 50" In 1980 the traffic caseloads of the mumc:pal courts “of criminal traffs matters. There is a lesser degree of &
: Eddy......oooivnuininiiias 18 5 0 0 18 5 5 3 varied frem no cases in very small jurisdictions to over burden of pro6? for administrative traffic cases. In addi- 3§
i Emmons .....%.. 00 ive. o 30 25 3 3 - 35 28 8,300 cases in Minot. Statewide, North Dakota munici- tion, the vast iflajority of the less serious traffic cases are i
A Foster..........oovvuiin Q.. 2 -0 SO 0 2 0 - palities disposed of over 52,600 traffic cases. This repres- disposed of with bond forfeitures, While no judge time is g
ST &i Golden Valley......c....... 25 22 1 0 26 22 ented an increase of nearly 15 percent over the 45,894 . needed to process bond forfeitures, support personnel in 4
g SGrant e 25 52 0 0 25 52, - - cases that were disposed of in 1979. Asshown in Table 21, - the office of clerk of municipal court must account for §
. oy =Griggs ...... FEETEEREREPES 28 17 2 3 30 20 most.of these dispositions resulted in conviction. every citation recelvcd by the court. 3
i NS Hettinger ..,.......... RN 23 47 7 . 1 30 43 : , : . 7 18
° : Kidder ... veevneneinenenn . @ 34 14 2 2 o 36, 16 o z
[ = 5 ¥ ; Logan'..-..-.-.-...-.--..’-- s b \:EO 13 0 B 0 107 13 ‘\‘_,‘\ ok v S = om0 o ;
s g ° McHenry . .......... e - 61 64 8 .3 69 67 ¢ : ° . TABLE 21 .
v g {f}cigmsh ---------- Jrer et i gg ‘ 33 . 5 ' g e g; ;3 4 COMPARISON OF ALL MUNICIPAL COUiRT TRAFFIC DISPOSITIONS : B 5
: cKenzie ............ pav e _ . ! :
= McCLEAn ...vvevnrreninensns 63 128 ST 8 70 - 136 - ' FOR CALENDAR YEARS ?79 AND 1980 T
o . Mountrail ..........o0ein 7 68 75 4 2 72 77 ‘ ‘ o ;
NEISON +.vvevnernsnssiness 537 4 - 3 0 o 56 14 ‘ ’ : eres etweeh 197 | ~
) Oliver ...ivovvviivnnivnens 16 8 Pl 4 18 12 R o T Criminal Traffic ... ' - Noncriminal *Total Traffic ~ and 1980 Tota] -
P cmbina ................... 59 ”42 7 5 66 47 Type of i i Dispositions ) “Traffic Dispositions Dispositions Dl-sr;::?l-l ‘l:on 5 |
Pierce ...vvcvnwivvinivivans 23 - 58 L | 0 23 58 Disposition L , i 1979 1980 1979 1980 a9 1980 Y B ;
. Renville .......ovvnnvnisn. 28 .30 ¢ 0 29 30, _ Conviction .,...... TR 3,583 4,022 40,259 47,362 ° 43,842 51,384  17.2 1.
) . Rolette .. iiueiiiin. v 8 46~ ‘\\ 21 “3 0 49 21, Acquittal . ...\ Fovinesain s e b e e s 387 230, 1,489 870 1,876 1,100 . -41.4 5 .
B 3 : 75 SArgent .. ...aivesiaee i 43 ¥ 29 "0 3 43 32 - Dismissal ........ PR vens 37 27 139 91 . 176 118  -33.0
o ¥ ’ \ﬂ Shel‘ldan e s be s ahasa e s 15 ' 8 & 0 . @: 0 15 8 TOTAL © o 4 007 4 279 4] 887 48_323 45 894 5”‘602 14 6 («
.. \_;»; ‘ o ¥ SIOUX v vvs s ssvi S e i < 0 0 ‘IJ 'O,g:'.b s 32 @0; 0 0 .. ............ T T vwe y y _ , 3 ] s : 52, ; k, "
SIOpE «..vvinnnnn. e Vs 19 24 R £19 25 o R ' LD
o SLEElE v vvrevrrnrieraenenns 26 14 . Lo 0 27 14 « ‘ .
5 R S 40 ° 24 8 @ 8. 2 o
Y R e i e 78 55 3 gl a sg . “TABLE 22 i R
o TOTAL 1.366 1.221 87 . 42 1453 - 1.263 SEI ECTED MUNI"IPAL COURT STATIST]CS t o
B ’ P — : — — - e ! : TRAFF IC CASE DISPOSITIONS ‘ }
R j; s “CALENDAR YEAR 1980 - jg”) !
‘ i sy Municip;llilicé' " ~Criminel Duposmon; Noncmf“h’ll Dispositions TOTAL ¢ }
- * With Highest . } s > i
;»i ~Case Volume _ Convictions  Acquittal /l" i " Total Convictions' ~ Acquittals Disrissaii” Fotal : ‘ i
k "BISMAICK. .. vevyireuiiiniaeneines 368 51 14 433 6135 73 . I8 6,226 6,659 C
Devils Lake ....ivovfuuedfiivinnvennns 224 15 0L 239 0 -ROI. A7 0 910 1,149 i
DHCKINSON vy vvvevrinreneansanneees 1780 17,0 176 2,260 10 172271 2,447 : |
S Fargo....oooveeiineaninieenn , <372 0 0 372 5546 1 5548 5920 e o
Grand Forks ..c..oviviiiinenaan cadne 674 48 -3 725 4, 895n . 307 7 5209 5934
L JAmMEStOWN Y s v e irieg e eee 121 14 - 0. 135 2 6467 57 12,704 2,839 g
-+ Mandan “ 178 L 1+ - 188, 1,457 52 0 1,509 1,697 i
MIROL +vvinivenssennsiiannescingeene 449 45 3 497 7616 203 45 7,864 8361 . i
Wahpeton R LR RN R R IR 214 12 o L i: k 227 ' l 025 b K 27 » 5 1,057 1 284 . i ]
’Willisto'n e T e ) I 2 0 343 3,812 . -4 0 3,816 4,159 ’
TOTAL vy dae e B 3,46 197 22° 3,335 36,285 751 78 37,114 40,449 -




” © o aABE®. | et . JUDICIAL PLANNING COMMITTEE o AR
‘ COMPARISON OF MUNICIPAL COURT TRAFFIC CASE DISP OSITIONS “The Judxcral Planning Committee (JPC) isthe forum ~  lawyer advefmsmg and specra}lrlzatlon sections. of the.

979 AND 1980 i for overall planning for Jud1c1al services in North ' Code of Professional Responsibility, and considered the
FOR SELECTED MUNICIPAI:ITIES FOR CALENDAR \;I}ARS 17 S Dakota: Estall))hshedgm 1976'by the S}Jpreme Court and// issue of the de‘legatron of some Supreme Courtauthorlty

. T CrmimlTam T Nometminal Tl TewlTraffie | Perecniage Differ. chaired by Justice Vernon R. Pederson, the Judicial - .regarding attorney supervision to the Staté Bar ,

mglcﬁfg»‘ﬁs N : e T r!'J'El::sm;:s g L Dispositions - / Dispositions - “ence: Betweein. 1979 Planning Commlttee membership includés all presndmg - Assgciation of North Dakota. Upon recommendation by ,

ot S G T SR N B : ‘"dT',ii‘}cT°'§‘" - judges and-representatives of attorneys, all categories of th¢’ Committee, the Supreme Court ‘abclished the
Case Volume ' 9y 1980 1979 1980 1979 1580 Dlsposmofg - judges, court support personnel and the public. Therole = residency tequirement for admission to” the bar,

; v 497 6. g i e of the JudncmlCPlannmg Commrttee is to identify, des- - established a rule desrgnatmg ‘the Clerk of the Supreme
g:i?ﬁriike ) gg; : g;g a ‘]"33 @ 6’3%3‘ 5;:;‘512 L ??33 o 2.351; - cribe, and clarify problem areas which can be referredto - Courtas the ageiit for sérvice of process for all attorneys®
Dickinson- ; Sl .97 176 if:707' 2,271 1,804 2,447 356 judicial deaders ard . other standing . committees for - ~ belonging to the State Bar Association of North Dakota

. Fargo. T L e i osg (372 5627 . 5548 5885 ~.5920 6.0 resolution. - /- . and promulgated rules estabhshmg a procedure for
" Grand Forks S 68y 725 5378 5209 . 6060 °5934 ‘21 “The Judicial Planning Committee prepared the Judi- ~ review of adverse decision$ of the State Bar Board. ’
JamestSon .. . .. ‘ 135 72291 - 2704 . 2,456 2,839 - 156 cial Master Program for the Biennium Ending June 30, Judi ;"’i / Standards Commis} %e ’
g o + 188 1,904 21,509, - 2,094+ 1,697 -19.0° 1981 which was approved by the Supreme Courtand sets . =, . Judiciary & m
~Mandan ........ ) Piric U A S ‘ i ’ O r d tasks for the North D k t The Judiciary Standards’ Committee, chalred ‘by -
Minot ......... ' 4% 112 7’864‘" 8,043 361 .40 out the goals, objectives, and tasks for the North Dakota. . . Lowell Lundber studres Fules relatm to th tat
Wakpeton .. .0..... R T T 227 °- 647 o 1,057 - 1,108 . 1,284 15.9 judicial system for the biennium. . . : " diciar & & e state’s
Williston s oss 343 1,825 © 3,816 - 2,080 4,159° 100.0 The Committee prepared the North Dakota Judncml ; J“Sw‘a Y. he Judi $ p e e
—— N T O T —— ——— — _ Plarining Committee Working Papers, which providé the ince its inception, the Judiciary Standards ommit-
TOTAL .o avisei e e o 3,044 3,335 33,187 37,114 - 36,231 40,449 - - 11.6 " sbasis for goals, objectives, and tasks of the Judmal Mas- © - tee has been in the process of revising the Code-of Judicial
— i S A R R R B o o s i D : ; Conduct: In April, 1980 the Committee submitted a
BN L ‘ : ter ngrayn The Working Papers contamadescnptlon P

and analysis of court structures and services, with prob- '” proposal to modify Canon 7 of the Code ‘relating to" -,

Y lems and needs identified for each subject area. . guidelines of judicial conduct for judicial elections. After
- Among the new topics developed in 1980 for the Work- a hearing in June on the proposal, the Supreme Court
ing Papers are discussions’of the North Dakota Supreme ) “returned the proposal to the Committee for further study. ’
Court’s rulemaking authority, the preservatlon of histori-- - * A Committee proposal to revise the temporary judges
cal records by trial &ourts, and the separation of power - rule by creting a statewide pool of temporary Jjudgeship -~
problems likely to be encountered in the admlmstratlon - candidates was adopted by the Supreme Colirt in May. ‘ ‘ ;
of a unified judicial system in Noith Dakota. " © + After consideration of the problems regarding the Judit ;
" Other drscussrons of the Committée focused on such - cial Quallﬁcatron Commission’s enforcement of theman-
" issues as the telationship between courts and social ser- datory continuing legal educiition requxrements for (
"~ vice agencies, the need for procedural rules for original municipal judges, the Committee drafted and approveda . $
'« jurisdiction proceedmgs of the Supreme Court, the devel- = legislative proposal to allow each municipality the option I
“opment of pattern jury instructions, and the establish- of establishing a municipal judgeship for-the municipalz e
2  ment of a umform records management system for |, “ity.  This legrslatlon wnll be submitted .to: the 19331 o

Leglslature . s

courts.
. The Committee aiso began work on the J udicial Mas- - : PSR
S ter Program for the 19811983 Biennium and encouraged Court Sewlces Administration C°m"é'““ : e
~the development of a local judicial district planning pro- > “The Court Services Administration Committee studies ,
" cess:in each judicial district. To aid itin its formulation of and reviews all rules and orders pertaining to the.admi-

1"

SR g b S i3 SR : T O : Ve T o e

i

" the judicial Master Program for the [981-1983 bien- . . nistrative supervision of the judicial systeni. The Com- ‘,‘g
s ; . mum, the Committee prepared and'sent out a question-  mittee is currently.chaired by William Strutz. : Ky
S naire  soliciting . public . comiments concernmg the = "~ Several of the Committee’s recommendations were_. i
gt roblems - with court services and’’ suggestlons for . - adopted by the Supreme Court and promulgated "as '
‘ v Fm royements. e , el gy . administrative-rules, or orders. The Court established
® v o p Y - : ,q» e f" o Pe . ® docket currency standards for district courts, revised the 5
g T L w g admlmstratlve ordef relating to mentii health proceed- -
Yoo ‘ 0® OTHER STANDING L . ingsin county justice courts by law trained Judges, and-
e t COMMITTEES .OF THE SUPREME COURT =~ authorized a court facility guidelines study.
f?‘ w? Three (addmoﬁal standmg committees. orgamzed in” : Other matters that the Committee considered included
Rt 1979 continued to assist the Supreme Courtin its' adml~ o the: lmpact of trial court bail. procedures on Indians, - -
ST : mstratxve supervision of North Dakota state courts ... révision of the; Supreme Court rulemaking process, and " -
% SOU . # ; . R appellate procédural rules for.agencies not included in ,
e .Attorney Stnndurds Committee S e - ‘the Administrative Pracuce“ﬁ&ct °In addition, the Com- .
OB - The Attorney Standards nCommmee studies a-xd Lo mlttee adopted resolutions urgzng the 1981 Legislatureto.
B reviews all riles for attorney supervxsron Edmund Vinje - increase judicial salary and retirement benefits and toc -
e - 1L has chaired.the committee since its inception. pass legislation’ which llmmates the compensatlon dif- =
ST _ Dunng 1980 the ‘Comuyittee initiated a study of the * ferences between attorneys servmg as: temporary Judges :
e semor practxce rule, drscussed the rneed for revnsmg the ‘ and retured Judges servmg as: temporary Judges o
: : ¢ Lo e B ;
::,
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JOINT PROCEDURE COMMITTEE

 The J omt Procedure Committee is composed of ten

judges representing the North Dakota Judiciai Council,

and ten attorneys representing the State Bar Association.
It is chaired by Justice Paul’M. Sand, North Dakota
Supreme Court. Keith Magnusson serves as full-time
staff counsel for the committee. The committee is an
advisory ‘committee. The North Dakota Constitution,
Section 3, authorizes the Supreme Court to * promulgate
rules of procedure, including appellate procedire to-be,,
followed by allicourts of this state ...”. The committee’s
duties include study, discussion, and revision of the pro-
cedural rules of North Dakota, including the Rules of
Civil Procedure, Criminal Procedure, Appellate Proce-
dure, Evidénce, and other rules of pleading, practice and
procedure. The committee proposes the adoption of new

. procedural rules when appropriate.

During 1980, the Committee completed areview of the ‘
North Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure. This resulted in .
the recommendation to the Supreme Court of several
amendmeﬂf{cs to the Civil Rules. Some of these are to
conformé:» \rules to recent changes to the Federal Rules, *
especially m the discovery area. Other amendments are
clarifying or housekeeping in nature. The major purpose .
of this project was to provide an official explanatorynote-
for each rule, as has been prevxously done for the Crimi-
nal, Appellate and:Evidente Rules. An added feature to
each note is a list of pertinent cases in which the rule has
been interpreted by the North Dakota Supreme Court or
a federal court, EEE

R . . y
\> . o
i o o

AR
S

is scheduled for February 9, 1981.

, The Committee also contmued and completed a study '
~ ."on the concept of local court rules. Part of this involved)/

sending a questionnaire to every member of the benéii

and bar in the state. Approximately 50% of the question-

naires were returried with responses, indicating this topic
is important to the bench and bar. An overwhélmmg
majority of the attorneys and mcreased jurisdiction
judges indicated that local court rules’are unnecessary
and should be ehmmated The district judges were split
on these questions, Based on these responses and other
considerations, the Committee has recommended to the
Supreme’ Court amendments to Rule 83 NDRCivP,

which would have the éffect of abolisking local court -

rules. In.conjunction, wath this, a new set of statewide -

rules, the North Dakota Rules of Court; have been pro-

posed to replace the Rules of Court for District Courts

and apy local court rules. This incorporates many of the
better rules from these two sets. - i

Early in 1981 these proposals, along w:th mmor

-amendments to the Criminal, EVidence, and Appellate
* Rules, were submitted to the Supreme Court. A hearmg

£y

The Commlttee also proposed and.the Court subse- '

quently approved that starting on July 1, 1981, the rules

now contained in our five black loose-leaf binders be

printed and published i in one paperback book by West

\Pubhshmg Company
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REPORT OF THE JUDICIAL' QUALIFICATIONS COMMISSION

The Judmal Qualifications Comimission was created

by a statute enacted by the 1975 Legrslature The Com-
mission was given the power to investigate complaints

against any Jjudge in the state and to conduct hearings
concerning ‘the dlsclplme, removal or retlrement of
" judges. :

Dr. Glenn Smith of Grand Forks serves as chaifan
and Ronald Klecker of Minot as vice chairman. The

* other members of the commission are as follows: William

Biased decisions

Delay in rendering a demsxon
Failure to afford complainant due process

TABLE 24 .
SUMMARY OF COMPLAINTS
5 oA : JUDICIAL QUALIEICATIONS k -
- _ R COMMISSION _ TR T

‘ ) FOR THE YEAR 1980 ‘
General Nature of Complaint
Lack of judicial temperament ifi’court
Failure to comply with'the law

M. Beede, District Judge, ‘Harold ‘B. Herseth County i
Judge; Kathy Creighton,” Gorman H. King, Sr. and

Lowell W. Lundberg. Mr. Gregory Morris serves as staff
~counsel on a part-time basis. Mr. Morris resigned this

position effective January, - 1981
employment‘ .

A summary of the activity of the J udlcnal Quahﬂca-
tions Commnssron during 1980 follows: *

to accept . other

¥

‘o,

Occurrences’

WNW\O&

\ : -+ Failure to attend judicial seminar as required

by North Dakota Century Code ' o
Questionable campaign practices

Dismissed
Private censure
- Pending

40

Of the 40 complamts filed:
20 were agame‘ district ;udges (1 private oensure)/
R 7 were agamst county judges wnth Increased Junstd(lc- ,
RO tion (1 prwate censure) R
13 were against mumclpal judges: (2 private censures)

Dlsposmon of Complamts-
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B S SRR JUDICIAL COUNCIL S e ‘ .
f REP ORT OF ’THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE SUPREME COURT % “The North Dakota Judicial Council was establishedas =~ state to the end that procedure may be s:mphﬁed busi- ;
B it ““The Grievance Commxssnon of the Supreme Court was mele,’ Raymond R. Rund and Mark L. Stenchjem. The e . an arr\n ofthejudicial branch of state governmentin 1927, . ness expedxted and justice-better administered. The su(ty- o
i created in 1965. Twelve years later, on July 1, 1977, the - non-lawyer members are: Ruth Meiers, Alice Olson and' o Pré& nc*statutory language governing the Judicial Coun- five members of the Council serve without compensation, g
0 -Grievance Commission.became the Disciplinary Board \..-BeaPeterson. Mr. Gregory Morris serves as staff counsel cil is found in Chapter 27-15,.NDCC. BT , _but are allowed necessary expenses which are incurredin - > it
: . of the Supreme Court. New rules of procedure provided . on a part-time basis. Mr. Morris.resigned this’ posmon : The Council is composed of the following members : the discharge of their duties. The Chief Justice of the S
& for mcreased membership and lay participation.- .. effective January, 1981, to dccept other employment, 1.” Alljudges of the Supreme court, district courts,and = North Dakota Supreme Court serves as Chalrman of the BRRE
: _The present membership consists of seven'lawyers and A 'total ot 85 complamts were filed with the Board in - county courts with increased jurisdiction Of the state; . Judicial Council. O
‘three non-lawyer members. Mr. Ronald Splitt of 1980 as compared with 51 in 1979, an increase of 66%. - ° 2. The attorney general; : e There are two regular meetings of the Judicial Counu]‘ e
li.aMoure, serves as chairman and David L. Petersonof =~~~ The nature of the complamts and the dxsposmon are . 3. The dean of the school of law of the umversxty, - held each year and the chairman may call special meet- - &
. Bismarck, as vice chairman, The other lawyer members - listed below : ' 4. Five members of the bar who are engaged-in the ings from time to time.
are: Malcolm H. Brown, Jake C. Hodny, H.G. Ruem- 0 . practice of law who are chosen by the executive commmit- © The Judicial Council employs an executlve secretary to
R T STl ‘ et tee of the state bar association; IR " assist in its duties. Through the Council, the executive
- ; , ‘ . ; 5. ‘Allretired judges of the 3 aupreme and dxstnct courts : secretary is empowered to gather and publish statistical
: R T ABLE 2% ‘ ‘ = ~of the staté; and data co’z o terning the courts, judges, and ofﬁcers, thereof; i
. R e SUMM ARY OF D'SCIPLIN ARY BOARD COMPL AINTS 6.-Two judges Of\\tl\l\f county court thhout mcreased - to make recommendatioris to the Couricil for i improve- e
S ST er 1980 - jurisdiction; two coumiy.justiés, and two municipal ment of the judicial system; to hold public hearings on %
MRS ‘ A o @ ‘ ? judges, selected by the North Dakota Supreme Court. behalf of the Council; and in general to lend any assist- B
B ‘Nature of Complai ‘ T — ——— - - - . In general, the Judicial C/ uncil is given the duty to -~ ance to the Council in its efforts to improve the state’s o
R Nature of Comp aint . - e AT \ Dismissed . Private Dlsclplmary 2 Pendmgn " make a continuous study of the judicial system of -the Judxcxal system & &
L ‘ e o : « , . Reprimand Proceedings 7
RINTE Neglect, delay or incompetent representation ............... o X [
S Alleged criminal conduct, fraud, use of trust funds........... R 5 g I ? MEMBERSHIP OF THE NORTH DAKOTA JUDIC]AL COUN CIL
N Excessive fees or failure to account for CXPERSES .. ..o .iiints 2 ’ 2 Y JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT 8
: Fatlure to communicate ..., .« Giwinmne s iisos P TR " g 5 g _ 2 : - Ralph J. Erickstad, Chief Justice, Bismarck
........... B IR L AR TP RE PR 3 5 i L R . Wm. L. Paulson, Justice, Bismarck
; gonﬂnct of interest, multxple/mene BRI e 03 L t R 1 = ¥ Vernon R. Pederson, Justice, Bismarck: ‘ ; L
‘ racncmg without a license ... ... .. .4, e eaees - R : . - P . fom S . ,
S e , : . S : , - Paul M. Sand, Justice, Bismarck ' : o
- - Threats, improper conduct....... L R RS L Y ‘ 1 7 i : ' Gerald W. VandeWalle, Justice. Bismarck ‘ e .
& Withdrawal as attorney without explanation .............. T o SR J S e Ao P b o S
g __Total complaints filed — 85 .......coc.0eiiiianni.. . 50 2, * 2 e JUDGES OF THE DISTRICT COURTS = .
Qe - *] Suspension based on criminal conviction ot g : ; , o el e
D E o FEt ~ DR e : FTRER : NORTHWEST JUD[C]AL msnuc'r : SR ., EAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
SRR ‘3 complaints each against two individuals — disciplinary proceedings instituted — no decision reached = .. * Wallace D. Bemmg, Minot : i * Norman J. Backes, Fargo o
e ‘ ‘ eas - . e ‘Everett Nels Olson, Minot . - =2 o ,John O. Garaas, Fargo :
L £y Jon-R. Kerian, Minot =~ R ; " Lawrence A. Leclerc, Fargo
E5 Wm, M. Beede, Williston Sl PR Michael O. McGuire, Fargo
g DR R AL e ' SOUTHEAST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
AN NORTHEAST JUDICIAL DISTRICT R P * Robert-L. Eckert, Wahpeton
rae® - *Douglas B. Heen, Devils Lake - = = L ‘ ‘ ~Hamilton E. Englert, Valley City
X James H. O’K¢efe, Grafton ' RN S ‘M.C. Fredncks, Jamestown
A Wm. A. Neum?mn, Rugby - S L :
B ‘ S SR 'SOUTH CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
e 4. . *Benny A. Graff, Bismarck - :
SR NORTHEAST CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT = .. . ~Gerald G. Glaser, Bismarck : P
L e Y : *A C. Bakken, Grand Forks .- =~ : o .o Larry M. Hitcm\Bxsmarck LT e
e Kirk Smith, Grand Forks SR “e. " . 4o Wm. F. Hodny, Mandan e s

. Joel D. Medd, Grand Forks - IR A 5 ,',,:: Denms A Schaeider, Bxsmarckk

SOUTHWES'I‘ JUDICIAL DISTRICT -
* Norbert J. Muggli, Dickinson =+ - R
Lyle G. Stuart, Hettinger =~ -~~~ o Vo

a

ey




" Frank J. Kosanda, Grand Forks

“R.C. Hemlcy, Carrmgton

Emil A. Giese, Green Valley, AZ

" Roy A. Ilvedson, Minot

~J. Philip Johnson, Fargo

- *Designates Présidiﬁg Judge

- JUDGES OF THE COUNTY COURTS WITH INCREASED JURISDICTION
C. James Cieminski, Valley City Samuel D. Krause, Fessenden
Donald J. Cooke, Fargo Bayard Lewis, Wahpeton
Ronald M. Dosch, Devils Lake Robert Mandel, Stanton

" Wm. G. Engelter, Mandan : s+ Ann C. Mahoney, Minnewaukan

Thomas D. Ewing, Dickinson
Halvor L. Halvorson, Minot
Harold B. Herseth, Jamestown

" George Margulies, Lisbon
Thomas ‘W. Nielsen, LaMoure
Burt L. Riskedahl, Bismarck
Theodore Weisenburger, Grafton
Burt L. Wilson, Williston

Y ”JUDGES OF THE COUNTY JUSTICE COURTS
L Paul T. Crary, Walhalla

JUDGES OF THE COUNTY COURTS WITHOUT INCREASED JURISDICTION

R.M. Lundberg, Washburn Ross McNea, Bottmeau @

4

T

o ~ JUDGES OF THE MUNICIPAL COURTS

Robert BroWn, Mayville . " “" Daniel Buchanan, Jamestown

RETIRED JUDGES OF THE SUPREME AND DISTRICT COURTS
~ Eugene A. Burdick, Williston

Roy K. Redetzke, Eugene, OR

Wallace E. Warner, Green Valley, AZ

C.F. Kelsch, Mandan

W

ATTORNEY GENERAL

UN.D. SCHOOL OF LAW
Allen L. Olson Bxsmarck

Karl Warden Grand Forks

o o ,MEMBERSOFTHEBAR '
o " Patrick J. Maddock, Grand Forks

Ward Kirby, Dickinson s - Walfrid B. Hankla, Minot S
.gose,ph C. Mcintee, Towner L s ; ; R -8

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
L William G. Bohn,’ I
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