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For thousands who come before the California courts each year,
accurate court recordkeeping is an essential guarantee of the
effectiveness and enduring nature of court decisions. Permanent,
accurate recording of court decisions ensures and enforces the
rights of litigants.

In a decision in the California Supreme Coutt’s first decade
Justice Stephen J. Field wrote:

The records of the courts are necessarily subject to the control of the
Judges, so far as may be essential to the proper administration of
justice.

13 Cal. 24, 27(1859)

During the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries hundreds of
cases were filed with the court each year and thousands of entries
were required to reflect all of the actions in the cases.

Recordkeeping then was labor-intensive and error-prone.
Today’s methods are unquestionably better, although no less
painstaking. Regardless of the century the objective is the same:
ensuring accurate and permanent court records.

ON EXHIBIT
VITRINE TWO:

Filings by parties, including petitions, answers and briefs, together
with actions of the court are recorded in dockets and minutes.
Until the 1980s, dockets and minutes consisted of handwritten or
typewritten entries, sometimes supplemented by printed matter or
rubber stamps, entered into large volumes, called Registers of
Actions or Minute Books. Each volume measures approximately 13
by 18 inches, and weighs 17 pounds on average. Pages in the
Registers were pre-numbered by the printer, and the first page
number for each case became the docket number for all
proceedings in the case.

Because sessions of the California Supreme Court are held in
three cities—Sacramento, San Francisco and Los Angeles—cases
could be filed in each of these cities throughout most of the
court’s history.

Paper records were maintained in triplicate and a method of
updating each docket was required to ensure accuracy in each
version of the record, regardless of location.

To update the records, Clerk’s offices in each city prepared
manifolds on slightly waxed tissue, or other thin paper used for
making multiple copies, and sent them to the other offices by
mail. Manifolds prepared in San Francisco, for example, were
mailed to Los Angeles and Sacramento so that Clerk’s office staff
in each city could update the records for each case.

Hundreds of volumes of Registers of Actions and Minute Books are
preserved today in the collections of the California State Archives
and the California Judicial Center Library.

®  Minutes of the Supreme Court of California, Monday, January
5, 1880

®  Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, L.A. No.
30000, Southern California Edison Co. v. Superior Court (1972)

7 Cal.3d 832

®  Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, No.
19499

® Photograph of bound Register of Actions, 1880-1882, Vol.
No. 5

® Manifold, San Francisco, August 1919, p. 302
® Manifold, San Francisco, August 1919, p. 306

VITRINE THREE:

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries docket entries
were made by hand and entered into the Registers of Actions.

The Minutes of the Supreme Court formed an essential part of the
record in each case. Minute Books provide a chronological record
of court business, day by day. Early Minute Books wete composed
of handwritten or typewritten entries.
®  Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, Civil, Los
Angeles, Vol. 33, L.A. No. 2638
o Imyo v Jess (1911) 161 Cal. 516
®  Minutes of the Supreme Court of California, San Francisco,
Vol. 1, p. 273, December 11, 1911
® Manifold, August 21, 1911, L.A. No. 2638, p. 82

VITRINE FOUR:

Clara Shortridge Foltz applied for admission to the Hastings
College of the Law and her application was denied. She sued in
district court and received a favorable verdict.

VITRINE FOUR (CONTINUED):

The case came before the California Supreme Court on appeal,
and her right to admission was again affirmed. The court’s
opinion stated that, while she could have been refused admission
if she were not of good character or for other permissible
reasons, her gender was not a permissible basis for denial of
admission to the law school.

Females are entitled, by law, to be admitted as attorneys and counsellors
in all the courts of this State, upon the same terms as males. The College
was founded for the purpose of affording instruction to those who desire to
be admitted, as well as those who have been admitted, to practice as
attorneys and counsellors.

Foltz v. Hoge (1879) 54 Cal. 28, 35

»  Minutes of the Supreme Court of California, Los Angeles, Vol. 1, p.
374, December 6, 1879

»  Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, No. 6581,
Foltz v. Hoge (1879) 54 Cal. 28

e Respondent's Points and Authorities, Fo/tg ». Hoge (1879) 54
Cal. 28

e Appellants’ Points and Authorities, Fo/tg ». Hoge (1879) 54 Cal.
28

e Photograph of Clara Shortridge Foltz

e Photograph of Clara Shortridge Foltz Criminal Justice Center

VITRINE FIVE:

In accordance with the custom of the California Supreme Court, a
memorial following the death of a member of the court is “spread
in full upon the minutes.” This minute book records the
memorial for Justice Fox on August 1, 1904, following his death
on May 2, 1904.

Memorials are also recorded and published in California Reports,
the official publication of the decisions and opinions of the
California Supreme Court.

e Photograph of Hon. Chatles N. Fox

o In Memoriam, Charles Newton Fox (1904) 143 Cal. 701

o Minutes of the Supreme Court of California, In Bank, pp. 298-302,
August 1, 1904



VITRINE SIX:

Because cases appear in the Registers of Actions in order by their
docket numbers and in the Minutes by the date the court acts upon
them, other means of indexing have been needed for access to the
records by party name. Very early alphabetical indexes were made
in bound volumes, and some of them survive in the California
State Archives and California Judicial Center Library collections.

From 1951 until 1987 a card index to cases was developed and
maintained in the Supreme Court Clerk’s Office in Los Angeles.
Consisting of more than 275,000 cards, the index is now available
in digital format.

o Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, Civil, Los
Angeles, Vol. 89, Marvin v. Marvin, L.A. No. 30520

Marvin v. Marvin (1976) 18 Cal.3d 660

Index card: Marvin v. Marvin, L.A. No. 30520, 2 Civ 44359
Party name index cards on disc

Photograph of party name index card cabinets

VITRINE SEVEN:

Although the published opinions of the California Supreme Court
are highly regarded for their legal scholarship and frequently
consulted by courts of other jurisdictions for authority, in fact the
opinions represent a small fraction of the number of matters
considered by the court each year.

In the 2009-2010 fiscal year 96 opinions were published and more
than 9,600 matters were filed in the Court, all requiring precise,
permanent recordkeeping.

e Appellate Court Case Management System (ACCMS) sample
docket entry for Inyo ». Jess (1911) 161 Cal. 516

o Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, Civil, Los
Angeles, Inyo v. Jess, L.A. No. 2638

e ACCMS sample docket entry for Foltz ». Hoge (1879) 54 Cal.
28

o Register of Actions of the Supreme Court of California, Foltz v. Hoge,
No. 6581

o Minutes of the Supreme Court of California, Vol. 100, November 1
- December 30, 2010, San Francisco
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