Court Funding Task Force

washington state board for judicial administration

QUESTIONNAIRE


The following questionnaire is an effort to seek information from persons and organizations with knowledge, views and perspectives relevant to the many facets of court funding.  Responses can be submitted to the Court Funding Task Force at the following e-mail address:  courtfunding@courts.wa.gov 


As you respond, please keep the following in mind:  

•
You need not respond to all of the questions, rather identify the number of the question at the start of your response.



•
Please identify yourself by name, position and court/county.  Anonymous comments are 

discouraged, but will be considered if citations, references or attributions sufficient to 

enable the Task Force to corroborate, evaluate or weigh the comments are provided.  



•
Remember that the Task Force will have to reach several different audiences: the public; 

elected state officials; elected local officials; the bench; the bar, and the “users” of the 

court system.  Your responses should help the Task Force speak to them.  



•
Do not hesitate to think “out-of-the-box”.



•
When examples are requested, please provide as many as you think will be 




representative and useful to the Task Force. 

Questions

1.
Are there court functions or services that were once provided, but which have been wholly 

eliminated due to funding deficiencies?  Which ones?  Please provide examples of the consequences?

2.
Are there court functions or services that are currently being performed or provided at less than 

satisfactory levels due to inadequate funding?  Please provide examples.  What are the consequences?  

3.
Are there court functions or services that are currently being performed or provided at satisfactory 

levels, but which will be in jeopardy in the event of further funding deficiencies?  Which, and why?  What will the consequences be?

4.
Are there court functions or services that could be performed or provided more efficiently or 

economically?  Which ones, and how and why?

5.
Do you believe that core functions of the courts are in jeopardy due to inadequate funding?  


Which ones, and why?  

6.
Which court functions and services, if any, do you believe should be candidates for elimination or 


reductions in the event of further or continuing funding deficiencies?  Why?

7.
Which court personnel positions (administrative, clerical, judicial), if any, do you believe should be 


candidates for elimination or reductions in the event of further or continuing funding deficiencies?  
Why?

8.
Please provide examples of the ways in which the priority that is given to certain criminal matters 


affects civil cases and civil case management/administration.

9.
Please provide examples of the ways in which the priority that is given to certain criminal matters 


affects the funding available for civil cases and civil case management/administration.

10.
Please provide examples of duties and responsibilities that have been imposed on the courts 


without sufficient additional funding to cover associated costs (e.g., “unfunded mandates”).



a.
What percentage of those have been imposed by state government?  By local 




governments?



b.
What percentage of those involve civil matters?  Criminal matters?

11.
Please provide examples of judges or court personnel having duties or responsibilities which they 

are unable to perform at a satisfactory level because they do not have sufficient time or resources.

12.
Please provide examples of ways in which court records, files, or data are not being prepared, 

recorded, updated, maintained, accessed, or shared as you believe they should be due to inadequate funding.

13.
Are there encroachments upon judicial independence that result from inadequate funding?  If so, 


please provide examples, and explain why?

14.
Do you believe that inadequate funding causes an erosion of respect for the courts and the 


administration of justice.  How?  Please provide examples.

15.
Are there aspects of the current structure of court funding that you believe should be changed?  


Which, and why?

16.
Which aspects of the state-local structure of court funding seem to make sense, and why?

17. 
Which aspects of the state-local structure of court funding seem not to make sense, and why?

18.
Please provide examples of ways in which you believe the current structure of court funding is:



a.
Inadequate, “unfair”, or injurious to the courts;



b.
Inadequate, “unfair”, or injurious to local governments; and/or



c.
Being exploited or manipulated for reasons unrelated to “legitimate” court funding 




considerations.

19.
Please provide examples of court-to-court or county-to-county variations in programs or funding 


that you believe are legitimate or necessary due to local circumstances or requirements.

20.
Please provide examples of court-to-court or county-to-county variations in programs or funding 


that you believe are not legitimate or necessary due to local circumstances or requirements.

21.
What are the obstacles to court funding reform, and why?

22.
What current sources of court funding do you believe should be increased, and why (assume that 


applicable constitutional or statutory obstacles could be removed)?

23.
What new sources of court funding do you believe should be considered or exploited, and why 


(assume that applicable constitutional or statutory obstacles could be removed)?

24.
Please provide persuasive examples with which to educate the various target audiences about:



a.
Inadequate or “unfair” aspects of the current structure of court funding;



b.
The need to reform the structure of court funding, and/or increase the level of court 




funding; and



c.
Why they should “care” about adequate court funding.

25.
Please provide examples of comments you may have heard from jurors or the public that reflect 


fundamental misunderstanding or misperceptions about the importance of the courts or the need 


for adequate court funding.
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