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STATE OF THE JUDICIARY ADDRESS
CHIEF JUSTICE J. A, TURNAGE
March 2, 1999

Speaker Mercer, President Crippen, leaders of the Democrat and Republican parties of the House and
Senate, members and staff of the 56th Legislature, distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen:

Thank you very much for the privilege to address this joint session of the 56th Legislative Assembly. 1
appreciate having this opportunity to share with you some highlights of Montana’s judiciary--its workload,
accomplishments and concerns. We take pride in our accomplishments this past biennium and look forward
to confinued achievements in the years ahead--in many of which you will have a part in setting the course
and direction in your deliberations this session.

I know you can hardly wait to hear about the judicial statistics; however, unless you have some information
about where we have been, you will not appreciate where we should be going.

My report on statistics will probably remind you of the two parishioners in the small country church in
Missouri. They had just listened to the preacher deliver a lengthy sermon. One parishioner asked the other
what he thought of the sermon. His friend replied, “It was the truth poorly told.”

As you know, Montana’s coust system 1s comprised of three constitutionally-required levels. Today, I would
like to take a few minutes to speak about the courts comprising each level.

The Justice of the Peace Courts, City Courts and Municipal Courts, known as courts of limited jurisdiction,
are most likely the courts with which Montana’s citizens will have contact. These “people’s courts” have
jurisdiction over traffic offenses, small claims, and misdemeanor criminal offenses.

Currently, sixty-two men and forty-seven women serve as justices and judges of the courts of himited
jurisdiction. Much like yours, their backgrounds are diverse—a few are attorneys, but others have many
varied occupations. Some serve full time and some part time. All, however, share a commitment and
dedication to performing their duties diligently, fairly and without preconceptions and prejudice. In 1998,
302,221 cases were filed in the courts of limited jurisdiction across the state. Obviously, we are fortunate
to have hardworking and devoted justices and judges at this level to keep abreast with such busy and ever-
increasing work loads.

The second level of courts are Montana’s District Courts. There are twenty-one judicial districts in the state,
and the total number of judges sitting in these districts is thirty-seven. District Courts are courts of general
jurisdiction--they handle criminal cases, dissolutions of marriage, property and contract disputes, probates
and estates, and other filings as well as appeals from the courts of limited jurisdiction.

Montana is fortunate to have a long-serving, dedicated, highly-professional district court bench. The men
and women serving as district judges are regularly confronted with complicated issues and difficult decisions
in our ever-changing society. Their experience and knowledge acquired over the years, as well as their
integrity and devotion to their duties, serve all Montanans well.




In 1998, there were approxmmately 34,669 tilings in the State’s district courts. The number of cases filed
continue to rise year after year, and there has not been an increase in the number of district judges serving
the state since 1991. You have an opportunity to help us out in this regard—but more about that later.

The legislature has also created two other courts--the Workers’ Compensation Court and the Water Court.
Although not courts created by the Constitution, these courts perform very important functions for the
people of Montana.

Finally, the next level of court in our judicial system is the Supreme Court. By law, the Montana Supreme
Court must accept jurisdiction over all appeals taken from judgments entered in the district courts. It has
no discretion in deciding which appeals to accept and consider. The Supreme Court also must review
applications and petitions to the Court seeking its original jurisdiction--supervisory control, habeas corpus
and declaratory judgment, to name a few, In 1998, 731 new cases were filed with the Supreme Court. In
addition, the Court must address thousands of motions each year--some of which are relatively minor, such
as a motion for an extension of time to file a brief, but some of which are extremely important, such as
staying the execution of a death sentence. All, however, require the time and careful attention of the Court.

In addition to its duties in addressing the cases before it, the Supreme Court is also given, under Article VII,
Section 2(3) of the Montana Constitution, the duty to “make rules governing appellate procedure, practice
and procedure for all other courts, admission to the bar and the conduct of its members.” In this regard, the
Court has various boards, commissions and other entities whose work is vital, not only to the smooth
operation of the judiciary, but to all Montana citizens.

The disciplinary responsibilities of the Supreme Court are initially handled by the Commission on Practice
and the Judicial Standards Commission, These commissions are the avenues for our citizens to file ethical
grievances against attorneys and judges. In the last two years, the Supreme Court and Commission on
Practice have disciplined fifty-seven attorneys, four of whom were disbarred from the practice of law.

The Commission on Courts of Limited Jurisdiction planned and conducted two mandatory training
conferences for Justices of the Peace, City Court Judges and Municipal Court Judges in the past year which
totaled over 42 hours of education. Each of the newly-elected and re-elected judges of courts of limited
Jurisdiction was required to attend the fall certification conference which includes a proficiency test on
detailed law-related questions which each judge must pass for certification.

The Court’s advisory commussions on rules of appellate and civil procedure, rules of evidence, and criminal
and civil jury mstruction gnidelines are also permanent commissions which periodically recommend to the

Court for its consideration proposed changes to the rules of procedure under which our entire court system
operates.

In addition to permanent committees, since I last addressed you the Supreme Court has appointed and
received recommendations {rom three specially-created committees.

An advisory commission on rules for admission to the bar of Montana was appointed to study bar admission
requirements in the state. Following the commission’s recommendations to the Court and a public comment
period, the Supreme Court adopted significant changes in its procedures and rules for admission to the
Montana Bar—the most noteworthy of which is the elimination of any waiver provisions within the rules,
thereby making the passing of the Montana bar examination mandatory for anyone wishing to practice law
in the state.




A second study committee appointed by the Court was charged with the task of developing and
recommending to the Supreme Court standards regarding the competency of counsel appointed to represent
indigent persons in capital cases, both at the trial and appellate levels. This committee, comprised of one
district judge, two prosecuting attorneys and two defense attorneys, submutted its Proposed Competency
Standards to the Court in November, and a public comment period on the proposals is now being allowed.

The Court anticipates that these standards, if adopted, will result in more effective representation for the
accused in death penalty cases, in long-term savings in the costs of prosecution and defense of capital cases,

and in more efficient and economic uses of the scarce and overburdened resources of the courts and the

criminal justice system.

Since the last biennial report, the Supreme Court created a commission to make recommendations
concerning an intermediate appellate court. The commussion recognized the need for some form of
mtermediate appellate procedures. The Supreme Court has recommended the introduction of Senate Bill
443 which T will mention further in this report.

The Office of the Supreme Court Administrator has under its direction other programs designed to promote
the efficient administration of certain areas of the judiciary.

Automation of the Montana court system has taken a much needed step forward. All fifty-six district courts
have been provided hardware and software to automate case management. In 1998, 98 of the 109 judges
of the courts of limited jurisdiction were trained and equipped to operate their courts using case management
software. The judiciary has joined a collaborative effort with executive branch agencies to integrate judicial
information for increased public safety. This integration allows for faster and more accurate exchange of
court case mformation with the Departments of Justice and Corrections. District court automation also has
provided an expedient method of relaying child support orders in divorce actions to the Child Support
Enforcement Division as mandated by statute.

The Local Citizen Review Boards, a program statutorily assigned to the Judiciary, is currently active in three
judicial districts within the state. The review boards arc composcd of volunteer citizens who review foster
care placements made by the Department of Public Health and Human Services and make recommendations
they believe will move these children to permanent placement as quickly as possible. Since the inception
of this program, Missoula has recognized a 27 percent decrease in the number of youths in foster care.
These boards have made and are continuing to make a difference in the lives of Montana’s children with the
involvement of their local commumities. 1t is a most important program and critical to the lives of children
in foster care.

Another major program which is the responsibility of the Court is the Court Assessmment Program, relating

to children who are victims of abuse and neglect with a focus on safety, permanency and stability in those

children’s lives. This program proposed legislation to incorporate the federal requirements of the Adoption
and Safe Families Act into state law. Another proposal was to include district court expenses in abuse and
neglect cases as eligible for reimbursement from the present District Court Criminal Reimbursement
Program. This is a very beneficial program for the safety and well-being of children.

A very important program to all of the counties of Montana and the county taxpayers is the District Couwt
Criminal Reimbursement Program. This program was enacted in the 1985 legislature, and in calendar year
1998 this program reimbursed the countics of Montana and the taxpayers therein in the total amount of
$5,383,536 for criminal expenses incurred in the counties.
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The Supreme Court is also responsible for the admimistration of the legislatively-created Sentence Review
Division, composed of three sitting district judges. The Sentence Review Division hears petitions of
prisoners sentenced to the state prisons who ask for review of their sentences. The Division heard 127 cases
in 1998 and it has authority to increase, decrease or, in certain circumstances, modify a prison commitment,

In addition this year, the Montana Judges’ Association, whose membership comprises the District Court
Judges and Supreme Court Justices, has been actively working to increase the efficiency of the court system.
The District Court Judges” Benchbook, used as a guidebook for procedures in the District Court, was updated
and reprinted. This project, led by District Judge Thomas A. Olson of Bozeman, offers an inexpensive but
effective way to encourage uniformity and consistency m district courts throughout the state.

The full 1998 Annual Report of the Montana Judiciary will be furnished to you soon.

I would like to thank those men and women who contribute their time, talent and professionalism to make
the Supreme Court boards and commissions the vital, working, entities that are so necessary--not only to

the bench and bar, but, most importantly, to the people of this state. Many of the members of these essential
commissions are attorneys who are unpaid and unrecognized for their generous contributions to the citizens
of the state. Others are lay members who generously give of their time and talents. Montana's judiciary is

extremely fortunate to have such giving, unselfish citizens to work for its betterment. They all deserve our
gratitude and thanks.

The continued effective administration of the many duties of Montana’s judiciary, courts at all levels, would
not be possible without the professional and dedicated service of all of the courts” personnel in all levels.

The Supreme Court would not possibly be able to process the 731 cases filed in 1998 without the-dedication

and hard work of its limited number of stafl’ personnel.

I tum now to pending matters before you which can have a profound effect upon Montana’s judiciary.

It can be said that almost all of the bills that you consider and pass during the legislative sessions affect the

Judiciary. Why? Because it is the duty of the courts to enforce the statutes you enact. There are, however,
certain legislative bills and resolutions that directly affect the well-being of Montana’s judiciary, and [ would

like to take this opportunity to briefly address a few of them.

There are two important bills in this legislature relating to the continued funding of our statewide court
auwtomation and case management system. I trust that you will agree that in 1999 and future vyears the
judiciary could not function without an adequate and functioning computerized data base system for the
courts. The present funding for the installation and continued maintenance and support of the system is
based upon a five dollar charge on most court filings. House Bill 41 and House Bill 104 provide a
continuation of this source of funding. Such funding is critical to the automation program and provides for
the installation and maintenance of such services in all of the counties in the state without cost to the local
taxpayers. The judicial automation system has solved in house the Y2K problem.

Senate Bill 273 provides for a new judicial district and the addition of one judge, which district would be
composed of the Counties of Big Hom, Carbon and Stillwater to be taken from the present Thirteenth
Judicial District, Yellowstone County. The bill also provides for an additional district judge in the Eleventh
Judicial District in Flathead County, and an additional district judge in the Twentieth Judicial District
composed of Sanders and Lake County. There is no question but that the case load statistics support these
additional judicial resources if timely and efficient administration ofjustice is to be continued in these areas.

v
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Senate Bill 60 provides for the district court judges to appoint standing masters with the approval of the
county commissioners. The ever-increasing load of family law cases that require an inordinate amount of
time of district judges require such improvement in our judicial system. Your support of this bill is
important.

Another very important bill to the judiciary is Senate Bill 443 that provides for the creation of an
intermediate appellate court. The model of this bill is taken from the State of Nebraska. The ever-increasing
appellate case load creates an excessive demand upon the time of the Court to process effectively large,
complex and controversial cases of great consequence to the people of Montana. All cases require careful
and deliberative processing by the Court, Most of our states provide for some form of intermediate appellate
court panel. Montana needs such legislation. T urge that you carefully consider and support this proposal.

A startling development throughout our court system is the huge increase in the number of pro se litigants.
With the cuts in funding for legal services at the federal level, more and more citizens will be using our
courts without the assistance of a lawyer. Legal service agencies have been nearly wiped out by budget cuts

and restrictions adopted in Washington, D.C. For all practical purposes, legal services is now the
responsibility of the states. :

Montana should give a helping hand to the many low income people who are standing alone in the dark at
the bottom of the courthouse stairs. They must have access to justice. [ urge you not to exclude them.
Justice will come when those of us who have never been injured, deprived or silenced become as committed
and concemed as those who have.

In considering the costs that may be mvolved in some of this legislation, 1 would like to comment that of
the state’s budget of an approximate 4.5 billion dollars for the biennium, the percentage of this amount for
the judicial budget is .35 percent for the biennium--certainly not an excessive amount for a branch of
Montana’s government that is co-equal with the Legislative and Executive branches.

Our civil courts underpin our economy and way of life. They mirror and help develop positive changes in
the economic, technological, ideological and moral conditions of society. They yield benefits far greater
than those accruing to the litigants alone. For example, landmark cases represent turning points in law and
social attitudes. Nonlitigants order their affairs by the results of these cases.

To those injured on the job or by a defective product, to victims of negligence, to those evicted unfairly, to
defenders of our waterways against chemical dumping, to small businesses fending off monopolistic
‘practices, to people with a grievance against their government, to abandoned children who need adoption
or protective care, to farmers, ranchers and shop owners fighting to keep their properties and their doors
open in difficult times, to those discriminated against on the basis of race, age, sex, religion, disability or
other unlawful reasons, our civil courts represent the fulfillment of the basic need for faimess and justice.

When g young mother goes into a busy court to obtain an order that will protect her and her children from
an abusive mate, she doesn’t distinguish between the law enacted by the legislature and the judge who

administers it. In her view, it 1s one system. Either the law works and she is protected, or the law doesn’t
work and she and her children remain in danger.

Montana’s judiciary strives to deliver an independent justice system that carefully considers the rights and
obligations of our citizens, and promptly renders impartial decisions free of outside influences or pressures.
The system cannot survive without the trust and confidence of those 1ts serves.




Fourteen years have passed since 1 first spoke to this honorable assembly as the Chief Justice of the Montana
Supreme Court. In those fourteen years, we all have seen much change. The public no longer must rely on
the media for information--with a simple click of a mouse, Supreme Court opinions are available to any one
connected to the Internet, as are all the bill drafts, amendments and enactments you must consider. The
judiciary has done its best to keep pace in our ever-changing times. It needs your support to continue to do
so. Your deliberations and actions in the next few weeks will set the course and direction for the future
progress of the court system.

On behalf of the Bar of Montana, it must be noted that without the members of the Bar, who deliver
professional and competent services to the people of Montana, our Constitution, statutory law, and bills that
you are presently passing, would not be implemented and enforced. The Constitution and statutory law of
this State are not self-executing. The safeguards to the safety, liberties and property of our citizens would
derive no bencfit from our laws without competent, dedicated courts and members of the Bar that see to their
fair and impartial implementation.

This has been true since the Magna Carta of June 15, 1215--and notwithstanding some jests about lawyers.
One 1 recall as a cartoon, which I believe would have been created about the year 1750, depicting the
“lawsuit milk cow.” In the cartoon there was a picture of a milk cow, the ownership of which was the
subject of litigation between two farmers. One of the farmers had a rope around the cow’s horns and was
tugging on the rope in that direction, and the other farmer had the cow by the tail and was pulling her in that
direction. Each farmer had an attomey, each of whom was sitting on a pile of law books on either side of
the cow--vigorously mulking her.

[ know that for many of you, this will be your last session and, perhaps, the most difficult. Your years of
scrvice to the State of Montana and its citizens, and in particular your continued willingness to listen to and
respond to our concerns during your terms, is appreciated.

On a personal note, this will be the last time that I am privileged to deliver to a joint session of the House
and Senate on behalf of Montana’s judiciary a State of the Judiciary Address.

I will not seek reelection in 2000 as Chief Justice of the Montana Supreme Cowrt.

I am deeply appreciative and humbled by having been honored by the people of Montana for electing me
to important public offices in all three branches of the government--Executive, Legislative, and Judicial--
since the June primary of 1952, forty-seven years ago.

My public service commenced in 1944 when I enlisted in the Army Air Force. I was elected Lake County
Attorney for five terms starting in 1952, In 1962 T was elected as State Representative and in 1964 as State
Senator from Lake County, where 1 served for twenty years. In 1984 I was elected for an eight-year term
as Chief Justice of the Montana Supreme Court and re-elected for an eight-year term in November 1992
which term ends in December 2000. It is time to bring to closure the forty-eight years of public service I
have been permitted to serve. It has been a great privilege and personal satisfaction to have served in public
office all of these years.

Thank you again for allowing me the opportunity of addressing you today.
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JEAN A, TURNAGE

KARLA M. GRAY

WILLIAME. BUNT, SR.

JAMES C.NELSON

TERRY N. TRIEWEILER

Supreme Court Justices

Chief Justice. Born March 10, 1926, in St. Ignatius, Montana. Served in the
US. Air Corps from 1944-46. Received his J.D. from the University of
Montana in 195 1. Elected Lake County Attorney in 1953 and was re-clected
to office four times. Elected to the Montana House of Representatives in 1962
and to the Montana State Senate in 1964, where he served continuously until
he assumed the office of Chief Justice on January 7, 1985, Chief Justice
Tumage and his wife, Eula Mae, are the parents of two children.

Justice. Born May 10, 1947, in Escanaba, Michigan, Received both her
Bachelor’s and Master’s degrees from Western Michigan University and
received her J.D. from Hastings College of Law in San Francisco, California
in 1976. Prior fo her appointment to the bench on February 11, 1991, Justice
Gray worked as a staff attorney and lobbyist for the Montana Power Company
in Butte, Montana. Justice Gray is married to Myron Currie.

Justice. Born February 28, 1923, in Tacoma, Washingten. Moved to Montana
in 1945. Received his J.D. from the University of Montana in 1955, Prior
to election to the bench in 1984, he engaged in general practice of law and
served as Deputy County Attorney in Hill County and as County Attorney in
Liberty County. Justice Hunt also served as the director of the Montana
Aeronautics Commuission from 1970-1975, and served as the first Workers’
Compensation Court Judge from 1975- 198 1, Justice Hunt and his wife, Mary,
are the parents of live children. .

Justice. Born February 20, 1944, in Moscow, Idaho. Received a B.S. degree
from the University of Idaho in Moscow, Idaho, in 1966. Received s J.D.
from George Washington University in 1974. Justice Nelson served as First
Lieutenant in the U.S. Army from 1966-1969. Justice Nelson worked as a
financial analyst with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission prior-to
engaging in private practice in Montana. He was in private practice and
serving as Glacier County Attorney at the time of his appointment to the
Supreme Court in May of 1993. Justice Nelson and his wife, Chari, are the
parents of two children.

Justice. Born March 21, 1948, in Dubuque, [owa. Received both his
Bachelor’s degree and J.D. from Drake University in Des Moines, lowa.
Justice Trieweiler worked in private practice in Whitefish until 1990, when
he began serving as an instructor of civil procedure at the University of
Montana School of Law. He was elected to the Montana Supreme Court in
1990. Justice Trieweiler and his wife, Carol, are the parents of three children.
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W. WILLIAM LEAPHART

JAMES M. REGNIER

Justice. Born December 3, 1946, in Butte, Montana. Attended Whitman
College, 1965-66, and the University of Montana, 1966-69. Received a B.A.
in Liberal Arts in 1969 and LL.M in 1972 from the University of Montana
School of Law. Engaged in general practice of law for twenty-one years with
his father, C.W. Leaphart, prior to being elected to the bench in January of
1995. Justice Leaphart and his wife, Barbara, are the parents of three children.

Justice. Born July 22, 1944, in Aurora, Hlinois. Received a Bachelor’s
degree from Marquette University in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in 1966. Upon
graduation, he was commussioned an officer in the U.S. Navy and served
aboard an ammunition ship and an ocean tanker. After his Navy service,
Justice Regnier entered the University of IHinois, College of Law, where he
obtained his J.D. in 1973, As a practicing attorney, he represented a wide
variety of clients, including representing claimants, insurance companies, and
self-insured employers in workers” compensation matters. Prior to being
elected to the bench in January of 1997, Justice Regnier had shifted his
energics to mediation. Justice Regnier and his wife, Linda, have three
children.

Members of the Montana Supreme Court: Left to right, Justices William E. Hunt, Sr., W. William Leaphart,

James M. Regnier, Chief Justice J. A. Tumage, Justices James C. Nelson, Karla M. Gray, and Terry N,

Triewetiler,
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Clerk of the Supreme Court

The Clerk of the Supreme Court is a sworn public servant, who, historically, by constitutional and statutory
authority, controls the tilings and provides the public with access to the Supreme Court. The Clerk also
serves as the custodian of all legal records and documents for the Court and the public. The Clerk of the
Supreme Court transacts all of the business for the Court, making the office the structural hub around which
the judicial process revolves. Since 1865, when the Clerk of the Supreme Court was established in this state,
the office has served as the direct link between the public and the Supreme Court. The Clerk ultimately
controls the flow of information to and from the Court while assisting the Court, the legal community and
the public in processing appeals and original proceedings from the early filing stages through final
disposition. The Clerk is elected on a partisan ballot in a statewide election to a six-year term.

The current Clerk of the Supreme Court is Ed Smith of Helena, who is serving his second term. Prior to his
election, Smith worked for the Montana Legislature and the Constitutional Convention from 1969 to 1987,
serving four sessions as the Chief Clerk of the Montana House of Representatives and also holding the
position of Chief Bill Clerk of the United States House of Representatives. He is a graduate of the
University of Montana, where he was a teaching assistant.

Primary responsibilities of the Office of the Clerk are specified in Montana statutes and consist of the

management of all Supreme Court appeals and petitions for the various writs, including writs of supervisory
control, habeas corpus and mandamus, which are filed with the Court. The office also provides the Court

with a monthly status report of pending cases.

Other duties include appellate mediation administration, the preparation of court and oral argument minutes,
collecting the annual attorney license tax for more than 3,600 attorneys, and maintaining the roll of Montana
attorneys.

The Clerk has three staff positions, consisting of one deputy clerk and two assistant clerks. The office has
remained the same size since 1979 and has added no additional staff since the Supreme Court was enlarged
to seven justices in 1981 to handle the increasing caseload.

Calendar year 1998 was another busy year for the Supreme Court. The Clerk’s office docketed 73 1 cases,
which resulted in over 34,000 transactions being handled. During fiscal year 1998 the office collected
$198.,061 in fees and revenues for the state. This amount comprised $39,483 in court fees, $66,903 in bar
administration and examination fees, and $91,675 in attorney license taxes.
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1998 SUPREME COURT CASELOAD STATISTICS

Filings carried over from 1997 532§ Opmions issued by five-menber panel - after submission on briefs 268
New Civil Filings 480 | Opinions issued by all seven justices - after submission on briefs 43
New Criminal Filings 251 | Opinions issued by all 7 justices - after oral arguments 33

Total New Filings in 1998 131 Total Fonmal Opinions Jssued in 1998 344
Dispositions by Remittitur in [998 311
Dispositions by Dismissal in 1598 194
Dispositions - Wit Denied 116
Dispaositions - Writ Granted 12

Total Dispositions in 1998 633 Cases Pending as of Decerrber 31, 1993 548
DATA SOURCE: (lerk of the Sprerne Cowt s Office

Office of the Court Administrator

Prior to 1975, court administration was handled by the Chief Justice. The Supreme Court established the

Office of the Court Administrator (OCA) in 1975 to assist the Court with administrative duties. The office
was recommended in a study of the judicial system by the Board of Crime Control in 1975 and authorized
by the legislature in 1977 (53-1-701, MCA). The current Court Admimstrator is Patrick A. Chenovick of
Helena, who has served the Court since appointment February 3, 1993. Prior to his appointment as Court

Administrator he served as Chief Financial Officer and Assistant Court Administrator.

3-1-701 Duties. The court administrator is the adminisirative officer of the court. Under the direction of
the supreme court, the court administrator shall:

1) prepare and present the judicial budget requests to the legislature,

2) collect, compile, and report statistical and other data relating to the business transacted by the
courts and provide the information to the legislature on request;

3} recommend to the supreme court improvements in the judiciary; ,

4) administer state funding for district courts as provided in Chapter 5, Part 9, MCA; and

5) perform other duties that the supreme court may assign.

Other duties under part (5) mclude supporting the boards and commissions that are attached to the Supreme
Court, arranging certification and training for judges, participating in clerks of district court conferences and
implementing  statewide judicial automation. The OCA provides the Court with an administrative arm to
oversee essential operations and daily tasks for the Court and the people of Montana. As the legislature
enacts new statutes, the role of the court also evolves and its need for the administrative office expands.
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Judicial Automation - Montana Judicial Case Management System and Montana Limited
Jurisdiction Case Management System

In 1998 the automation team of the OCA coordinated, installed, trained, and maintained automation systems
in 55 district courts and 98 courts of limited jurisdiction. Twenty-six court sites are networked so that users
can take advantage of shared resources. Connecting 56 district courts to SummitNet allowed district courts
to become information providers through a statewide central repository of court information. This centrat
repository will provide needed information to various entities including the Departments of Justice and
Corrections. The central repository will also supply the Department of Public Health and Human Services
(DPHHS), Child Support Enforcement Division, information required per Senate Bill (SB) 357 about child
support orders.

The Automation Program receives approximately 25 to 35 calls for assistance from these automated courts
on a weekly basis. The automation of Montana courts 1s an evolutionary process that provides tools to allow
courts to perform constitutional and statutory’duties.

Court Assessment Program

The Court Assessment Program has been an impetus for change in Montana’s court system as it relates to
children who are victims of abuse and neglect. Nationally, delays in the court process have contributed
significantly to lack ofpermanency and stability m children’stives. For that reason, Congress funded state
court improvement projects to assess individual state court systems, make recommendations, and implement
improvements to the court system based on those recommendations. The projects were directed to spend
two years on the assessment portion and two years on the implementation portion. Prior to the end of the
grant period, Congress recognized that projects required more than two years to effectively implement
systemic changes. The grants were renewed for three more years subject to states providing matching funds.

Montana’s grant period began June of 1995. The two-year assessment portion of the Court Assessment
Program concluded that change was necessary in Montana’s court system to provide greater permanency for
children. The following two years were dedicated to implementing the recommendations of the Court
Assessment Program’s Advisory Committee that were based on the initial assessment. Implementation of
the recommendations have brought child abuse and neglect issues to the forefront and has been the
beginning of effective change, The additional grant period will -allow the program to fiwther implement the
recommendations, to address changes in the court and child welfare system, and to evaluate the success or
failure of those changes so that the court system can best meet the needs of children while protecting the
integrity and rights of parents. Accordingly, the OCA has asked the 1999 Legislature to provide matching
funds required to receive the additional three years of federal funding.

In 1998, the Court Assessment Program drafied proposed legislation to: 1) incorporate the federal
requirements of the Adoption and Safe Families Act into state faw; and 2) include district court expenses

in abuse and neglect cases as eligible expenses for reimbursement from the Supreme Court’s District Court
Criminal Reimbursement Program. In addition, the Program established a pilot mediation project to provide
a less adversarial procedure for resolution of child protection cases. Staff’ plans to sponsor advanced
mediation training in this area of law in the Spring of 1999. Program staff taught a child advocacy law class
at the University of Montana School of Law and worked with Gallatin County to develop model procedures
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and practice in child protection cases.

The Program established Court Appointed Special Advocate/Guardian Ad Litem (CASA/Gal) of Montana,

a statewide organization, to support local lay advocate guardian ad litem programs. The Program also

assisted the Cascade County Law Clinic in the development of the Parents’ Assistance Program. Staff
organized and facilitated discussion on practice and procedures in child protection cases at the County
Attorney’s conference and is working with the Department of Justice to acquire additional staff attorneys

to assist the county attomneys in child protection cases.

The Court Assessment Program looks forward to working with its advisory committee to continue its efforts
in cowrt improvement,

Citizen Review Board Program

The 1993 Montana Legislature passed a bill establishing the Local Citizen Review Board Pilot Program
(CRB). The iegislature was concerned that reviews conducted by DPHHS Foster Care Review Commiitees
were not objective because reviewers were not independent. Citizen Review Boards perform impartial case
reviews of placements independent of DPHHS. During the 1993 Special Legislative Session, the Program
was attached to the Montana Supreme Court.

Board members were recruited and frained, and the Fourth Judicial District in Missoula was chosen as the

first program pilot site. Citizen Review Boards are currently operational in three judicial districts: the.
Fourth Judicial District (Missoula and Mineral Counties); the Second Judicial District (Butte Silver Bow
County); and the Eighteenth Judicial District {Gallatin County).

Accomplishments of the Citizen Review Boards

The volunteers appointed to CRB's coniribute their time, effort, and talents by serving on the boards. In
1997, volunteers in the three districts donated approximately 1,455 hours in review and advocacy. This
figure excludes preparation and training time. If volunteer service were calculated into dollars at $10 per
hour, it means the dollar value to the State of Montana would exceed $14,550. Citizen Review Boards are
a prime example of volunteerism.

Citizen Review Boards have held 1,830 case reviews since the program began in 1994. Missoula Review
Boards have held 1,291 reviews since December 1994; Butte Review Boards have held 375 reviews since
December 1995; and the Bozeman Review Board has held 164 reviews since June 1996 Citizen Review
Boards have tracked over 590 individual children in foster care. In calendar year 1997, CRB's, along with
DPHHS and the district courts, resolved 117 cases; 61 of those were adopted or returned home.

Another major accomplishment is the movement of children toward permanency. The average number of
days a child was under a Temporary Investigative Authority Order has been reduced from 332 days in
calendar year 1995, to 132 days in calendar year 1997. The average number of days a child was under a
Temporary Legal Custody Order has been reduced from 497 days in calendar year 1995, to 165 days in
calendar year 1997. Judges are placing a priority on children in out-of-home care and understand the
importance for the need of a permanent home for these children.
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Movement Toward Permanency by Year

1985 1996 1997
Parental Agreement
No. of Youth 5 18 2
Average No. of Days 331 280 171
Temporary Investigative Authority (TIA)
No.of Youth 39 62 32
Average NWNeo.of Days 332 218 132
Temporary Legal Cusiody
No. of Youth 44 o 23
Average No. of Days 497 383 165

Summary

Many of the cases reviewed by the local CRB’s had been adrift for two years or more, thus hindering

permanency for these children. Urgency is a key factor to providing services to foster children and their
famalies.

CRB's are important because they assist in resolving cases. Review hearings provide regular judicial

oversight of children in foster care. The reviews hold DPHHS accountable and gets the community
involved.

One of the most promising options to reduce the burden on an already stressed system, due to limited
resources and lack of foster homes, is exploring extended family placements. CRB’s continue to collaborate
with social workers, permanency planning specialists, the Court Assessment Program, the Casey Family

Program and others in the community, in order to become more creative in finding permanent placement
for the children in foster care in Montana.

District Court Criminal Reimbursement Program

The District Court Criminal Reimbursement Program (DCCRP), enacted by SB 25 and SB 142 during the
regular session of the 1985 Legislature, established an expanded state assumption of certain expenses
associated with criminal proceedings in Montana’s District Courts.

The DCCRP reimburses counties for certain adult criminal expenses. The Program, as outlined by 3-5-901,
MCA, applies to eligible expenses in the following five categories: 1) a percentage of court reporters’
salaries; 2) the cost of transcripts of eligible criminal proceedings; 3) psychiatric examinations in criminal

proceedings; 4) witness and jury expenses of criminal proceedings; and 5) indigent defense expenses of
criminal  proceedings.
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Program revenues derive from a portion of the motor vehicle license tax.

If a balance remains after all reitmbursements are made, that balance must be awarded to counties in the form
of a grant. The grant is based on whether the county has expended funds over and above its maximum mill
levy set by law for district court expenses.

District Court Criminal Reimbursement Program
1998 Total Reimbursement by Category
Court Jury Witness Psyclilatric Indigent Qrant
County Reparter Services Services Examinations Defense Received Totals
ANACONDA-DEERLODGE $0 $0 0 80 $27,150 20 $27,150
BEAVERHEAD 3,230 117 1,800 16,117 15,874 399 37,531
BIGHORN 2,915 18,458 24,879 8,832 77,912 0 132,995
BLAINE 1,561 1,070 0 1,450 29,305 1.861 35,246
BROADWATER 1,965 1,233 231 940 17,081 3,394 24,843
BUTTE-SILVER BOW 24,665 3,562 10 66,921 135,447 0 230,604
CARBON 2,228 @ 0 650 5,538 394 8,810
CARTER 99 0 0 0 0 1,133 2,051
CASCADE 29,199 29,925 31,516 56,065 331,412 89,360 567,478
CHOUTEAU © 3,285 1,174 0 3,075 22,112 0 29,646
CUSTER 13,386 8,632 26,564 4,305 153,025 17,680 223,592
DANIELS 334 (723) ¢ § 2,444 2,150 4,204
DAWSON 7,095 38 0 500 18,757 6,579 32,969
FALLON 1,818 1,347 87 0 17,719 0 20,971
FERGUS 6,510 10,390 38,325 6,391 108,877 3,812 174,805
FLATHEAD 20,839 11,621 404 14,820 169,944 26,315 243,942
GALLATIN 15,490 15,384 11,240 23,244 164,858 25,008 255,224
GARFIELD 706 910 1,367 0 14,131 0 17,115
GLACIER 6,901 6,639 620 385 46,214 6,475 61,234
GOLDEN VALLEY 967 0 0 0 4,724 0 5,601
GRANITE 0 603 222 ) 6,246 2,127 9,199
HILL 10,200 11,161 2,249 300 108,879 1,618 134,608
JEFFERSON 2,964 93 9,504 11,356 54,000 9,023 86,940
TUDITH BASIN 3,251 9,160 17,271 0 78,646 0 108,329
TAKE 9,487 13,035 25,429 15,940 157,859 521 229,271
LEWIS&CLARK 17,401 8,487 5,054 37,679 123,937 54,911 247,468
LIBERTY 983 0 0 0 314 0 1,296
LINCOLN ‘ 5,982 4,876 3,939 7,950 132,656 39,531 193,934
MADISON 2,688 ) 1,188 175 4,797 0 8,847
MCCONE 1,050 3,031 7,760 0 1,420 2,074 15,335

i LR BT
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District Court Criminal Reimbursement Program
1998 Total Reimbursement by Category

Court Jury Witness Psychiatric Indigent Grant

County Reparter Services Senices Examinations Defense Received Total:
MEAGHER 51,302 52 30 30 321,850 34,062 $27,205
MINERAL 1,514 0 0 3,081 27,976 4,568 37,138
MISSOULA 41,831 29,105 34,410 19,610 264,855 202,872 652,683
MUSSELSHELL 5,275 117 375 14,293 85,208 0 105,267
PARR 10,516 7,532 40 32,537 (9,784 6,148 126,557
PETROLEUM* 240 1,649 244 0 4272 1,16% 7,572
PHILLIPS** 2,628 73 508 1,490 24,221 434 29,353
PONDERA 2,329 859 0 0 10,095 1,347 14,630
POWDER RIVER 1,188 2,346 261 0 25,031 2,779 31,606
POWELL i} 4 188 4,400 22,367 5,108 32,062
PRAIRIE 588 { 0 0 - 427 0 1,015
RAVAILI 7,153 9,829 6,838 5,188 184,886 34,3566 248+ 250
RICHLAND 7.451 647 0 0 15,215 0 23,313
ROOSEVELT 1,358 101 0 0 1,934 0 3,393
ROSEBUD 4,648 2,548 2,017 1,325 25,388 0 35,926
SANDERS 3,138 6,904 6,739 4,250 20,546 ¢ 50,576
SHERIDAN 520 © 2,169 1,004 525 11,047 0 15,265
STILWATER 1,671 3,137 464 0 16,2891 0 21,563
SWEET GRASS 1,480 0 0 0 3,271 1,829 6,580
TETON 2,319 1,312 698 0 2,748 0 7,076
TOCLE 3,685 0 0 0 19,175 0 22,759
TREASURE 1,094 (447) 622 0 7,688 0 8,957
VALLEY 3,306 67 0 2,052 14,580 0 20,005
WHEATLAND 1,650 36 0 525 12,917 0 15,127
WIBAUX 1.210 692 0 0 1,881 0 3,782
YELLOWSTONE 49,102 30,128 13,344 30,070 470,520 72,105 665,268

TOTALS $355,100  $20B5B07 . 6 7 O $396,642 $3,403,448 $691.128 $5,383,536

* New Applicants as of FY93

** Applied in FY97, but did not receive a grant,

ERRER Rk oLt
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Boards and Commissions of the Supreme Court

Judicial Nomination Commission

The Judicial Nomination Commission provides the Governor a list of qualified candidates to fill vacancies
on the Supreme Court, District Courts and the Workers’ Compensation Court. The Commission also
provides the Chief Justice a list of candidates for appointment to fill any term or vacancy for the Chief Water
Court Judge. The Commission i1s comprised of seven members; four appomted by the Governor, two

appointed by the Supreme Court and one elected by the state’s district court judges. Commission members
serve four-year terms and are not eligible to apply for judicial office during their terms or for one year

thereafier.

Commission on Unauthorized Practice

In 1998, the Commission on Unauthorized Practice was reorganized by order of the Supreme Court. The
Commission is now comprised of nine members; five lawyers and four nonlawyers appointed by the
Supreme Court to three-year terms. The Commussion investigates complaints that a person is practicing law
without admission to the Bar. The newly reorganized Commission has also been directed to review the
overall situation regarding the unauthorized practice of law in Montana and make recommendations to the
Supreme Court which will ameliorate the problems associated with the unauthorized practice of law.

Commission on Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

The Commission on Courts of Limited Jurisdiction oversees mandatory training for judges of limited
jurisdiction twice a year, and promotes professionalism, competence, procedural improvements and
refinements in courts of limited jurisdiction. The Commission is comprised of practicing attorneys, a district
court judge, judges of courts of limited jurisdiction, and a clerk of a limited junisdiction court. A Justice of
the Supreme Court sits as an ex-officio member of the Commission.

Sentence Review Division

Individuals sentenced to a year or more to the Montana State Prison (MSP) or the Montana Women’s Prison
(MWP) may request a review of the sentence they received in a District Court.

The Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court is comprised of three District Court Judges appointed
by the Supreme Court for three-year terms. The 1998 members were: Honorable Willlam Nels Swandal,
Chairman; Honorable Richard Phillips, and Honorable Jeffrey Langton. Retired Judge Robert Boyd serves
as an alternate member.

The Division meets four times a year at the Montana State Prison and two times a year at the Montana
Women’s Prison.

it
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The Sentence Review Division heard a total of 116 cases in 1998. Of those cases, 50 were affirmed; 13 were
continued; 24 were dismissed; 15 were decreased, 4 were increased; 3 cases were changed from MSP or
MWP commitments to Department of Corrections (DOC) commitments; 5 were held in abeyance pending
an appeal; and 2 cases were remanded back the district court for clarification of sentence.

Board of Bar Examiners

The Board of Bar Examiners is responsible for examination and licensing of attorneys who wish to practice
law i Montana.

Members of the Board are appointed by the Supreme Court. Terms of Board members are permanent;
however, the Supreme Court may release, dismiss, or remove any member of the Board and appoint another
member in his or her stead at any time.

Members of the Board of Bar Examiners for 1998 were: Gregory G. Murphy, Esq., Chairman;

Randy J. Cox, Esq.; Gary W. Bjelland, Esq.; Jacqueline Terrell Lenmark, Esq.; Loren J. O’Toole, 11, Esq.;
Debra D. Parker, Esq.; and John Jay Richardson, Esg.

In 1998, the Multi-State Bar Examination was given on Wednesday, July 28, followed by a day and a half

of essay examination on Thursday, July 29, and Friday, July 30. Ninety-nine applicants sat for the exam,
with 88 passing.

Disciplinary Boards and Commissions of the Supreme Court

Commission on Practice

The Commission on Practice was established in 1965 by 1998
order of the Montana Supreme Court to review complaints
alleging unethical conduct by Montana attorneys. -This
Commussion 1s also responsible for reporting on merits of

Commissien on Practice
Caseload Statistics

.. , . No. of Complaints Filed in 1998: 248
any petition for reinstatement to the practice of law. No. of Complaints Pending as of 12/31/1997; 124
Total M2

The Commission is comprised of eleven members. Eight

attomey members are appointed by the Supreme Court,
following an election by members of the Bar in their
respective areas of the State, and the Court also appoints

Disposition of Complaints:

Total Mo. of Compiaints Dismissed
Whrilten Private Admonishment

201

three lay citizens. Members serve a four-year term. Private Oml /t’{dmomﬁhme"l 4
- = Suspension of License 5

Members of the 1998 Commission were: Sam E. Haddon, Disharment :
Esq., Chairman; John Warren, Esq., Vice-Chairman; Gary Reinstatemens Hearings ¢
. - . Formal Complaints Dismissed 0

L. Davis, Esq., Executive Secretary; Gary Buchanan, Complaints Pending 3 of Decerber 31, 1998 o,

Patricia DeVries, Bruce A. Fredrickson, Esg., W.A. Groff,
Donald R. Marble, Esq., Gary A. Ryder, Esq., John V.
Potter, Jr., Esq., and Milton Wordal, Esq.

Total
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Judicial Standards Commission

Montana’s Judicial Standards Commission was created by
amendment to the State Constitution in 1973 to provide for .. 1998 .
. e Judicial Standards Commission
the censure, suspension, or removal of a judicial officer. o
L . . Caseload  Statistics
The Commission is composed of two district court judges

elected by the district court judges; one attorney appointed Ho. Off’gmﬂ?l]aiﬂt* E“ed in 1998: 3l
. NG, i di | the End of 1997:

by the Supreme Court; and two members of the public Ho- of Complaints Fending a1 the End o s

appointed by the Governor. Totat 49

Disposition of Complainis;

Members of the 1998 Commission were: Hon., Ed

McLean, Chairman, Victor F. Valgenti, Esq., Vice- ;“_5“”559‘; 43
4 . nvate Heprimand i
Chairman; Barbara Evans, Patty Jo Henthom, and the Hon. Public Resrimand 0
John Wamer. All members serve a four-year term. Suspension 0
Removed from Bench 0

5

Complaints Pending 38 of December 31, 1998:

Total 49

The District Courts

Montanans are served by 56 district courts. These courts are organized within 21 judicial districts and are
served by 37 district judges. District Courts are courts of original and appellate jurisdiction. Original
Junisdiction mcorporates all felony cases, all civil and probate cases, all cases at law and in equity, all
misdemeanor and other special actions and proceedings not otherwise provided for, all civil actions that
might result in a finding against the State for the payment of money, naturalization proceedings, various
writs and some narrowly defined ballot issues. Appellate jurisdiction includes cases arising from the State’s
Courts of Limited Jurisdiction as prescribed by law and the Constitution.

Information concerning the number and characteristics of 1998 District Court caseloads is presented and
discussed below.

The distributions of district court summary statistics have been sorted into quartiles on the basis of
increasing number of case filings or dispositions. Quartiles divide a distribution into four groups of equal
size. The tables presented contain summary data for all District Courts, for the busiest five courts and for
each quartile. Data for the busiest five courts are contained within the fourth quartile data.

The contribution of each quartile and of the busiest five district courts to the 1998 statewide total of case

filings by case type, is presented in Table 1. Note the wide disparity n total case filings between quartiles.
The quartile of busiest courts (the fourth) accounted for more than 80 percent of all specific case filings

statewide, in all but probate and adoption cases. This quartile accounted for nearly 80 percent of total case
filings. Further, the busiest five District Courts accounted for at least 50 percent (and occasionally over 60
percent) of all but probate cases among total statewide case filings. Table 2 presents the corresponding

distribution of statewide case dispositions. Here again, a wide disparity is evident between quartiles and the
five bustest District Courts. The proportions of case tilings and case dispositions in 1998 were fairly
consistent across case types and court groupings.
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Table 1

1998 District Court Quartile and Busiest Five Court
Caseloads as a Percent of Statewide Total Case Filings

by Case Type
First  Second Third Fourth
Case Type Quartile Quartile  Quartile Quartile Busiest 5
Criminal 1.3 4.5 12.8 81.3 55.8
Civil 2.0 6.2 11.9 80.0 57.6
Adoptions 1.2 5.9 13.2 19.7 51.5
ED/DD 0.0 0.9 4.4 94.7 71.3
Patermty 0.0 0.0 5.5 945 71.6
Guard./Cons. 0.9 4.7 13.0 81.4 51.2
Juvenile 0.8 4.2 12.2 82.8 58.6
Dep./Neglect 0.1 2.4 10.1 87.3 60.0
Probate 5.2 11.0 18.1 65.6 41.2
Dom. Relations 0.9 4.7 10.4 84,1 60.4
All Filings 1.9 6.3 12.2 79.7 56.2
‘Table 2

1998 District Court Quartile and Busiest Five Court Caseloads
as a Percent of Statewide Total Case Dispositions

by Case Type
First Second Third Fourth
Case Type Quartile Quartile Quartile Quartile Busiest 5
Criminal 0.9 4.4 13.5 81.2. 56.0
Civil 2.2 5.7 11.0 81.1 60.8
Adoptions 1.0 4.7 12.4 81.8 53.0
ED/DD 0.0 0.4 4.7 94,9 71.2
Paternity 6.0 0.0 3.4 96.6 78.4
Guard/Cons. 0.0 3.9 12.7 83.4 56.9
Juvenile 0.4 4.9 15.8 78.9 51.2
Dep./Neglect 0.0 1.0 5.6 93.4 66.6
Probate 3.9 10.2 20.1 05.8 40.9
Dom. Relations 0.9 4.8 10.4 84.0 62.0
Al Dispositions 2.0 5.8 12.1 80.1 57.7
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The relative proportions of case filings and case dispositions by case type within the total caseloads of all

courts, each quartile and the busiest five courts are presented in Tables 3 and 4. Note in both tables that

probate cases constitute much higher proportions of the total caseloads of the first and second quartiles than
of the third and fourth quartiles and of the busiest five district courts. Conversely, juvenile and domestic
relations cases comprise far smaller proportions of the caseloads of the first quartile than the average of all

courts and those of the fourth quartile and the five busiest courts. The distributions of tilings and
dispositions of the remaining case types within the total caseloads of all courts, all quartiles and the five
busiest courts are more similar.

Table 3
Case Piling Types as Percentages of Total
1998 District Court Filings
All Courts, Quartiles, and the Busiest 5 Courts

. First Second Third  Fourth
Care Type A, Courts Quartile Quartile Quartile Quartile Busiest 5

Criminal 17.2 135 140 182 174 16.9
Civil 38.4 45.1 42.4 317 38.0 38.0
Adoptions 17 12 19 19 17 16
ED/DD 22 00 04 0.8 26 28
Paternity 0.2 0.0 0 01 04 0.4
Guard./Cons. 2.5 14 2.1 27 25 24
Juvenile 5.1 26 43 51 5.8 5.9
Dep./Neglect 28 02 1.2 22 it 3.0
Probate 8.3 255 16.4 125 6.8 G0
Dam. Relations 208 10,6 17.4 179 21.7 222
Table 4
Casc Dispositions Types as Percentages of Total
1998 District Court Dispositions
All Courts, Quartiles, and the Busiest 5 Courts
First Second Therd Fourth
Case Type All Courls Quartile Quartile Quartife Quartile Busiest 5
Criminal 174 91 147 19.6 17.4 167
Civil 398 56.5 424 A6.4 3906 41.2
Adoptions 17 1.1 1.5 18 17 16
ED/DD 23 0.0 0z (.9 27 28
Paternity 03 0.0 0.0 00 0.3 94
Guard./Cons. 12 00 09 12 12 I
Juvenile 48 1.1 45 tX! 47 4,
Dep/Neglect 3.0 0.0 0.6 1.4 35 34
Frobate 8.1 204 15.6 13.6 6.6 5.7
Dom. Relations 215 1.8 196 136 223 228

B e e T ] Tl L3
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Total case dispositions are expressed as a percent of total case tilings, by case type, for all courts, each
quartile and the five busiest district courts in Table 5. Entries of 100 percent or greater indicate that the
courts disposed of more cases than were tiled; where the entry is less than 100 percent, case tilings

outnumbered case dispositions. Generally, case filings exceeded dispositions most notably in paternity and
guardianship/conservatorship cases. Filings of juvenile cases also outnumbered dispositions in first and
fourth quartile caseloads and in the busiest five district courts. The ratios of dispositions to tilings in
criminal, civil and domestic relations cases were the most favorable among case types and across all court
groupings. Generally, those courts with larger caseloads also had more favorable ratios of case dispositions

to case tilings. First quarlile courts generally had lower such ratios than courts in all other categories.

Table 5
Number of 1998 District Court Case Dispositions
as a Percent of Case Filings, by Case Type
All Courts, Quartiles, and the Busiest 5 Courts

First Second Third Fourth

Case Type All Courts Quartile Quartile Quartile Quartile Busiest 5
Criminal 96.9 595 64.8 102.6 96.7 97.3
Civil 98.8 111.0 90.7 91.8 100.1 104.3
Adoptions 94.4 857 T75.0 88.8 96.9 97.1
ED/DD 98.3 0.0 42.9 105.9 98.5 98.2
Paternity 80.7 0.0 0.0 50.0 82.5 88.5
Guard./Cons, 44.2 0.0 36.6 43 .4 453 49.1
Juvenile 81.6 40.0 95.2 105.% 71.7 713
Dep./Neglect 102.2 0.0 41.7 56.6 109.3 1134
Probate 93.7 7i.i 86.2 104.0 93.9 92.8
Dom. Relations 99.2 98.4 102.4 08.7 99.0 101.7
All Cases 95.7 94.7 89.5 95.6 96.3 x4

Tables 6 and 7 list reported 1998 case filings and case dispositions, respectively, by county and by case type.
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TABLE 6
1598 DISTRICT COURT STATISTICS - BY DISTRICT
CASE FILINGS
Judicizl Mentally LI/ Guard. /]
Dicirict  County Adoptian| _ Crimina} Civil] Dcv. Disabled Pateanit Conserv. Juvenile
1 BROADWATER 3 4 L 0 0| i 5
1 LEWIS & CLARK i 438 1,733 L1} 7 5t 33
District Subjoiai EH 28 pRIN 81 I .52 28
1 SILVER BOW 20 W4 268 68 1 41 61
District Sebtatal 2 04 266 68 1 42 fil
3 PEER LODGE ] 67 e 148 0 28 29 19 35 83 511
3 GRANITE ] ? 48 1] D 1 2 a 15 17 5
k] POWELL 6 78 13t 3 1] B iR i} 18 39 klo)
District Subtotat 1 L4 2 131 0 k4 49 12 68 139 81
4 MINERAL 2 M & ¢ 0 i 3 8 i9 4 1%
4 MISSOULA 59 582 1,316 84 [+ £ 257 Bg 277 659 3,450
District Subwetat [3 616 L334 a4 [0 142 280 a5 284 mry 65
5 BEAVERHEAD 9 43 122 a 4] 10 2 0 36 57 28¢
5 JEFFERSON ) LH 134 1 ] 1 9 t 9 43 26
5 MADISON 3 25 106 2 0 3 7 5 n 33 2t
Disirics Subtotal 15 114 62 4 Q 0 24 [ % 133 1%
6 PARK 12 120 258 9 0 0 pa 0 47 169 i
6 SWEET GRASS 4 11 35 0 0 1 2 2 W2 19 8
District Subtata) 16§ 132 293 9 Q 2 19 2 59 128 143
7 DAWSON % 6% a8 54 3 " +] 12 9 T L
7 MCCONE 1 10 23 1 0 i o o] 1 2 51
1 FRAIRIE 0 ] 17 0 b} ) 1 [¢] 11 2 3
? RICHLAND 4 40 14 5 3 6 12 I 4 2 283
1 WIBALX Q! 1 19 1 a - ] 1 1% L) 41
District Soletal 16 128 b33 61 13 15 h] 15 117 134 814
g CASCADE 73 650 1,568 16 13 H 180 75 ple 517 1453
Distriet Subtofal il 610 L5ad 14 13 T 180 75 20 in 345
9 GLACIER 2 95 106/ o 1 4 23 6 28 74 M
4 PONDERA 4 7 54 0 0 1 10 0 2% Ky 13
9 TETON 7 11 kY 0 0 4 6 4 37 H 2
9 TCOLE 4 59 kX 3 1 7 5 5 401 43 11
Disirict Sublotaj 17 152 s 3 2], 20 44 15 128 144 803
10 FERGUS 16 84 0% 6 1] 34 24 34 563 78 529
10 JUDITH BASIN 1 -] 20 1 (] ] 1 1 125 7 50
i0 PETROLEUM 0 2 if 0 [1] Q 0 a 1 1] 14
District Subteda¥ 17 24 26 1 i} 34 i ki) [ &5 pi:]
11 FLATHEAD 47 482 1L11g 45 0 7% 103 40 195 212 20
IHstrict Sublotal 37 482 L118 45 10 i plax] 40 195 (212 2]
12 CHOUTEAU 5 20 54 1 0 4 : b | 4 37 152
¥4 HILL 4 160 149 14 ! 2 7i 4 29 66 101 603
t2 LIBERTY 1 3 7 b Ll 3] Q H P 8 44
Bisnict Subiotzl 10 183 20 13 [ 1 14 , 0 H 123 135 192
13 BIG HORN 6 in 10l 0| 8 12 ; 1 17 k] 5| 3es
13 CARBON 4 24 120 1 i 1 7 | 14 3 3z 3 245
13 STILLWATER 1 37 89 ¥ 0 7 14} 2 16 30 197
13 YELLOWSTONE 94 1,568 1918 175 31 105 380 : 29 303 1,456 5,990
District Subtotal 303 1348 228 18 3 33} m 415 3% 3184 1.622 197
: I i
14 GOLDEN VALLEY 1 4 4 Gi . ¢! 0 H 1 [ 2 24
L] MEAGHER 1 9 2 Gi G H 2 o 8 9 52
t4 MUSSELSHELL 2 28 92 b 1 10 8 10 1% 2 198
14 WHEATLAND 3 pri 34 G! ¢ 3 2 g 7 15
. District Subotal 1 &3 161 1 l 1| 14 IE] 19 40 i3 n
15 DANIELS i 5 23 4] E o | T 2 17 1k 68
15 ROOSEVELT 7 i0 105 1i 1 8 16} ol 9 4 bik]
15 SHERIDAN 4 15 59 1} 0 3 2 0 50 1 144
Disitict Sublotal 2 0 171 2 E 1 12 444 2 i 37 423
16 CARTER o 1 20 0 0 0 0i 0 12 0 1
it CUSTER 13 i 172 19} 4 It 16] 51 51 9 542
it FALLON 2 7 4 0! 1 3 3 3 b 13 111
16 GARFIELD 2 g B : 0 14 i (1] 14 1 i
1% POWDER RIVER a9 4 5] 0} 0 4 1l H J 13 3 2]
16 ROSEBUD 4 7 g2 ; i Q 3 16 ] 8 27 62 2
16 TREASURE 8 8 E1] 0 1 o 1 L s 3 53
District Sublotat 2 137 g8 I & 25 [ 50 o5 i. 146 178 Loz
: :
17 BLAINE 2 5 7 2 o 2 i} 1 0 M 179
17 PHILLSPS k] 3z 02 i [ L] § } FH 16 1ir]
17 VALLEY | n 104 o, G 4 ] H 45 34 7
District Subtolal & 3 238 3 ! ] 12 4 ] 106 2 558
18 GALLATIN 35 34 7 21 I 1 15 53 0 113 430 1,837
Diictrict Subtatal 14 314 pazh 214 1 i) 33 0 11 450 1.81%
19 . LINCOLN n t51 285 Bt 2 i) 95 i8 56 155 Ry
Diistrics Sutnomal 11 151 283 of 2 10 2% i8 36 185 829
213 LAKE 2% 165 i 4 0 28 4l 41 i 64 3 §93
Hi SANDERS* 1t & 158 a 16 2 13 5 | 35 54 354
Disteiet Subatal 31 prad 443 4 14 0 54 44 w0 Pl LT
21 RAVALLL 27 201 £61 b z 45 4] 15 a2 175 1,133
[Hstrict Subtofal 21 2m 6t H H 43 & 15 2 178 1183
TOTAL .45} L9651 JAI 180 109 874 1566 A LEI8 1127 146
1997 ot et

[ e ]
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TABLE 7
1998 DISTRICT COURT STATISTICS - BY DISTRICT
CASE BISPOSITIONS
WHCIAL FERTALLY 1L TURRIA VEFIHEG.
PISTRICT  COUNTY ADOFTION|  CRIMINAL oL DEY. D13A3LED FPATERNTTY| COMSERY, RIVINILY CHILDREN
e e
1 - BROADWATER 2 3 T4 i 4] i 4 1
1 LEWIS AND CLARK 28 401] 1470 9 4 23 209 48
Diszrice Subtotal 30 4404 3344 69 ) 23 p4¥i 44
z SILVER BOW 1 1w 260 66 3 t8 52| 4sh
District Subtatal B m i) it 3 18 2 48
3 DEER LODGE & T4 5 136 i} 3 13 4
3 GRANITE 1 5 7 a [ g 9
3 FOWELL 2 7 97 2 0 ] ig] o
District Subtotal 9 R pin 138 ] 2 335 4
4 MINERAL 2 1 71 1] 0 3 2% ? § 42 183
4 MISSCULA &4 712 Lin g 0 :4] 139 107 243 833 3,60
Districy Subtow} &6 3P L4687 a t J:1) 112 pli] 49 [:724 I ¥ 1
5 BEAVERHEAD 1 46 164 3 13 5 B 4 26 3] 267
5 JEFFERSON 4 42 154 | i 4 ] 1 16 i) 28T
3 MADISON 3 Fx] 160 3 1 1] 2 ! 4 kit 187
District Subeomal 15 Lk 155 I z b4 18 fi i 152 213
6 PARK 10 125 261 9 ] 1] i 0 56 163 611
6 SWEET GRASS 3 7 40 0 0 0 1 1 9 5 76
District Subiatal 13 132 il 9 Q 16 3 1 31 120 £87
T DAWSON 9 8 92 52 1 4 37 i 42 67 3k4
? MCCONE 1 4 n 0 [} 0 0 0 18 1 45
7 PRAIRIE 0 1 15 ] Q ] i ] 9 2 34
7 RICHLAND & 28 Hix) & 1] 7 15 L] 62 &L 250
7 WIBAUX [+ 4 . 4K 1] 0" 1 o 1 H B 73
Disirier Subigtat 15 usf oz @) 2 It 2 ¢t B (Er]
8 CASCADE 2] 486l 2,085 25 [ 19 19§ 83 3] 7284 4,012
District Sublotal o) 4R6 2.085 25 § 10 184 k8 21 nz 4,812
e GLACIER z 9 2 o 1 1 18 4 % w 31
g FONDERA 3 1 54 0 0 o -] Q k1] a3z 140
9 TETON 4 15 H 1] o I 1] 2 20 9 m
9 TOOLE § 45 37 H 1 3 H ] Al 4 m
Districe Subiorat 1 L3t 237 t b ] 42 12 121 162 153
10 FERGUS 15 B4 150 4 [} 49 25 3 61 5 90
1o FUDITH BASIN 1 1 3t 1 L] 3 1 0 M ] 6
e PETROLEUM o 3 -1 [ 0 G ] 0 0 [} i3
Distriet Subtow) 16 f:rd wm [ 0 ] 26 il 15 68 163
n FLATHEAD 49 451 1,222 39 3 1% % &3} 52 a3 2,715
Districe Subwotai 44 461 LIm =l - 3 12 24 4] 142 03 2718
LiS CHOUTEAU 5 3" 48 H 4] 2 2 i1 kg 156
12 HILL 3 169 M2 16 I 4 65 35 kL 121 £33
17 LIBERTY 13 4 [ ; [+ 1 a 2 16 [ 37
District Subtotal il 202 196 18 1 7 67 39 129 136 [:#11
13 BIG $EORN 8 g6 w7 ] i H 1z 20 28 73 330
13 CARBON 3 17 124 2 o 1 6 El 52 ex] 242
13 STILLWATER 0 28 34 o 4] 5 7 1 24 31 160
13 YELLOWSTONE 1 1,154 1,815 2] 2 43 197, 56 46 1,403 5,516
District Sublotad 1M LB} 2130 180 kil 50 pat} L 350 1345 6,278
14 GOLDEN YALLEY +] 2 14 G B L] 0 0 3 | 20
4 MEAGMER 2 10 9 t o 1 9 [} 6 17 %
14 MUSSELSHELL 1 7 1 3 3 3 6 3 22 18 169
14 WHEATLAND ] 15 M ¢ 1} 1 3 0 H 3 7
District Subioia) 4 h] 135 1 [ 3 18 3 41 H 136
15 DANIELS 1 3 5 ¢ 0 13 7 2 14 9 fii
15 ROOSEVELT 1 2 50 3 [i} 1 0 F 20 24 19
15 SHERIDAN 2 i LH i i} o 20 0 42 3 121
District Subtotal 4 16 12 1 Q ] 35 E] Fi ki3 191
16 CARTER 2 a n Q 1] o 0 '] 9 ] 31
16 CYSTER 1 98 153 9 3 4 3 3 58 £5 306
16 FALLON H 20 38 0 o @ k] >} H 16 108
6 GARFIELD k] 1 [ 0 B 0 0 o 8 4 24
6 POWDER RIVER 0 15 16 0 0 a o ] 4 7 43
i5 ROSERUD 2 7 bl 3 ] 5 n 16 21 5l 288
15 TREASURE 0 ] 29 o o 4 ! [} 5 3 45
District Subtotal 18 42 345 b1 3 9 &7 il iz 66 1024
7 BLAINE 2 24 3 1 0 2 i3 3 33 33 104
17 PHILLIPS k| 5 57 8 0 H 7 0 3 2 158
th) YALLEY 1 134 85 6 9 2 5 4] 35 34 187
Disrict Subtotal & 8 215 15 Q 1] 13 3 122 34 %
t:] GALLATIN b 1% 651 i6 1 i0 48 3 b Al 381 1,513
Districy Subtowat 22 114 631 16 10 48 ] 2 B[ s
19 LINCOLN 26 185 4] 3 1 5 24 17 k2 136 136
Disirige Subtotal P13 145 24) 5 1 k) &6 7 34 136 136
2o LAKE 14 180 289 3 0 plt] 38 41 ;34 us o
po SANDERS* 12 55 [43 1 12 1] 31 0 39 h+] 59
Disrrict Subtowa} ] 235 432 pr ) L i 4] 121 240 1.263
] RAYALLI 25 178 Fid] ¢ 3 R’ 53 13 k] m 1,035
Disirict Subtors} 5 173 it i3 3 12 33 &} PA] 177 La3t
TATAL n L3841 13440 52 28 353 PR Loz 2090 280 3381
* 1997 dota used
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5 Frank M. Dayis

Sheita Brunkhorst
Warilyn ). Stevens

§ " Willin Nels Swandal

" Beaverhead

Jefferson

_ _Madi_sqn e

10,731

19.580

b

g Marga.rct Iohnson
Thomas M. MeKittrick
_Kenane; R, thll

§ R .MarcG BnyskE o

szcy I MOI’(UI.:I” o

Diane D. Anderson
Ani1ia Vandolah
Emile Kimmet
Carol Swoboda.

"Cascade

sy

81,087

TABLE 8
DISTRICT COURT INFORMATION

JUDICIAL ) DISTRICT COURT COUNTIES TN AREA IN 8Q.
DISTRICT DISTRICT JUDGES CLERKS DISTRICT _  MILES
1 Thoras C. Honzel Judy Giliespie Broadwaler 4,669 57,357

Dorathy McCarter Wancy Sweeney Eewis & Clark
i JeMEY M Shetlock . L
2 JamesE. Purcell  LoriA Maloney  Silver Bow 75 ued |
_JobnW. Whelan L . ' R
3 ”Tch M]mer o ‘Susan McNe “Deer l.odge 19793 Y

Beverly L. Kulaski Granite
e B . S plegate ___Pawclt . e

4 DnuglasG Harkin Chérylc Demmaon Mmerai“ i Y YR 02,242

Jehn 8. Henson Kaghleen "Kade® Breuer  Missoula

Yohn W. Larson

[Edward P. Mc

i dictis = - S e R e e
? Richard A. Simontan Ardelic Adams Dawsar 9,676 23,9
Richard G. Phillips Trudy Kirkegard MeCaone
Lisa Kimmet Prairie
Arlene nggs Richfand

T30308

10 Jobm Chrlstemsen  Phyllis D, swit R T s
Acelia "Ann" Leach Judith Basin
) i ) o BonnyL All _ Petroleum )
n Katherine R. Curtis ~ Peg L. Aflison Flathead 5,137 71,253
 Ted O, Lympus . . o
2" " john Warmer Terrianne Andreasen. | Choutean 8203 25,402
Dena Tippess Hill
Parricia "Pat™ Seidiitz Liberty
e PRI Yy LA L e T 1 T S e e
13 Maurice R. Colberg, Jr. Janice Heath g H 11,525 155 175
G. Todd Baugh Gayle M. Strausburg Carbon
Russelt C, Fag lean Bare Seitlwater
Susan P, Walters Jean A. Thompson Yellowstone
- Diape G, Barz e
. Roy C. Rodeghieto Kathleen Out "Golden Valley 6,837 9877
Donna Mortis Meagher
Connie Mzaitfiekd Musselshell
L . lanetHiL  Wheatand ‘
5 David Cybulskd ‘patricia McDomnell  Dasiels 5,501 FY AT TR
Patricia Stennes Roosevelt
] . ChefyIA Olson.  Sheridan ]
6 lotL.Heget  Carole Carey Catler 12,480 31,420
Gary L. Day Bemice Matthews Custer
lerric Newell Fallon
Connie Nielsen Garfield
Arlynn Archer Powder River
Marilyn Hollister Rasebud
R D ag,  Tuth Baker Treasure . . .
7 John C. McKeon Kay Johnson " Biaine 14,499 o050
Frances M. Webb Phitlips
L o Pamcla_!_\ _H_ili Yalley _
8 " Michael Salvagni Lorraine Van Ausdol ~ Gallatin 2,517 60,565
L _‘I‘homnsA Glson ) ) N o
9 ‘ lchhae! Prezeau . Nndme Pwal '_Lincoin ' ' 3714 . 18,833 o
N4 McNeit KmhcnneE Pedctnen " Lake ‘ 4.26{. 35061
‘  Dianne !'nplelt Sanders
1 'Icffrey H. Lan_glgn_ﬂabmﬂmn Bavdly EEEY?) 33585

R
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The average number of cases per district court judge is presented in Table 9, by judicial district.

TABLE 9
AVERAGE NUMBER OF CASE DISPOSITIONS .
PER JUDGE
IN EACH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
1998
Judicial No. of Judges| Average No. of Cases
District per District | per Judge
E 3 1,134
2 2 506
3 i 737
4 4 969
5 i 741
b 1 687
1 2 413
§ ] 1,337
9 I 753
Lo I 563
i 2 1,358
i2 l 826
13 5 1,256
14 ! 336
15 ! 291
L 2 517
17 ! 549
18 2 759
19 ! 736
*20 l 1,263
21 I 1,035
* Average number of cases for district 20 are based on 1998 figures for
Lake County and 1997 figures for Sanders County.
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Courts of Limited Jurisdiction

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction are Justice Courts, City Courts and Municipal Courts. Judges of Justice and
Municipal Courts must be elected; City Court judges may be elected or appointed. All judges of these courts
serve four-year terms. Justice of the Peace and City Court Judges are not required to be attorneys; Municipal
Court Judges must be licensed attorneys. All judges of Courts of Limited Jurisdiction are required to attend
two Supreme Court supervised training courses each year.

There were 87 city courts, 70 justice courts, and 4 municipal courts in operation in 1998. Justice and
municipal courts have concurrent jurisdiction; municipal courts have exclusive onginal jurisdiction in local
ordinances and other areas formerly served by a cify court. Municipal courts also have concurrent
jurisdiction with District Courts in matlers addressed under Title 70, chapters 24 -27, MCA (residential and
commercial landlord/tenant issues and issues of forcible entry and detainer). City courts have concurrent
jurisdiction with justice courts and exclusive jurisdiction over city ordinances, collection of taxes or
assessments in amounts less than $5,000, actions for the recovery of personal property belonging to the city
and actions for collection of local license fees (see 3-1 1-103, MCA).

Information concerning the number and characteristics of 1998 limited jurisdiction court caseloads is
presented and discussed below. Tables 10 through 14 present summaries of caseload statistics reported by
Montana’s Courts of Limited Jurisdiction in calendar year 1998. Not all limited jurisdiction courts provided
complete data for this report.

The data mm Table 10 show that

limited jurisdiction courts processed

Table 10 ) ) nearly ()IJae-third of a millionpcases n

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction 1998. The vast majority of those
Summary Statistics 1998 cases (78.1 percent of the total) were

criminal cases. Small claims cases

Total Cases Repoﬂed: 302,221 constituted the smallest proportion
Largest Reported Caseload: 22,658 (less than one percent of the total) of
Average of the 10 Smallest Reported Caseloads: 17.9 reported cases. Note the disparity
between the largest reported caseload

Reported COLJ Cases by Case Type : and the average cascload of the ten

smallest reporting courts. The state’s
busiest court processed over 1200

Percent times as many cases as the average

Type Number Total caseload of the ten courts reporting
the fewest cases.
Criminal 236,015 78.1
Civil 24,832 8.2
Smatl Claims 2,696 0.9
Speed/Seatbelt 38,678 12.8
20
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Reported criminal cases are sorted into general categories in Table 11. Less than two percent of total 1998
reported limited jurisdiction coust criminal cases were felonies. Most reported misdemeanor cases fell into
the “Other” category. Note that the distribution of case types was different for those courts with the largest
and the smallest caseloads, with the largest caseload courts reporting a far greater proportion of city/county
ordinance cases. Although MIP and DUI/Per Se cases constituted small proportions of court caseloads, the
smallest caseload courts reported relatively higher proportions of such cases than did the largest caseload
courts, Similar findings were evident for domestic’abuse and transaction with minors cases,

Table 11 Table 12
summary of Criminal Cases summary of Sources
by Selected Case Type of RepOl‘ted Criminal Cases
1998 1998
----- PERCENT TOTAL ---- - PERCENT TOTAL ----

Type Al Courls Largest 10 Smallest 0 Source All Courts Largest 10 Smallest |0

Felony 1.7 2.2 39 Highway Patrol 27.0 20.3 36.1

Misdemeanor 98.3 97.8 6.1 City Police 46,1 36.5 456
Sheriff 13.9 12.0 105

Non-Felony Criminal Subsets Fish, Wildlife and Parks 2.0 1.5 178
City/County  Attorney 6.0 5.2 33

DULPer Se 2.9 2.3 5.1 All Others 4.9 1.4 38

City/County  Ordinance 9.6 14.6 5.4

MIP 3.9 3.1 6.6

Domestic  Abuse 1.0 1.0 38

Uniawful Trans. w/ Minor 0.1 0.1 3.9

Other  Misdemeanor 82.5 78.3 75.1

SRR L.

The sources of 1998 criminal cases in courts of limited junsdiction are identified in Table 12. Note that City
Police accounted for more than half of the cases in the courts reporting the largest caseloads, while the
Highway Patrol accounted for almost the same proportion of cases in the courts reporting the smallest
caseloads. Small caseload courts, typically those in rural areas, reported far higher proportions of cases from
Fish, Wildlife and Parks violations than did courts with larger cascloads.

Numbers and categories of 1998 civil cases processed by courts of limited jurisdiction are identified in Table

13, for all courts and for those courts reporting the largest and smallest caseloads. Note that the smallest

caseload courts reported far higher proporiions of Landlord/Tenant, contract and tort cases than do the

largest caseload courts and those courts between the two extremes. The largest caseload courts reported far
higher proportions of credit/debt cases and “other” cases than did the smallest caseload courts. Note also

that, for most case types, the smallest caseload courts processed an average of less than one civil case a

month. Reported case numbers indicate that the vast majomty of civil cases are processed by the largest
caseload courts. Fifty-seven percent of all reporting limited jurisdiction courts processed Order of Protection
cases; fewer than forty percent of all reporting courts processed any other type of civil case and only sixteen
percent reported Tort cases in 1998.
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Table 13
Summary of Reported Civil Cases
by Selected Case Types
1998
----- PERCENT TOTAL -----
Type All Courts  Largest 10 Smallest 10 All Largest Smallest
Landlord/Tenant 1,700 1,213 19 7.4 6.7 13.2
Credit/Debt 9,149 6,880 19 39.8 38.0 25.0
Orders of Protection 2,908 1,682 10 12.6 93 13.2
Contracts 1,230 324 12 5.3 4.6 15.8
Torts 270 211 L5 1.2 1.2 19.7
Other 1,750 7,278 £0 33.1 40.2 13.2,
Table 14 presents additional data indicating the wide
disparity of caseloads among courts of iimited Table 14
Jurisdiction. Note that the ten courts with the largest Percent Total Limited Jurisdiction

caseloads accounted for nearly half of criminal and total
reported cases and nearly three-quarters of all reported
civil and small claims cases in 1998.

Tables 15 through 18 present reported caseload
statistics for individual courts, arranged by county.
Total caseloads and the numbers of general categories
of cases for each reporting court are identified in Table
15. Sixty-nine of all limited jurisdiction courts (43
percent) reported caseloads that averaged less than one
case per day. Nine courts reported no cases at all. The
ten busiest reporting courts averaged about 39 cases a
day. Only two of reporting courts had no criminal
cases. Sixty-two of the reporting cowrts had no civil
cases in [998; only 60 reporting courts processed small
claims cases.

22

Court Cases Reported by the Ten
Busiest Courts, by Case Type

Type

All Cases
Criminal Cases
Civil Cases
Small Claims

Speed/Seatbelt

1998

Percent Total

46.8
493
70.7
70.0
36.9
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TABLE 15
REPORTED 1998 CASELOAD STATISTICS
8y COUNTY

TOTAL SMALL SPEED!

COUNTY COURT CASES FILER| CRIMINAL| CIVIL| CLAIMS| SEATBELT
BEAVERHEAD lustice ~ Dillon 2,002 1,332 163 28 470
City - Dillon 1,011 943 1] ] 68

Both - Lima 427 426 0 1 ;

SUBTOTAL 3.4400 2101 163 24 47

BIGHGRN Jastice - Hardin 2,586 1,846 65 28 547
Hardin Clty 1,661 1,642 ] 0 19

SUBTOTAL 4,247 1488 03 28 6

BLAINE Justice - Chinook* 1,918 1,355 42 41 430
Jusiice - Harlem® 82 A3 5 15 4G

City - Harlem 292 289 3 ] o

City - Chinook 248 196 2 0 30

SUBTOTAL 2340 L1833 32 50 79

BROADWATER  Justice - Townsend [,917 1,207 61 ] 551
City - Townsend 263 220 1 0 42

SUBTOTAL 1180 1517 173 ] 593

CARBON Justice - Red Lodge 2,163 1,426 141 31 565
Justice - Bridger 139 120 1 Q 13

City - Red Lodge §34 762 3 0 69

City - Joliet 233 233 0 0 ¢

City - Fromberg** 167 167 0 ¢] Q

Cily - Bridger 242 242 0 0 0

SUBTOTAL 3.718 2,950 145 3 652

CARTER Justice - Alzadat* & 53 § 3 4}
City - Ekalaka** 12 11 o 1 aQ

SUBTOTAL 74 64 8 4 Q

CASCADE Justice - Great Fals 12,618 8,939 2,567 1) 301
City - Bell 53 49 4] 0 ]

Municipal - Great Falls 20,583 19,774 367 0 442

City - Cascade* 28 26 1 0 1

SUBTOTAL B9 J8.E8{ 2935 171 EA35

CHOUTEAU Fustice - Big Sandy* 11 ; Y 0 10
Justice - Fort Berlon 207 33 30 25 9

City - Big Sandy 35 35 0 0 0

City - Fort Benton n 286 0 0 35

SUBTOTAL 574 355 39 25 164

CUSTER Justice - Miles Ciy ; 3,117 1,927 186 56 938
City - Miles Chty } 2.56% 2.203 731 i 288

SUBTOTAL 5.681 4,130 239! 66 Lue

DANIELS Justice - Scobey 265 1961 - 21 ] 26
City - Scobey 87 0 0 4] 7

SUBTOTAL 352 276 2 22 33

DAWSON Jusiice - Glendive 2,989 1,812 216 248 T13
City - Glendive 1,381 1,082 16 1] 20

SUBTOTAL 4250/ 2894 22 248 216

DEER LODGE  Doth - Anaconda 53,2021 2420 242 5 535
SUBTOTAL 3,202 2420 22 5 535

FALLON Justice - Baker 3101 233! i 1t 34
City ~ Baker 20! 1971 [ 0 6

SUDTOTAL 23! 430! 321 11 40

! i !

FERGUS Justice - Lewistown L.169 609 | 188 E 32 340
Justice - Lewistown 583 334 851 14 150

City - Lewistawn 243 1921 0i 0 51

City - Lewistown 695 405 0 0 250

SUBTOTAL 2,690 1,340 3 46 831

FLATHEAD Justice - Kalispell 15,718 11,641 2,491 474 1412
Municipal - Kalispell 4,107 1739 58 0 310

City - Whitefish 2,319 2,203 0 Q! i

City - Caltmbia Falls 26041 2,041 20 LY 563

SUBTOTAL 24,768 12,684 2,269 474§ 341

|

GALLATIN Justice - Bozeman 9,573 6.480{ 1,068 0! 2025
Cily - W. Yellowsione 550 513 33 0 q

Cily - Bozeomn 18,762 0,900 11% 0 1,653

City - Three Forks 103 97 0 0 6

City - Belgraie 461 444 1 Q 16

Ciy « Manhatizn 238 227 a Qi 9]

SUBTOTAL 22,687 wIse 22 ol 3,715

GARFIELD Justice - Jordan 3 347 7 1 klt]
SHUBTGTAL anm 347 1 7 ki

GLACIER Tustiee - Cut Bank 1,756 1,193 120 131 430
City - Cut Bank %963 855 a 0 43

SUBTOTAL 20521 2,48 120 i3 471

GOLDEN VALLEY Justice - Ryegated 0 9 0 ) 0
. City - Lavina# 0} 0 D ¢ o
SUBTOTAL 0 i 0 0 ' Q ¢

23




1998 Annual Report of the Montana Judiciary

LR S,

REPORTED 1998 CASELOAD STATISTICS

TABLE 15 - CONT,

BY COUNTY
TOTAL SMALL SPEED/
COUNTY COURT +SES FILED} CRIMINALL CIVIL| CLAIMS|SEATBELT
GRANITE Justice - Philipsburg 1058 639 55 10 334
Justice - Brummond 1,522 1,651 12 0 452
City - Drummorid 10 7 0 0 3
City ~ Philipsbusg 139 113 0 0 26
SUBTOTAL .79 1.83¢ 14 10 153
HILL Justice - Havre 3,999 jamn 405 4 478
City - Havre 41 3.516 33 0 622
SUBTOTAL £170 6.628 438 4 100
JEFFERSON Justice « Boulder 3457 2.214 122 25 1,096
City - Boulder 138 224 0 0 14
City - Whitchall 168 168 0 0 [
SUBTOTAL 3.863 2.606 122 25 L.11¢
JUDITH BASIN  Justice - Stanford 1,031 705 17 4 305
Justica - Hobson 153 kip 4 4 kx]
SUBTOTAL 1,384 1017 21 g 338
LAKE Tustice - Palson 4,260 2,843 A00 1] 1,017
City - Polson 1,008 883 9 0 116
City - St. Ignatius 141 139 1 1 [t}
City - Ronan 670 -1 ) 4 0 154
SUBTOTAL 6.079 4377 414 i 1.287
LEWIS&CLARK  lustice - Helena 8,530 5,556 1,212 16 1,686
: City - Helena 9,762 8.5 20 0 1,218
City - East Helena* 261 173 0 0 88
SUBTOTAL 38,853 14253 1.2 16 2992
LIBERTY Hoth - Chester 408 08 13 0 187
LINCOLN Justice - Libby 3,36} 2472 g7 105 399
Justice ~ Eurcka 1,145 632 128 269 116
City - Libby* 0 0 0 0 1}
City - Eure{(a 108 102 0 0 &
City - Troy 568 552 10 0 [
SUBTOTAL 5,484 37158 325 374 527
MATHSON Justice - Virginia City 1,270 1,14 58 12 96
City - Ennis 28 o 28 0 0
SUBTOTAL 1,298 1104 26 12 2%
MCCOME Justice - Circle 609 425 16 1] 168
City ~ Ciecle 54 48 0 1] 6
SUBTOTAL 663 473 U] 0 174
MEAGHER Justice - WSS 457 343 2 10 82
Ciy - WSS o4 B3 G 0 9
. SUBTOTAL 551 428 2 10 91
MINERAL Juslice - Superior 3,961 3,474 76 0 411
City - Albertond 0 s} [\] 0
City - Superior 113! 105 Y] 0 8
SUBTOTAL 4074 3.579 76 0 412
MISSOULA Justice « Missoula 6,578 4,970 976 167 525
Justice - Missoula 6,233 4,891 705 80 557
Muricipal » Missoula. 21,931 17,839 1,767 0 2,335
SUBTOTAL 34,142 217N 3,448 187 3.407
MUSSELSHELL  Justice - Roundup 1,151 3 G671 08 15 367
Cily - Melstone 14! ¥} o} o 14
City - Roundup 2531 61 ) 4] 192
SUBTOTAL 1,418 ] 32 98 15 M3
PARK Justice - Livingston 3,747 2,685 327 1] 735
City - Livingston £.431 1,139 20 [} 263
SUBTOTAL 5,178 3.824 336 | Q 298
PETROLEUM Justice - Winnett 75 70 k] 1 ;
City - Winnent G} 0 0 0 ]
SUBTOTAL 75 10 3 1 13
PHILLIPS Justice - Malla 404 B13 2 5 o4
City - Malia 142 141 0 4] 1
SUBTOTAL 1,136 954 72 5 103
PONDERA Justice - Conrad 085 691 07 17 210
City - Conrad/Valier 305 m 2 0 2
SUBTOTAL 1,29 9292 69 17 212
IFOWWDER RIVER  Justice - Broadus 673 sr 21 9 [
City - Broadus 7 5 0 2 0
SUBTOTAL (41} . a8 21 11 6]
POWELL Justice - Deer Lodge 2,182 1,564 179 0 439
City - Deer Lodge 633 6502 0 0 3
SUBTOTAL 2815 2,160 172 0 470
PRAIRIE Justice - Terry 125 510 13 2 200
City - Terry* 32 30 0 0 2
SUBTOTAL 57 Sdf) 13 pA | 202
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TABLE 15 - CONT.

REPORTED 1998 CASELOAD STATISTICS

BY COUNTY
TOTAL SMALL SPEED/
QOUNTY COURT CASES FILED ] CRIMINAL|] €IVILY] CLAIMS| SEATBELT
RAVALLI Justice ~ Hamilton 3,039 2,572 259 ] 168
Justice - Hamilton 2,981 2,422 395 2 152
City - Pinesdale# 0 0 0 0 ]
City - Hamilton 2,133 1.488 30 0 615
Cily - Stevensville . 450 360 0 0 %0
City - Darby 482 348 0 0 134
SURTCTAL 9.083 7.1%} 724 12 1159
RICHLAND Justice - Sidney 1,541 04| 238 X 316
City - Fairview 311 230 0 D BI
ity - Slney 817 %3 ) 0 83
SUBTOTAL 2129 1981 239 x| 480
ROOSEVELT Justice - Woll Point 6RO 440 4 il 155
Justice - Culbertson 1,309 B6S 9 1] 431
. City - Wolf Peint 186 17 1 0 12
City - Poplar 49 an 1] 0 &Y
City - Culberison 62 56 1] Q [
SUBTOTAL 2280 1,368 84 1 623
ROSEBUD Justice - Forsyih 1,057 826 71 32 128
. Tustice - Calstrip 1,593 1,032 27 17 517
City - Forsyth 163 153 0 0 10
~ SUBTOTAL 2,843 2011 ;W 49 653
SANDERS Justice - Thompsen Falls 1.728 434 224 4 66
City - Thompsen Falls 235 220 0 4 2
City - Platos 285 184 4] Q i
City - Hot Springs 166 106 0 1] [
SUBTOFAL 2,33 2,053 224 8 62
SHERIDAN Justice - Pleatywood/Westhy G48 441 31 37 132
Cily - Plentywood 124 122 0 0 2
SUBTOTAL 2 563 3 37 141
SILYER BOW Justice « Butte i 3,810 1,677 1,820 74 239
Justice - Butte i 2.613 1.688 481] % 368
City - Bulte 1 6,568 5,647 1] 4] 920
SUBTOTAL : 1291 2012 1302 § 159 1527
STILLWATER Justice - Columbuys i 2193 1,621 172 51 349
City - Columbus i 341 41 o 0 [}
SUBTOTAL 1 2,534 1962 172 51 349
SWEET GRASS  lustice - Big Tisaber ; 1.260 g52° 50 0 357
City - Big Timber ! 100 BB | 0 0 12
SURTOTAL | 1369 0| 50 0 379
TETON Justice - Choutea ' 3521 282 67 3 168
City - Chouteau i 147 115 0! o 32
City - Dutton ; 0; 0 0 G 0
Cily « Fairficld ot 0 Ni 4 0
SUBTOTAL 699 397 67 3 200
| i '
TOOLE Justice - Sheiby ! 2,607, 2,088 951 41 410
City - Shelby 225 212 D! 0! £
SUBTOTAL 2832 2300 95 4 | 433
TREASURE Justice - Hysham 91 683 ‘Ji 61 27
City - Hysham 43 411 0 0‘! 2
SUBTOTAL [RUIEY 7261 9 61 i)
: i l
VALLEY Justice - Glasgow# ! 0 0} 0, 0 ]
City - Glasgow ! 511 465 151 Di 3t
Cily - Nashua I8 18 DI a 0
City - Forg Peck 19 16 1: 1§ i
SUBTOFAL 548 499 16} i} E?)
i E
WHEATLAND  Justice - Harlowiown sos] 410 g! q 171
City - Harlowtown 144} 144 g: 0! 0
SUBTGTAL 191 554 3 6 M
WIRBAUX Justice ~ Wibaux 4} 154 111 5 24
City - Wibaux 125 125 0; [t 0
SUBTOTAL ! 519 479 11 1 5 24
YELLOWSTONE  Justize - Laurel 8,261 | 47720 2.561¢ 180 748
Justice - Billings 8,341 4,662 2,540] 176} 863
City - Laurel 1,200 1,284 04 04 &
Municipal - Billings 226581 21,049 i 4] pitrd
SUBTOTAL 40,550 36671 5.2081 316 2319
; : i
TOTAL 302,221 236,015 1 24,8321 269G 38,678
*Heported caselond data for 11 ef 12 monihs. : i l
**Reporied raseload dure tor 10 of 12 mopths. H H !
AL ral fepert. : !
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Table 16 contains selected categories of the reported 1998 criminal caseloads of individual courts, arranged
by county. The following are some highlights from Table 16:

. About 47 percent of reporting courts (75) experienced a felony case in 1998, only four
reporting courts processed more than one felony case per day in 1998, and most courts (142)
reported fewer than one felony case per week;

. Eighty percent of reporting courts processed DUUper se caseloads that would average one
or fewer cases per week, only two courts reported DUI/per se caseloads that would average
more than one such case per day, and nineteen courts reported no cases of this type;

Twenty-one courts reported no minor in possession (MIP) cases during the year, 120 (74.5
percent) reported one or fewer such cases per week, four courts reported MIP caseloads
averaging more than one such case a day, and the busiest averaged 3.7 MIP cases a day;

The vast majority of courts (149) reported an average of fewer than one domestic abuse case
per week, and no court reported a domestic abuse caseload that would have averaged more
than one such case per day;

’ Only seven courts reported unlawful transaction with a minor caseloads that equaled or
exceeded 10 such cases per year; one court reported a maximum of 20 such cases in 1998.

R LR D 5




1998 Annual Report of the Montana Judiciary
TABLE 16
REPORTED 1998 CRIMINAL CASE STATISTICS
BY COUNTY
TOTAL TOTAL DUL/| CITY/COUNTY]  MINOR IN | DOMESTIC | UNLAWFUL TRANS,
COUNTY COURT FELONY| MISPEMEANOR] _PER QBDINANCE] POSSESSION ABUSE W/ A BMINOR |
BEAVERHEAD Jaustice - Dillen 7 1,205 53 123 - 31 15 20
City - Dillon i 943 16 96 144 5 2
Both - Litma i) 422 1] 0 G 0 0
. SURTOTAL : 17 2,600 BD 210 133 20 7]
BIGHORN Justiee - Hardin 1 1,833 %0 858 53 5 3
i Hardin City 0 1.642 66 1,875 24 49 [
. SUBTOTAL 1l 3.475 156 1.963 i M 2
BLAINE Jusiice - Chinook* 23 1,330 7 0 32 5 3
Justice - Harlem® 0 69 13 e ! 0 ¢
City - Harlem 7 282 21 12 23 2 0
City - Chinook 1 193 6 2 12 3 0
- SUBTOTAL kx} 1.B74 111 14 68 18 3
BROADWATER  Justice - Townsend 10 1,287 55 0 42 8 !
City - Townsend 0 220 7 18 15 1 1
SUBTOTAL 0 1307 62 18 3z 2 2
Justice - Red Lodge 20 1,436 54 0 39 5 i
Justice - Bridger [i} 120 6 Q 10 0 2
City - Red Lodge 0 762 56 3 0 5 8
City - Jalier 0 233 6 32 o 6 o
City - Froinberg** 0 167 2 16 3 ! 0
City - Bridger [} 133 2 6 7 ? 0
SUBTOTAL 20 287 126 57 29 I8 1
Justice - Alzada** i} 53 a 0 4 i 0
City - Exalaka** 0 1 0 0 o 0 0
SUBTOTAL 0 64 3 i} 4 ! &
Justice - Great Falls 532 8.457 228 36 156 « 13
City - Belt 0 49 1 11 2 3 o
Munteipal - Grear Falls 0 19,774 323 566 981 25 g
City ~ Cascade? 0 26 ] 2 2 o 0
SUBTOTAL 532 28,306 552 1,215 141 386 19
Justice - Big Samdy* ) 0 0 ¢ 2 0
Justice - Fort Benton t 1,102 24 0 3 ! !
City - Big Sandy ) 0 0 0 0 2 0
City - Fort Benton 5 281 3 33 24 2 2
SUBTOTAL g 1383 27 13 2 3 2
Justice - Miles City 0 275 g7 1,662 15 17 1
City - Mites City 0 2,203 177 197 i39 49 19
SUBTOTAL i 2,418 264 1.859 236 66 u
Fuslice + Scobey b4 170 7 143 34 3 ]
Cily - Scobey 0 80 2 72 10 i 3
SUBTOTAL 14 250 9i 203 44 4 9
Jussice - Glendive 10 1772 42 | 3 20 13 3
City - Glendive It 1,078 58 18 238 3 16
SUBTOTAL 51 2850 100 21 328 41 4
1
Both - Anaconda it) 2.502 106G 794 121 52 4
SURTOTAL it 2,502 106 9 121 52 4
Justice - Baker ¥ 233 I3 0 101 & 0
City - Bakcr o 197 3 32 191 3 2
SUBTQTAL 0 4301 9 32 29 M 2
Justics - Lewistown 12 1,724 | 62 15 137 15 0
Justice - Lewistown 2 134 14 7 51 5 2
City - Lewistowa 2 190 18 42: 20 3 Q
City - Lewistown 7 267 ! 25 67 82 17 ¢
SUBTOTAL 23 3,215 H2 131 Ly 42 2
i
JTustice - Kalispeil 545 248 346 i) 178 118 4
Municipal - Kalispell 0 3,739 294 261 120 59 7
City - Whiefish 0 2,263 25 512 27 7 :
City - Columbia Falls 0 2,041 109 Q 30 35 i
SUBTOTAL 545 £.291 74 m 3% 219 1
Justice - Bozeman 6 6,404 217 I 40 t36 56 2}
City - W. YeHawsione ] 513 14 169 29 21 [H]
City - ltozeman il 2,500 292 1,864 580 29 14
City - Three Forks 0 83 ] 25 48 7 4}
City - Belgrade i} 385 7 127 46 9 o
City - Manhattan 0 227! 7 29 1 ¢
SUBTCTAL 76 17.602 a05 2,454 807 132 14
lustiee - Jordan 3 27 3 ¢ 1t } 2 ¢
SUBTOTAL 3 2! § 0 1 z @
Justice + Cut Bank 8§ L13o| 46 0 36 8 16
City - Cut Bank 0 855 36 6z 67 34 3
B . SUBTQTAL 63 1,985 32 62 103 a2 18
(JOLDEN VALLEY Jysice - Ryegatew 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
- City - Lavina# 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 o
SUTTOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 o i
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TABLE 16 - CONT.

REPORTED 1998 CRIMINAL CASE STATISTICS

BY COUNTY
TOTAL TOTAL DU/} CITY/COUNTY MINOR IN | DOMESTIC | UNLAWFUL TRANS
COUNTY COURT FTELONYI MISDEMEANORY TPER SK QRDINANCE] POSSESSION ABUSE N A MINOI
GRANITE Justice - Philipsberg 7 652 15 g kT g oy
Juslice - Drummeond I 1,050 3 ] 7 4 {
City - Drummand Q 7 0 g ¢ 4] {
Ciwy - Philipsburg 0 113 3 o’ 5 a :
SUBTOTAL 8 1.822 ki & ag 9
HILL, Fustice - Havee 87 3,040 75 2 143 20 f
City - Havre 0 3,510 8 ¢ 281 85 <
SUBTOTAL 82 6,536 158 3 423 105 1
FEFFERSON Justice - Boutder 9 2,038 73 4 90 7 N
City - Boulder 2 222 13 R 23 4 (
City - Whitehali 3 I 4 28 21 3 (
_ SUBRTOTAL i5 2.424 20 64 134 14 :
JUDITH BASIN Justice - Stanford 0 708 1% i 12 2 1
Justice - Hobison 2 m 8 ¢ 7 2 ]
SUBTOTAL 2 82 24 H 13 4 :
LAKE Justice - Polsen 1i8 2,725 153 ¢ 30 pa ]
City - Polson 0 883 58 9 49 21 ]
City - St. Ignatius 0 139 5 10 3 0 (
Cily - Ropan 4] 512 54 1 19 4 (
SUDTOTAL 118 4.250 270 20 106 48 M
LEWIS&CLARK  Justice - Jewelt 330 5,206 25t 0 313 66 I
City - Helena 0 8,324 332 431 i 131 i
Cily - East Helena” ] 173 12 14 24 H ¢
SURTOTAL 350 95 445 1,129 198 1e
LIBERTY Hoth - Chester 2 rdl 6 G 6 3 )
LINCOLN Justice - Libby 111 2,479 0 54 50 34 {
Justice - Bureka 13 619 25 1 2 4 {
City - Libby 0 407 R 318 E7) & {
City - Eurcka 1] 102 4 5 [ 3 {
City - Troy 0 532 17 31 5 7 1
SUBTOTAL 124 4,249 89 409 95 34 1
MADISON Justlee - Yirginia City 20 1,151 3G 1 56 13 C
City - Ennis 1} 93 3 2l 3 o 1
SUBTOTAL 0 b2 33 %2 Wl 13 1
MCCONE Justice - Circle 0 425 11 9 11 0 1
City - Circle 0 48 i 24 13 0 1
SUBTOTAL 0 41 i 33 2 0 2
MEAGHER fustice - WSS 2 341 0 2 B2 7 0
Ciiy - WSS 0 85 ¥ 0 2 5 0
SUBTOTAL l 6| i3 2 24 12 0
MINERAL $ustice - Supesior ! a2 1,412, G0 o 10 n 4
City - Ajberion¥ | 4} 0! 1] G, 0 0 o
City - Supesior ! 3 104 ? 18 b 3 3
SUBTOTAL 43 3,330 Gji 182 2 3 5
MISSOULA Justice - Missoula 159 4,711 104 : 4,145 155 [ 30 1
Justice - Missoula 240 4,051 87 4,024 169 30 Q
Municipai - Missousla 1 17,838 280 2,144 1,342 183 8
SUBTOTAL i 27200 EY inail 1066 252 9
MUSSELSHELL Justice - Roundup g 671 30 0 0 g b
City - Melstone 0 21 0 1] 0 2 [t
City - Rouwxiup 0 59 28 G 50 10 1
SUBTOTAL B 1i1 38 0 56 20 ]
PARK Justice - Livingston 162 2,523 1 ¥ 62 26 I
City - Livingsten 0 1,139 51 a 75 23 d
SUBTOTAL 2 1.662 152 i3 137 49 1
ETROLEUM Justice - Winnets 2 3} 1 i 3 o 9
City - Winnent 0 4] o ¢! 0! 0 U
SUBTOTAL 2 GR 1 J: 3! 0 0
*HILLIPS Justice - Winneu ) 751 W, g3l 0 2 3
City - Malta ; 9 141 1 ol 3 8 5
SUBTOTAL il B9Z | 201 683! 61 10 &
I 4 H
ONDERA Justice - Canrad 14 817 19 4 8 4 3
City - Conrad/Vaijer ] KO 13 57 38 a [
SUBTOTAE 14 1178 2 | 81 46 13 9
i
OWDER RIVER  Justice - Broadus 10 5671 1] 0 8 2 0
€ty - Broadus 0 s 0 1 0 0 0
SUBTOTAL 10 572] 12] 1 B 2 0
1 H
YOWELL Justiee - Deer Laodge o 1,537 35 1] b} 7 0
City - Deer Laxdge ] 602 24 119 63 7 1
SUBTOTAL 2 2.139] 59 L 92 14 ]
'RAIRIE Justice - Terry 21 483 9 ¢ 10 1 z
City - Terry* 2 241 0 0 0 0 0
SUBTOTAL 2% 7 9 l 0] 10 ) 2
)
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TABLE 16 - CONT,
REPORTED 1998 CRIMINAL CASE STATISTICS

29

BY COUNTY
TOTAL TOFAL - DU CITY/COUNTY MINOR IN | DOMESTIC | UNLAWFUL TRANS
COUNTY COURT FELONY] MISDEMEANCQR| PER.SE ORDINANCE! POSSESSION; ABUSE /A MINQE
RAVALLI Justice - Hamilton T 2,485 89 4] 59 43 {
Justice - Hamilton 39 2,383 %3 1] 30 30 i
City - Pinesdale# 0 0 0 0 0 1} a
City - Hamikion 0 1,488 Gi 15 30 19 3
City - Stevernsville 0 360 5 190 19 2 q
City - Darhy a 348 6 41 2 6 a
SUBTQTAL jals} 1.074 254 Eit] 160 100 k]
RICHLAND luslice - Sidney 1 463 X ] 0 A0 3 0
City « Fairview 1] 0 3 18 45 3 4
City - Stdney 1] 793 23 12z 55 2 i
SUBTOTAL 1 L3256 62 30 1530 13 3
ROOSEVELT Justice - Wolf Point 20 420 17 0 k] 3 2
Justice - Culbertson 0 - 869 11 0 22 1 4
City - Wolf Point 1 172 4 Q 18 7 0
City - Poplar 0 30 4 0 0 0 0
City - Cuibertson 0 56 1 0 2 1 0
SUBTOTAL Al 1,547 17 [\ 43 12 [
ROSEBUD Justice - Forsyth 4 812 26 0 i1 5 0
Justice - Colstrip 13 1,021 50 20 55 1l [
City « Forsyth 44 153 G 17 & 0 2
SUBTOTAL 7 1.986 82 37 G3 16 2
SANDERS Jusiice - Thompson Falls 10 1,325 28 o 44 47 5
City - Thompson Falls 33 223 4 2t 7 7 0
City - Plains 2 282 12 H 1z 2 0
City - ot Springs 9 97 7 0 8 2 ]
SUBTOTAL 126 1.1 3 32 7 38 §
SHERIDAN Justice - Plenlywood/Weslby 10 431 20 V] 3t 0 H
City - Plentywood 1} 100 ki 3 35 2 0
SUBTOTAL 10 531 pxl 3 ] 1 1
SILVER BOW Justice - Butte 131 40 31 4] 1 17 it
Justice - Bulte 108 29 12 ] 1 9 4
City - Butte 6 5,641 383 211 236 £26 5
SUBTOTAL 245 5710 446 2 pat 152 2
STILLWATER Justice - Columbus 31 1,590 62 0 38 22 2
City - Columbus 1 2'4‘7| 0 21 11 2 ]
SUBTOTAL k1 LEG7 82 A % 24 2
SWEET GRASS Justice - Big Tinber 2 850 55 1] 22 4 2
City - Big Timber [ :3:3 14 16 0 ¢} 0
SUBTOTAL 2 38, 63! 18 z 4 2
TETON Tustice - Chouteas 7 2821 19| 0: 15 3 9
City = Chouteau ¢ ! 11; ol 1 6 3
City - Duuien ] 0 u! a! 0 ¢ 0
City - Fairficid o 0 Di 0i 0 0 0
SUBTOTAL 7 9 30! 0! 561 9 1
TOOLE Fustice - Shelby k! 2,057 43 ‘ 3) g5 1i 3
City - Shelby 1 211 91 0 14 6 1
SUBTOTAL 2 2,208 52i 3 it by 4
FTREASURE Justice - Hysham 1 684 13 ! 4 Gy 0 1
City - Hysham 0 41 1y G 1t 4] i}
SUBTOTAL 1 25 18] 10 17 0 1
VALLEY Tustice - Glasgaw# 0 ) o' 0 0 i} 0
City - Glaspow i) 465 15| 471 44 8 2
City - Nashus I 18 gl 3! 2 i 0 0
City - Fort Peek ] 15 4 2 U‘ 0 0
SUBTOTAL 0 498! 19 52 46 ] 2
]

WHEATLAND Tustice - Harlowiown ! 407 4 0: 8 3 0
City - Harlowtown [ 1441 6 0, §1 1 0
SUBTOTAL ] ‘ 331 10 D; 19 4 0
WIBAUX Iystice - Wibauz B 154! 0 o) 35| 0 0
City - Wibaux 0 1251 i 17 ; 10 9 0
SUBTOTAL 0 §19| 1 17: 105 g 0
YELLOWSTONE  Justice - Laurel 439 4,333 i 336 0 181 46 2
Justiog - Billings 43] 4,23t 225 ] 176 2] 4
City - Laurel 0 1,056 | & 2281 106 P! 14
Mupicipal - Billings 0 21,948 49 33811 357 332 4
SUBTOTAL 890 11,569 1.086 1009 [ 520 431 b2}
TOTALS 4,378 218,683 7744 i 10422 1.821 313

*Repnrued cichoad data fue 1L of 12 mowts. '

**Repoaed wselead data for 10 of 17 months. | i

1 en et I H ‘
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TABLE (7
REPORTED 1998 SOURCES OF CRIMINAL CASES
BY COUNTY
HIGHWAY CITYICQUNTY ALL
COLNTY COURT PATROL SHERIFF ATTORNEY} OTHERS
BEAVERHEAD Justice - Dillon 617 367 1,240 18}
City - Dillon 0 ] 16 75
Both - Lima 0 45 & 325
SUBTOTAL 114 412 L256 541
BIGHORN Justite - Hardin 1,191 216 o7 2
City - Hardin O 0 [} U]
SUBTOTAL 1,161 216 a1 2
BLAINE Justice - Chincok* 919 13 3 n
Justies - Harlem® 238 14 i q
City - Harlem i} o Q 3
City - Chingok 0 G Q 2
SUBTOTAL L1581 k) . 20
BROADWATER Justive + Townsend 834 258 114 7
City - Townsend L] 148 o 1" 19
SUBTOTAL B 4 125 26
CARBON Justics - Red Lodge 820 3 26 1
Tugtice - Bridger 127 1 0 4} qQ
City - Red Lodpe 0 [H 1] ] i}
City - Joligy 0 1H 0 1] 4]
City - Fromberg** 0 o 0 1} a
City - Bridger 1] a 1] 1] o}
SUBTOTAL 947 334 26 8
CARTER Justice - Alzada** 14 B 2 7
City - Ekalaka** 2 Q 0 [
SUBTOTAL 1] 8 2 1
CASCADE Justice ~ Greay, Fatls 4,181 2,903 483 428
City - Belt 0 0 0 i
Municipat - Greas Falls & 0 1] 618
City - Castade* ¢ W Q a
SUBTGTAL 4,181 2,929 483 L{47
CHOUTEAU Justice - Big Sandy 63 16 4 2%
Justice + Fort Benton 741 7 19 43
City - Big Sandy 0 34 1 [
City - Fost Benton 0 0 8 1
SURTOTAL 803 237 2 5
CUSTER Justice - Miles City 1,445 200 137 315
City - Mites City [ 2 89 Y
SUBTOTAL 1445 11 2 26 am
PANIELS Justize - Scabey 33 103 B %
Cily - Scobey a 20 ] C
SUBTOTAL £3 183 -4 ¥
DAWSON lustice - Glendive 1,214 596 108 94
City - Glendive Q 20 3 113
SUBTOTAL 1214 616 11l 207
DEER LODGE Bath - Anaconda 983 0 316 1<
2 SUBTOTAL [sF3] ! D] 316 1
FALLON Justice - Raker 173 161 12| {
City - Baker 0 G 7 ; {
SUBTOTAL 173 161 15 {
FERGUS Justice - Lewistown 715! 633 E 509 ¢
Justice - Eewisiown 229 i ) 198, 334 {
Cily - Lewistonn 0! i ] E 192 {
City - Lewistown 0 t 0: 495+ {
SUBTOTAL 96! ! 831 3,340 {
]
FLATEEAD Fustice - Kaiispell 6,585 i ‘ 1.686 T3 9t
Munizipal - Kalispell 0 1 148 {
City - Whitefish Q: ‘ 0 b 4
City - Calumbia Falls a ! ! 0 2 £
SUBTOTAL 6,545 | 1,687 943 )
I
GALLATIN Justice - Bozeman 3,762} 438 351 B3
Ty - W, Yellawsiene 01 1] 3 4
City - Bozeman ¢ 1 af 1,386 (
City - Three Forks ¢ il 0 0 {
City - Belgrade 0 1 1 o 9 {
City - Marhattan ¢ 4 G 0 {
SUBTOTAL 3,761 1 ; 1.438 1,731 B9t
GARFIELD Sustice - Jordan 233 [} 96 3 {
SURTOTAL 233 G \ 96 ! & {
GLACIER Sustice - Cul Bank 640 o 24651 228 1
City - Cut Bank o 853 | 0] 0 :
SUBTOTAL 640 853 | 265 228 it}
!

GOLBEN YALLEY Jusiice - Ryegaied 0 ol o 0

Lty - Lavinas 0 0 E ¢ 0

SUATOTAL [\ i) E 1] ]
GRANITE Justice: - Philipsburg o O 403 27 3
Tustice - Drummond 528 0 189 23 29¢
City - Drummond 9 1§ 5 1 i
Cily - Plilipsburg 1 Dl 112 1} {
SUBTOTAL 621 i ] 51 2

30
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TABLE |7 - CONT.
REPORTED 1698 SOURCES OF CRIMINAL CASES
BY COUNTY

HIGHWAY CITY CITYICOUNTY ALL
COUNTY COQURT PATROL POLICE{ SHERIFF, FW&P ATTORNEY! OTHERS
HILL Tustice - Havre 2210 + 43 38 154 112
Cily - Havre 0 349 0 0 25 [

SUBTOTAL 2210 34958 543 kL 219 112

IEFFERSON Justice - Boulder 1,396 0 456 L0 109 1]
Cisy - Boulder 0 Uy 0 0 0 0

City - Whitehalt [ 168 0 & 0 Q

SURTOTAL 1396 3 456 104 109 Q

JUDITH BASIN Iustice - Stanford 422 9 271 st 13 6
Justice - Hobson 204 il 112 0 2 0

SUBTOTAL 622 i} 383 35 18 [

LAKE lustice - Polsen 1.908 9 398 42 258 282
City - Polson ] 873 0 0 & 7

City - 5. ignatius .0 139 0 0 a i}

City - Ronan 9 512 0 0 a G

SUBTOTAL 1,908 1324 08 42 238 262

LEWIS&CLARK fusiice - Belena 2,869 a {413 284 604 27
City - Helena 0 8,452 0 G b] 69

Chty - East Helena* 0 274 0 1] 0 i}

SUBTOTAL 2,869 8.720 1,421 pa (53] kEES

LIBERTY Both - Chesier 29 28 13 18 10 10
LINCOLH Justice - Lihby 1,143 o 784 166 349 290
Justice - Eurvka 154 0 242 47 203 183

City - Libby* o 416 30 0 0 o

iy - Eurcka & 87 18 Q ] 3

City - Troy (1] 524 21 1] 523 478

SUBTOTAL 1.337 1.032 1.15 213 LO15 pxs

MADISON lugiice - Virginia City 463 ] 560 175 26 i)
City - Ennis a 1] 39 0 20 4]

SUBTOTAL 468 ] 39 175 44 10

MCCONE Justice - Cirche 319 9 ™M 23 1 12
Cily - Ciscle L] 51 0 0 0 i0

SUATOTAL 318 51 ] 23 1 22

WVEAGHER Jusiice - WSS 144 6§ 15 41 15 4
Ciry - WSS 0 0 0 t 13 i

SUBTOTAL i44 o8 198 43 28 3]

JINERAL Justice - Supesior 1,518 0; 4641 i3 29 1172
‘ City - Alberton¥ 0 0} 0 0 0 0

City - Superior o 0 &7 ¢ [} 18

SUBTOTAL 1518 0 | h21] £13 P 1,190

vISSOULA lustice - Missoula 2,438 0! 1.564) 105 31 146
Justice - Missoula 2,400 1} 1,137 i 500 139

Municipal - Missoula o 13,49%: Q O 58 1,13

SUBTOTAL 4,833 18,493 ! 3601 iT6 BG9 1.408

VUSSELSHELL  Justice - Roandup 253 | 0 228 34 3 o
City - Melsione 0 Q 2t o] 0

City - Roundup 0! 0 502 i 2 9

SUBTOTAL 253 ; 4] 51 35 5 &

H |

JARK Justice ~ Livingston 1,254 20 746 209| 307 12
City - Livingsion o 1,087 0 0; 51! 1

SUBTOTAL 1,284 1.167 46 w0 448y 13

*ETROLEUM Justice - Winnen 21 ; 1 16 4 4 ]
City - Wisnen o! 0 0 [i} o [

SUBTOTAL 3L 1 10 34 4 ]

HILLIPS Justice - Malta 569 0 125 a 82} 56
Cily - Malia 0 133 o y] b 2

SUBTOTAL 5691 13 125 62 82 L

ONDERA Jusiice - Coarad 67 L T 25 % g3
City + Conrad/Valier at 264 0 9 2 53

SUBTOTAL [V : 265 T 25 o6 1536

: :

OWDER RIVER Jusiice - Broadus 152 ; 0 127 57 32 pritc)
- Cily - Broadus 0! 0 b3 0 1! [
SUBTOTAL {52y 1] 529 51 kX E W06

*OWELL Justice - Deer Lodge 1,259 [ 0. 25§ a7 0! o
City - Deer Lodge 0! 6021 o] [H ol o

SUBTOTAL 1259 60z 258 47 ol 0

YRAIRIE Justive » Terry 253 ! 0 229 1 f 4] 0
City - Terry* 0! 0 19 [\ E 1 o

SUBTOTAL 53 0 248 1 ii 0

TAVALLY Justice - Hamilion 919} 0 163 ! 0 0
Justice - Hamiltea 878 0 84 574 1] 1}

City - Pingsdaled Gi a 5 0f 0 0

City - Hamilon aj 1,470 o ol 17 550

City - Swevensvilic [N 441 4 0 S9!l 0

City » Darby o 348 0 ai 0 0

SUBTOTAL 1792 \ 2,259 W 81| % 550

wuRT T .
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RI’.POﬁTED 1998 SDURCES OF CRIMINAL CASES

TABLE 17- CONT.

BY COUNTY

HIGHWAY CITY CITY/COUNTY ALL
SOUNTY COURT PATROL POLICEY SHERIFF] FW&P ATTORNEY| OTHERS
UCHLAND Justice - Sidnay 812 0 138 62 6 5
Cily ~ Fairview 0 230 ] ] 0 4

City « Sidney 0 716 a ! BS 0

SUBTOTAL 12 236 138 42 91 12

IO0SEVELT lustice - Wolf Paint 218 35 9 3 45 3
lustice - Culberison 470 0 289 15 4 9

City - Wolf Poinl 1 125 [ ] ] 35

Ciy - Poplar { 27 3 G 4 3

City - Culberison 0 0 55 [H 1 il

SUBTOTAL 689 207 5435 18 13 132

L0SERUD Justice - Forsyth 635 v} 30 15 3 1
Tustice - Colsirip 580 Q 3 2% EX] 19

City - Forsyth 0 4] 130 0 0 23

SURATOTAL L23% jis 389 36 64 52

SANDERS Justice - Thampson Falls 665 35 465 57 a3 5
City - Thompson Falls 1] 229 0 ] 0 1}

City - Plains 4] 284 0 0 0 Q

City - Hot Springs [t} 64 0 2} 2 0

SUBTOTAL 663 2 463 51 o0 5

SHERIDAN Justice - Plentywood/Westby 258 o] 120 33 32 119
City « Plentywood a 122 ] L] 0 0

SUBTOTAL 258 122 180 33 k¥4 16

SILVER BOW Justice - Butie 1,157 0 1 9 162 kI
Justice + Bults 1325 0 8 21 127 358

Ciy - Buue L Q 4,605 1] 1,068 2

SUBTOTAL 2,382 0 4,704 56 1.351 674

STILLWATER Jugtice - Columbus 915 12 511 135 41 i7
City - Colurabus 3 308 e i Q 20

SUBTOTAL 218 a0 Ey2) 135 E] a7

SWEET GRASS Justice - Big Timber 1.M0 ] 126 37 36 3
City - Big Timber 19 o] 3 0 q 1]

SUBTCTAL 1.029 0 191 37 36 14

TETON Justice - Cheuteau 254 |- 0 14§ 63 35 403
City - Chouteau 0 146 0 0 i L]

City - Duatton a & ] 0 ¢ L4

City - Fairfield Q ] 1] 0 0 ]

SUBTOTAL 2H 156 141 ; i3 36 A

rooLE Jusiice - Shelhy an ] 494 19 92 138
City - Shelby 0 202 0: i} 9 2

SUBTOTAL 373 202 4 19 il 190

IREASURE Justics - Hysham 426 i pat 114 it !
City - Hysham o] 41 al ] 0 o

SUBTOTAL H 426 41 258 ! 113 2 ]

VALLEY Justice - Glasgowd I, ] ¢ Eil 4] 0 1]
City » Glasgow | a3 460 i} 0 5 1]

City - Mashua 3 ¢ 18 € i} 1] Q

City - Font Peck : L] 15 [ 1} 0 0

SUBTOTAL E ¢ 493 oj i 5 0

' ' ;

WHEATLAND Tustice - Harlowtown 230 0 122§ 38 pal 4
City - Harlowlown 0 0 139 01 5 0

SURTOTAL 230 0 261 38 26 4

WIBAUX fustice - Wibaux 120 0 571 53 2 ne
City - Wibaux 0 ol 89| 0 i) 36

SUBTGTAL 139 i} 461 hx] 2 155

YELLOWSTONE  Justice - Laune} 2,799 g 1,569i 97 701 8
Iustice - Billings 3,284 o L5 | 127 132 13

City - Lagret 0; 1,528 4] 0 g 4

Munivipsl - Billings 0f 22,168 9! 0 b 4%

SUBTOTAL 0,0831 23,650 204 | 4 1.523 352

H 1
TOTALS £0.468 MLy ALsar] 0D 13320 11612

*Repuitod casclud (ot faf 1) of 12 aunvzhs.
“*Reported cascload data for 10 of 12 monbc

1id nal repant.
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Civil caseloads for individual courts are presented in Table 18, arranged by general category and by county.
Note that most courts reported no or very few civil cases in 1998.

e AR

Thirty-six percent of courts reported any landlord/tenant cases. Only eight of those courts
processed as many as one such case a week on average, and none processed an average as
large as one per day;

Only 38 percent of reporting courts processed credit agency debt cases. Only 3 1 of those
courts processed as many as one such case a week on average, and five courts reported an
average of at least one such case a day;

Just over 57 percent of reporting courts processed an order of protection case, but only 135
courts reported an average of at least one such case a week. The busiest court in this respect
dealt with an average of less than one such case a day;

About one-third of reporting courts processed contract cases; 16 percent processed tort cases.
Only nine courts reported an average of as many as one contract case a week, and none of
the courts reported an average tort caseload as large as one a week;

Unlike most other reported caseloads, the largest civil case counts were not limited to the
cowts in the largest cities. Several cowrts {from Montana’s smualler cilies appear in the list
of the ten busiest courts in civil cases.

L)
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TABLE 18
REPORTED 1998 CIVIL CASES
BY COUNTY

ANDLORD/ CRERIT ORDERS OF
COUNTY COURT TEMNANTY AGENCY DEXT] PROTECTION| CONTRACTE TORT] OTHER
BEAVERHEAD Tustice - Dillan 12 126 9 14 1 5
City - Dilion a 0 0 o [y} g
Both - Lima 0 0 0 ¢ \] 0
SUBTOTAL 12 126 f 16 1 5
BIGHQRN Justice - Hardin 0 65 52 0 \] ¢
Hardin City 0 0 Q [ 0 0
SUBTOTAL ¢} 65 52 0 V] f
BLAINE Justice - Chincok* 4] 13 18 5 [\] G
Justice - Harlem* 2 1 2 1 4] iH
Cily - Harlem 1 0 44 0 1] 0
City - Chinook o fa] 1 ] 1] o
SUBTATAL 3 14 25 6 1] [
BROADWATER Justice - Townsend 2 46 4 5 2 2
City - Tawnsend ] 0 4 0 0 0

SUBTOTAL 2 46 8 ] 2

CARBON Justice - Red Lodge 11 97 17 i0 0 ]
Justice - Bridger 0 ] 4 Q 0 1
City - Red Lodge .0 ¢ 2 0 0 [s}
City - Tolict 0 ¢ a 0 0 0
City - Fromberg* \] ] a ] 0 0
City - Bridger 0 i 0 0 0 g
SUBTOTAL 11 99 23 10 Q 7
CARTER Justice - Alzada** 0 7 ] 2 0 a
City + Exataka™™ ol 0 kil L fa] 0
SUBTOTAL 0 7 Q Kl 0 4]
CASCADE Justice « Great Falis 260 2,0 88 52 iy 18
City - Belt a 0 0 L] a 1}
Municipal - Greas Falls 28 o] 155 Q o] 57
City - Castade 1] 0 e 0 9 a
SUBTOTAL 288 2,004 434" 5 20 15
CHOUTEAL Justice - Big Sandy* i} 1 1 3] 4] 2
Justice - Fort Benton 0 23 2 i & 1
City - Big Sandy 0 a 6] 0 o 0
City - Fort Benton 0 0 o 0 O 0
SUBTOTAL 0 24 3 1 0 3
ZUSTER Tustice - Miles City 52 67 12 17 8 23
City - Miles Cily 0 29 4] 0 o 0
SUBTOTAL 52 2% 5] i 8 yx
DANIELS Tustice - Scoboy 4] 4 4 14 o 1
City - Scobey 3] i) 1] o] 0 a
SUBTOTAL [+ 4 4 It i 1
JAWSON Justice - Glendive 5 55 2 4 2 2
City - Glendive ¢ 0 16 ] ] a
SUBTOTAL H A5 43 4 2 2
JEER LODGE Both - Anaconda 14 112 55 25 34 2
SUBTOTAL & 12 55 25 3 2

. |
FALLON Justice - Baker 0 21 12} 0 )] [
City - Baker ] o 0} o] D O
SUBTOTAL 0 2 12] 0 0 P
ERGUS Juslice - Lewisiown 9 166 45 10 11 7
' Justice - Lewistown 3 50 13 0 1] 2
Cily - Lewisiown [¢] 0 ] 0 0 1]
City - Lewistown 4] 4] 0] 0 a 1]
SUBTOTAL 12 156 5B 10 11 il
“LATHEAD Justice - Kalispeil 4] 0 147 0 a 0
Municipal - Kalispell H Q 52 2 z 0
Cily - Whitelish 0 il 3 o Q 0
City - Calumbia Falls 1 0 LY 0 ) 15
SUBTCOTAL 2 0 206 ; 2 2 15

[
SALLATIN lusiice - Bozeman 125 i 539 304 138 23 213
City - W. Yellowsione 1y o i 0 0 23
City - Bozeman 1 0 16 0 [ 102
City - Three Forks a 0 o! 0 [ H 0
City - Belgrade 0 0 4] ] Q: 1
City - Manharan [ 0 [§] 0 0} 0
SUBTOTAL 122 539 53 | 338 233 339
SARFIELD Justice - Jordan i) 5 2 Lt} 0 17
SUBTOTAL 4] ] 2 4 ] ¥}
SLACIER Justice - Cut Bank 5 4l 4 24 i q
City - Cut Bank 4] [H a3 o [} o
SUBTOTAL 5 0] 4 24 t 4
GOLDEN VALLEY  Justice - Rycgated 0 0 0 0 4] 0
Cily - Lavina¥ 0 0 0 0 a 0
SURTOTAL 0 o] LHE 0 Q 0
| sRANITE Justice - Prilipsburg 2 2 13§ 12 0 0
Justice - Dmmmond i} 7 3 & i H
City - Drummond ¢} 0 X b} g 0
City - Philipsburg 3} ¢} [ 0 [ 4
SUBTOTAL 2 29 16 W 0 1
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TABLE 18 - CONT.
REPORTED 1498 CIVIL CASES
BY COUNTY
ANDLORD/ CREDIT ORDERS O
COUNTY COURT TENANT| ACENCY DERT| PROTECTiQ | "ONTRACT! TORT| OTHE}
HILE Iustice - Havre 27 n 2 ki 15 3
City - Ravre 2 0 2 2 4] 2
SUBTOTAL 22 30) 3 iz 15 5
JEFFERSON Justice - Beulder ] 68 2 i5 0 8
Ciry - Boulder ] 4 ' 0 1] 1]
Cily - Whitehall a i] I ] [t} 0
SUBTOTAL 2 4 2 15 q S
JUDITH BASIN Tustice - Stanford 2| 9 3 0 0
Justice - Hobson ] 0 0 1 G
SUBRTOTAL 2 9 i 3 1 &
LakE Justice - Polson 41 167 4 72 0 73
Ciry - Polson 4 i} 1 1 a 1
City - St 1gnatius 0 1 1 0 3
Cily - Resan [ 1 i 2 0 o
) SUBTOTAL i 169 3t 16 Q 5
LEWIS&CLARK Tustice - Jewel) 3G 906 13 n3i o LK
City - Helena L & 5 0 0 20
City - East Helena® [} & ( 0 & 0
SUBTOTAL 5 R 188 UK ¢ 61
LIBERTY Baolhy - Chester 0 11 i 0 0
LINCOLN Justive - Libby 7 100 5] 111 1 ¢
Justige - Eurcka 5 . 2 13 2 9
Cily - Libby* 0 0 ¢ 0 0 4
City « Burcka 1] o] i 0 0 1
City - Troy 0 Q n 0 ] ¢
SUBTOTAL 33 172 i 124 3 10
MADISON Justive - Virgiaia City ¥ 20 | 17 2 1
City - Ennis 3 1} 1 7 0 17
SUBTOTAL 4 20 I 24 z 18
MCCONE Justice - Circle | b3 H ¢ ] 1
Chy - Cimle 0 0 1 0 Q 4]
SUBTOTAL 1 z : ] [t} 1
MEAGHER Jastice - WSS 1 6 ( 8 a 3
Ciy - WSS 4 0 ( 0 ¢ 0
SUBTOTAL i 1) ( & i) 3
MINERAL Justice - Superiar 14 60 1 2 g [
Cily - Alberond [H [v] { ] 4 4]
City - Superior [ ] 4 a G G
SUBTOTAL 14 60 4 4! o] 4]
MISSOULA Juslice - Missoula hi] ] C 0 o 0
Jusiice - Missoula ¢ ¢ C 0 1] 0
Munieipal - Missoula 11 1,4221 33C 2 a 1
SUBTOTAL 11 14232} 3 2 0 1
MUSSELSHELL  Justice - Roundup 9 | 521 21 7 7 H
City - Melstone 0} Q [4 ¢} 0 0
City - Roundup Q ] 4 [ 0 [0}
SUBTQTAL b] 52 2t 7 1 I
PARK Justice - Livingston 54 123 g 891 4t o
City - Livingsion a 0l 28 0} 0 1
SURTOTAL 54 123 L 591 42 ] 1
H |
PETROLEUM Justive - Winnent 0! 0 1 2: 0 0
City - Winnett ! o] 0 o 0 i}
SUBTOTAL 0 UI{ 1 2 Q 0
PHILLIPS Justive - Malta 3 i 4 0 of 4
City - Maita o i Q 0 1] ‘ 0
SUDBTQTAL 3 70 4 o a 4
PONDERA Justice » Conzad 15 47l t 55 D o
City - Conrad/Valier ] 9’ 1 ! 0 [
SUBTOTAL 15 47 I 12 56 0 [H
POWDER RIVER Justice - Broadus 3 61 B 2 2 2
Cily - Broadus 0 Q. 0 & ) 1]
SUBTOTAL 3 61 s 2 3 2
1
POWELL Justice - Devr Lodge 13 159 | 2 1 0 2
Ciry - Deer Lodge b3 Q q G 0 0
SUBTOTAL 13 159 z G Q 1
PRAIRIE Jusliee - Ferry 0 10 ! 1 0 1
City - Terry® 0 L U 1] 1] 0
SURTOTAL [ LG 1 1 0 1
RAVALLI Justive - Hamilton 40 357 t 2t o [} ! 87
Justice - Hamilten 45 355 29 V] Q 3]
City - Pingsdaled 0 [} g 0 0 0
{hry - Hanmlon 0 O 10 0 0 2
City - Swvensville 0 'Y i 0 a 0
Cuy « Darby 0 o 10 0 0 0
SUBTOTAL &5 02y 155 9 0 68
1 1
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TABLE 18 - CONT,
REPORTED 1998 CIVIL CASES

BY COUNTY
LANDLORDY CREDIT ORDERS OF
COUNTY COURT TENANTE AGENCY DEBT| PROTECTION]| CONTRACT TORTI QTHER
RICELAND Justice - Sidney [ 157 14 7 0 54
Cizy « Fairview o] 0 3 0 10 44
City - Sidney 0 & o] o] 0 i
SUBTOTAL [ 152 17 1 10 104
ROOSEVELT . Justice « Wolf Paing 4 21 22 n 8 3
TJustice - Culbenson 0 ¢} 0 0 4] g
City - Wolf Poim 1] o 0 0 1] 1]
City - Poplar Q 0 0 4] i} il
City - Culbertson ] s} 1] 0 0 45
SUBTOTAL 4 21 a2 2 & 7]
ROSEBUD Justive - Farsyth i 61 27 b 1] St
Justite - Calsirip 1 2 20 2 o {
City - Forsyth 1} 0 0 0 0 0
SUBTOTAL q 63 47 7 0 2
SANDERS Justice - Thompson Falls 21 o4 i 58 37 11 G
City - Thompson Falls n 0! ] Q 0 &
City - Plaios 1} 0j 0 0 [\ [}
City - Hor Springs 0 0: Q a o [
SUBTOTAL. 22 o 58 31 11 [
SHERIDAN lustice - Pleniywood/Westhy i 21 1 0 g o
Ciry - Plemywnod ] 0 1 a o i
SUBTOTAL 1 71 z 0 9 4]
SILYER BOW lustice - Buile 56 351 44 31 2 1,611
Justice - Buite 64 388 44 0 15 735
City - Bulle 1 [} 0 0 0 ¢
SUBTOTAL 121 38 88 101 37 2346
STILLWATER Justice - Columbus 5 ] 55 9 H] il
Ciry « Columbus [1] 0 o] 1] i o
SUBTOTAL 5 % 55 9 18 u
SWEET GRASS Justice - Big Timber g i 1 18 o 10
City - Big Tinber 4] L] o I a ]
SUBTOTAL ) 10 3 18 & 10
FTETON Justics - Chouteau i k(H] 5 1 & 0
City - Choutean a 4 0} o I 0
City - Dutton 0 0. [ ¢ 0 0
City - Falrfield 0 ol 0 o o 0
SUBTOTAL ] w1 3 i L+ ]
r00LE Tustice - Shelby 1 9] 7 1] 0 0
City - Shetby 0 03 1] & ¢ ]
SUBTOTAL 1] ol 7 87 0 g
TREASURE Justice - Hysham 0 i 6 1 0 0 ;
City - Hysham o} [N 1] G a a
SUBRTOTAL 0: [CH i 4 ¢ L
i ; !
JALLEY Justice - Glaspowd 0} a} o oi a i
Chy - Glasgow a. Q: 14 o) a H
Cisy - Nashua 0 8l ol 0 a o
City - F1. Peck i 0 0] o) ol 9 0
SUBTOTAL [ Q i a 14} o! 9 ¥
H 1} i
VHEATLAND Jusiice - Harlowiown ! o o; oi 8 9 0
Ciry - Harlowlown 0 l 0: 'H & 2 0
SUBTOTAL 0 0! Q : § & 0
VIBALX Justice - Wibaux 0 0 ol T 9 ]
City - Wibaux | 0 0, 0 ] 0
SUBTOTAL [ 0, 0 01 1 ] 1]
H H |
ELLOWSTONE Justice - Laurel 318 0, 1381 a ¢ 2,143
lustice - Billings 256 LY 183; 0 ] 2,241
City - Lauref t & 5 ¢ ] ]
Nunicipal - Billings 4] il 71 o i} 0
SUBTOTAL FYA] i 85 o 9 4,284
| [ .
TOTALS LI 9,124 [ 19081 1230 A LI48

Reporied cascload far 11 of 32 mumcha,
“Reported cascload for 1 of 12 manths,

Did not repart

i}
H

e
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Special Jurisdiction Courts

Water Court

Montana’s Water Court was created by the 1979 Legislature in response to concemns that the existing
program of water adjudications established under the 1973 Water Use Act, would take one hundred years
to complete. The legislature created the Water Court to expedite and facilitate the adjudication of water
nights that were n existencein 1973. The Water Court has exclusive jurisdiction to interpret and determine
existing water rights.

The four major water divisions are: the Yellowstone River Basin, the Lower Missouri River Basin, the
Upper Missouri River Basin, and the Clark Fork River Basin.

The Chief Water Judge serves a four-year term and is appointed by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court

from a list of nominees submitted by the Judicial Nomination Commission. Water judges are designated
for each of the four water divisions by a majonity vote of a committee comprised of the District Judge from

each single-judge district and the Chief District Judge from each multiple-judge district.

Funding for the Water Court is derived from special revenue sources which include coal tax money, resource
indemnity trust money, and various other sources of bond and income revenues.

The adjudication of federal reserved water rights is suspended until July 1, 2005, while the State of Montana

and the federal and tribal authorities negotiate reserved water right compacts. Six compacts have been
negotiated and ratified by the Montana Legislature. Of these six, one has been approved by the court, two

have pending objections, and the remainder have not yet been submitted for court approval.

Workers’ Compensation Court

The Forty-Fourth Legislative Assembly created the Office of the Workers® Compensation Court on July 1,
1975, to provide an efficient and effective forum for the resolution of disputes between mnsurers/femployers

and injured workers, and/or workers disabled as a result of an occupational disease. The Cowrt has exclusive
jurisdiction over many issucs arising under the Workers’” Compensation Act, § 39-71-101, MCA, et seq., and

the Occupational Disease Act, § 39-72-101, MCA, et seq. It conducts trials in matters over which it has

original jurisdiction. The Court is also responsible for the judicial review of final orders appealed from the

Department of Labor and Industry under the two Acts. All decisions of the Court are appealable directly
to the Montana Supreme Court.

The Workers’ Compensation Judge serves a six-year term and is appoimnted by the Governor from a list of
nominees submitted by the Judicial Nomination Commission. The Workers” Compensation Judge must
have the same qualifications necessary to hold the office of District Court Judge. The Court is attached to
the Department of Labor and Industry for administrative purposes only.

All proceedings and hearings before the court are governed by the appropriate provisions of the Montana

Administrative Procedure Act. The Court is bound by common law and the statutory rules of evidence. The
rules of the Court can be found in the Admnistrative Rules of Montana (ARM) at 24.5.301 et seq.
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The Workers’ Compensation Court conducts pretrials and trials in Billings, Great Falls, Missoula, Butte,
Kalispell and Helena four times each year. The Court issues findings of fact, conclusions of law and

Judgments in those matters which go to trial and issues orders on appeal following a judicial review of
appeals from the Department of Labor and Industry.

In fiscal year 1998, the Workers” Compensation Court received 235 petitions/appeals. It conducted 61 trials
which varied from matters which required two to three days to those which consisted of a conference with
counsel, or an oral argument. There were 12 settlement conferences conducted, with 11 of those matters
being resolved. The Judge issued a total of 125 decisions, of which 45 were findings and conclusions, nine

were orders on appeal, 52 related to substantive issues and the remainder were attorney fees, costs and other
issues which were disposed of by bench ruling or conference with counsel.

Associations of Court Personnel
Montana Judges Association

The Montana Judges Association was established to promote and foster the court system and the laws of the
State of Montana; to promote and foster the continued education of judges; and, to provide a forum for the

exchange of ideas and information useful to judges. Membership of the Association consists of currently
serving Supreme Court Justices and District Court Judges. Retired Supreme Court Justices and District
Court Judges are included as associate members. The Association meets twice each year. Members receive

continuing legal education credits for two seminars presented at the meetings.

Officers of the Montana Judges Association for the term of October 1998 through September 1999 are:

President: John Warner 4th Judicial District Judge
Vice President: Ted Mimer [2th Judicial District Judge
Secretary: Ed McLean 3rd Judicial District Judge
Treasurer: Jim Repnier Supreme Court Justice
East Representative: John McKeon

West Representative: Katherine Curtis

Supreme Court Representative: William  Hunt

Montana Magistrates Association

The Montana Magistrates Association (MMA) is comprised of the Justices of the Peace, City Court Judges,

and Municipal Court Judges in the State. The Association meets annually at the Fall Judicial Education
Conference and has district meetings in each district on a regular basis. The MMA works closely with the
Supreme Court Commission on Courts of Limited Jurisdiction to ensure that all judges perform their duties
in a professional and knowledgeable manner,
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1998-1999 Officers of the Montana Magistrates Association are:

President: Johnny Seiffert Red Lodge
Western Vice President: Terry J. McGillis - Deer Lodge
Central Vice President: Marilyn Kober Columbus
Easter Vice President: Peggy Jones Broadus
Secretary: Joan A. Eliel Dillon
Treasurer: Violet M. Schiffer  Forsyth
Parliamentarian: Neil M. Travis Livingston

Montana Association of Clerks of the District Court

The Montana Association of Clerks of District Court (MACDC) convened in Lewistown on May 14-15,
1965, for an organizational meeting and has met annually since that time. Dillon hosted the 33rd annual
convention and school in June of 1998.

The goal of the association is to constantly improve the performance of the clerks through shared knowledge
and information.

1998-1999 officers are:

President: Carole Carey Carter County

1 st Vice President:  Nancy Sweeney Lewis and Clark County
2nd Vice President: Jean Thompson Yeliowstone County
Secretary: Peg Allison Flathead County
Treasurer: Emile Kimmet Teton County

State Law Library

The State Law Library, by statute, is to maintain an adequate legal collection and services to fulfill the needs
of the Supreme Court, the Legislature, state officers and employees, members of the Bar, and the general
public (MCA 22-1-301 et seq.). The Justices of the Montana Supreme Court serve as the Library’s Board
of Trustees. A small Library Committee works with the Director (the State Law Librarian), to establish
appropriate policies. This year, that Committee included Justices Gray, Regnier, and Trieweiler. Supreme
Court Admimstrator, Patrick Chenovick, serves ex officio on the Committee.

This year the Library added an Electronic Services Librarian to the professional staff. She has helped the
library with its goal of expanding the walls of its physical presence. The Law Library’s Internet outreach
expanded considerably this year, with both more content and more links to other legal sites provided.
Statewide contracts were negotiated with legal database vendors, which offered very affordable online legat
research access to state agency attorneys, district court judges, and county attomeys around Montana.

The more traditional ways of providing information were continued with some increasing. The number of
requests for fax transmissions has risen 57 percent over the past four years. Although the number of people
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physically in the Law Library is still quite high at 18,669 for the year, that number has declined by 15
percent since 1994, This is to be expected, as the staff has been striving to make the Library’s resources

more available on the customers’ desktops. Reference requests answered equaled 3,700. The staff shelved
17,309 books, and filed 7,966 pieces of microfiche. The number of books checked out remains fairly

constant, at 4,500 to 5,000 per year.

This year the Law Library initiated and administered a successful new program - the Pro Bono Legal Clinic.
A reference librarian serves to coordinate interviews for low-income people in need of assistance with family
law matters with state agency attomeys. The Clinic is held in the Law Library, and provides relief to those

who cannot afford legal counsel, but have legal needs that are greater than what the Law Librarians can
provide.

State Law Librarian, Judy Meadows, served as President of the 5,000-member American Association of Law
Libraries in 1998, which provided considerable exposure of Montana’s people and extraordinary attributes
to many national and international groups. She is pleased to have completed her term of office successtully,
and to return her attentions to managing Montana’s only complete law library.

State Bar of Montana

The State Bar of Montana was created by order of the Montana Supreme Court in January 1974. 1In its order,
the Court provided that all persons practicing law in the state were obligated to be members of the State Bar.
Prior to that date, the State had a voluntary bar association, the Montana Bar Association,

The purposes of the State Bar are to aid the courts in maintaining and improving the administration of
justice; to foster, maintain, and require on the part of attorneys, high standards of integrity, learning,

competence, public service and conduct; to safeguard proper professional interests of members of the Bar;
to encourage the formation and activities of local bar associations; to provide a forum for discussion and
effective action concerning subjects pertaining to the practice of law, the science ofjurisprudence and law
reform, and relations of the Bar to the public; to provide for continuing legal education of members of the

Bar; and, to insure that the responsibilities of the legal profession to the public are effectively discharged.

The State Bar is governed by a twenty-member Board of Trustees. Sixteen members of the board are elected
by the active members of the Bar to two-year terms from State Bar arcas. State Bar areas are made up of
one or several judicial districts. The other four Board members are the President and President-Elect, who
are elected statewide to one-year terms, the Secretary-Treasurer, who is elected statewide to a two-year term,
and the Immediate Past President. The current president of the State Bar is Brent R. Cromiley of Billings,
Montana.

Major activities and programs of the State Bar include:

A program of mandatory continuing legal education, requiring active members of the State
Bar to secure fifteen hours of continuing legal education each vear.

A lawyers’ fund for client protection which makes restitution in cases where an attorney has

improperly appropriated client funds. Twenty dollars of each active member’s dues are
earmarked for this program. From its inception through October 31, 1996, more than
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$400,000 in restitution has been paid by the fund.

. A lawyer referral servicé, which allows members of the public to identify a lawyer who can
help them with their particular legal problem. The service receives about 5,000 calls and
makes approximately 3,500 referrals each year.

. A fee arbitration program to settle fee disputes between an attorney and a client, short of
liigation.
¢ Publication of information pamphlets for the general public on a wide variety of legal

subjects, including marriage and divorce, landlord-tenant law, small claims court, rights of
clients, will and probate.

' Character and fitness reviews to determine if the applicants for admission to the State Bar
possess the necessary fraits of character and fimess for the practice of law.

. Provision of direct financial support for legal services to the poor through the Montana Law
Foundation.
. A variety of services to its members, including continuing legal education seminars, practice

manuals, and ethics opinions.

State Bar membership totaled 3,696 on January 19, 1999. Of this number, 2,759 were in-state members and
937 were out-of-state members. Of the same total, 3,001 were active members, 580 were inactive members,
106 had judicial status, and 9 had veteran status.

Annual dues are $120 for active members and $50 for inactive members. Judicial members do not pay dues
while serving on the bench. (These assessments are in addition to the statutorily mandated $25 paid for
lawyer license fee.) Dues income constitutes the major source of income to the State Bar. Other revenue
sources include income from State Bar continuing legal education programs and the sale of publications.

University of Montana School of Law

The University of Montana School of Law, founded in 1911, is the oldest professional school at the
University of Montana. The founding of the Law School was made possible by a gift from the widow of
William Wirt Dixon, a well-known and respected Montana lawyer. Mrs. Dixon’s gift spurred the
Legislature to enact a bill establishing the Department of Law.

From an enrollment of seventeen in the first year of its existence, the School of Law rapidly grew until 1970
when the law faculty voted to cap admission fo the first year program at 75 students. Since 1970, the
number of applications to the Law School has far exceeded the number ofpositions’available in the first year
class. In 1998, four-hundred eight applicants applied for the 75 available positions in the first year class:
Only Montana residents are ¢ligible for the first 50 of the 75 seats.

The first female student was admitted to the Law School in 1913; female students now comprise 40 percent
of the Law School’s student population. Women also make up 35 percent of the faculty.
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Minority students accounted for approximately 10 percent of first-year students in 1998. Over one-half of
these minority students are Native Americans. The Law School is committed to a strong Indian Law
Program. In addition to courses in Indian Law, the Law School has for the last decade operated an Indian
Law Clinic as part of its clinical education program. While providing valuable services to the various tribal
courts and governments, the Indian Law Clinic provides students with the opportunity to develop knowledge
and skills which will prepare them for work on or near Montana’s seven Indian reservations.

Although the Law School ranks as one of the smallest American Bar Association approved law schools in
the nation, its student population is diverse. The average age of entering law students is twenty-eight,
suggesting that many students enter law school after engaging in other careers.
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