Central California at a Glance
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1391.32 Square miles · 492.6 persons/mile

1494.83 Square miles
344.2 persons/mile

Popula on: 702,612
23.1% Foreign born
17.5% Below poverty level
$53,895 Median household income

Popula on: 521,726
20.4% Foreign born
19.2% Below poverty level
$49,866 Median household income

Languages
39.4% Speak a language other
than English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish
3) Cambodian
2) Tagalog
4) Hmong
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Languages
40.6% Speak a language other than
English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish 3) Portuguese
2) Syriac
4) Cambodian
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1934.97 Square miles · 132.2 persons/mile

M

Popula on: 262,305
25.2% Foreign born
24.6.% Below poverty level
$43,565 Median household income

C

2137.07 Square miles · 70.6 persons/mile

Languages
52% Speak a language other
than English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish 3) Portuguese
2) Hmong 4) Punjabi

Popula on: 152,218
21.1% Foreign born
21.1% Below poverty level
$47,397 Median household income

Languages
43.2% Speak a language other than
English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish
3) German
2) Punjabi
4) Portuguese
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1389.42 Square miles
110.1 persons/mile

C

5957.99 Square miles · 156.2 persons/mile
Popula on: 947,895
Languages
22.1% Foreign born
43.4% Speak a language other
24.8% Below poverty level
$45,741 Median household income than English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish 3) Punjabi
2) Hmong
4) LaoƟan

T

Popula on: 151,364
20.6% Foreign born
20.7% Below poverty level
$48,761 Median household income
Languages
42.4 % Speak a language other
than English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish 3) Portuguese
2) Tagalog 4) Samoan
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4824.22 Square miles
91.7 persons/mile

K
Popula on: 451,977
22.7% Foreign born
24.8% Below poverty level
$43,803 Median household income
Languages
48.3% Speak a language other than
English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish
3) Tagalog
2) Portuguese 4) LaoƟan
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8131.92 Square miles · 103.3 persons/mile
Popula on: 856,158
20.4% Foreign born
22.5% Below poverty level
$47,727 Median household income Languages
41.6% Speak a language other than
English at home. Top 4:
1) Spanish 3) Punjabi
2) Tagalog 4) Samoan

Compiled by Fresno Superior Court, March 2014 (JMB)
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau State and County QuickFacts; Centers for Disease Control Snap Shots of State PopulaƟon Data.

Remarks to Task Force on Language Access
Sacramento, March 13, 2014
Justice Ron Robie
I am Ron Robie, of the Court of Appeal in Sacramento, Chair of the
California Commission on Access to Justice, a collaborative effort involving
all three branches of government as well as lawyers, business, labor and
civic leaders. Our headquarters is in the State Bar of California. The
Commission was created in 1997 to improve Californian’s access to justice,
including finding long term solutions to the chronic lack of legal assistance
available to low and modest means Californians.
But, the Commission’s focus is to improve all aspects of access,
including language access. Physical access to a courthouse is not enough
if one cannot understand the proceedings. Many years ago the “Justice in
the Balance 2020” Report stated -

“Lack of comprehension is perhaps the greatest single barrier to justice. A
failure to understand the system, the law or the language of legal
proceedings renders justice incomprehensible at best. At worst, it can
result in severe injustice”
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Our concern over the lack of language access is longstanding. In
2005 the Commission released a report “Language Barriers to Access in
California.” Since that time we have been working diligently with all
affected parties (including the Judicial Council) to increase the use of
interpreters in civil proceedings.

We are very pleased that California will soon have a Language
Access Plan to guide this critical effort. The Commission considers this of
highest priority. In our 2005 report the first recommendation was that
California “Adopt a comprehensive language access policy for courts”
that explicitly recognizes a right to equal access to courts without regard to
language proficiency.

It is essential that fully qualified interpreters be available in civil
cases, especially for self represented litigants. As a trial judge for 19 years I
had firsthand experience with the consequences of the failure to provide
this essential service. If a litigant cannot understand and be understood by
judges and staff, access is effectively denied.
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Adequate Funding is our biggest single problem. The magnitude
and importance of this cannot be understated. The courts are already so
underfunded and short staffed that we can’t even get all our work done in
English. I am pleased that members of the Legislature joined this panel. It
is imperative that sufficient money be available to meet this critical access
need.

Language access must be consistent and state-wide. This need for a
statewide approach was highlighted in the Commission’s 2010 report
“Improving Civil Justice in Rural California,” which focused on the
significant problem of providing access to justice in our vast rural areas.
There are an increasing number of languages spoken in rural California.

All of this points up the fact that we need mechanisms to fill in gaps
that now exist in availability of qualified interpreters by pooling of
resources, for example. And as our Chief Justice has forcefully
emphasized - utilizing technology to expand language access beyond the
court room and within and among court houses and counties. This will
require creativity and thinking “outside the box” if we are to realistically
meet the enormous unmet needs.
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The Access Commission is excited about the work of this task force
and wants to help you in any way we can in this essential effort

4

