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Court Closures to Continue Through June 2010 
in Response to Judicial Branch Budget Cuts 

 
Report Shows Estimated Savings of $63 Million 

 
San Francisco—At a public meeting today, the Judicial Council of 
California approved the continuation of one-day-a-month court closures 
through June 2010, in response to severe reductions in the judicial branch 
budget for fiscal year 2009–2010. 
 
“Today’s action to continue court closures through June 2010 reflects the 
severity of the state’s economic crisis and the unprecedented reductions 
in the judicial branch budget,” stated Chief Justice Ronald M. George, 
chair of the 28-member council, the administrative policymaking agency 
for the state courts. 
 
“The council’s decision does not lessen our longstanding goal to provide 
access to justice for Californians,” he continued.  “For this reason, the 
council today reaffirmed its commitment to seek adequate resources from 
the Governor and Legislature to avoid statewide court closures in the next 
fiscal year.”  
 
History of Court Closures 
The court closures are designed as a uniform cost-saving tool to assist 
California courts in absorbing substantial budget reductions imposed in 
fiscal year 2009–2010.  The closures were authorized by Government 
Code section 68106, passed by the Legislature, and approved by the 
Governor as part of this year’s State Budget. 
 
At a public meeting on July 29, 2009, the Judicial Council designated the 
third Wednesday of each month from September 2009 through June 2010 
as a uniform statewide court closure day.  The council directed that on 
that day all superior courts, the Courts of Appeal, and the Supreme Court 
would be closed.  The Administrative Office of the Courts closes on the 
same day as the courts. 
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Impact of Court Closures 
At the time the court closures were approved, the Judicial Council directed that an 
evaluation be conducted of the impact of closures on the courts, the public, and justice 
system partners.  The evaluation included statewide survey responses of 54 superior courts, 
all 6 appellate districts of the Courts of Appeal, the Supreme Court, and 275 justice system 
partners. 
 
The evaluation report included the following findings: 
 

• By June 2010, it is estimated that the total cost reductions achieved as the result of 
statewide court closures will be approximately $63.3 million. 

 
• This figure includes estimated savings for the Supreme Court, the Courts of Appeal, 

and the Administrative Office of the Courts that will exceed the initial partial–year 
savings estimate of $8.5 million by about 13 percent.  

 
• The impact of the court closures varied considerably from court to court.  Although a 

few courts reported that there was no discernible impact or minimal impact, many 
courts reported some real impact on court operations and court users, as the council 
anticipated. 

 
• There were mixed findings on the selection of Wednesday as the court closure day. 

Many trial courts disagreed with the selection of that day, although others felt 
differently. Some courts asserted that the selection of Wednesday had no greater or 
lesser impact than the selection of any other day of the week; others found 
Wednesday to be the best day.  Justice system partners also expressed mixed views. 

 
• By a margin of nearly three to one, trial courts believed that it would be more 

confusing for court users if the closures occurred on different days of the month. 
Courts reported that the statewide uniformity of the court closure day made the 
delivery of the message to the public easier and prevented confusion among court 
users. 

 
• Justice system partners generally reported that if the courts are going to close one day 

a month, it is best that the day be uniform statewide.  
 

• The Supreme Court and the Courts of Appeal reported considerably less impact on 
court operations and calendaring.  The selection of Wednesday was not seen as 
problematic, and one-third of these courts believed that it was the best day to select. 
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In addition to continuing court closures through June 2010, the council also reaffirmed that 
keeping courts open and accessible to the public remains a top priority and renewed its 
commitment to advocate for sufficient resources in the next fiscal year to avoid the need for 
further court closures.  The council directed that recommendations and uniform guidelines 
be developed for limited closures of courts, on a court-by-court basis, if the Legislature and 
Governor do not provide sufficient resources for the judicial branch in fiscal year 2010–
2011.  That plan will be presented to the council for consideration at its April 2010 meeting. 
 
Other Actions  
The Judicial Council took the following actions on its consent agenda: 
 
Collection of Court-Ordered Debt. Approved a report to the Legislature on the collection 
of delinquent court-ordered debt.  The report contains information on (1) the extent to which 
each court or county is following best practices for its collection program, (2) the 
performance of each collection program, and (3) any changes necessary to improve 
performance of collection programs statewide. 
 
New Long Beach Courthouse. Approved a recommendation that the Judicial Council 
sponsor legislation to amend Government Code section 70391.5 to provide that any 
possessory interest that may arise from a lease or other agreement with a nongovernmental 
entity for delivery of the new Long Beach Courthouse be deemed public property and be 
exempt from tax that would attach if it were deemed a private entity having a possessory 
interest in public property. 

 
The Judicial Council’s agenda is available on the California Courts Web site at 
www.courtinfo.ca.gov/jc/documents/age012110.pdf.  
 
 
The Judicial Council is the policymaking body of the California courts, the largest court system in 
the nation. Under the leadership of the Chief Justice and in accordance with the California 
Constitution, the council is responsible for ensuring the consistent, independent, impartial, and 
accessible administration of justice. The Administrative Office of the Courts carries out the official 
actions of the council and ensures leadership and excellence in court administration.  
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