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S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report 1985 

Page 172: 

Page 172: 

Page 173: 

Replace t h e  West Virginia Court System label with t h e  
enclosed sticker label, t h e  Wisconsin Court System, 1985. 

The Wisconsin Supreme court has mandatory jurisdiction 
i n  discipl inary cases, and or ig ina l  pmceeding cases only. 

Replace t h e  Wisconsin Court System label with the  enclosed 
sticker label, t h e  West Virginia Court System, 1985. 
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Introduction to national statistics 

A. The importance of collecting national state court caseload 
statistics 

National caseload statistics serve the state courts, their 

constituencies, and other interested audiences by providing information, 

reports, and databases which address seven major purposes: 

( 1) developing re1 iable and comparable information about the 

characteristics, caseloads, resources, and performance of the state 

courts; (2) providing a vehicle to promote improvements in both the 

quality and the relevance of statistics collected and reported by the 

state courts; ( 3 )  creating stand-alone databases to address significant 

court-related pol icy and research questions; (4) encouraging a breeding 

ground for court-related research projects; (5) organizing a dependable 

resource that can be drawn upon by educators; (6) supporting databases 

that can be used to develop and to test statistical techniques and 
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productivity measures; and ( 7 )  developing databases and statistics that 

permit comparisons of the case loads, performance, and resources of 

federal and state courts. The Court Statistics and Information 

Management Project (CSIM) has been one vehicle for satisfying these 

functions. CSIM work products and databases are used .by state judicial 

personnel, legislators, executive branch personnel, federal officials, 

academic researchers, media correspondents , pol icymakers, and leaders 
throughout the private and public sectors. 

For the past ten years, the CSIM Project has overcome substantial 

obstacles which have historically hindered the development of a national 

database of state court caseload statistics. At the root of this 

methodological problem is federalism, i.e., the .existence of fifty 

different state legal systems. Each state has its own set of laws, 

courts, court procedures, and methods of collecting and reporting court 

data. 

court systems in terms that are sufficiently generic to construct 

national databases. 

translation process--an activity that, while complex and tedious as to 

its details, has a simple and direct purpose and necessity. 

Therefore, there is a continuing need to analyze the various state 

The CSIM Project is the mechanism for this 

B. Court Statistics and Information Management Project 

1 . Project organization and goa 1 s. 

The Annual Report series of state court caseload statfstics.,is the 

product of a continuing cooperative effort between the Conference of 

State Court Administrators (COSCA) and the National Center for State 

Courts (NCSC) . Financial support, project management, and project 

staffing responsibility are.assumed by the CSIM Project, formerly called 
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state courts. 

developed and implemented by the CSIM Project 

Organization, 1987; evaluation of California's 

BJS is currently funding severa 

the National Court Statistics Project (NCSP) of the NCSC. 

its Court Statistics and Information Systems Committee (CSIS), provides 

general policy review and guidance for the Project. The CSIS Committee 

is composed of representatives from COSCA, COSCA's staff, the National 

Conference of Appellate Court Clerks, the National Association for Court 

Management, and a representative from the academic research community. 

The NCSC funded production of this entire volume except for printing 

costs, which were provided by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) of 

the U.S. Department of Justice. BJS, however, funded much of the early 

development of this Project and continues to support research into the 

COSCA, through 

research efforts 

e.g., State Court 

bar coding scheme; and a 

feasibility study into the development of a 100-150 general jurisdiction 

court network 1. 

The two primary goals of the Court Statistics and Information 

Management Project are to ( 1 ) col lect, compile, analyze, and disseminate 

comparable state court caseload statistics; and (2) help states improve 

the quality o f  the data they collect and report. The Annual Report 

able 

umbia, 

series responds directly to the first goal by compiling all avai 

state court caseload data from the 50 states, the District of Co 
1 Guam, and Puerto Ricd. 

2. Historical development of CSIM Project. 

Suggestions for improving this state court caseload statistical 

series have come from many sources. 

series rests, ultimately, upon the ability of the CSIM Project to 

The evolution of this statistical 
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maintain a productive dialogue among the producer/compilers of the Annual 

Report, its data sources, and its users. The reporting of state court 

statistics has already improved significantly, but much remains to be 

done. 

During compilation of the State of the Art and the 1975 Annual Report 

(two of CSIM's pioneering research efforts), a staggering classification 

problem resulted from the multitude of terms used by the states to report 

their caseloads.* The need for both a model annual report and a 

statistical dictionary of terms for court usage became obvious. 

The State Court Model Annual Report is a flexible working outline of 

basic management data that should, at a minimum, be included in state 

court annual reports. The State Court Model Stat istical Dictionary 

and Supplement are companion documents which provide common terminology, 

definitions, and usage for reporting civil, criminal, traffic, juvenile, 

and appellate caseload inventory; terms for reporting manner of 

disposition data are also provided in the dictionary and other Project 

pub1 i ~ a t i o n s . ~  The classification structure and definitions serve as 

models of preferred terminology for purposes of developing comparable 

data. These documents do not include the recently approved appellate 

court data elements that were first used and defined in the 1984 Annual 

Report. 

An intricate part of the Project's technical assistance effort is the 

Court Case Management Informat ion Systems Manual which was produced 

jointly by the National Court Statistics Project (now CSIM) and the State 

Judicial Information Systems P r ~ j e c t . ~  This manual provides a 

methodology for building court information systems that provide the data 
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needed for both daily court operations and longer-term case management, 

resource a1 location, and strategic planning. 

._ After several years of manually compiling the statistical database 

and charts for this series, CSIM staff automated the databases. The 

automation of the databases required a degree of precision in coding 

every data element--a precision that was unavailable with the 1979 and 

1980 data. 

imprecision and ambiguity that affected the quality of data. 

example, general terms were used that did not specify the casetypes 

included in categories such as 'lcivil" and "other civil.'' These terms 

should not have been used to compare courts. 

The statistical profiles for those years suffered from 

For 

A major effort was required to identify specifically the subject 

matter jurisdiction and methods of counting cases in the state courts. 

This effort was undertaken in two stages. The first stage focused on 

problems related to the counting and categorizing of cases in the trial 

courts and resulted in the publication of the 1984 State Trial Court 

Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting.6 

jurisdiction guide was incorporated into the database for 1981. Work on 

Information from this 

the jurisdiction guide convinced CSIM staff of an essential link between 

the jurisdiction guide and the providing of comparable data. Stage two 

involved the preparation of the 1984 State Appellate Court Jurisdiction 
7 Guide for Statistical Reporting for the 1984 appellate court database. 

The impact o f  the Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting has 

been profound. The introduction to the 1981 Annual Report contains a 

complete description of the effect of the Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide, 

and the introduction of the 1984 Annual Report provides a complete 
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description of the impact of the Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide on 

the CSIM data collection effort. 

Both jurisdiction guides must be viewed as a logical first step in 

promoting comparable court statistics. They were not available to states 

in time to affect their reporting systems or the national Annual Reports 

before 1981. Nevertheless, their effect will be noticeable in each 

succeeding national -level Annual Report because the CSIM Project's 

technical assistance effort is interwoven with this national statistical 

series. To the extent that such technical assistance suggestions are 

adopted, individual states directly benefit, and, subsequently, the 

Annual Report national statistical series indirectly benefits. 

The first Annual Report (1975) presented available caseload data for 

state appellate courts, trial courts of general jurisdiction, and for 

selected categories (juvenile, domestic relations, probate, and mental 

health) in limited jurisdiction courts. The second Annual Report (1976) 

again presented available data for appellate courts and courts of general 

jurisdiction and also included all available caseload data for all 

limited jurisdiction courts. The 1976 Annual Report was expanded to 

include Puerto Rico. 

The 1979 and 1980 Annual Reports made major advances by eliminating 

repetitiveness in the summary tables and reorganizing the data in the 

summary tables based on completeness and comparability. 

Data from Guam were added for the 1977 court year. 

The 1981 volume 

reflected for the first time the findings of the Trial Court Jurisdiction 

- Guide, permitting the further arrangement of data to indicate those 

jurisdictions having comparable caseloads. In addition, information from 

the Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide was first used in the 1984 Annual 
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Report. 

series current with the publication of the 1984 volume. Publication of 

the 1986 Annual Report is planned for December, 1987. As data from each 

court level become more complete, the value of aggregating trial court 

caseloads should increase. 

The 1982 and 1983 reports were postponed in order to make the 

This report reflects court organizations and jurisdictions as they 

existed in 1985. Court systems, however, are not static entities. For 

example, in 1985, the Virginia Court of Appeals began operating and 

reporting data to the CSIM Project. 

jurisdiction in many trial courts change periodically. 

caution should be exercised in comparing the data in this report with 

data from other years.( 

\ 

The dollar amount limits of civil 

Therefore, 

\ 

In addition to publishing the aforementioned volumes, the C S I M  

Project responds to over 500 requests for information each year. 

requests can be grouped into three basic categories: requests for raw 

data, requests for inforflation on data collection and reporting 

processes, and request$ which involve some type o f  statistical analysis. 

The requests come from a variety of sources, including state and local 

courts, NCSC staff and others working on specific projects, federal 

agencies, legislators, the media, and academic researchers. 

The requests for raw data include such t o p i c s  as the number of 

These 

/ 

specific casetype fIlifb#s.': These requests are usually fulfilled by 

drawing on CSIM's technical assistance files (which have been recently 

automated) ; the computer-supported databases; the State Court Caseload 

Statistics: Annual Report series; information that can be obtained from 

individual state annual reports ; manner of disposition and delay measures 
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available on the courts' statistical profiles; or State Court 

Organization, 1980 (which is currently being updated to 1987 through a 

grant from BJS). 

Requests for information regarding data col lection and reporting 

processes are addressed by forwarding the requestor several NCSC 

publications prepared by the CSIM Project. Occasionally, Project staff 

will be invited to a state for a site visit to assist in an evaluation of 

an operating system. 

Requests for analysis come from a variety of sources. The most 

frequent assistance requested involves caseload projections. Data for 

these analyses come from the CSIM database as well as supplemental data 

provided by the requestor. 

Despite increases in the comparability and reliability of state court 

statistics resulting from the development of the jurisdiction guides, 

there remains a substantial research agenda. Currently, most states are 

unable to provide casetype detail beyond the very general categories of 

civil, criminal, juvenile, and traffic cases. 

salient recently because of the high interest in tort litigation- 

This fact has become very 

comprehensive national figures, even as to the number of tort filings, 

are simply unavailable. 

and continued technical assistance to the states, provides the impetus 

for future advances in the comprehensiveness, relevance, timeliness, 

reliability, and comparability of state and national caseload statistics. 

The CSIM Project, through use of its databases 
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C. Methodology 

1. Sources of data. 

Information for national caseload databases comes from pub1 ished and 

unpublished sources supplied by state court administrators and appellate 

court clerks. 

annual reports. State annual reports assume a variety of forms and vary 

widely in their subject matter and detail. These volumes are the states' 

official statistics and consequently represent the most reliable and 

valid data available at the aggregate state level. 

validity of the data, however, cannot be taken for granted. 

only as valid as the numbers reported to the state by local 

jurisdictions; however, the data represent good faith efforts by the 

states to gather such information. These data are used by the states to 

manage the r own systems; nevertheless, they are secondary data and 

assume all of the liabilities as well as the assets associated with such 

data. 

The published data are usually found in official state 

The reliability and 

The data are 

About a dozen states either do not publish an annual report or 

publish only limited caseload statistics for either trial or appellate 

courts. In these situations, the CSIM Project receives unpublished data 

in a wide range of forms, including internal management memos, computer 

generated output, and the CSIM Project's statistical and jurisdictional 

profiles updated manually by state-level staff. Assistance in providing 

this information has always been forthcoming from both the administrative 

offices of the courts and the clerks of the state appellate courts. 

Add tional relevant information is secured from appropriate personnel 

in each state. Telephone contact and follow-up correspondence are used 

11 
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to collect missing data, confirm, the accuracy of available data, and 

determine the legal jurisdiction of each court. Information is collected 

concerning the number of judges per court or court system (from annual 

reports, off ices of state court administrators, and appel late .court 

clerks); the state population (based on Bureau of the Census 1985 revised 

estimates) ; other 1985 demographic data (taken from the Statistical 

Abstract of the United States: 198518; and special characteristics 

regarding subject matter jurisdiction and court structure. 

2. Data collection procedures. 

Any data collection strategy I s  an effort to compile data that are 

both valid (i.e., they measure what they are supposed to measure) and 

reliable (i.e., they are collected in such a way that repeated attempts 

to collect the same data under similar circumstances would yield 

identical measurements). The tasks used to collect these data have 

evolved over the past ten years of the Project; however, the most 

significant changes resulted from the automation of these databases. 

The data collection strategy for unpublished data duplicates that for 

the published data, with one obvious exception-the 1985 statistical/ 

jurisdictional individual court profiles and the state court organization 

charts were sent to the appropriate admjnistrative office of the courts 

and/or office of the appellate couf-t clerk (who completed them with 1985 

data or provided unpublished material to Project staff). These data are 

subjected to the same strict screening as are the published data. 

Unpublished data are always identified as such on the individual court 

profile( s) . 
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The following outline sumnarizes the major tasks involved in 

collecting the 1985 published data reported in this volume: 

a. Project staff used a copy of each state's 1985 trial and 

appellate court statistical profile(s), trial and appellate court 

jurisdiction guide profilets), and the state court organization chart as 

worksheets for gathering the 1985 data. 

profiles provided the data gatherer with a reference point that was used 

to trace the logic behind the organization of the profiles and charts. 

Use of the previous year's 

b. The data gatherer fully evaluated the 1985 published 

material to note changes in the terminology used to report the data, 

changes in the quantity of available data, and/or changes in the state's 

court organization or jurisdiction. 

comparison of the 1985 material with the 1984 individual state annual 

reports. 

the 1984 number so that a direct link could be made with the 1985 

figure(s). 

include research notes or other state pub1 ications which describe changes 

in the states' court systems. Project staff routinely checked these 

files in updating the statistical and jurisdictional profiles. 

This process involved a direct 

The data gatherer always reconstructed the specific location of 

In addition, the CSIM Project maintains state files which 

c. Project staff are always alert for statistical outliers 

(i.e., extreme values) or other significant changes from the previous 

year. 

is maintained. 

catching erroneously reported information, and it forces staff to 

identify the impact o f  certain organizational, structural, or procedural 

changes on court caseloads. On occasion, however, CSIM staff must note 

A formal record that fully documents and explains these situations 

This process serves as another reliability check by 
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when their state-level contact person is unable to explain the 

significant change or outlier. 

d. During the data collection process, a check was conducted to 

ensure compatibility between the information supplied on the jurisdiction 

guide profiles and the casetypes identified on the statistical profiles. 

The data were then transferred from the handwritten copy to 

The 

I 

e. 

computer databases (detailed codebooks are available upon request). 

data entry program used by the CSIM Project (SPSS's Data Entry) 

automatically checks for certain data entry errors common to key 

punching; the software enables the programer to establish a range of 

values for each variable. Should a value be entered which falls outside 

the parameters, SPSS will not incorporate the number within the database 

until several attempts are made to enter the value. 

data were key entered, a batch error-detection program checked for other 

user-specif ied logic violations (i.e., mostly mathematical checks in the 

caseload databases). 

data instrument and the data entry printout was conducted. 

After all of the 

A final manual edit of the original, handwritten 

f. Data were refined constantly by Project staff. These 

changes are the result of new information reported by the audiences of 

the Report as well as Project use of the data which occasionally points 

to errors in data collection. 

g .  Finally, the 1985 codebooks were printed, reflecting changes 

in the structure and/or contents of the 1984 databases. Floppy disks 

were also prepared for public distribution and forwarded to the 

Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research at the 

University of Michigan for use by the academic research community. 
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3. Variables. 

There are basically four groups of data elements collected by the 

CSIM Project: trial court caseload statistics, trial court 

jurisdictional /organizational informat ion, appel late court case load 

stat i s t i c s , and ap pe 1 1 ate court j ur i sd i c t i ona 1 /organ i tat i ona 1 
information. 

groups of data elements. 

approved by COSCA's CSIS Committee and consist of data elements defined 

in the State Court Model Statistical Dictionary (see Appendix D). 

An individual court profile is prepared for each of these 

These data collection instruments have been 

The caseload statistics consist of two dimensions: the specific 

casetypes and the data elements collected for each of the casetypes. 

trial court casetypes include four basic groups of cases: 

criminal, juvenile, and traff ic/other violation. Each of these major 

casetypes can be reduced to a more specific level of cases. 

the civil category can be divided into tort, contract, real property 

rights, small claims, domestic relations, etc. In some situations, these 

casetypes can be fine tuned even further; for example, domestic relations 

can be broken down into its components of divorce, support/custody, 

adoption, etc. 

The 

civil, 

For example, 

Currently, filings and dispositions are collected for each of these 

casetypes. 

staff until the reporting year 1984, when serious comparability problems 

with these data were discovered (e.g., some data included active cases 

only, while others included active and inactive cases). 

COSCA's CSIS Committee recommended against collecting these data further 

until a study could determine whether these data could be translated into 

Data on pending cases were routinely collected by Project 

At that point, 
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comparable terms. 

of reinstituting the collection of pending data; the results of this 

evaluation will be published in the 1986 Annual Report. 

The CSIM Project is presently evaluating the utility 

The trial court jurisdictional profile collects an assortment of 

information relevant to the organization and jurisdiction of each trial 

court system. The major goal o f  this profile is to translate the terms 

reported by the states into the generic terms reported in the Model 

Statistical Dictionary. 

the numbers o f  courts and judges, units of count, the availability of 

jury trials, the dollar amount jurisdiction, and various types of 

di spos it ion information. 

In addition, the profile collects information on 

There is also a statistical profile and jurisdiction guide profile 

The statistical profile identifies at for each state appellate court. 

least two major casetypes handled by the state appellate courts: 

mandatory cases (those cases which the court must hear on the 

merits--appeals of right) and discretionary petitions (those cases over 

which the court has discretion to review on the merits). The statistical 

profiles attempt to identify the numbers of those discretionary petitions 

that are granted review (although very few states report those data). 

Each of those major categories is further identified by whether the case 

i s  a review of a final trial court judgment, or some other matter (e.g., 

interlocutory or post-conviction relief 1. 

then identified by substantive casetypes (e.g., civil, criminal, and 

juvenile). 

All o f  these general areas are 

As is the case with the trial court jurisdiction guide, the primary 

task of the appellate court guide is to translate the terms used by the 
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states to report their data into the generic terms used to develop a 

comparable national database. This guide collects an assortment of 

information, such as the number of courts, justices/judges, and legal 

support personnel; the point at which an appellate case is counted as a 

case; the procedures used to review discretionary petitions; and the use 

of panels. 

4. Variations in reporting periods. 

As indicated on profile headings and in Figure A, most states report 

data by calendar year, many report by fiscal year, and a few report 

appellate court data by court term. 

this report are not always directly comparable. 

Therefore, the time spans covered in 

c 

Although data included in this Report cover reporting periods of 

approximately uniform length, the starting and ending dates for the 

reporting periods vary both within and among states. 

reporting periods have little effect on cumulative data elements, such as 

filings and dispositions, since, regardless of when the reporting period 

began and ended, the data cover twelve months. Pending data are greatly 

affected, though, since they represent a "snapshot" in time and can vary 

greatly depending on when that snapshot was taken. 

Differences in 

D. Organization of this volume 

Changes in the focus and format o f  the State Court Caseload 

Statistics: Annual Report, 1985 reflect the determination of COSCA's 

CSIS committee, Project staff, and the National Center's Board to refine 

the caseload reports in order to increase their utility. 

Report is formatted differently from earlier volumes of this series. 

1984 Annual Report consisted of three sections: the summary tables, an 

The 1985 Annual 

The 
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analytic section, and the court system charts. 

divided into three major parts, but their content varies from previous' 

edit ions. 

This Report is also 

Part one describes the goals and history of the C S I M  Project and 

graphically portrays some of the basic state court caseload data 

illustrated in the state court summary tables. 

been reduced to twelve core tables which represent the basic casetypes 

and appear in Appendix A as Tables 1-12. Part one uses maps to 

graphically illustrate case oad distribution among the states. 

in this volume contain data from states that reported data from all of 

their courts--it is a descr ptive method for illustrating the data 

displayed in the statistical summary tables. These maps alert the reader 

to the wide variation and any patterns in reported caseloads among the 

states; readers should refer to the sumnary tables in Appendix A to note 

the potential explanations for this variation. 

raises questions about methods of counting cases, comparable casetypes 

and jurisdiction, and the impact of structure on the workload of courts 

(e.g., Why is the data reported from my state so different from the data 

reported for other states?). 

improves the reliability and validity of the data collected and reported 

by the states and subsequently reported by this Project. 

These sumnary tables have 

The maps 

This type of display 

It is this line o f  questioning that 

Part two of each Annual Report addresses a topic of court 

administration not yet researched by this Project. 

the Annual Report was devoted to a brief study of tort, general civil, 

small claims, and felony filings in the state trial courts. 

smal 1 claims sections elicited significant comnent during the past year; 

In 1984, this part of 

The tort and 
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therefore, they were updated to 1985, and were included in part two of 

the 1985 Annual Report. 

Part three of the Annual Report consists of court system charts for 

each state. Each state court system chart for 1985 depicts the 

organization of the court system within the state, the jurisdiction and 

route of appeal for each court, the number of authorized judges for each 

court, and information on jury trial usage within each court. 

The last part of this Report (Appendices A-E) consists of the twelve 

core summary tables, data collection prototypes, bibliographical 

references, and state population information. 

appendix which consists of figures describing various dimensions of state 

court structures and jurisdictions that might reflect on variation in 

caseload (e.g., dollar amount jurisdiction, appellate units of count). 

In addition, there is an 

E. 

The Annual Report series is an evolving product. 

Continuing development of the series 

Given the nature of 

this newly developing science of gathering, reporting, and analyzing 

state court data, additions and refinements will be a fact of life in 

successive volumes of the series. As more is learned about the quality 

of the data, more specific suggestions will be given for their proper 

use, along with warnings to help avoid their abuse. For the fourth year, 

the data contained in this Report are available in computer-readable 

form. There are two data sets: appellate caseload and trial caseload. 

The process of building toward meaningful statistics takes time. 

Concurrent with expanding and refining the Annual Report national 

statistical series, the CSIM effort must encourage movement toward 

quality and precision in state court statistics. The necessarily 
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long-term nature of this evolutionary process contributes greatly to 

year-to-year improvements and enhancements of the statistical series. 

Given the complexity of the problems being faced, building toward 

comparabi 1 ity, quality assurance, and appropriate detai 1 is necessarily 

an incremental process. 

presents the data and analysis contained in the 1985 Annual Report. 

It is in this light that the CSIM Project 

Comments and corrections are a welcome part of the revision process 

and should be directed to the Court Statistics and Information Management 

Project of the National 

W i  1 1  iamsburg, Virginia, 
Y 

Center for State Courts, 300 Newport Avenue, 

231 87-8798. 
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Summary description of caseload statistics 

A. 

This section of the Annual Report summarizes the data listed on the 

Mapping as a method of displaying data 

tables in Appendix A. It begins with this description of mapping as a 

method of displaying data. The section on appellate courts highlights 

the differences among the states regarding mandatory and discretionary 

jurisdiction, summarizes the reported national totals, and presents basic 

filing per capita information, clearance rates, and opinions-per-judge 

data. Finally, the trial court section also summarizes the reported 

national totals and provides maps which display basic filing per capita 

information for civil, criminal, and juvenile caseloads in the entire 

state as well as statewide clearance rates for those same casetypes. 

For the first time, this series uses maps to illustrate, more 

succinctly, the data previously presented in table format. The shading 

on these maps is designed to darken as the values listed in the maps' 
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legends increase. 

the illusion that states with larger geographical areas are somehow 

indicative of a larger value on whatever variable is being displayed. 

The state's geographical site has nothing to do with the data 

reported--every state is an equal unit of count. 

variety of functions: 

In addition, the reader should avoid falling prey to 

These maps serve a 

- A map can present several pages of data, otherwise described in 

tables, on a single page--it is a simple way to digest large quantities 

of information. 

- A map makes it easier to compare states since all of the data is 

presented on a single page. 

- Maps quickly allow the reader to acquire a sense of how much 
complete state data are available--states which do not have all courts 

reporting data are generally portrayed on the maps with no shading. 

- Finally, and perhaps most importantly, the ease of comparison of 
data displayed by this method highlights the differences among the states 

and, therefore, encourages attempts to explain these differences. 

The legends on the maps located in part one of this Report come in 

two forms. Unless otherwise noted, a non-shaded state indicates that the 

state did not report data in a form that could be used in the Report--it 

should not be interpreted to mean the state failed to collect and report 

any data, only that, for one reason or another, the data reported could 

not be used on the map. 

On maps displaying clearance rates, the legends are organized such 

that those states/courts which have a clearance rate of less than 90% 

represent the lowest category. The next two categories are broken down 

. 
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into 5% intervals, while the highest category represents those states 

which provide evidence of clearing their pending caseload (i.e., over 

100%). 

Legends on maps which display filing rates (per 100,000 population) 

states which fall into the lowest are organized into five categories: 

10% of the group; states which fall into the next lowest 20% of the 

group; states which comprise the mid 4a of the measure; states which 

represent the next highest 2oX of the group; and states which make up the 

highest 10% of the measure. 

for organizing the states; however, if the data revealed a cluster of 

states which crossed those cutoff points, then the cluster prevailed in 

the classification. The values of the data which fall within each of the 

five categories are i 1 lustrated .next to the category in parentheses. 

This method uses a hybrid between a normal distribution approach and a 

c 1 ustering approach. 

Those categories serve as basic guidelines 

For this year, staff are using maps (in Part one of this Report) as a 

simple alternative to the mode of displaying data on tables. 

special care should be taken to consider the footnotes to the data 

presented with the tables in the appendices of this Report. 

carefully outline some of the more obvious reasons for differences among 

the states. 

Therefore, 

Footnotes 

These explanations generally assume one of two forms: either the 

data element is incomplete or overinclusive. An incomplete data element 

can result from several courts not reporting any data or from the state 

using a classification scheme that does not comport with the scheme 

approved by COSCA's CSIS Committee and reported in the State Court Model 
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Statistical Dictionary. 

where a state reports its adoption data in its juvenile category rather 

than with its civil (domestic relations) group. Given the efforts of 

this Project to develop a set of comparable data, the civil data element 

described in the .latter situation would be qualified with an incomplete 

footnote since its adoption data are reported elsewhere. 

since the COSCA CSIS classification scheme considers adoptions as part of 

domestic relations cases (i.e., civil), and since the state described in 

This may result in, for example, a situation 

Similarly, 

the latter situation reports its adoptions with its juvenile data, that 

state's juvenile data would be qualified with a footnote which des'cribes 

the juvenile data element as overinclusive (i.e., it includes casetypes 

other than those defined by that term in the State Court Model 

Statistical Dictionary). 

Other explanations of differences in such measures as filing rates, 

for example, may be found in different units of count among the states, 

differing subject matter and dollar amount jurisdictions among the 

states, and different court system structures. Most of these differences 

are described in various tables and figures throughout this volume and 

will be greatly enhanced by the current research effort being conducted 

by Project staff on State Court Organization, 1987. 

Although great strides have been made in identifying these structural ' 

and organizational variables, a good deal of the potential explanation 

for these differences has not or cannot be measured across all of the 

states. Among such explanations, for example, are different definitions 

of a felony--what may be a misdemeanor in one state may be a felony in I 

another. More importantly, as far as the volume of cases is concerned, 
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what may be an ordinance violation in one state may be classified as a 

misdemeanor in another. There are also differing political and legal 

cultures that can affect the work and productivity of the courts--some of 

which lie beyond the control of the courts. Finally, the personality 

factor (e.g., impacts of leadership) can affect court productivity. These 

explanations lie beyond the scope of this Project's resources and this 

Report. These omissions, however, do not mitigate the potential impact 

of such explanations on the variance reported among the states on the 

variables described in these maps and tables. 

Different structures, organizations, procedures, methods of counting 

and reporting data, and jurisdictions make it extremely difficult to 

present comparable data on these maps. 

approximately fifty cases (i.e., the fifty states and the District of 

Columbia) and given the wide variation in the number and type of 

potential explanations, the presentation of comparable data using very 

broad casetypes is difficult if not impossible. 

organized so that only comparable data appeared on each map, each of the 

major casetypes would need several maps to depict all of the states, and 

each of the maps could display comparable data from only a few states. 

As the data become more detailed, many of the comparability problems are 

reduced (such as the tort and small claims maps in part two of this 

Report). 

differences among states and the subsequent difficulties in trying to 

develop national estimates. 

refine the use of maps in depicting data that had previously been 

Given that the maps consist of . 

If the maps were to be 

The general casetype maps in part one once again highlight the 

Future editions of this series will further 
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presented in a table format. 

first step in the continuing evolution of this Project. 

The current effort, however, is another 

6. Appellate court caseload data 

1. Appellate court organization and jurisdiction. 

The maps in this section are designed to illustrate the basic 

caseload data and productivity measures of state appellate courts as 

provided in tables located in Appendix A. 

are totals from both courts of last resort (i.e., COLR, the final court 

of appeal within a particular state) and intermediate appel ate courts 

h e . ,  IAC, courts whose primary work is the disposition of initial 

appeals received from trial courts and administrative agenc es and whose 

decisions are usually subject to appeal or review by a COLR). Most 

states have one COLR and IAC, and six states have multiple courts at one 

or the other of those appellate court levels. Approximately one-third of 

the states have only a single COLR and no IAC (usually the less populous 

states). 

The data described in the maps 

Project staff have begun to resolve numerous ambiguities that existed 

in previous editions of this series. 

stemmed from an inability to distinguish between an appellate court's 

mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction. The 1984 Appellate Court 

Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting was prepared and published 

to remedy this situation. 

cases for which a court must reach a decision on the merits--these cases 

are often referred to as appeals of right. Discretionary jurisdiction is 

defined as those cases to which a court can decline review on the 

merits. 

The most significant questions 

Mandatory jurisdiction is defined as those 

In discretionary cases, the courts first decide whether to grant 
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review. 

the same attention as are mandatory cases. 

Those discretionary cases that are granted review are then given 

Figure 1.1 illustrates that mandatory appeals make up most of the 

appellate caseload in over 70% of the states that reported comparable 

case and petition information. Three of the 21 states reporting data 

have complete mandatory jurisdiction (Nevada, North Dakota, and 

Wyoming), while New Hampshire and West Virginia have complete 

discretionary jurisdiction. Most discretionary jurisdiction rests with 

courts of last resort. 

O f  those eleven states which reported total state discretionary 

petitions and petitions granted review as displayed in Figure 1.2 the 

total state discretionary petitions granted review as a percent of the 

total discretionary petitions filed ranged from la, in Oregon, to 42%, 

in New Mexico. Most of the states reporting complete state data granted 

review to discretionary petitions in approximately one out o f  five cases, 

with judges/justices in four of the eleven states granting review in only 

one out of every ten cases. 

The detailed tables in Appendix A organize their appellate casetypes 

into the following three categories: ( 1 )  mandatory cases, ( 2 )  

discretionary petitions, and (3) discretionary petitions that are granted 

review. 

penalty, other criminal, administrative agency, and juvenile appeals from 

final judgments, as well as four types of other proceedi'ngs which include 

disci pl inary, advisory op i ni ons, or ig i na 1 jurisdiction, and interlocutory 

decision cases. 

Each of these three broad categories include civil, death 

The specific jurisdiction o f  each appellate court i s  
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FIGURE 1.1 
Total state mandatory appeals filed as a percent of 

mandatory appeals and discretionary petitions filed, 1985 

NOTE: See Table 2 for footnotes. 
Notional Center for State Courts 

- Mandatory Appeals As A 
2 (Appeals t Prt;liono) 

0 App/Pet not comporoble 
Low 10% (O%Mondatory) 
Next  207. (542.587.) 
Mid 40% (70%-857.) 

High 107. (100ZMondotory) 
W Next 207. (939.-99%) 

FIGURE 1.2 
Total state discretionary petitions granted review 

as a percent of total discretionary petitions filed, 1985 
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outlined briefly in the court system chart for each state located in part 

three of this Report. 

2. Controlling for appellate unit of count. 

The method of counting cases must be employed as one tool in 

organizing appellate courts so that their caseloads are comparable. 

information is displayed in Figure B of Appendix B and reveals three 

dimensions to this problem of counting appellate court cases: 

point in the appellate process is a case counted?; With what court is the 

case filed?; and To what extent are reopenedheinstated cases counted 

with a court's new filings? 

This 

At what 

The first dimension identifies the point in the appellate process 

where a court counts a case as part of its caseload. Courts that begin 

counting cases earlier in the process (e.g., at the notice of intent to 

appeal) rather than at a later point (e.g., filing of the record plus 

briefs) are likely to have a larger caseload because they are counting, 

as cases, litigation that is dismissed/withdrawn/settled before 

completion of the record or filing of the briefs. Most courts start 

counting cases at the filing of the notice of appeal. 

The remaining significant dimension to the problem of counting 

appellate court cases is the extent to which reopened and reinstated 

cases are reported with new filings--this does not appear to be the 

practice in the overwhelming majority of courts. 

however, which combine new filings and reopened cases into a single 

number, and other courts collect information of new filings and reopened 

cases but report the data separately. 

There are some states, 
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\ Additionally, courts may alter their caseload by the way they count 

appeals of criminal convictions for two or more defendants; whether cross 

appeals are counted as separate cases; and the way they count appeals 

granted review through discretionary jurisdiction. 

discretionary jurisdiction sometimes report the total number of cases 

filed without distinguishing between mandatory and discretionary 

jurisdiction cases; or separate mandatory and discretionary cases filed 

(but do not indicate the number of requests for discretionary review 

granted 1; or provide separate data for mandatory cases, discretionary 

jurisdiction petit ions granted review, and discretionary jurisdiction 

petitions denied; or combine mandatory jurisdiction cases and 

discretionary petitions granted review (but report separately the total 

number of petitions for review filed, resulting in double counting of 

granted petitions for review). Finally, some trial courts of general 

jurisdiction have incidental appellate jurisdiction, which may affect the 

number of appeals filed in the regular appellate courts (see Figure H in 

Appendix B). 

should prove useful in explaining wide variation among the states 

regarding some basic caseload and productivity measures. 

Courts with 

These jurisdictional and methodological caveats to the data 

3. Computing national appellate caseloads. 

NCSC staff are constantly asked to identify the total national 

caseload for state appellate courts. All states, however, do not report 

complete case and petition filings, and the number of states reporting 

complete and comparable data for mandatory cases and discretionary 

petitions (separate estimates would need to be made for each of those two 

casetypes) is too small to compute reliable national estimates. The 
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problem is exacerbated by the need to control for such items as appellate 

unit of count and double counting of discretionary petitions granted 

review. 

Nevertheless, the total number of cases and petitions reported to the 

NCSC during 1985 provides a minimum number of cases/petitions received by 

the state appellate courts. This number is provided in Table 1 of 

Appendix A. 

reported separately for courts of last resort and for intermediate 

appellate courts. These numbers are generally broken down into three 

subcategories: (1)  the number of reported complete and comparable cases; 

( 2 )  the number of reported complete cases that include some other 

casetype(s1; and ( 3 )  the number of reported cases that are either 

incomplete or are incomplete and include some other casetype(s). These 

categories are further identified for mandatory cases and discretionary 

petitions. 

The number of cases/petitions filed and disposed are 

The incomplete aggregate figures indicate that there are at least 

58,810 cases/petitions filed in the COLRs during 1985, and 128,321 

cases/petitions filed with the IACs during that same year. 

numbers may represent a change in the number of courts reporting such 

data to the NCSC and not a change in appellate filing rates, they should 

not be compared with reported numbers from previous years. Table 1 also 

indicates the percent of the total population represented by the various 

categories of data. 

appel late courts were received from states approximating two-thirds of 

the total U.S. population (68% for mandatory cases and 67% for 

discretionary petitions). A similar reporting rate was also noted in the 

Since these 

Complete and comparable data from the intermediate 
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courts of last resort (58% for mandatory cases and 68% for discretionary 
petitions). 7 

4. Appellate filing rates per 100,000 population, 

Table 2 of Appendix A provides a variety of information related to 

the general caseload of the appellate courts. States in this table are 

organized into one of three categories: 

resort and one intermediate appellate court; states without an 

intermediate appellate court; and states with multiple appellate courts 

at any level. 

totals and courts sharing at least one major organization 

characteristic. 

number of filings and dispositions for mandatory cases, discretionary 

petitions, and discretionary petitions granted review. 

combinations of these three categories of work are also provided as well 

as filing figures per judge and an identification of the point at which 

cases are filed. These data are important for acquiring a sense of the 

pure volume o f  work confronting the appellate courts; however, there must 

be a control for population to sense how these figures compare among the 

states. 

states with one court of last 

These categories provide one scheme for comparing state 

Table 2 presents basic caseload information on the raw . 

Various 

Tables 3, 4, and 5, all located in Appendix A, present several 

measures which compare the demands of litigants on the state appellate 

courts for mandatory cases, discretionary petitions, and discretionary 

petitions granted review. The most important o f  these measures is the 

number o f  filings per 100,000 population. 

variations in state population and provides a more realistic basis for 

comparison of caseloads among states of various sizes. 

This measure compensates for 

If all other 
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factors (e.g., jurisdiction, unit of count, etc.) are similar, the filed 

per 100,000 figure permits direct comparisons among states of the number 

o f  filed cases. 

Figure 1.3 displays the total state mandatory appeals filed per 

100,000 total population for those 44 states from which data were 

obtained for all state appellate courts in 1985. The values ranged from 

24.5 in Massachusetts to 282.7 in the District o f  Columbia. One 

interesting observation o f  the distribution o f  these states is that there 

does not seem to be a strong relationship between the number of appellate 

courts in a state and the propensity of the litigants to use the 

mandatory appellate routes in the states. None of the five states which 

have three types of appellate courts were reported in the high category 

o f  filings per population, and the number of states with only a court o f  

last resort can be found throughout the spectrum of court filings per 

100,000; Vermont and the District of Columbia reported the highest 

values, and Mississippi and Utah reported some of the lowest values. 

States with one COLR and one IAC can also be found throughout the 

continuum, with Massachusetts and South Carolina at the low end and 

Alaska and Oregon at the high end. One of the most striking 

characteristics o f  this map is the volume o f  data collected and reported 

by the states. 

The tota 1 state discretionary petit ions f i led per 100,000 total 

population in 1985 are displayed in Figure 1.4 for 34 states. 

reported the high with 108.3 petitions per 100,000, and its neighboring 

Louisiana 

state of Mississippi reported the low of less than one filing per 

100,000. Unlike Figure 1.3, most o f  the states with low figures are 
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FIGURE 1.3 
Total state mandatory appeals filed per 100,000 total population, 1985 

FIGURE 1.4 
Total state discretionary petitions filed per 100,000 population, 1985 

Discretionary Petitions 
Filed per 100,000 pop 

0 All c o u r t s  didn't r e p o r t  
LOW 10% (.15..5) 
Next 20% (2.9) 
Mid 4 0 %  (13-30) 
Next 20% ( 3 4 - 7 1 )  
Hlgh 10% ( 1 0 8 - 1 0 9 )  

NOTE: See Table 4 for footnotes. 
Notional Center for State Courts 

34 



those which do not have an intermediate appellate court and, therefore, 

probably have very 1 imited discretionary jurisdiction (Mississippi, 

Delaware, South Dakota, Utah, and Vermont). New Hampshire and West 

Virginia have two of the three largest petitions per capita figures yet 

do not have an intermediate appellate court. 

likely attributed to the fact that they have total discretionary 

jurisdiction. 

filed per 100,000 is generally less than the mandatory cases filed per 

100,000 (noted in Figure 1.3). Comparative figures about the workload of 

the courts tell only a part of the story; it is equally important to know 

how well they dispose of that work. 

This phenomenon is most 

It should also be pointed out that the number of petitions 

5. Clearance rates in the state appellate courts. 

Tables 3, 4, and 5 (located in Appendix A) provide clearance rates 

for each appellate court as well as total state figures. Although the 

individual court rates are important to note, many state appellate 

systems are constructed in such a way that both levels of appellate 

courts share the workload. For example, Idaho, Iowa, Oklahoma, and South 

Carolina have a "spill-over" system, where the work of the IAC is 

determined by the COLR. 

also generally share mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction. 

state figures, however, may not reflect the productivity at each of the 

appellate courts. 

with both courts having equal workloads, may represent one court with a 

clearance rate of 95% and another court with one exceeding 105%. 

aggregate figure of all appellate courts, however, still portrays a more 

accurate picture of what is happening in the appellate system. 

The appellate courts in other states, however, 

Total 

For example, a state clearance rate exceeding l o a ,  

The 
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A clearance rate is computed by dividing the number of dispositions 

by the number of filings and then multiplying by 100. A percentage over 

100 indicates that the court disposed of more cases than were filed, thus 

reducing pending caseload. A figure significantly less than 100 

indicates that courts are not keeping up with the vo1ume:of 

cases/petitions being filed. This court level information can be found 

A. 

1 ed 

in Table 3 (for Figure 1.5) and Table 4 (for Figure 1.6) of Appendix 

Total state mandatory appeals disposed as a percent of appeals f 

in 1985 are displayed on Figure 1.5 for 29 states. Kentucky has the 

lowest clearance rate of those states reporting data from all of the 

courts (88%). 

Explanations for this variance may include such factors as a large, 

Idaho has the highest clearance rate (123.7%). 

r 

unanticipated increase in filings in states with low clearance rates, a 

concerted effort to clear the docket with special panels of temporary 

judges, or the introduction of new procedures to expedite cases in states 

with high clearance rates. 

the large number of states reporting clearance rates exceeding 100% 

The most noticeable feature o f  Figure 1.5 is 

(fourteen or almost half of the total states reporting data). 

clearing their docket come from all regions, are of all sizes, and have a 

variety of appellate court structures. 

States 

The clearance rates for discretionary petitions, (see Figure 1.6) are 

portrayed by data from all o f  the appellate courts in 22 states. 

Delaware has the lowest clearance rate. (66%), while Kentucky has the 

highest (124%). Four of the seven states which have clearance rates 

exceeding 100% o f  the discretionary petitions also cleared their 

mandatory dockets at lOoX (Idaho, Minnesota, Mississippi, and North 
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FIGURE 1.5 
Total state mandatory appeals disposed as a percent of appeals filed, 1985 

Cleoronce Rote 
(Oisp/Fk) 100 

0 Disp/File not COI 

90% to 94% 
95% to 99% 

EI 88% to 89% 

I 100% to 1 2 4 %  

rnpoi -oble 

FIGURE 1.6 
Total state discretionary petitions disposed as a percent of petitions filed, 1985 

No Discretionary Jurisdiction 

HIGH 

e a 

\ 7  Cleoronce Rote - 
/File) 

Oisp, 
66% 

. 100 

/File not c 
to 89% 

DllI 90% to 94% 
95% to 99% 
I 1007. to 1 2 4 %  

NOTE: See Table 4 for footnotes 
Notional Center for State Courts 

:ornuoroble 
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Carol ina) .  Some states,  however, may be c l e a r i n g  t h e i r  dockets o f  one 

type o f  case bu t  no t  o f  t h e  other. For example, Kentucky and Vermont 

c leared  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  a t  100% b u t  c leared mandatory cases a t  

l e s s  than 90%, whi le  Texas and F l o r i d a  c leared mandatory cases a t  more 

than 100% but  c leared d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  a t  less  than 90%. Most of 

t h e  remaining s ta tes  d i d  not  f a l l  i n t o  these categor ies o f  extreme 

v a r i  ance. 

6. Opinions per judge/ just ice/ lawyer  s t a f f .  

Table 6 i n  Appendix A l i s t s  a v a r i e t y  o f  data on m a j o r i t y  op in ions 

repor ted  by s t a t e  appe l la te  cour ts .  

in fo rmat ion  on d issent ing  and concurr ing opin ions bu t  does i n d i c a t e  

whether t h e  op in ion  count i s  by case o r  w r i t t e n  document; whether the  

op in ion  count inc ludes m a j o r i t y  opinions, per curiam opinions, o r  

memos/orders; the  casetypes included i n  the  repor ted number; the  t o t a l  

number o f  opinions; t h e  t o t a l  number o f  judges/ just ices;  the  t o t a l  number 

o f  lawyer support personnel; and, f i n a l l y ,  t h e  number o f  opinions per 

j u d g e / j u s t i c e  p l u s  lawyer support personnel. 

descr ibed i n  Figures 1.7 and 1.8 and i s  noth ing more than one component 

o f  a general workload measure. A f i g u r e  o f  44 can be i n t e r p r e t e d  t o  mean 

that ,  g iven t h e  c o u r t ' s  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  an opinion, 44 cases were disposed 

o f  by op in ion  f o r  each author ized judge/ jus t i ce  and lawyer support person 

assigned t o  t h a t  cour t .  

The t a b l e  does not  inc lude 

This l a t t e r  s t a t i s t i c  i s  

Data represent ing opinions w r i t t e n  b y  appe l la te  cour t  judges/ just ices 

are  laden w i t h  l i m i t a t i o n s  which a f f e c t  t h e i r  comparabi l i ty .  These data 

do not  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  among opinions o f  d i f f e r e n t  lengths. A per curiam 
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opinion in one court may be the functional equivalent of a full opinion 

in another court or a memorandum opinion in yet another. 

Beyond the problem of distinguishing among the various types of 

opinions (for which a control is exercised in Table 61, appellate courts 

make varied use of commissioners, law clerks, and other legal staff. 

Some courts may use support legal staff to draft opinions while others do 

not. For that reason, CSIM staff modified the more conventional 

statistic of "opinions per judge" to one o f  "opinions per judge/justice 

plus lawyer support staff" as displayed on Figures 1.7 and 1.8. 

modified statistic, however, is less than a perfect indicator of the 

level of work done by judges in these courts, and it is by no means an 

a1 1 -encompassing measure of a judge's work. 

writing are important components of a judge's daily activities (e.g., 

participating in oral arguments and conferences, reviewing briefs, etc). 

This 

Behaviors other than opinion 

Figure 1.7 presents data on the total opinions per 

judge/justice/lawyer staff in state courts of last resort for 1985. 

of the most refreshing aspects of Figure 1.7 is the large quantity of 

data--all but four states reported these data to the NCSC. 

California Supreme Court reports the lowest figure at 2.5 opinions per 

judge/justice/lawyer staff. 

Jersey, Michigan, and Louisiana, which all report less than four opinions 

per judge/justice/lawyer staff. 

capita figure with 23 opinions. Nebraska, Indiana, and Kansas also 

reported per capita figures in excess of 20. Most state courts of last 

resort clustered between 8.5 and 15.5 opinions per judge/justice/lawyer 

staff. 

One 

The 

California i s  grouped closely with New 

South Carolina reports the largest per 
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FIGURE 1.7 
Total opinions per judge/justice/lawyer staff, 

state courts of last resort, 1985 

ijority opinions 
judge/justice/lowyer 

Doto ore incomplet, 
LOW 10% (2.5-3.9) 
Next 20% (4.3-6.7) 
Mid 40% (8.6-15.5) 
Next 20% (16.1-19 
High 10% (20-23)  

e 

National Center for State Cour t s  

The per capita opinion count for intermediate appellate courts is 

displayed in Figure 1.8. The Arizona Court of Appeals reported the 

lowest figure with 4.9 opinions per judge/justice/lawyer staff. That 

court was grouped with intermediate appellate courts from New Mexico, 

Massachusetts, Alaska, and Hawaii. The largest per capita figure was 

- reported by the two IACs in Pennsylvania as 48.7. New Jersey, Michigan, 

and Kentucky were the other three states whose IACs reported per capita 

figures in excess of 45. As was the case with Figure 1.7, it is 

impressive to note the large amount o f  state intermediate appellate 

courts which report opinion data--only five states did not report data 

from all of their IACs (as noted by the triangle code in Figure 1.8). 

States without shading in Figure 1.8 do not have intermediate appellate 

courts. A comparison of Figures 1.7 and 1.8 clearly demonstrates that 
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FIGURE 1.8 
Total opinions per judge/justice/lawyer staff, 

state intermediate appellate courts, 1985 

Majority opinions 
7-y per judge/justice/lawyer 

b A All courts didn't reoort 

0 No intermediate court 

Next 20% ( 1  4.3- 19.9) 
Mid 40% (21.6-35.5) 
Next 20% (37.3-43.4)  
High 10% (46.3-48.7) 

LOW 10% ( 4  9-10.8) 

NOTE: See Table 6 for footnotes. 
Notional Center for Stote Courts 

judges/justices/lawyer staff in IACs are writing significantly more 

majority opinions than are their colleagues in the COLRs--a fact that may 

be attributed to the significantly larger mandatory caseloads handled by 

the IACs as evidenced in Table 2 (see Appendix A). Before comparing 

states, readers are alerted to control for the definitions of opinions 

provided in Table 6. 

C. Trial court caseload data 

1. Introduction, limitations, and trial court units of count. 

Trial court data received from the states are generally more detailed 

than appellate court data. Although the 1984 State Trial Court 

Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reportinq enabled staff to make 

quantum leaps forward in identifying units of count and the subject 

matter jurisdiction of trial courts, some specific limitations inhibit 
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comparisons of the data presented in this Report. Among the problems are 

( 1 )  the lack of uniform case classifications; (2) the lack of uniform 

ways of counting cases; ( 3 )  the lack of complete data reported by the 

courts; (4 )  questions related to the validity of data collected, both 

published and unpublished; and (5) variations in the subject matter 

jurisdiction of the courts. 

The first problem in comparing data from trial courts is the lack of 

uniformity in case classification. 

classified in the case categories vary among the states. For example, 

DWI cases may be counted with criminal cases in one state and with 

traffic cases in another. 

addressed in the 1984 State Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for 

Statistical Reporting. Nevertheless, one concern beyond the resources of 

the - Guide relates to the various internal state case classification 

systems. For example, what may be classified in the criminal code of one 

state as a felony may be classified as a misdemeanor in another. The 

only way to control for these differences is to aggregate the felony and 

misdemeanor counts into one statewide criminal figure. 

Case categories and the data 

This sort of classification problem has been 

The second problem deals with the various methods of counting cases. 

For example, domestic relations cases (e.g., divorce and support/custody 

issues) are the largest single civil casetype, yet it is also the area 

whose methods of counting we know the least about. 

dimensions of this problem which can affect the size of domestic 

relations caseloads: 

decided as one case, or two cases representing separate issues?; Do 

states report uncontested as well as contested divorces?; and How do 

There are three major 

Is the divorce issue and the support/custody issue 
! 

42 

I 



states report reopened or reinstated divorce and support/custody 

issues--are they reported as new filings or treated as postconviction 

proceedings and enforcement matters? Answers to these questions are 

being prepared for the 1986 edition o f  this series. Figures D and F, 

located in Appendix B, identify other problems related to counting 

criminal and juvenile cases. The reader should carefully examine these 

figures before comparing caseloads. 

The third problem in comparing data among trial courts is the lack of 

complete statistics. Some states report only total caseload. Others 

report individual case categories but do not describe the contents o f  

those categories. For example, a state may report total civil and 

criminal data but not identify whether they include estate, domestic 

relations, or mental health cases. 

making interstate comparisons. 

not consistent in reporting their data. 

for example, may give detailed category breakdowns, whereas the limited 

jurisdiction court may report only total civil, criminal, juvenile, and 

traffic/other violation cases or not report at all. 

funding of all courts on this problem is an unknown quantity. 

This omission presents a problem when 

In addition, there are states that are 

The general jurisdiction court, 

The impact o f  state 

The fourth problem involves the validity of the data collected, both 

published and unpublished. One of the major factors in data validity is 

the chance for human error. Many elements (hidden data, transposition of 

figures, double counting of cases, manner used to verify data, the use of 

audits) contribute to the scope of this problem. 

verification techniques have been implemented by state court 

Although many data 
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administrators and by CSIM Project staff to minimize errors, no 

verification process guarantees absolute accuracy. 

The final problem is variation in the subject matter jurisdiction at 

the various trial court levels. In 1985 six states (Illinois, Idaho, 

Iowa, Massachusetts, Missouri, and South Dakota), the District of 

Columbia, and Guam handled all cases in general jurisdiction courts. 

most other states, such as Florida and New Jersey, general jurisdiction 

courts process only major criminal and civil cases, while other more 

minor cases are handled in the limited jurisdiction courts. The 1985 

State Court System Charts in Part three of this volume illustrate the 

number and type of trial courts among the states. This difference in 

court structures may also affect filing and disposition information. 

Finally, Figure C (see Appendix B) provides information on the various 

dollar amount jurisdictions of the various courts--a factor that is known 

to affect the volume of cases reported (especially in small claims cases 

as noted in part two). 

In 

The term "state trial court" refers to any non-federal trial court 

within a state's geographical jurisdiction; it is not restricted to 

courts funded by the state. J 

The remainder of this section describes the total reported criminal 

and civil caseloads for the nation; presents maps which illustrate the 

filing rates for civil, criminal, and juvenile cases in all the state 

trial courts; and separately displays the clearance rates for c vil, 

criminal, and juvenile cases in all state trial courts, and for general 

jurisdiction courts as well. Tables which provide a more detai ed look 

at these measures (i.e., court by court) appear in Appendix A. The data 
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presented are the core casetypes (civil, criminal, juvenile, and 

traffic/other violation); however, the CSIM 1985 database has filing and 

disposition data for all of the CSIM casetypes appearing in Appendix D. 

These data elements can be obtained by contacting CSIM Project staff at 

the National Center for State Courts. 

2. Reported national totals of trial court civil and criminal 
cases. 

One of the ultimate goals of this Project is to estimate the total 

national civil and criminal caseloads in the state trial courts; however, 

as is the case with the appellate data, trial-level data reported to the 

NCSC are not sufficiently complete to employ estimating procedures (see 

Appendix C). In short, there are not enough jurisdictions reporting 

complete and comparable data--a situation complicated by the large number 

of controlling factors which would need to be implemented--e.g., the 

number of variations in the criminal unit o f  count (see Figure D in 

Appendix B). 

There is some value, however, in simply aggregating the total 

criminal and civil cases reported to the NCSC (albeit an incomplete 

number). Table 7 (see Appendix A) provides the total, nationally 

reported civil and criminal cases for general and limited jurisdiction 

courts. It identifies the data by three categories: ( 1 )  the number of 

reported complete and comparable cases, (2) the number o f  reported 

complete cases which include some other casetypes, and (3) the number o f  

reported cases that are either incomplete or are incomplete and include 

some other casetypes. 
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Table 7 also describes the percentage of the states’ populations 

which are represented by the data. 

percentage of the total population of states reporting complete data for 

either their general jurisdiction courts or all o f  their limited 

jurisdiction courts. For example, a state which has two limited 

jurisdiction courts, but complete data from only one of them, would not 

be counted in section II.A.3 of Table 7, but the reported cases from the 

one court would be counted in section 1I.A of Table 7. 

comparable civil data from general jurisdiction courts were available 

from states representing only 23% of the population in 1985, while 

criminal data were available from over half o f  the population (54%). 

Complete and comparable civil data from limited jurisdiction courts were 

available from states covering 36% of the total U.S. population, while 

not a single state reported complete and comparable criminal data from 

all of its limited jurisdiction courts (only six limited jurisdiction 

courts reported such data). 

This statistic represents the 

\ 

Complete and 

The data in Table 7 are aggregate and, d.ue to controls already 

exercised on this table, are reported without regard to units of count. 

This problem is especially troublesome for the criminal case count. 

Additionally, the total civil and criminal figures are incomplete and may 

unintentionally include some juvenile and traffic cases which could not 

be separated from the civil and criminal casetypes. 

not estimates and are not comparable to estimates or reported figures 

from previous editions of this Report. 

These figures are 

General jurisdiction courts reported approximately 7.6 mil 1 ion civil 

and 3 million criminal cases to the NCSC in 1985. There are an 
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additional 6.8 million civil and 6.4 million criminal cases in limited 

jurisdiction courts reported to the NCSC. 

figures reported to the NCSC for 1985 were 14.4 million civil cases and 

9.3 million criminal cases. 

the CSIM casetypes of juvenile and traffic/other violation. 

figures wi 1 1  be computed when sufficient interest just if ies the 

generation of those totals. Total traffic figures, however, are affected 

by too many uncontrolled factors (Do they include parking cases?, Do they 

include uncontested as well as contested cases?, and To what extent are 

traffic cases handled by administrative agencies as opposed to the 

courts?). CSIM staff will control for these factors in generating 

traffic figures for the next edition of this series. 

The incomplete, national 

These figures are not designed to include 

Juvenile 

3. Trial court filing rates per 100,000. 

Table 8 (see Appendix A) lists every state trial court and the grand 

total filings and dispositions reported for each of those courts. Table 

8 also indicates the overall jurisdiction of the courts, the types of 

parking data reported, and the criminal units of count. 

include civil, criminal, juvenile, and traff ic/other violation data where 

appropriate. 

affected by the traffic data (which are reported independently in Table 

11 ,  Appendix A). 

parking cases, not surprisingly, have significantly arger filing rates. 

Therefore, maps of grand total filing figures genera ly are not 

meaningful. 

civil, criminal, and juvenile cases only. 

These figures 

The grand total filings per 100,000 population are largely 

State courts that include uncontested and contested 

For that reason, maps displayed in this section will be 
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Fi 1 ings per 100,000 population compensate for variations in state 

population and provide a more realistic basis for comparison of caseloads 

among states of various sizes. 

for the civil figures, the total adult population is used for the 

criminal maps, and the total juvenile population (18 years or less) is 

employed for the juvenile maps. 

The total state population is employed 

Figure 1.9 displays the total civil filings in state trial courts per 

The civil data include tort, contract, 100,000 total population in 1985. 

real property rights, smal 1 claims, domestic relations, estate, mental 

health, and civil appeals from limited to general jurisdiction courts. 

Of the thirty-three states where all trial courts reported some civil 

data, Hawaii reported the lowest figure of 4,450, while the District of 

Columbia reported the highest figure of 23,799 (most likely attributed to 

landlord-tenant cases). Delaware and Virginia join the District of 

Columbia in the cluster of states with the highest rates. 

harder to develop such a clear category at the low end of the spectrum. 

It is much 

From Hawaii through New Jersey, the filing rates increase at relatively 

smal 1 increments with only minimally discernible clusters. The court 

level data for Figure 1.9 appear in Table 9 (see Appendix A). 

Total criminal filings in state trial courts per 100,000 adult 

population for 1985 are displayed in Figure 1.10. 

where some criminal data are reported by all the state trial courts. 

Criminal data are intended to include the major casetypes of felonies, 

misdemeanors, DWIs, and criminal appeals from the 1 imited jurisdiction 

courts to the general jurisdiction courts. 

criminal filings per 100,000 in Kansas to 15,677 fn Delaware. Louisiana, 

There are 35 states 

The values range from 1,769 



FIGURE 1.9 
Total civil filings in state trial courts per 100,000 total population, 1985 

per 1oo.oM) pop 

0 All cour t s  didn't repor t  
LOW 10% ( 4 4 5 0 - 4 4 6 7 )  
Next 20% (4895 .5102)  

IfB Mid 40% (5397 .6692)  

NOTE: See table 9 for footnotes. 
National Center for State Courts, 1987.  

FIGURE 1.10 
Total criminal filings in state trial courts per 100,000 adult population, 1985 

par 100,000 odult DOP 

0 All courts didn't report 
B LOW 10% (1769.3071)  
W Next 20% (3757.4719) 
!&! Mid 40% (4915-7212)  

Next 20% (7570-10392)  
el. High 10% (11472-15677)  

NOTE: See Table 10 for footnotes. 
National Center for State Courts, 1987. 
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with 15,518 filings per 100,000, is not far behind Delaware. These 

extraordinarily large values for Louisiana and Delaware are largely 

attributed to the collapsing of ordinance violation data with the regular 

state offenses. These types of explanations are readily available in the 

footnotes of the tables affiliated with each map. The court level data 

for Figure 1.10 are in Table 10 (see Appendix A). 

The total juvenile filings in state trial courts per 100,000 juvenile 

population in 1985 are illustrated fn Figure 1.11. Almost 80% of the 

states reported some juvenile data from all of the courts with juvenile 

jurisdiction. The primary reason for this widespread reporting of data 

is that, unlike the civil and criminal casetypes which usually have 

jurisdiction in a variety of general and limited jurisdiction courts, the 

forty states with data displayed in Figure 1.11 have juvenile 

jurisdiction primarily vested in a single court--it is therefore easier 

to collect and report the data. The values range from 549 filings per 

100,000 juvenile population in Montana to 9,051 in the District of 

Columbia. 

Appendix A ) .  

The court level data for Figure 1.11 are in Table 12 (see 

An examination of all three maps yields several noteworthy 

observations. 

juvenile and civil maps (Figures 1.9 and 1.11) and has among the highest 

reported criminal filings per 100,000 population. The data are probably 

attributable to the fact that the District of Columbia is a city not a 

state, and the population density factor may have a disproportionate 

impact on its numbers. 

rates. 

The District of Columbia reports the highest values in the 

Delaware and Virginia also report high-filing 
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FIGURE 1.1 1 
Total juvenile filings in state trial courts per 100,000 juvenile population, 1985 

venile Filinas 
100,000 juvenile pop 

A \ -- 
NOTE: See Table 12 for footnotes.  
National Center for  State Courts, 1987. - .0 

All courts didn't report 
LOW 10% (549-781) 
Next 20% (884-1238) 
Mid 40% (1277-2616) 
N e x t  20% (2827-4581) 
High 10% (5391-9051) 

Finally, the most highly populated states reporting data to the NCSC 

are reporting filing rates in the low-to-mid spectrum of the continuum 

for a1 1 three casetypes (California, Florida, I1 linois, and New York) . 
An examination of the footnotes does not provide any uniform or 

significant explanation for the distribution of their data. Readers are 

reminded that the primary function o f  these maps is to note differences 

among the states and then to try and explain those differences. Whatever 

patterns readers may note, they are always encouraged to check with the 

footnotes listed in the appropriate tables at the back of this volume. 

4. Clearance rates in the state trial courts. 

In order for states to be displayed on the clearance rate maps, they 

had to report comparable filing and disposition data for whatever 

casetype is being evaluated. A clearance rate is not computed if the 

51 



number of filings is footnoted differently than the number o f  

dispositions. 

the legends used on the maps. 

criminal clearance rates; one represents total state figures, and the 

second represents the work at the general jurisdiction court(s) 

most states have a single court with juvenile jurisdiction, only a single 

statewide map is needed to display the juvenile data--the total statewide 

map and the general jurisdiction map are almost identical. 

The section on appellate court clearance rates describes 

Two maps are presented for civil and 

Since 

Figure 1.12 illustrates the total civil dispositions as a percentage 

of filings in the state trial courts for 1985. 

presenting comparable data, Alaska reported the lowest clearance rate of 

69%, while Idaho reported the largest rate of 102%. Alaska, California, 

Florida, and Utah all have rates of less than 90%. Wisconsin and Idaho 

O f  the twenty states 

FIGURE 1.12 
Total civil dispositions as a percent of filings in the state trial courts, 1985 

Clearance Rate 
(Disp/File) * 100 

0 Dlsp/File not c 
a 69% to 89% 
m 90% to 94% 
E3 95% to 99% 
I 100% to 102% 

:ompoi roble 
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are clearing their dockets, with Virginia, Indiana, and Delaware 

reporting clearance rates of 9Yk. 

total state civil filings and dispositions report clearance rates in 

excess of 95%. 

Two-thirds of the states reporting 

The amount of clearance rate data for civil cases increases 

significantly when we examine the general jurisdiction courts only.. 

Figure 1.13 displays civil dispositions as a percentage of filings in 41 

state general jurisdiction courts for 1985. The values range from a low 

of 60%' in the Connecticut Superior Court to a high of 116% in the Wyoming 

District Court. 

clearance rates for their civil cases in excess of 100%. At the same 

time, ten statewide general jurisdiction courts reported clearance rates 

for civil caseload below 90%. 

Eleven statewide general jurisdiction courts reported 

FIGURE 1.13 
Civil dispositions as a percent of filings in state general jurisdiction courts, 1985 

oronce Rote  
>/me) 100 

Disp/File not c 

90% IO 94% 
95% to 99% 
100% to 116% 

60% to 89% 
ornpai roble 
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Of the twelve states which reported both statewide civil clearance 

rates from more than one court level and general jurisdiction clearance 

rates, six reported similar rates (see Figures 1.12 and 1-13). 

California, Alaska, and Florida reported clearance rates of less than 

90%, and North Carolina, North Dakota, and Ohio reported rates between 

95%-99%. Three states, Indiana, Kentucky, and Utah, reported clearance 

rates exceeding 100% in their general jurisdiction courts, while 

reporting lower clearance rates for their total court systems. Finally, 

Delaware, Minnesota, and Virginia reported lower clearance rates in the 

general jurisdiction courts than in their statewide systems. The 

specific court level data for civil clearance rates is located in Table 9 

(see Appendix A). 

Figure 1.14 displays total criminal dispositions as a percentage of 

filings in the state trial courts in 1985. 

comparable filing and disposition data systemwide, the values ranged from 

85% in Maine and South Dakota to 112% in Minnesota. Minnesota was joined 

by the District of Columbia, Kansas, Michigan, and New Jersey in 

reporting statewide criminal clearance rates in excess of 1OoX. Maine 

and South Dakota are also joined by California, Florida, Indiana, and 

Utah in reporting criminal clearance rates of less than 90%. 

Of the 25 states reporting 

The criminal clearance rates for state general jurisdiction courts 

are displayed in Figure 1.15. 

disposition and filing information, enabling staff to compute criminal 

clearance rates for their general jurisdiction courts in 1985. 

Generally, the criminal cases handled in general jurisdiction courts are 

felonies and the more serious misdemeanors (except in single-tiered 

Forty-five states report comparable 
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FIGURE 1.14 
Total criminal dispositions as a percent of filings in the state trial courts, 1985 

(85%)/HIGH ( 1  12%) 

LOW (85%)$ 
w y  

f 
t 

Clearance Rate 
(Disp/Fk) 0 100 

0 Disp/File not c 
0 5 %  to 0 9 %  
9 0 %  to 9 4 %  
9 5 %  to 9 9 %  I \v 1 0 0 %  to  112% 

NOTE: See Table 10 for footnotes.  
National Center for State Courts, 1987 

.orn~a i  roble 

FIGURE 1.1 5 
Criminal dispositions as a percent of 

filings in state general jurisdiction courts, 1985 

iaronce Rote 
p/file) 100 

Disp/File not c 
0 5 %  to 0 9 %  
9 0 %  to 94% 
95% to  9 9 %  
1 0 0 %  to 1 3 9 %  

:omparable 

- .a -% Notional Center for  State Courts, 1987. 
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systems which handle all criminal matters). The criminal clearance rate 

values range from a ow of 85% in the Rhode Island Superior Court and the 

South Dakota Circuit Court to a high of 139% in the Minnesota District 

Court. One-third of the general jurisdiction courts reporting data in 

Figure 1.15 report clearance rates in excess of 100%, with another five 

statewide courts disposing of 99% of their filings. At the other end of 

the spectrum, only five statewide general jurisdiction courts report 

criminal clearance rates of less than 90%. 

’ 

Of the fifteen states which reported both statewide criminal 

clearance rates from more than one court and general jurisdiction 

clearance rates, six reported similar systemwide rates and general 

jurisdiction court rates (e.g., Florida and Maine reported less than 9a, 
and Minnesota exceeded 100%). Five states reported higher criminal 

clearance rates in their general jurisdiction courts than in the 

aggregate of a1 1 of their courts (California, Indiana, Kentucky, Utah, 

and Virginia), while Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, and Rhode Island 

reported lower criminal clearance rates in their general jurisdiction 

courts than they experienced in all of their courts statewide. It might 

be interesting to research the impact of speedy trial legislation on 

criminal clearance rates in the state courts. The data used to develop 

Figures 1.14 and 1.15 are in Table 10 (see Appendix A). 

Figure 1.16 displays information on the total juvenile dispositions 

as a percentage of filings in the state trial courts, 1985. A single 

court has jurisdiction in 29 of the 33 states reporting juvenile 

clearance rates. Some of the states with single court jurisdiction have 

data reported from general jurisdiction courts and others from 1 imited 
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jurisdiction courts. 

from a low of 70% in Alaska and Arizona to a high of 112% in North 

Carolina. Almost 40% of the states report juvenile clearance rates in 

excess of loo%, while seven states report clearance.rates of less than 

The values of juvenile case clearance rates range 

90% (of which four have rates of less than 80%). 

Figure 1.16 can be found in Table 12 (see Appendix A ) .  

Specific data for I 

Finally, of the seven states reporting clearance rate data for civil, 

criminal, and juvenile casetypes, California and Florida reported 

relatively low rates across all casetypes; Idaho and North Carolina 

reported consistently high rates across all casetypes; and Indiana, 

Kansas, and South Dakota reported significantly different rates depending 

on the casetype. 

FIGURE 1.16 
Total juvenile dispositions as a percent of filings in the state trial courts, 1985 

npor 'oblf 
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sumnary tables provided in the back of this 

these differences encourages efforts at exp 

D. Final observations 

The maps used in this section are a useful method to highlight 

differences among the states on variables listed in the twelve core 

volume. The highlighting of 

anation, some o f  which may be 

notes to the tables or the other figures. Although some 

ons for these differences may have been offered in the 

the thrust of this volume is one of description rather 

on 

found in the foo 

fcursory explanat 

preceeding text, 

than explanation. Future volumes should expend more resources 

explanation. 

As the quantity and quality of the data improve, efforts w 1 1  be made 

to develop maps which present more comparable data (as is the case in 

part two of the Report). For this issue, however, the maps serve only as 

an alternative to, not a replacement of, the tables as a mode of data 

tional graphic 

to illustrate some of 

presentation. In the future, staff will use add 

techniques (e.g., pie charts, 1 ine graphs, etc.) 

the national tendencies noted in the text. 
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Notes 

1. 
Rico" becomes very cumbersome. 
"states" and "court systems" will be used for the reporting units that 
include the District of Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico. 

Repetition of "50 states, the District of Columbia, Guam, and Puerto 
Throughout the rest of this report, 

2. National Court Statistics Project, National Center for State Courts, 
State Court Caseload Statistics: 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1978). 

The State of the Art (Washington, D.C.: 

3. National Court Statistics Project. National Center for State Courts, 
State Court Model Annual Report (iilljamsburg, VA: National Center for - 
State Courts, 1980). 

4. National Court Statistics Project, National Center for State Courts, 

Center for State Courts, 1984). 

(Washington, D.C. : U.S. 
ment (Williamsburg, VA: National 

5. C1 ifford and Jensen, Court Case Management Information Systems Manual 
(Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State Courts, 1983). 

6. Clifford and Roper, Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical 
Reporting (Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State Courts, 1985). 

7. Roper, 1984 State Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical 
Reporting (killiamsburg, VA: National Center tor State Courts, 1985). 

8. U.S. Bureau of the Census, Statistical Abstract of the United States: - 1984 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1984). 
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Part two 

Civil litigation in state 
trial courts: 1981 -1 985 
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Introduction 

Groups and individuals from among the states may assert varied claims 

about the volume of court filings based on their state's experiences. 

The results of this study provide evidence that the per capita filing 

rates of tort, contract, real property rights, and small claims cases, 

and changes in their per capita filing rates, vary significantly among 

states reporting complete and comparable data between 1981 and 1985 and 

that such differences are currently difficult to explain--a fact which 

precludes any national generalizations. 

increasing in some states, decreasing in others, and remaining 

essentially unchanged in still other jurisdictions (see also, 1984 Annual 

Report, National Center for State Courts, 1986a). Therefore, it is not 

These filing rates are 

especially surprising that there remain significant differences o f  J 

opinion as to the existence of any national trends in civil litigation 

filings among state trial courts. This Report highlights these 
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differences in filing rates and places these findings in context with 

other issues relevant to civil litigation. 

Studies reviewed by Daniels (1985) provide a historical look at 

caseloads in the trial courts. After trying to apply a common 

theoretical perspective to these studies ( i  .e., a social development 

model 1, he identifies a comnon thread in their f indings--f i 1 ing patterns 

in state trial courts are cyclical and nonlinear (e.g., McIntosh, 

1980-1981; Friedman and Percival, 1976). This does not mean filings are 

unpredictable; it simply means they cannot be predicted in a straight, 

linear fashion. 

long-term patterns of litigation in a few local jurisdictions. 

current study provides the most comprehensive national picture possible 

of the distribution of selected civil litigation in state courts, 

identifies the current status of such filings (or a snapshot in the 

current cycle), and places the research in context to avoid its 

misinterpretation in the national debate on tort reform. 

These case studies provide valuable insights of the 

The 

The national debate on tort reform captured the attention of the 

media, legislators, and legal comnunity and was responsible for 

significantly increasing the number of questions related to'the 

litigiousness of Americans. 

Management Project (CSIM) of the National Center for State Courts (NCSC) 

received questions from a variety of interested parties, among them the 

state courts, the bar, state and federal legislators, the insurance 

industry, and the media. 

is the state courts, and since state court personnel must respond to 

1 egi s lat i ve inquiries regarding judici a1 work loads and processing issues , 

, 

The Court Statistics and Information 

Given that the NCSC's primary constituent group 
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this part of State Court Caseload Statistics: Annual Report, 1985 is 

devoted to answering questions regarding the caseloads of selected civi 1 

casetypes in state trial courts. 

The 1985 Report places the data in a typology which organizes the 

multidimensional research questions raised by the a1 leged "crisis" in 

civil litigation. 

used to collect these data and presents three sections of findings 

related to trends in civil filings: one on tort, contract, and real 

property rights cases (i.e., general civil); another on tort cases 

exclusively; and a final section on small claims data as they are 

relevant to the issue of the public's 1 tigiousness. 

Part two of the Report then discusses the methodology 

Each of these three data sets yield a unique set of findings. All 

three case categories are characterized by wide variation among the 

states in filings per capita and changes in filings per capita. 

Additionally, while the small claims data do not indicate any significant 

increases in filings (except where there was an increase in dollar amount 

jurisdiction), there is evidence of changes in filing patterns for the 

other civil casetypes among several states (i.e., more states are 

experiencing increases than decreases or no significant changes). 

general pattern initially noted in the 1984 Annual Report, however, 

continues to document that some states are experiencing increases, others 

decreases, and others are not reporting any significant changes. 

Those data, however, tell only a small part of the story. Despite 

The 

encouraging signs regarding advancements in the quality and quantity of 

data, a significant amount of relevant data remain uncollected by the 

state and local courts. The lack of complete, comprehensive data renders 
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any attempt at providing real istic national caseload forecasts, with 

these casetypes, a futile exercise. 

been tremendous progress in improving data collection methods. 

Annual Report continues this scientific endeavor to document progress in 

collecting and using state court caseload statistics to address 

significant pol icy concerns. 

Quite clearly, however, there has 

This - 1985 
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Dimensions of the litigation "crisis"* 

In recent years, the term "crisis" has been frequently used to 

describe a variety of issues pertaining to selected civil litigation in 

the nation's courts (see, e.g., Insurance Information Institute, 1986). 

The term can be employed to describe the incidence of wrongful acts 

Americans perpetrate on each other; the general public's propensity to 

litigate; the impact of litigation on the workload of the courts and 

their ability to manage that workload; the size of civil jury awards; or 

the omnipresent concern over the financial costs o f  civil litigation to 

society as a whole. Despite efforts to define crisis, however, it 

appears that proponents from both sides of the debate agree that, in 

recent years, the cost and availability o f  selected types o f  liability 

insurance has reached crisis proportions (see, Anderson, 1986:84; Joint 

Subcommittee, 1987:6-7; Jones, 1986:19, 22-34; Willard, 1986:188). 

Nevertheless, the correlates of any insurance crisis and the relationship 

between the civil caseload of courts and the availability and 

67 



affordabil 

1 i terature 

ty of certain lines 

on the topic of civ 

of insurance remains 

1 litigation is deve 

of these issues (see, e.g., Trubek, et al., 1983). 

unclear. A research 

oping to address many 

Although the publicity surrounding the debate on the magnitude of 

civil litigation can generate more confusion than clarity, it also 

enables researchers, legislators, and insurance industry analysts to 

identify the true complexity of this issue and to refine testable 

propositions. 

C S I M  Project requested information on the number o f  total civil filings 

in the state courts. 

number of tort, contract, and real property rights cases. In response to 

subsequent questions, the case breakdown was narrowed to tort cases only, 

then to a separation of auto from non-auto tort cases, and finally to a 

categorization of tort casetypes detailed enough to distinguish product 

1 iability and medical malpractice cases. 

with an elusive research goal resulting from rapidly changing research 

For example, telephone cal Is initially received by the 

CSIM responses to these questions focused on the 

In short, researchers grappled 

questions.: 

In order to provide an overview of the dynamics of civil litigation, 

the various dimensions of the process should be studied over ,time. These 

dimensions should be. evaluated in different jurisdictions to test their 

applicability to civil litigation generally. For example, are there 

differences between state and federal courts on various aspects of the 

civil litigation process or between trial and appellate courts? 

Additionally, dimensions of the litigation process should be studied 

employing the most detailed casetypes available to avoid the potential 

problems with using aggregate data. 
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Since the litigation crisis is multidimensional, care should be taken 

to specify the particular dimension of the crisis being referenced rather 

than treating all aspects as if they were interchangeable. Each of the 

following dimensions is often linked to the litigation crisis in one way 

or another. A typology of these dimensions is more clearly spelled out 

in Roper (1986). 

different facet of the problem, and they are not synonymous: 

However, it should suffice to note here that each is a 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

The 

The total scope of disputing in society. 

The incidence of formal litigation. 

The outcomes of dispute resolution. 

The impact of substantive law. 

The behavior of "third parties," such as lawyers and insurance 

companies. 

The nature of disputes. 

The resources available for dispute resolution. 

The costs of resolving disputes. 

The treatment of outcomes in the media. 

second dimension of the above typology assesses the incidence of 

formal litigation (see, e.g., Stookey, 1987; Galanter, 1983) on the 

problem and represents the only 

This dimension refers to the PO 

unable to resolve their dispute 

however, in no way implies that 

dimension addressed by this monograph. 

nt in the process where the parties are 

and turn to the courts. A court filing, 

an actual trial or formal adjudication 

will follow. 

percentage o f  petitions/complaints actually go to trial (see, e.g., 

Flango, Roper, and Elsner, 1983). More recently, Mahoney et al. (1987) 

In fact, the available evidence suggests that only a small 
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found that between 1% and 11 %  of general civil cases reached verdict in 

the seventeen major urban courts evaluated as part of the NCSC's 

initiative to study delay in the state trial courts. 

majority of cases are either settled, withdrawn, or defaulted. This 

second dimension is concerned with the following types of questions: 

What types of cases are being filed and with what frequency? Are people 

using the courts more today than previously? 

The overwhelming 

Although this report describes the frequency of selected civil 

casetypes, it does not define, in empirical terms, the point at which a 

crisis occurs in each of the earlier outlined dimensions. A crisis may 

be declared at different times for different people and institutions. 

For example, a litigation crisis to a court administrator may be defined 

as the point at which the available court resources can no longer match 

the incoming caseload--regardless of the percent increase in that 

caseload. For the insurance industry, however, a crisis may be defined 

as excessive and unpredictable increases in the frequency and severity of 

losses--increases that can result from more incidents, more cases, 

disproportionate increases in the number of plaintiff verdicts, etc. 

plaintiff attorneys and injured parties, the term litigation crisis 

assumes meaning only after the ability to litigate is restricted either 

by statute or by excessive delays in the courts. The percent changes in 

filings for selected civil casetypes are simply reported in this 

monograph, and evaluations of their magnitude and possible effects are 

left to the reader. 

To 

The remainder of this monograph out1 ines a methodology and presents 

some empirical evidence that can be used in evaluating the second 
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dimension of the litigation crisis: the extent to which the number o f  

selected civil case filings in the state trial courts has changed in 

recent years. 
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Methodology 

A complete description o f  the CSIM Project and issues related to the 

sources of all caseload data reported in this volume is fully presented 

in part one. 

A. Casetypes selected for analysis 

This monograph examines three groups of casetypes that may measure 

the public's propensity to litigate. 

contracts, and real property rights cases that are conventionally 

referenced as "civil lawsuits." The second group of cases is restricted 

exclusively to torts. Torts were chosen because they are the focus of 

the current debate, have generated the most controversy, and represent 

the civi casetype that may consume more trial resources than any other 

category o f  civil case. Mahoney et al. (1987) have documented the 

importan e of studying tort trials by noting that, depending on the 

court, tort cases can comprise a substantial portion of all general civil 

trials. For example, the percentage of tort cases in the samples ranged 

The first group consists o f  torts, 
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from 20% (Miami) to 89% (Oakland). When possible, tort filings will be 

further defined by their subcasetypes (e.g., auto and non-auto torts, 

medical malpractice, and product liability filings). 

Since small claims procedures make the courts more easily accessible, 

are relatively inexpensive to file and conduct, and provide a 

comparatively speedy disposition of justice. Small claims filings 

represent a third measure of the public's propensity to litigate. 

Additionally, smal 1 claims consist of various combinations of the three 

case groups used in this study, i.e., tort, contract, and real property 

rights filings. Studying small claims also facilitates a comparison of 

1 imited and general jurisdiction courts regarding the frequency o f  formal 

litigation. For example, do the filing patterns noted in general 

jurisdiction courts para1 le1 those in 1 imited jurisdiction courts?; or 

How does an increase or decrease of filings in one court level affect the 

filings in another court level? Readers are reminded, however, that the 

most serious personal injury cases, which have received the most 

attention during recent years, are filed in general jurisdiction courts. 

The definitions of torts and small claims cases are available in the 

State Court Model Statistical Dictionary. The terminology used by the 

states to report these cases are translated into CSIM Project model terms 

through use of individual state court profiles that are prepared every 

year for each state court (and updated from State Trial Court 

Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting). 

B. Dates chosen for trend data 

Any effort to identify trends limits the CSIM data to those states 

which reported data in comparable terms over the entire time span. 
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Therefore, states that have been improving their data collection 

practices to the point of only recently being able to report such 

information were included in the tables but excluded from the trend 

analysis.' The more current and shorter the time span under 

examination, the greater the number of courts that can be included in the 

study. Additionally, extended time-series analysis introduces other 

complicating factors that might affect increasing or decreasing 

caseloads, such as court consolidation, changes in dollar amount and 

subject matter jurisdictions, and the introduction of mediation and 

arbitration programs. 

restricted to 1981-1985 for torts, contracts, and real property rights 

cases in order to maximize the use o f  available data and portray a more 

The time frame for this research has been 

complete national picture. This time frame also represents a salient 

period with reference to the national debate on tort reform. The year 

1981 was chosen as the starting point because the State Trial Court 

Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting was first applied to the 

1981 data.' Overall, this strategy renders the most current and 

complete data available. 

Annual Report for some preliminary data on this topic which evidence an 

increase in fi 1 ings between 1978-1981 --yet another segment of the cycle 

The reader, however, is directed to the - 1984 

in court filings. 

Although we are able to compare the 1985 tort data to the 1981 tort 

data presented in the 1984 Annual Report, we are unable to make that same 

comparison for the small claims data because of the impact of changes in 

the dollar amount jurisdiction on new filings and an inability to 

, 
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identify these changes during that earlier time period. For this reason, 

small claims data will be evaluated for 1984-1985 only. 

C. Using population as a control for noting increases in new 
filings 

Earlier volumes of the State Court Caseload Statistics: Annual Report 

series clearly documented that the best single predictor of civil filings 

in the state trial courts is the total state population. In these 

volumes, total population accounted for over 90% of the variance in civil 

filings among the state courts. Therefore, any change in civil filing 

rates, over time, needs to control statistically for total population. 

This monograph implements the control by presenting filings per 100,000 

population. 

Filings per 100,000 population represents only the most basic 

control. 

population since it controls for only a one-to-one relationship, while 

the relationship between population and the number of filings may not be 

linear as a result of such factors as urban crowding (filings may 

increase exponentially with a constant increase in population). 

It may oversimplify the relationship between caseload and 

D. Limitations on the data 

The data presented here represent the most comprehensive data 

available for tort and small claims filings in the state trial courts, 

yet they have several limitations. First, the findings are relevant to 

only one of the earlier outlined dimensions--the magnitude of formal 

litigation. Although the data represent a significant number of states 

(which appear to be representative), they do not include all states nor 

are they designed to address the workload o f  the federal trial 
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 court^.^ Some states are reporting data from local courts (e.g., Civil 

Court of New York City) in addition to statewide courts (e.g., statewide 

circuit courts). 

not identify the ever present local "hotspots" o f  litigation. In 

addition, the data are applicable to 1981-1985 and are only as valid as 

the data reported to the states from local jur sdi~tions.~ Finally, 

the availability of medical malpractice and product liability data, which 

are the primary casetypes at issue in the liability insurance debate, is 

extremely limited. 

The data represent aggregate statewide figures and do 
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Findings 

A. General civil filings: tort, contract, and real property rights 

Table 2.1 illustrates the total number of tort, contract, and real 

1981 -1 985 

property filings and their filings per capita for the years 1981, 1984, 

and 1985. For inclusion in Table 2.1, a court must have reported an 

identifiable tort, contract, and real property rights caseload separate 

from all other civil cases. 

all court levels for the years 1981-1985, but comparable data were 

available from the general jurisdiction courts in twelve states. 

Additional comparable data were available from another nineteen statewide 

limited jurisdiction courts in fourteen states. Another four courts in 

four different states began reporting comparable data in 1985. 

Very few states reported complete data from 

The last two columns represent the percent change in filings per 

100,000 population for the periods 1981 -1984 and 1984-1985. 

the percent changes between the two columns enables one to note 

Comparing 
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fluctuations in the filing cycle (Le., How do the most recent data, 

1984-1985, compare to the previous three year period, 1981 -1984?) 

One pattern continues to emerge as the Project studies comparable 

state caseload data--there is tremendous variance among the states 

regarding raw filing rates per 100,000 population (when you compare 

complete state data and not individual courts) and regarding changes in 

those filing rates. 

examination of Table 2.1. Such variance is not an insignificant 

observation but strikes at the heart of attempts to generate "national 

figures." An aggregate national figure tends to mask those state 

differences. This problem, however, para1 lels a situation regarding 

compilation of state figures which mask variance at the local level. 

Therefore, this monograph presents only the state figures in lieu of 

compiling a national total. 

These differences can be easily gleaned from a short 

Although the data displayed in Table 2.1 represent a snapshot in 

time, they capture what appears to be a change in the filing cycle noted 

in the 1984 Annual Report. Between 1981 and 1984, courts in 22 states 

experienced decreases in filings, while nine other courts recorded 

increased filing activity. This sharply contrasts with the findings 

between the one-year period o f  1984-1985 when nineteen statewide courts 

recorded increases in case filings, while twelve experienced decreases or 

no significant changes. This change represents an interesting turnaround 

over the span of a single.year. The extent to which this change persists 

will have to be monitored in coming years to ensure it does not represent 

an aberration in the previously noted trend. 
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When comparing the two time periods (1981-1984 and 1984-19851, Table 

2.2 illustrates that six courts recorded increases during both periods; 

thirteen courts experienced a change in their filing cycles from 

decreases during the 1981 -1984 period t o  increases between 1984-1985; 

eight courts reported decreases during both periods; and three courts 

reversed their f i 1 ing cycles from experiencing increases during 1981 -1984 

to recording decreases in the most recent period o f  1984-1985. The value 

in Table 2.2 lies with its graphic display of any changes in filing 

patterns between the most recent year and the previous three-year period. 

B. Tort filings, 1981-1985 

1. Placing torts in context. 

For the most part, the current debate on litigation and the insurance 

industry has focused on tort filings. 

Report t o  1985, it might be useful to place torts in a court management 

perspective (i.e., identify the role they play among all cases facing the 

state courts). 

Before updating the 1984 Annual 

For the three states that provided complete and comparable total 

statewide tort and civil data for all court levels in 1985 (Connecticut, 

Kansas, and O h i o ) ,  torts represented only 6% o f  the total civil 

c a ~ e l o a d . ~  In addition to those data, statewide general jurisdiction 

courts in six states also reported complete and comparable data for tort 

and civil filings.. In those six states, torts as a percentage of total 

civil filings ranged from 3% to 16% depending on their subject matter 

jurisdiction--the aggregate percentage for those six courts was 9%. 

Finally, data whlch addressed this topic were also available from limited 

6 
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TABLE 2.2: Grouping of state trial courts by 
filing patterns for tort, contract, and real 
property rights cases, 
1981 -1 984 and 1984-1 985 

~ ~ _ _ _ _  ~ 

Group I .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  increases 1984-1985: 

S t a t e  Cour ts  Up (1981-84) UP (1984-85) 

Alabama C l r c u l t  Cour t  
Colorado County Cour t  
Kansas O l s t r i c t  Cour t  
New York Cour t  of  Claims 
Tennessee Chancery Cour t  and C i r c u i t  C o u r t  
Texas D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

S t a t e  Cour ts  Down (1981-84) UP (1984-85) 

Arkansas Chancery and Probate Cour t  
Colorado D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Colorado Water Cour t  
Hawali  O l s t r i c t  Cour t  
Mun lc ipa l  Cour t  Mar ion County 
I n d i a n a  County Cour t  
Minnesota County Cour t  
N o r t h  Oakota D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  Super io r  Cour t  
Oh io  Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  
Oregon D l s t r l c t  Cour t  
Rhode I s l a n d  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Washington Super io r  Cour t  

Group 11. S t a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  decreases or no change 1984-1985: 

S t a t e  Cour ts  Down (1981-84) Down (1984-85) 

Alabama D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Delaware Cour t  o f  C o m n  Pleas 
O.C. Super io r  Court 
Hawai i C l r c u l  t Cour t  
Kentucky D l s t r l c t  Cour t  
New Hampshire D l s t r l c t  Cour t  
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  O l s t r l c t  Cour t  
O h i o  County Cour t  

S t a t e  Cour ts  Down (1981-84) No Change (1984-85) 

Delaware Super io r  Cour t  

S t a t e  Cour ts  UP (1981-84) Down (1984-85) 

New Mexico Mag is t ra te  Cour t  
E e r n a l i l l o  County M e t r o p o l l t a n  Cour t  
C l v i l  Cour t  o f  New York C i t y  

Source: Table 2.1 
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jurisdiction courts in three states, and the percentage of total civil 

filings represented by torts ranged from 2% to 4%.7 All of these data 

clearly indicate that torts represent only a small percentage of the 

total civil caseload confronting the state courts. Most of a state 

court's civil caseload consists of domestic relations, contract, and real 

property rights cases. 

The extent to which tort cases go to trial is a second measure of the 

work that torts generate for the courts. Statewide general jurisdiction 

courts from six states (California, Hawaii, Michigan, Ohio, Texas and 

Washington) reported trial data for tort cases in 1985. 

six states indicate that 9% of tort dispositions are recorded as 

trials8; therefore, over 90% of tort cases in those general 

jurisdiction courts are terminated by settlement, dismissal, withdrawal , 
or default. Generally speaking, that 9% recorded as trials includes 

settlements and dismissals which occur after the jury is sworn; only one 

o f  those six states counts trials at verdict. 

the 11,054 tort trials reported in those six states were jury trials 

(i.e., 42%). 

Data from those 

Finally, less than half of 

9 

In summary, tort cases make up a very small part of the civil 

caseload (medical malpractice cases comprise an even smal ler percentage 

of the tort caseload), less than one out of ten of those few cases ever 

reach trial, and less than half of those which go to trial are decided by 

juries.'" The tort, however, is the one casetype which comprises a 

large portion of tort, contract, and real property rights, jury and 

nonjury trials. 

and real property rights trials in Jersey City, N.J.; 49% in Oakland, 

In a recent study, torts made up 75% of tort, contract, 
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Calif.; and 33% in Denver, Colo. 

in jury trials than in nonjury trials (see Sipes et al., 1987). 

In addition, torts were more prevalent 

2. Trends in tort litigation. 

Table 2.3 illustrates the tort data pres'ented in the 1984 Annual 

Report (i.e., 1981 and 1984) and updates those data to 1985, from which 

several interesting patterns emerge. To recapitulate briefly, in the 

1981-1984 period, there did not appear to be a significant national 

increase in tort filings among those states reporting data. Some states 

reported increases (e.g., California, Florida, Texas) , others reported 
decreases (e.g., Hawaii, Kansas, New York, Ohio), and others reported no 

significant changes at all (e.g., Montana and New Jersey). 

Updating these data to 1985, however, presents a slightly different 

picture. The cyclical nature of court filings as described in the - 1984 

Annual Report (National Center for State Courts, 1986a: 173) appears to 

be taking another turn. This goes without saying, however, since the 

number of filings cannot continuously decline, or it would eventually 

reach zero--at some point the cycle must revert to an upward trend. 

Although the same patterns exist among the states (i.e., some are 

experiencing increases, some decreases, and others no significant 

changes), other states are experiencing changes in their filing 

patterns. According to the data reported in Table 2.3, between 

1984-1985, tort filings did not increase at all in New Jersey's general 

jurisdiction courts. 

state courts; increased 5% to 8% in the general jurisdiction courts of 

But they increased betweey 1% and 4% in four other 
C 

five states; rose by at least 10% in five states. But they were down in 

another six statewide general jurisdiction courts. 
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Table 2.4 best illustrates changes in filing patterns between the 

time periods 1981 -1984, and 1984-1985. Six statewide courts continued 

their upward trend reported in 1981-84, while five statewide courts 

continued their downward trend already noted between 1981-84 or showed no 

significant change between 1984-1985. 

already noted in the 1984 Annual Report (NCSC, 1986a:184). Six statewide 

courts, however, have reported different patterns between the two 

periods. 

were reporting decreases, and two states are now documenting decreases 

where they previously reported increases. Such yearly fluctuations are 

more evidence to support the cyclical nature of such filings and raise 

questions about any effort to project such filings five years into the 

future. 

These were similar patterns 

Four of those states are now reporting increases where they 

There are a variety of potential explanations for significant changes 

These explanations may in the number of new filings in the state courts. 

include such things as subject matter and dollar amount jurisdictional 

changes; alterations in a court system's structure; changes in no-fault 

insurance structures; 1 itigation patterns related to the dynamics of 

changing tort laws; economic cycles; use and effectiveness of prefiling 

settlement mechanisms (especially in states like New York and New Jersey, 

which in 1985 counted their filings when the cases "reached issue," a 

point much later than the filing of the complaint, which is the point at 

which most states start counting their civil cases); increased 

accessibility to the courts through changes in filing fees; improved 

awareness of the legal process and individual rights through public 

education programs and legal advertising; and, perhaps, even the impact 
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TABLE 2.4: Grouping of state trial courts by 
filing patterns for tort cases, 
1981 -1 984 and 1984-1 985 

Group I .  S t a t e  Courts r e p o r t i n g  increases 1984-1985: 

S t a t e  Cour t s  UP (1981-84) UP (1984-85) 

C a l i f o r n i a  Super ior  Cour t  
Connec t i cu t  Super ior  Cour t  
F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  Court 
Hawaii  C i r c u i t  Court 
Oh lo  Cour t  o f  C o m n  Pleas 
Texas D l s t r i c t  Court 
Washington Super ior  Cour t  

S t a t e  Cour t s  Down (1981-84) UP (1984-85) 

Colorado D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
I daho  D i s t r i c t  Court 
Kansas D i s t r i c t  Court 
Tennessee C l r c u i t  Cour t  and Chancery Cour t  

~ 

Group 11. S t a t e  cou r t s  r e p o r t i n g  decreases or no change 1984-1985: 

S t a t e  Cour t s  Down (1981-84) Down (1984-85) 

Hawaii  D i s t r i c t  Court 
Ohio County Cour t  
Oh io  Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  
New York Supreme and County Cour ts  

S t a t e  Cour t s  Down (1981-84) No Chanae (1984-85) 

New Je rsey  Super ior  Cour t  

S t a t e  Cour t s  UP (1981-84) Down (1984-85) 

Maine Super io r  Court 
N o r t h  Dakota D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
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of the recent media attention to the 

encourage potential litigants to act 

what is portrayed as a large pie. 
1 

3. Tort-filing rates, 1985. 

1 it i gat ion cri si s 

on in order to ga 

which may 

n their share of 

Figure 2.1 clearly builds upon Table 2.3 by illustrating the wide 

variation in tort-filing rates among the states’ general jurisdiction 

courts.” The figures range from a low of 75 filings per 100,000 in 

North Dakota to a high of 425 filings per 100,000 in the California 

Superior courts. 

high filing rate states documents the lack of easily identifiable 

geographical patterns in tort filings. 

complete and comparable data among the states is striking. Although some 

o f  the states, indicated in white on the map, collect some tort filings, 

complete tort filings from some of those states could not be separated 

from other civil filings. As is evident from Table 2.3, however, the 

number of states reporting data is increasing over time. 

The fact that Arizona and Connecticut are the other two 

Once again, however, the lack o f  

12 

There are several potential explanations for the wide variation in 

tort-filing rates among the states illustrated in Figure 2.1. 

explanation may rest in noncomparable data that results from different 

reporting schemes and data collection techniques among the states. 

most glaring examples pointing to this possible explanation are the large 

differences between states which, intuitively, should not be 

significantly different, e.g., Montana and North Dakota. 

this explanation might be to compare the per capita tort-filing rates of 

the state courts’ to those of the federal courts for these same states 

(one could assume that differences between the states in the federal data 

The first 

The 

One test of 
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FIGURE 2.1 
Tort-filing rates in state general jurisdiction courts 

per 100,000 total population, 1985 

per 1OO.ooO pop 

0 Inc./Unovoil/l 

221 to 264 
I 337 to 425 

State Court Caseload Statistics: 
p .a Annual Report ,  1985 (NCSC). 

Vot Compor. 

would be minimized as a result of the more uniform data collection 

practices and definitions). 

The fact is, however, that the percent difference between the high 

and low range of per capita tort filings in the federal district courts 

from states studied in this 1985 Annual Report is 625% ( 4  per 100,000 for 

North Carolina in 1985 and 29 per 100,000 for Montana in 1985). While 

from the same subject matter jurisdiction in the state courts it is 467% 

(75 per 100,000 for North Dakota in 1985 to 425 per 100,000 for 

California in 1985); not only are there large differences, but they are 

greater in the federal courts than in the state courts for 1985. A 

further examination reviewing these data for differences between other 

pairs of similarly situated states yields similar results. The following 

represents the percent differences in the per capita filing rates between 
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one such pair: Montana and North Dakota, 201% for the state data (226 

per 100,000 for Montana and 75 per 100,000 for North Dakota) and 164% for 

the federal data (29 per 100,000 for Montana and 1 1  per 100,000 for North 

Dakota). 

Since there is as much variation among the federal courts as there is 

among the state courts, differences in data collection methods and 

definitions probably play only a secondary role in explaining variations 

in filing rates among the states. 

may include different causes of action, types of tort laws, and variation 

Other more substantive explanations 

in local political and/or legal cultures. Explanations of the wide 

differences in filing rates between states remain a fertile topic for 

future research. 

4. Tort subcasetypes: auto, non-auto, and medical 
ma 1 practice. 

A limitation of the 1984 Annual Report was that the trends analysis 

provided no information on the various subcategories of tort cases. The 

primary concern with distinguishing between auto and non-auto torts lies 

with a belief that the number of auto torts are decreasing for a variety 

of reasons while the number of non-auto torts (the alleged source of the 

problem) are significantly increasing. 

since auto torts comprise the largest proportion of torts, the decreases 

Absent data, one could argue that 

reported in the 1984 Annual Report were largely attributed to decreases 

in auto torts which statistically overwhelmed, and subsequently masked, 

the increases in non-auto torts (e.g., medical malpractice). 

The tort data in the 1984 Annual Report were not computed by 

aggregating tort subcategories (Willard and Willmore, 1987: 44); complete 
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S 

and comparable data on the subcategories were unavailable for the entire 

1978-1984 period. Tort filings, however, can now be broken down into 

auto and non-auto torts for data from eleven statewide courts in ten 

states (Texas reports data from two statewide courts). Data were 

unavailable from the Michigan Circuit Court and the Texas county-level 

courts in 1984, which precludes a 1984-1985 comparison; however, 1985 

data from these courts are reported, and 1985-1986 comparisons should be 

possible next year. 

Table 2.5 displays the data from the ten states which identify auto 

and non-auto torts for 1984-1985. There is no evidence to support the 

aim that auto and non-auto tort filings changed during this period at 

gnificantly different rates. 

Table 2.6 groups the data presented in Table 2.5, and illustrates 

that non-auto tort filings increased at a rate faster than auto tort 

filings during 1984-1985 in only three states, and in two of the three 

states the difference was 1%. In three more states, auto torts increased 

at a rate faster than non-auto torts. Finally, in the last three states 

that report these data for their general jurisdiction courts, auto and 

non-auto tort filings both decreased; however, in two out of those three 

courts, non-auto torts decreased at a slower rate than auto torts. In 

five of the general jurisdiction courts, the percent change in filings 

per capita during 1984-1985 was 2% or less. 

Table 2.7 breaks down non-auto torts into the only other casetype 

7 

where data were available from more than one state (i.e., medical 

malpractice cases). 

statewide general jurisdiction courts. These data para1 le1 those from 

Complete and comparable data were available from six 
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TABLE 2.6: Grouping of state courts by differences 
in auto and non-auto tort-filing rates, 
1984-1 985 

I a .  Non-auto t o r t  f i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a r a t e  f a s t e r  than au to  t o r t s  
increased, 1984-1985: 

C a l i f o r n i a  Suoer io r  Cour t  ( 1 %  d i f f e r e n c e )  
Connect icu t  Super io r  Cour t  (1% d i f f e rence )  
Texas D i s t r i c t  Cour t  (2% d i f f e r e n c e )  

I b .  Non-auto and a u t o  tort f i l i n g s  bo th  decreased du r ing  1984-1985: 
however, non-auto torts decreased a t  a s lower r a t e  than au to  t o r t s :  

Maryland C i r c u i t  Cour t  (2% d i f f e r e n c e )  
New York Supreme and County Cour ts  ( 7 1  d i f f e rence )  

I I a .  Auto t o r t s  inc reased a t  a f a s t e r  r a t e  than non-auto t o r t s ,  1984-1985: 

A r i zona  Super io r  Cour t  (12% d i f f e r e n c e )  
Hawai i  C i r c u i t  Cour t  (2Z d i f f e r e n c e )  
New Jersey  Super io r  Cour t  (5% d i f f e r e n c e )  

IIb. Auto t o r t  and non-auto t o r t  f i l i n g  bo th  decreased du r ing  1984-1985; 
however. non-auto t o r t s  decreased a t  a f a s t e r  r a t e  than au to  t o r t s :  

Massachusetts Super io r  Cour t  Oepartment (5% d i f f e rence )  

Source: Tab le  2.5 

TABLE 2.7: State courts reporting medical malpractice filings separate 
from other torts, 1984-1 985 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

A r i zona  Super ior Cour t  ........... 
Connect icu t  Super ior  Cour t  ....... 
Massachusetts Super io r  Cour t  

Oepartment ..................... 
New York Supreme and County 

Cour t  .......................... 
N o r t h  Dakota D i s t r i c t  Court  ...... 
Washington Super ior Court  ........ 

1984 
F i l i n g s  

Number Per 
o f  100,000 

f i 1 i nqs  popu la t i on  

36 1 12 
503 16 

790 14 

2,519 14 

373’ 9’ 
445 ti3 

1985 
F111ngs 

Number pe r  
o f  100,000 

f i 1 i ngs  p o p u l a t i o n  

319 10 
534 17 

809 14 

2.633 15 
363 5J 

438’ 10’ 

change 
i n  f i l i n g s  

pe r  
100,000 

popu la t i on  
1984-1985 

-17% 
6% 

0% 

7% 
- 1 7 X J  

11%‘ 

Footno tes :  

i o a t a  a re  incomplete: JOata inc lude o ther  than med ica l  n a l p r a c t i c e  

Nor tn  Dakota D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -0a ta  i n c l u d e  
a l l  p ro fess iona l  ma lp rac t i ce  f i l i n g s .  

Uashington Super io r  Court--The f i l i n g s  i n  f i l i n g s :  
1984 were repo r ted  as 89% complete by 
t h e  O f f i c e  o f  t he  S ta te  Cour t  
Admin i s t ra to r ,  and were repo r ted  as 91% 
complete i n  1985. 
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the total tort table (Le., Table 2.3); some states show increases, 

others exhibit decreases, and others display no significant change. 

is clear, however, that there is much more to be learned about the 

underlying dynamics of litigation, and especially tort litigation, given 

the numerous legislative changes in the tort area in recent years. 

It 

C. Small claims cases, 1984-1985 

Table 2.8 provides specific court data on small claims filings in the 

state trial courts for 1984 and 1985. The totals for this table are 

categorized by whether the court experienced a change in dollar amount 

jurisdiction during 1984 and 1985. The aggregate of all statewide court 

systems which reported comparable data during 1984 and 1985 represents a 

1% increase in filings per capita. This finding generally comports with 

that documented in the 1984 Annual Report; however, the finding 

contrasts with the 17% increase representing those twelve states which 

raised their dollar amount jurisdiction between 1984 and 1985. These 

sharply divergent figures make it difficult to avoid concluding that the 

increases shown in small claims filings are largely attributed to changes 

in dollar amount jurisdiction, rather than changes in the underlying 

rates of litigiousness in cases involving smaller claims. 

Subsequently, the larger the increase in dollar amount jurisdiction, 

generally, the larger the increase in new filings. 

Alabama District Court, the other four states which experienced a $500 

increase showed a corresponding change in their small claims filings 

between -1% and 4%. 

their dollar limits by $1,000 or more show changes in their new small 

claims filings between 23% and 46%. 

Except for the 

Conversely, four out of the five states which raised 

The extent to which these increases 
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are attributed to "jurisdiction transfers" from other courts or to 

litigants now filing in small claims court (who, prior to the change in 

jurisdiction, did not file because of the time and expense of non-small 

claims processes for a relatively small potential payout) is left for 

future research. 

Table 2.9 graphically illustrates two points. First, Table 2.9 

reinforces the finding that a change in dollar amount jurisdiction 

affects reported filing rates of small claims cases (e.g., ten out of the 

twelve courts which reported increases in filing rates exceeding 5% also 

implemented changes in their dollar amount jurisdiction; while none of 

the six courts reporting decreases in filing rates equaling or exceeding 

5% experienced a change in dollar amount jurisdiction). The second point 

highlighted in Table 2.9 is the wide variance of changes in filing rates 

among the courts during a single year; some states experienced increases, 

some decreases, and others did not report any significant change. 

In recent months, the media has reported significant increases in 

small claims filings (e.g., Zaslow, 1987). Much of this increase has 

been attributed to the proliferation of television "law shows" such as 

"The People's Court." There is, however, little evidence to support 

these media assertions. 13 

Additionally, several studies indicate that, unlike T.V. programming, 

most small claims plaintiffs are businesses. Ruhuka and Weller (1978: 

50) found, in their sample of fifteen cities, that: 50% of the caseload 

has the seller as the plaintiff; 12% were related to property damage; 10% 

had the consumer as the plaintiff; 12% were evenly split between 

landlords and tenants (see also, Ruhnka, 1979:23); and 16% were other 
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TABLE 2.9: Grouping of state trial courts by percent 
change in small claims filings per capita, 
1984-1 985 

Group 1. State courts reporting increases o f  at 

Vermont District Court 
District of Columbia Superior Court 
Phi 1 adel phi a Mun i ci oa 1 Court 
Florida County Court 
Alabama District Court 
Indtana Superior and Circuit Court 
Minnesota County Court 
Maine District Court 
Indiana County Court 
Wisconsin Circuit Court 
Indiana Small Claims Marion County 
Ohio County Court 

least 5%: 

46%' 
42%' 
38%' 
23%' 
22%' 
12%' 
10%. 
9%. 

87. 
7 I' 
7 X  

8%' 

Group 11: State courts reporting changes that do not exceed 5%: 

Iowa District Court 
North Carolina District Court 
North Dakota County Court 
Missouri Circuit Court 
Ohio Municipal Court 
South Dakota Clrcuit Court 
Massachusetts Trial Court of the Commonwealth 
Oklahoma District Court 
Kansas District Court 
Kentucky District Court 

Colorado County Court 

Calrfornia Municipal Court 
Illinois Circuit Court 
New Jersey Superior Court 
Rhode Island Distr'ct Court 
Hawaii Distrlct Court 

4% 
4% 
4%' 
3% 
3% 
3%' 
2% 
1% 
1% 
1% 

0% 

- 1 %  
- 1 %  
- 1 %  
-1%. 
-3% 

Group 111: State courts reporting decreases of at least 5%: 

New Hampshire District Court 
Utah Circuit Court 
California Justice Court 
Arizona Justice o f  the Peace 
Connecticut Superior Court 
New Hampshire Municipal Court 

- 5% 
-5% 
-5% - 67. 
-10% 
-34% 

*There WJS a change i n  dollar amount jurisdiction between 1984-1485. 
For specific changes, see Table 2.8. 

Source: Table 2.8. 
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casetypes. This finding of business-dominated plaintiffs has been 

substantiated by other researchers as well (e.g., Spurrier, 19801, 

although Ruhnka and We1 ler clearly documented that this description of 

the docket's composition varies widely depending on such obvious 

characteristics as whether locations prohibit collection agencies as 

plaintiffs (Ruhnka and Weller 1978:42). Finally, everyone "wins," or at 

least nobody "loses," financially on "The People's Court"--a fact we1 1 

documented at the end of each show. 

connection with reality. Therefore, it is not surprising that such 

popular television programming has failed to have an impact on the number 

o f  small claims filings. 

This disclaimer may cloud any 

The issue of change in litigation rates aside, Figure 2.2 illustrates 

the wide variation in small claims filing rates in state trial courts 

during 1985.14 One of the most notable features of Figure 2.2 is the 

lack of complete data among many states; however, states reporting 

complete data appear to represent all regions and state sizes. Of those 

states reporting data, the three jurisdictions with the highest rates of 

small claims filings are the District of Columbia, North Carolina, and 

Wisconsin. Missouri, Hawaii, and Kansas are among those states with the 

lowest f i 1 ing rates. 

A variety of factors may explain variation in the rates of small 

different small claims procedures, claims filings among the states: 

e.g., the use o f  attorneys; filing fees; accessibility of courthouses; 

convenience of hours; general public awareness of the availability of 

small claims procedures; types of cases that can be heard in small claims 

courts (e.g., collection agencies); and local legal/political cultures. 
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FIGURE 2.2 
Small claims filings in state trial courts per 100,000 total population, 1985 
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Conclusion 

Daniels accurately characterizes problems in the civil justice system 

as not representing "a single massive storm about to engulf the entire 

country, but of a weather map depicting different climatic conditions and 

meteorological events. Some conditions may be inclement, but others may 

be quite comfortable. I f  there are problems, they are likely to be i n  

particular types of cases in particular locales." (Daniels, 1986:63). 

The findings represented in this 1985 Annual Report comport nicely with 

Daniels's characterization: there i s  wide variation in filing rates among 

those states reporting tort, contract, real property rights, and smal 1 

claims cases; the extent to which these rates change within states also 

varies significantly among the states reporting data; and many o f  those 

known patterns vary by casetype. From the perspective of a state court 

administrator, studying such national figures probably reflects the same 

patterns noted in their local jurisdictions, i.e., wide variation among 

the local courts. 
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Despite what the  data i n d i c a t e  regard ing f i l i n g  pa t te rns  i n  c i v i l  

cases, i n  recent  years, p u b l i c  op in ion  surveys have attempted t o  measure 

a t t i t u d e s  toward t h i s  problem (see, e.g., Aetna L i f e  & Casualty, 1987; 

Mooney, 1987; Kaplan, 1986). The r e s u l t s  of these surveys and o thers  are 

mixed a t  best.  

p o l l  bu t  merely r e s u l t  from the  d i f f e ren t  p o l l s :  

dimensions o f  t he  problem; asking d i f f e r e n t  questions; asking those 

quest ions i n  d i f f e r e n t  formats (e.g. , open-ended, forced choice, and 

t h e i r  semantic scheme); and drawing samples f rom var ied  populat ions.  For 

example, Kaplan (1986: S-8) repor ted  t h a t  h i s  respondents contended t h a t  

t he  fo l l ow ing  groups shared the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of having the  l a rges t  r o l e  

i n  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  t h i s  c r i s i s :  lawyers (29%), insurance companies (29%), 

and consumers (26%). Aetna's survey (1987: 17) documents t h a t  poss ib le  

reasons f o r  t he  r i s e  i n  l awsu i t  costs  encompass a t  l e a s t  t en  causes, 

i n c l u d i n g  "people who f i g u r e  they can make a l o t  o f  money from such 

s u i t s "  (93% c i t e d  t h i s  as a reason); "insurance companies t h a t  ho ld  ou t  

and a r e n ' t  w i l l i n g  t o  s e t t l e  prompt ly o r  f a i r l y "  (87x1; " j u r i e s  which 

These mixed r e s u l t s  do no t  r e f l e c t  nega t i ve l y  on any one 

researching d i f f e r e n t  

measure o f  

b u t  r a t h e r  

sue) as we 

l i t i g a t i o n  

hand ou t  awards t h a t  a re  too  b i g "  (87%); and "an increase i n  the 

of dangerous products i n  recent  years" (82%). Thus, we are s t i l  

a se t  o f  r e l i a b l e  i n d i c a t o r s  o f  p u b l i c  op in ion;  perhaps the  most 

the  p u b l i c ' s  a t t i t u d e  does no t  l i e  i n  a p u b l i c  op in io  

number 

w i thout  

accurate 

P O 1  1, 

i n  t h e  behavior (i.e., an increased o r  decreased propens i ty  t o  

1 as the  j u r y ' s  increased o r  decreased award s izes i n  c i v i l  

If the  p u b l i c  genera l l y  perceives a problem w i t h  the  

q u a n t i t y  o f  l i t i g a t i o n  and the  s i z e  o f  j u r y  awards, one might hypothesize 

\ 

1 
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that there will be a decrease in the propensity to sue and a decrease in 

the average jury award. 

Anecdotes and rhetoric should be avoided, yet they have been 

routinely offered as clear evidence of a tort crisis and have been 

described in a variety of popular magazines (see, e.g., Greene, 1986). 

As a result of their increased use, these anecdotes have become part o f  

the folklore surrounding tort law and certainly merit some attention. A 

more careful analysis of these cases can be found elsewhere (Association 

of Trial Lawyers of America, 19861, but three points are worth restating: 

many of the stories have been incompletely reported or taken out of 

context; normal judicial procedures have in fact remedied some of the 

problems pointed out in the anecdotes15; and, finally, although some of 

the stories present interesting anomalies, they often bear little 

relevance to any of the substantive policy issues raised in the insurance 

crisis debate. 

Policy decisions on issues of such importance as the tort liability 

crisis should be based on the available evidence--not anecdote and 

rhetoric. The extraneous nature of these stories, however, does not 

gainsay any validity to the assertion of a crisis. 

that the reported crisis materialized so rapidly that the statistical 

evidence needed to address the problem was simply unavailable; a 

situation which facilitated acceptance of these stories as a poor 

surrogate for valid data. 

The problem has been 

What cannot be emphasized enough, however, is the research void that 

exists in this field. To reiterate, the data published in this and other 

reports o f  the NCSC are largely a function of the data collected and/or 
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reported by the states. Although the quality and quantity of data are 

constantly improving, as is evidenced in the data availability 

improvement between 1981 and 1985, there remains a significant number o f  

states that do not collect or report these data; a complete national 

picture awaits the filling of this void in data availability. Given the 

current advances in data collection and reporting, which have resulted in 

increased reliability and validity, we may soon be able to estimate 

national caseload figures. 
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Notes 

*The term ltcrisis" has not uniquely been applied to the liability/ 
litigation debate by the NCSC or this Re ort. 

Report uses the term "crisis" to simply characterize the debate and does 
not reflect any position of the NCSC. 

It has been employed, 
however, by most of the participants in + t is debate. Therefore, this 

1. During 1985 alone, three additional courts reported usable data on 
statewide tort filings that cannot be used to note yearly trends 
until the 1986 data are available: Arkansas Circuit, North Carolina 
Superior, and Texas county-level courts. 

2. Data for 1982 and 1983 have not yet been translated into comparable 
terms due to limited resources. 

3. Another recent study completed by the NCSC for the Iowa 
Administrative Office of the Courts points out the potential dangers 
associated with attempts to generalize to the state courts based on 
the work of the federal courts (National Center for State Courts, 
1986b; see also, Hubbard, 1986). That study documented the 
dramat ical ly different caseload compositions between state and 
federal courts. For example, in the sample of the Iowa state court 
cases, 56% were auto torts and only 2% were product liability 
cases. In the federal courts located in Iowa, however, only 16% o f  
its caseload were auto tort cases, while 15% were product liability 
cases. 

4. Additionally, at the local level there may be varying methods of 
classifying cases. In some jurisdictions, the classification is 
done by the local intake clerks; in other states this task may be 
performed by the attorneys when they file the petition/complaint (as 
is currently done in the federal courts). These varying methods o f  
case classification may affect the reliability of the tort data, 
i.e., what one person may call a tort, another may classify as a 
contract. This problem becomes more pronounced in multi-issue cases. 

5 .  In 1985, Connecticut reported 12,742 torts and 200,731 civil cases; 
Kansas reported 4,061 torts and 124,995 civil cases; and Ohio 
reported 38,974 torts and 644,509 civil cases. Data were used only 
from those courts which had complete and comparable tort and total 
civil filings. 
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6. The following data were reported for 1985 from only those courts 
which reported complete and comparable tort and total cjvil filings. 

Total torts Total civil 

Arkansas Circuit 5,382 33,637 
Co 1 orado District 4,537 89 , 995 
Kansas District 4,06 1 124,995 
Michigan Circuit 22,811 149,316 
N. Carolina Superior 6,144 87,670 
N. Dakota District 51 2 14,239 

Total 43,447 499 , 852 
7. In 1985, the Ohio municipal and county courts reported 13,456 torts 

and 350,669 total civil cases; the Hawaii Distrtict Court reported 
652 torts and 20,622 total civil cases; and the Puerto Rico District 
Court reported 1,579 torts and 46,074 total civil cases. Data were 
used only from those courts which had complete and comparable tort 
and total civil filings. 

8. The following data were reported for 1985: 

California Superior 
Hawaii Circuit 
Michigan Circuit 

Ohio Court of 
Common Pleas 

Texas District 
Washington Superior 

Total tort 
trials 

3,315 

560 
(at verdict) 

57* 

2,013 
4,424 

685 

Total tort 
dispositions 

31,358 
1,418* 

25 , 047 
21,264 
32,640 
7.194 

Total 11,054 118,921 

*Data incomp 1 ete . 
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9. The following data were reported for 1985: 

Tort Jury Total Tort 
Trials Trials 

California Superior 1,365 3,315 
Hawaii Circuit 40* 57* 
Michigan Circuit 480 560 

Ohio Court of 
Common Pleas 885 2,013 

Texas District 1,344 4,424 
Washington Superior 49 1 685 

Total 4,605 11,054 

(at verdict) 

*Data incomplete. 

10. From Tables 2.3 and 2.7, medical malpractice cases represent 6% of 
the total tort filings for 1985 in the following courts: 
Superior, 319 of 10,748; Connecticut Superior, 534 of 12,742; 
Massachusetts Superior, 809 of 14,405; New York Supreme and county, 
2,633 of 35,549; North Dakota District, 36 of 512; and the 
Washington Superior, 438 of 9,747 cases. 
was derived by dividing 4,769 medical malpractice filings by 83,703 
total tort filings. 

Arizona 

The aggregate percentage 

11. In order for a state to appear in Figure 2.1, it must report 
complete data so that its filing rate can be compared to that of 
another state. Since Table 2.3, however, is looking at change over 
time, states that have the same piece of information missing over 
time can have change rates computed. Therefore, some states that 
appear in Table 2.3, may not appear in Figure 2.1. 

12. Between 1981 and 1985, nine more states began reporting tort filings, 

13. Several reasons may account for why the show has not had an impact 
on the propensity to sue. 
the outcome of cases aired for public consumption. If the show is 
likely to impact on litigiousness, then an incentive to litigate 
must be present. That incentive to litigate assumes the form of 
viewers witnessing consistent plaintiff victories and plaintiffs 
recovering most of the money they sought. 

The most significant reason relates to 

Case-level data supplied to CSIM Project staff by the producers of 
"The People's Court" cast serious doubt on the existence of 
incentives to litigate. 
the plaintiff won in only 57% of the cases--to the average viewer, 
this niay seem no better than flipping a coin. The fact that the 
median award is slightly more than half of the median prayer further 
dampens prospects to sue. 

Of the 286 cases aired in 1985 and 1986, 

Only 43% of plaintiffs who "won" their 
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case received the original amount they requested. 
portraying courts as an easy place to remedy a dispute, viewers may 
weigh the costs of going to court with the likelihood of a 
mean i ngf u 1 payoff . 

Instead of 

14. See note l'f. 

15. See, for example, Bigbee v. Pacific Telephone Telegraph Company, 665 
P.2d 947 (California 1983) , alias the Mtelephone booth case." It is 
usually reported as a case-in which an individual sued the telephone 
company because he was struck by a car while in a roadside public 
phone booth; the case is cited as evidence that people go after 
those who are best able to afford large payouts. The facts describe 
a slightly more complicated situation and in any event, there was 
neither a jury verdict nor settlement in the case. The trial court 
sustained the demurrers of the phone company to the complaint, 
without leave to appeal, on the grounds that the plaintiff failed to 
constitute a cause of action. 
Court held that the "forseeability of harm to the plaintiff remains 
a triable issue of fact," to be determined by the jury and remanded the 
case to the trial court for further proceedings. See also, Johnson v. 
American Cyanamind Co., 718 P.2d 1318 (Kansas 19861, a case in which the 
Kansas Supreme Court reversed a $10 million judgment in a case brought by 
a man who alleged he contracted polio from his daughter after she had 
been administered the Salk vaccine. In addition, the court would not 
require a retrial so that the doctor, who already had been found to be 0% 
at fault, could be sued by the plaintiff. 

On appeal, the California Supreme 
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Explanation of contents of court system charts 

Part three begins with a prototype chart of a state court system. 

The prototype is followed by the organization charts for each state, 

presented in alphabetical order. 

appropriate, the four basic categories of state courts: courts of last 

resort, intermediate appellate courts, general jurisdiction trial courts, 

and limited jurisdiction trial courts. 

courts are indicated by lines and arrows connecting the courts. All 

routes of appeal are 18up,II except where otherwise indicated. 

Each chart i 1 lustrates, where 

The routes of appeal among the 

C S I M  case types information 

Each appellate court has a section headed "CSIM case types," which 

identifies a variety of model case types separated into mandatory and 

discretionary cases. 

Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reportinq. 

These case types are defined in the 1984 State 

Each trial 
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court also has a section headed "CSIM case types," which lists the civil, 

criminal, traffic/other violation, and juvenile subject matter 

jurisdiction of that court using the model case types defined in State 

Court Model Statistical Dictionary or its Supplement. These appellate 

and trial case types are used in parts one and two of this volume. 

Unless the "CSIM case types" information provided for each court 

indicates that the court has exclusive jurisdiction over a specific case 

type, the simple listing of a case type indicates that the court shares 

that jurisdiction with another court or courts in that state. The reader 

can assume that the absence of a case type in that section indicates that 

the court does not have jurisdiction over that subject matter. 

model classification schemes appear in Appendix D. 

The CSIM 

To avoid confusion, it should be pointed out that situations exist in 

the appellate courts where one court has both mandatory and discretionary 

jurisdiction over the same case type. Among the explanations that might 

account for this situation are the following: (1) Some appellate courts 

hear appeals from a variety of trial courts that have jurisdiction over 

similar case types. 

appellate courts may depend on the review it has already received in 

courts that have heard the case earlier, e.g., Does a case come directly 

from a trial court, or through an intermediate appellate court?; ( 2 )  A 

second explanation rests in the use of broad case types. The criminal 

case type, for example, includes felonies and misdemeanors. The 

appellate court may have to review felonies, but may have discretion to 

hear misdemeanors;, and ( 3 )  Some statutory provisions or court rules 

create situations where a mandatory appeal is converted into a 

Whether a case is mandatory or discretionary in the 
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discretionary appeal--e.g., failure to file an appeal in a timely manner. 

The model classification schemes include incidental appellate 

jurisdiction exercised by many trial courts. 

is specifically indicated in the listing of case types for each trial 

court. A trial court that hears appeals from other trial courts and 

administrative agencies is indicated by "civil appeals" in its list of 

civil case types. If it hears only one of these types of appeals, the 

type is specified. Appeals from juvenile cases are included in civil 

appeals, and appeals from traffic/other violation cases are counted with 

criminal appeals. 

This appellate jurisdiction 

Other jurisdictional information provided elsewhere in this Report 

Some important jurisdictional information needed to compare caseload 

data among the states is not contained on the state organization charts, 

but is found elsewhere in this volume. 

counted, for example, is important in comparing data among the states. 

Notes in the summary tables in this volume indicate when civil cases are 

counted (see Appendix A). 

complex and is explained in Figure D. 

count in juvenile cases. Figure E indicates how differently felony cases 

are defined among the states (see Appendix B for these figures). 

The point at which cases are 

The count in criminal cases is much more 

Figure F illustrates the unit o f  

The state court organization charts do not indicate the wide range of 

dollar amount minimums and maximums in tort, contract, real property 

rights, and small claims cases among the trial courts--which is essential 

in any comparison of those data. That information is provided in Figure C. 
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Although the organization charts reference the existence of incidental 

appellate jurisdiction in the trial courts where appropriate, they do not 

indicate whether those appeals are de novo or on the record. For, 

obvious reasons, de novo appeals have a greater impact on court 

administration than "on the record" appeals. Therefore, it is important 

to classify appeals by these categories. 

appeals are provided in Figure G. 

These classifications of 

Organizational information 

In addition to identifying all of the courts within a state and their 

routes o f  appeal, the charts indicate the number of circuits/districts/ 

divisions/counties/courts at each court level and the number of judges or 

justices. The charts also indicate whether jury trials are normally 

available for the case types within each trial court. Figure H provides 

a summary look at the number of judges in the state courts. 

t 

Missing jurisdictional informat ion 

This Annual Report is devoted to caseload inventory; therefore, the 

jurisdictional information provided here relates specifically to the 

intricacies o f  counting caseload by general subject matter categories in 

order to make the numbers as comparable as possible, and does not 

generally address non-statistical points such as the type o f  the 

litigants or the nature of the statutory restrictions on jurisdiction. 

The nature of the difference between mandatory and discretionary 

jurisdiction in the appellate courts, for example, is not spelled out in 

the court organization charts and, as discussed earlier, may involve as 
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simple a matter as the timeliness of filing the cases. 

staff are very aware that these kinds of questions may be both important 

and interesting to the reader. Now that the jurisdiction guides assure 

the proper grouping of similar cases, staff can divert some resources to 

developing new techniques for expanding the jurisdictional information 

provided in the court organization charts. 

CSIM Project 

A few of the state court organization charts contain a special note 

indicating the existence of a court that is not included in the overall 

chart. 

jurisdiction that receives only complaints that would be handled by 

administrative agencies and boards in other states. 

this Project's fundamental goal of reporting comparable national data on 

state courts, complaints handled by such bodies are not reported in this 

database. The acknowledgment of these courts in the organization charts 

alerts the reader to the fact that some states treat these adjudicatory 

bodies as courts, even though their caseloads do not fit within any CSIM 

Project case definition. 

This situation exists when a state has a court of special 

In order to maintain 

The exclusion of agencies that hear administrative complaints also 

raises questions about the relationship between caseload handled by 

judges practicing administrative law and the regular state court 

caseload. 

administrative agency cases and the state courts will be provided in 

future volumes o f  this series. 

Information concerning the appellate link between 

Finally, the following charts do not distinguish between state courts 

and local courts. There are many components to this classification 

scheme involving such things as revenue and expenditure concerns, 
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administrative authority to enforce such things as uniform data 

collection methods, the extent to which a court handles state and/or 

local laws, etc. The distinction between state and local courts cannot 

be made on these charts until a typology is agreed upon for this 

dimension of court administration. 
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STATE COURT SYSTEM PROTOTYPE, 1985 

COURT OF LAST RESORT 

number o f  j u s t i c e s / j u d y e s  
C S I M  cas? types:  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- U i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

(Number o f  c o u r t s )  

number o f  j u d y e s / j u s t i c e s  
CSIM case types:  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s t l i c t i o n .  

( l h b e r  o f  c o u r t s )  

number o f  judges 
C S I M  case types:  
- C i v i l .  - Cr im ina l .  
- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
- Juven i l e .  

I I J u r y  t r i a l / n o  j u r y  t r i a l  

' COURT 1- OF LIMITED JURISDICTION r (Number o f  c o u r t s )  7 
number o f  judges 
C S l M  case types:  
- C i v i l .  
- Cr im ina l .  
- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
- Juven i l e .  

Ju ry  t r i a l f n o  j u r y  t r i a l  1 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I ntermed i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  I 
Court  o f  

genera l  
j u r i s d i c t l o n  

Cour t  o f  
I i i n i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  ! 
NOTE: He sure t o  read  t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  bey inn iny  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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ALABAMA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  g e n e r a l l y  s i t  i n  panels 
C S l M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

c r i i n i  nal  , admi n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, 
d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c i v i l ,  n o n - c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i  le. 
adv isory  op in ion .  o r i g l n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 
COURT OF C I V I L  APPEALS 1 
3 j udyes  s i t  en banc 

- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i  le, 
o r i y i n a l  proceediny cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

' C S I M  case types: 

c 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

5 judyes s i t  en hanc 
C S l M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

CIRCUIT COURT (39 c i r c u i t s )  

124  judyes 
C S l M  case types: 
- Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

- Misdemeanor, D U I / D I I I .  

- Juven i le .  

Exc lus ive  

Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  
domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  c i v i l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s .  

PROBATE COURT 
(67 c o u n t i e s )  

61 judyes  
C S l M  case types :  
- E x c l u s i v e  mental 

h e a l t h ,  e s t a t e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

NO j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

A 
MUNICIPAL COURT 
(280 c o u r t s )  

227 judges, 416 mayors 
C S I M  case types: 
- Misdemeanor, nMl/nUl. 
- Moviny t r a f f i c ,  

park ing ,  m i  s c e l -  
I anenus t r a f f i c .  
E x c  1 i i s i  ve ordinance 
v i o l  a t  i n n  j u r i  s d i  c- 
t i o n .  

NO j u r y  t r i a l s ,  

I DISTRICT COURT (67 d i s t r i c t s )  1 
95 judyes  
C S l M  case types: 
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  Exc lus ive  smal l  

c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  

j 11 r i s d i c t i 011. 
- Moviny t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous t r a f f i c .  - Juven i le .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 
In te rmed ia te  

a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s  

Court o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

I t i r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  the  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  Impor tan t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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ALASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

_+ 

SUPREME COURT I 
5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  adminis-  

t r a t i v e  agency. j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y .  
c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  f rom f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  
o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - 01 s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non-capi t a l  
c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non -cap i ta l  

c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - O i  s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non-capi  t a l  
c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

4-- 

I 

SUPERIOR COURT (4  d i s t r i c t s .  14 c o u r t s )  

29 judges  
C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  es ta te .  

Exc lus i ve  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  mental  
hea l th ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, c i v i  1 
appeals, m isce l laneous c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Juven i le .  

I J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

I 

DISTRICT COURT (59 l o c a t i o n s  i n  4 d i s t r i c t s )  

16 judges; 54 mag is t ra tes  
C S I M  case types :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  domest ic r e l a t l o n s .  es ta te .  

Exc lus i ve  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  l i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
DWI/DUI j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  t r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i  s- 
d i c t i o n ,  except  f o r  uncontes ted  p a r k i n g  
v i o l a t i o n s  (wh ich  a re  handled admin i s t ra -  
t i  v e l y )  . 

- Juven i le .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 
I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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ARIZONA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  c r im ina l ,  

d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  
fede ra l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

t 
I I COURT OF APPEALS (2 c o u r t s / d i v l s i o n s )  

18 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  admin is t ra -  
t i v e  agency cases. L 

t 
I 

SUPERIOR COURT (15 coun t ies )  

95 judges  
CSIH case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

m isce l laneous domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  
Exc lus i ve  es ta te ,  mental  hea l th ,  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  except  f o r  misce l laneous,  c i v i l  
t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals,  m lsce l laneous c i v i l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Misdemeanor, m isce l laneous c r i m i n a l .  
Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Jury  t r i a l s .  

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (84 p r e c i n c t s )  

84 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s ,  m isce l laneous domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s .  Exc lus i ve  smal l  c l a ims  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI, misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus i ve  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s ,  park ing ,  
m isce l  laneous t r a f f i c .  

J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  smal l  c la ims. 

I MUNICIPAL COURT (78 c i t i e s / t a t n s )  

113 f u l l - t i m e  and 69 p a r t - t i m e  judges 
C S I M  case types: - Misce l laneous domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  
- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l -  

1 aneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  
ord inance v i o l  a t  i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  c i v i l  cases. 

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed l  a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  1 
Court  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o n a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  

124 



ARKANSAS COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT' 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S l M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 1 awyer d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  
c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  f e d e r a l  
cou r t s ,  o r l g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
appeals. - 

COURT OF APPEALS* 

6 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I W  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

' - No d i  s c r e t i  onary j u  r i  s d i  c t i  on. 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i  l e .  1 n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

W N I C I P A L  COURT (120 c o u r t s )  

102 judyes  
C S I M  case types :  - Cont rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

, Exc lus i ve  smal l  c l a ims  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

f 
CIRCUIT COURT (24 c i r c u i t s )  

4 1  judges** 
C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

m i  sce l  1 aneous c i  v i  1.  
E x c l u s i v e  c i v i l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. DWI/DUI. misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony .  
c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a 1 s . I 

POLICE COURT (6 c o u r t s )  

5 judges  
C S l M  case types: 
- Cont rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  - Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c l o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

4 judges 
C S l M  case types :  - Cont rac t .  
Nb j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

CHANCERY AND PROBATE COURT (24  c i r c u i t s )  

2Y chance l l o rs  
C S l M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  (excep t  f o r  
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y ) ,  es ta te ,  mental  
h e a l t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I I COUNTY COURT (75 county  cour ts ) * * *  

75 judges and 61 j u v e n i l e  re fe rees  
C S l M  case types: - Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  n l i sce l laneous c i v i l .  

E xc 1 us i ve p a t  e r n  i t y  I ba s t a rdy  j u r i sd i c t i on. - E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  1 
CITY COURT (86 c o u r t s )  

78 j udges  
C S I M  case types :  
- Cont rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/OUI. - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t  i on. 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
A p p e l l a t e  

Cour t  

Cour ts  o f  
l i m i t e d  

/ u  r i  s d i  c t  i on 

*Each o f  t h e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  i s  t h e  c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  f o r  s p e c i f i c  case types. Only a ve ry  few CaSeS 
a re  ever  appealed t o  the  Supreme Court  f rom t h e  Court  o f  Appeals. 

**Nine judges  a l s o  serve  t h e  Chancery and Prohate  Court .  
***Referred t o  as t h e  J u v e n i l e  Court  when hand l i ng  j u v e n i l e  mat te rs .  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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CALIFORNIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

- SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSI4 case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c r i m i n a l ,  

d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

MUNICIPAL COURT (85 c o u r t s )  

77  judges s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n admi n i  s t r a -  
t i v e  agency, o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

JUSTICE COURT (83 c o u r t s )  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  p a r k i n g  cases. J u r y  t r i a l s .  except i n  p a r k i n g  cases. 

529 judges, 11 re ferees  and 101 
commissioners 

C S I M  case types: 
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i  yhts. smal 1 c la ims,  m i  sce l laneour  
c i v i l .  

- L i m i t e d  f e l o n y .  misdemeanor, DWI/  
DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

83 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s .  smal 1 c la ims,  miscel laneous 
c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony .  misdemeanor, DWI/ 
DUI .  - T r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t i  on. 

Court  o f  
1 a s t  

resor t  1 
I n t e r m e d i a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t  i o n  

Courts o f  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 I m l  t e d  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f b r i n a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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COLORADO COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

COURT OF APPEALS 

111 j udyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  cdse types :  
- Mandatory J u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  

- No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
c r i m i n a l ,  a d i i i i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e  cases. 

I - 

Mun ic ipa l  
Cour t  o f  

reco rd  

I 

DISTRICT COURT (22 d i s t r i c t s )  

- To r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i y h t s .  Exc lus i ve  sinal1 
c l  diins j u r i s d i c t i o n .  MUNICIPAL COURT - Cr im ina l  appeals,  l i m i t e d  
f e  I ony . 
DI.11 /I111 I j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moviny t r a f t i c .  m isce l laneous Mun ic ipa l  C S I M  case types: 
t r a f  t i c .  (Court  n o t  - - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park -  

(215 c o u r t s )  

230 judges  
Exc 1 u s i  ve i n i  sdeineanor, 

o f  reco rd  i ng, m i  sce l  1 aneous 
t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  smal l  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n  
c la ims and appeals. j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

1115 Jud'JC!S 
C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i y h t s ,  es ta te .  c i v i l  appeals. 
mental  h e a l t h ,  in isce l \aneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Cr im ina l  appeals,  l i m i t e d  
fe lo r iy  , m i  sce l  laneous c r i i n i  na l .  
Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony  
j u r i  sd i c  t i on. 

t i o n .  except  i n  Denver. 
- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c -  

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  appeals. 

M d i s t r i c t  Judges serve  
C S I M  case types: 
- Heal p r o p e r t y  r i y h t s .  

- 

UI Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

DENVER PROBATE COURT 

1 Jlid'Je 
CSIM case types :  
- Exc lus i ve  es ta te ,  

mental  h e a l t h  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
Denver. 

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

1 judqe 

I DENVER JUVENILE COURT 

3 JildgeS 
C S I M  case types :  
- Exc lus i ve  adopt ion .  

suppor t /  custody 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
Denver. - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
Denver. 

J u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

:OURT I 
I C S I M  i a s e  types: - Concurrent j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  i n  a11 c i v i l  
a c t i o n s  between $l,OOO-J5,O00. 

County Ju ry  t r i a l s .  t 

:our t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
appe l l  a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour ts  o f  
general  

l u  r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

N U T E :  He sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  hey inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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CONNECTICUT COURT SYSTEM, 

+ 

SUPREME COURT 

6 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc i n  conference. o t h e r -  
w ise  5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  as t h e  Cour t  i n  a panel  
whose membership r o t a t e s  d a i l y  

CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

1 

I APPELLATE COURT 

5 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e ,  1 awyer d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  admin i s t ra -  
t i v e  agency ( zon ing  o n l y )  cases. 

t 
geograph ica l  a reas  f o r  c i v i l / c r i m i n a l  
mat te rs ,  and 15 d i s t r i c t s  f o r  j u v e n i l e  
ma t te rs )  

136 judges and t h e  a p p e l l a t e  j u s t i c e s l j u d g e s  
C S I M  case types :  
- Pa te rn i t y /bas ta rdy ,  mental  h e a l t h ,  

m isce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  t o r t ,  
con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  
c l a ims ,  mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  c i v i l  appeals 
j u r l  s d i c t i  on. - Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  uncontes ted  pa rk ing  
(wh ich  i s  n o t  counted).  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i  1 e j u r i  s d i  c t i on .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

t 
I I PROBATE COURT (131 c o u r t s )  

131 judges  
CSIM case types :  
- Pa te rn i t y /bas ta rdy .  misce l laneous 

domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental  hea l th ,  
m isce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  adopt ion,  
e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

: ou r t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

n te r ined ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

u r i  sd i  c t i  on 

Court  o f  
1 i r n i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n fo rma t ion  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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DELAWARE COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

COURT OF CHANCERY (3  coun t les )  1 

SUPRENE COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  lawyer  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  adv i so ry  op in ions  f o r  t h e  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  from t h e  
execu t i ve  and l e g i s l a t u r e ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

f ede ra l  cou r t s ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT ( 3  coun t ies )  

- 

1 chance l l o r ,  and 3 v i ce -chance l l o rs  
C S I M  case types: 
- To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  mental  hea l th .  
Exc lus i ve  e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I ALDERMN'S COURT (12 towns) 

12 aldermen 
C S I M  case types: - Small c la ims. - Misdemeanor, O W I / D U I .  - T r a f f i c l o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

11 judges  
C S I M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s ,  mental  hea l th ,  m isce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals, m is -  
cel laneous c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  L J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. I J 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
(19 c o u r t s )  

53 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace and 1 

C S I M  case types: 
- Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  

- Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 

c h i e f  m a g i s t r a t e  

c la ims.  

COURT OF COMON PLEAS (3  coun t ies )  

5 judyes  
C S I M  case types: 
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  m isce l laneous c i v i  1. 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony .  misdemeanor. 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 
(No j u r y  t r i a l s  i n  New Cas t le )  

FAMILY COURT (3  coun t ies )  

13 judges  
CSIM case types :  - Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- M i  sderneanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous 

t r a f f i c  ( j u v e n i l e ) .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l  s. 

W N I C I P A L  COURT OF YILNINGTON 
(1 c i t y )  

3 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 

- T r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

OW 1 / D U I  . 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour ts  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

1 COURT OF APPEALS 

9 judges s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m l  na l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  lawyer  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding , 
cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT 

53 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  

admlni s t r a t i v e  agency appeals) .  - Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  most p a r k i n g  cases 
(wh ich  a r e  handled a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y ) .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  I 

I J Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n fo rma t ion  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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FLORIDA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

admi n i  s t r a t i v e  agency. j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i -  
nary, adv isory  o p i n i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  adv isory  op in ion ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceediny,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

5 OISTRICT COURT OF A P P W  (5 c o u r t s )  

46 judges s i t  i n  3- judge pane ls  
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, I n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r l m l n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 

CIRCUIT COURT (20 d r c u i t s )  

348 judges 
C S I M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

m isce l laneous c i v i l .  E x c l u s i v e  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s .  mental hea l th ,  e s t a t e ,  c i v i l  
appeals j u r i  s d i  c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, O k I l / O U I .  m isce l laneous 

c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i  on. - E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n l l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

, c r i m i n a l .  E x c l u s i v e  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  

J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

1 
I I COUNTY COURT (67 count ies)  

214 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

m isce l laneous c i v i l .  E x c l u s i v e  smal l  
c 1 a iins j u r i s d i  c t  i on. - Misdemeanor. DWI/DUI. misce l laneous 
c r i m i  nal. - E x c l u s i v e  t r a f f l d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  except 
f o r  no p a r k i n g  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  misce l laneous t r a f f i c . 1  

o u r t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general  

i u r i  s d i  c t i o n  

Court  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which c o n t a i n s  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each c h a r t .  
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GEORGIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

+ 

1 ___-- 
COURT OF APPEALS 

9 j udges  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
CSlH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d i n i n i s t r a t i v e  

agency, j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d c c i s i o n  cases. - 01 s c r e t  1 oriary j u  r i  sd i c t  1 on 1 n c i v l  1 , nnn-cap i t a I c r i i n l  na 1 , adiiii n i  s t ra t I ve 
agency, j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c l s i o n  cases. - . 

JUVENILE COURT (59 separa te  
cou r t s ,  judges  i n  100 o t h e r  
coun t ies  a l s o  s i t  on o t h e r  
c o u r t s  ) 

10 f u l l - t i m e  and 4 1  p a r t - t i m e  
judges. 3 o f  whom a l s o  serve a! 
S t a t e  Court  judges. Super io r  
Court  judyes serve  i n  t h e  100 
remain ing  coun t ies  w i t h o u t  a 
separa te  J u v e n i l e  Cour t  judge. 

C S I M  case types :  
- Moving t r a f f i c .  m isce l laneous 

t r a f f i c .  
- Juven i le .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I 
1 

MAGISIRATE COURT' 
(159 coun t ies )  

159 c h i e f  mag is t ra tes  
r 

and 266 mag is t ra tes ,  
39 o f  whom a l s o  serve  
St.ate, Probate,  
Juven i l e ,  C i v i l .  o r  
M u  11 i c i pa 1 Co u r t s . 

C S l M  case types: 
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t .  

smal l  c la ims.  
- L im i ted  fe lony ,  

l i m i t e d  misdemeanor. 
- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  
No j u r y  t r f a l s .  

C lV lL  COURT 
(B ibb  County and 
Richmond County) 

3 judges 
C S l M  case types :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  

sinal 1 c la ims.  - L i m i t e d  fe lony .  

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s. 

t r a f f i c .  --I 

(Chatam, OeKalh. 
Gwinett .  and Muscogee 
Count ies)  

7 judges 
C S I M  case types :  
- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  

- T r a f f i c l o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Ju ry  t r i  a 1 s . MUNICIPAL COURT 
(1  c o u r t )  

1 judge 
C S l M  case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  

smal l  c la ims. 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  

misdemeanor. 

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  
c i v i l  cases. 

STATE COURT 
(63 c o u r t s )  

31 f u l l - t i m e  and 
48 p a r t - t i m e  
judges. 

C S l M  case types: 
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  

smal l  c l a ims ,  
m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c i v i l .  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  
misdemeanor, 
OW1 /DU I .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  
n i i  s ce l  1 aneotrs 

3 
SUPERIOR COIJRT (45  c i r c u i t s  among 
159 count  I es) 

124 judges 
CSlH case types: 
- To r t .  c o n t r a c t ,  in iscel laneoi is c i v i l  

Exc lus i ve  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  c i v i  1 appeals 
j u r i  sd i c t i on. 

- Misdemeanor, nWl/nlJ l .  Exc lus i ve  
t r i ab 1 e f e i ony , c r i m i  na 1 a'ppea 1 5 .  

- T r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  except 
f o r  park ing .  

- Juven i le .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

PROBATE COURT 
(159 coun t ies )  

159 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mental  hea l th ,  es ta te ,  

misce l laneous c i v i  1.  
- Misdemeanor, nWl/nUl. 
- Moviny t r a f f i c ,  

m i  sce l  laneoirs t r a f f i c .  

Nn j u r y  t r i a l s .  

--A- 

* 

MUNICIPAL COURTS AND 
THE C I T Y  COIJRT OF 
ATLANTA ( 390 c o u r t s )  

C S l M  case types: 
- L im i ted  fe lony ,  

- T r a f f i c ,  o rd inance 
DWI /0111. 

v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l  5 .  

' I n  ,July O f  1983 t h e  J u s t i c e  of  t he  Peace Court  and the  Sinai1 Claims Court were #merged i n t o  the  

NOTE: He sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  bey in r i iny  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n fo r ' aa t i nn  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  

Mag is t ra te  Court  by C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  A r t i c l e .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
I ntermed i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

co t r r t  
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GUAM COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

Appeals t o  t h e  U n i t e d  Sta tes  
D i s t r i c t  Court f o r  t h e  T e r r i t o r y  

o f  Guam ( 9 t h  C i r c u i t )  

t 
SUPERIOR COURl 

6 judges 
C S l M  case types :  - E x c l u s i v e  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - E x c l u s i v e  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - E x c l u s i v e  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

- E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a1 s . 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 

Court  o f  
general  

j u  r i  s d i  c t 1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which c o n t a i n s  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each c h a r t .  
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I SUPREME COURl 

HAWAII COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l .  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y .  c e r t i f i e d  
ques t i ons  from federa l  cou r t s .  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

admi n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

1 

4 I 

IHTERMOIATE CUURT OF APPEALS 

3 j udges  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases assigned t o  i t  
by t h e  Supreme Court. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

CIRCUIT COURT AND FANICY COURT (4 c i r c u i t s )  

24 judges and 7 d i s t r i c t  f am i l y  judges, 
One f i r s t  c i r c u l t  judge hears  contes ted  
l and  ma t te rs  and t a x  appeals. 

CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  
m isce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  doinest ic 
r e l a t i o n s .  mental  hea l th ,  es ta te ,  adminis-  
t r a t i v e  agency appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/DUI, misce l laneous 
c r im ina l .  Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n t l e  j u r t s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a l  s. 

I DISTRICT COURT (4  c i r c u i t s )  

22 judges  and 46 p e r  diem judges.* 
CSIM case types :  
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  m isce l laneous c i v i l .  

Exc lus i ve  smal l  c l a ims  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  park ing ,  
o rd inance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Exc lus i ve  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

i 

1 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 
I I n d i c a t e s  assignment o f  cases 

'Some pe r  diem judges  may a l s o  serve  as C i r c u i t  Cour t  judges  i n  t h e  F i r s t  C i r c u i t .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  1 
Cour t  o f  
general  

ju r l  s d i  c t  i on 

Cour t  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  sd i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  Impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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IDAHO COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i -  
p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  f rom f e d e r a l  
cou r t s .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 j udges  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency, o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases assigned 
t o  i t  by t h e  Supreme Court .  - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

DISTRICT COURT ( 7  d i s t r i c t s )  

33 j udges  and 7 2  lawyer  and non- lawyer 
mag is t ra tes ,  and 2 t r i a l  c o u r t  
admi n i s t r a t o r s  

CSIM case types :  
- Exc lus i ve  c l  v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( 1  nc lud ing  

c i v i l  appeals) .  - Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  
c r i m i n a l  appeals)  . 

- Exc lus i ve  t r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i  s- 
d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  ' t r i a l s .  except  i n  smal l  c la ims. 

I 
I 
I I n d i c a t e s  assignment o f  cases 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n t  e n e d  i a t e  
appe l l  a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t f o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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ILLINOIS COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

1 

1 SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  c r i m i n a l .  

admi n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  1 awyer 
d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom t h e  
f e d e r a l  c o u r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I I APPELLATE COURT (5 c o u r t s / d l s t r i c t s )  

34 au thor ized  judges s i t  i n  panels,  p l u s  8 

CSlM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, I n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

suppl emental judges 

- D i  s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n c i v i  1, 

t CIRCUIT COURT (22 c i r c u i t s )  

386 author ized  c i r c u i t  and 389 au thor ized  

C S I M  case types: - Exc lus ive  c i  v i 1  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i  n c l u d i n g  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeals) .  - E x c l u s i v e  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d t c t i o n .  - E x c l u s i v e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
j u  r i  s d i  c t  i on. - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

assoc ia te  c i r c u i t  judges 

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
appe l l  a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  . 
NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  b e y i n n i n g  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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INDIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSlM case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  c r i m i n a l ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - O i  s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n c i  v i  I ,  non-cap i ta l  c r i m i  na l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i  l e ,  

o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (4  c o u r t s )  

12 judges  s i t  i n  f o u r  c o u r t s  
C S I M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency, j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r -  

, l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 
1 

1 

4 
SUPERIOR COURT (110 c o u r t s )  

109 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

smal l  c la ims,  domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  
mental  hea l th ,  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals. 
m isce l laneous c i v i  1. - T r i a b l e  fe lony ,  misdemeanor. DUI/DUI, 
c r i m i n a l  appeals, m isce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l ,  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

- Juven i le .  
J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  p a r k i n g  cases. 

1 

1 
1 

COUNTY COURT (57 c o u r t s )  

54 judyes  
C S l M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  
c la ims,  mental  hea l th ,  
m isce l laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misde- 
meanor, DWI/DUI. misce l -  
laneous c r im ina l .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a l  s. 

CITY COURT (52 c o u r t s )  

C S l M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  con t rac t .  
- Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l  s. 

26 Judges 

I 
ClRCUlT COURT (92 c o u r t s )  

89 judges  
C S l M  case types: - To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

smal l  c l a ims ,  domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  
mental  hea l th .  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals,  
m i  sce l  1 aneous c i v i  1. - T r i a b l e  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, 
c r i m i n a l  appeals, m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c r i m i n a l .  

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

- Juven i le .  
Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  p a r k i n g  cases. 

PROBATE COURT ( 1  c o u r t )  

1 judge 
C S l M  case types :  - Adopt ions,  es ta te ,  

- Juven i le .  
m isce l laneous c i v i l .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  + TOUN COURT (26 c o u r t s )  

26 judges  
C S I M  case types: 
- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

MUNICIPAL COURT OF MARIO1 
COUNTY (15 c o u r t s )  

15 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  menta l  
hea l th ,  c i v i l  t r i a l  
c o u r t  appeals.  m isce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misde- 
meanor, DUI/DUI, misce l -  
laneous c r i m i n a l .  

I 

- l r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
Ju ry  t r i  a l  s. 

t 
MARION COUNTY (8  c o u r t s )  

8 judges  
C S I M  case types :  
- Small c la ims.  
- Misce l laneous c r i m i n a l .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

\ 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  

Cour t  of  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour ts  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

u r i  s d i c t i o n  
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IOWA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  lawyer  d i s c i p l i n a r y .  c e r t i  f l e d  
ques t ions  from fede ra l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i  na l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

1 I 

COURT OF APPEALS 

6 j udyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases assigned t o  i t  by 
t h e  Supreme Court. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

DISTRICT COURT (8 d i s t r i c t s  I n  99 coun t ies )  

99 judges; 39 d i s t r i c t  assoc ia te  judges; 
14 sen io r  judyes; and 168 p a r t - t i m e  
may is t ra tes  

CSIM case types: - Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  
t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals) .  - Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  
c r i m i n a l  appeals) .  - Exc lus i ve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  uncontes ted  park ing .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except i n  smal l  c la ims,  pa rk ing  
and mental  h e a l t h  cases. 

I 
I 
I I n d i c a t e s  assignment o f  cases 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
I n  termed i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general  

j u r i  sd i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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KANSAS COURT SYSTEM 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i i n ina l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  
f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I COURT OF APPEALS 

7 judyes  genera l l y  s i t  I n  pane ls  
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, c r i m i n a l  
1 n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  i n t e r -  

T DISTRICT COURT (31 d i s t r i c t s )  

7 1  d i s t r i c t .  69 assoc ia te  d i s t r i c t .  and 7 4  

C S I M  case types :  - Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  

- Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c .  - Exc l  r l s i  ve j u v e n i l e  j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. 
J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  smal l  c la ims.  

d i s t r i c t  m a g i s t r a t e  judges  

c i v i l  appeals) .  

c r i i n i  na l  appeals)  . 

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT (e 388 c i t i e s )  

e328 j udges  
C S I M  case types: - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l  laneous t r a f f i c .  

Exc lus i ve  ord inance v i o l a t i o n .  p a r k i n g  
j u  r i  s d i  c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Cour t  o f  
1 I m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i  c t i o n  1 
NOTE: I)e sure  t o  read  t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  wh ich  con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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KENTUCKY COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

I 1 SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c a p i t a l  and other 

c r i m i n a l  (death,  l i f e ,  20 y r t  sentence),  
1 awyer d i s c i p l  i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  proceedi  ny 
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i  1 e. adv isory  op in ions ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

t 
1 CIRCUIT COURT (56 j u d i c i a l  c i r c u i t s )  

91 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

es ta te .  Exc lus ive  domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  
except f o r  p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  , c i v i  1 
appeals. miscel laneous c i  v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony .  
c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I J u r y  t r i a l s .  except i n  appeals. 

t 
(OIsTRicT CWRT (57  j u d i c i a l  d i s t r i c t s )  

123 judges 
C S l M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

- Misdemeanor. 

- E x c l u s i v e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

- Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

es ta te .  Exc lus ive  p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y .  
mental h e a l t h .  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

DWI/DUI j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Exc lus ive  1 i m i t e d  fe lony .  

Court  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
In te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Court  o f  
1 i m i  ted 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 
NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e l e v a n t  t o  each c h a r t .  
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LOUISIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

JUVENILE COURT 
(3  c o u r t s )  

CSIM case types :  - Support /custody, 
adopt ion,  mental  
hea l th .  - Juven i l e .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I I SUPREME COURT 

FAnILY COURT (1 i n  
Eas t  Baton  Rouge) 

CSIM case types :  - Support /custody, 
adopt ion ,  mental  
hea l th .  - Juven i l e .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency, d i s c i  p l  i nary  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  
f e d e r a l  c o u r t s ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. 

HAVOR'S COURT ( e 2 5 0  
c o u r t s )  

C S I M  case types :  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

COURTS OF APPEAL (5 c o u r t s )  

48 judyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r l m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. 

CITY AN0 PARISH COURTS (53 
c o u r t s )  
7 1  judges  
C S I M  case types: - To r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  
c 1 aims. - Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juven i le ,  except f o r  
s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

DISTRICT COURTS 
192 judyes  

I 
I 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
c o u r t s )  

384 j u s t l c e s  o f  t h e  peace 
C S I M  case types :  - Small c la ims. - T r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  of 
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
I n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  I 
Cour ts  o f  

genera l  
j u r l s d i c t i o n  

Cour t s  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i  c t i  on 

NOTE: Be su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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MAINE COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

ma r r i age d i s s o l  u t  i on, suppor t  / custody , 
m i  sce l  laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  p a t e r n i  t y /  
bas tardy ,  c i v i  1 appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
fe lony .  c r i m i n a l  appeals. m isce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n .  

1 SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT SITTING AS LAN COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  g e n e r a l l y  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c r i m i n a l  e x t r a d i t i o n ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i  l e ,  d i s c i p l  i na ry ,  adv isory  
op in ion ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayency, o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

4 , 

I DISTRICT COURT (13 d i s t r i c t s )  

23 j udges  
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

domest ic r e l a t i o n s  (except  f o r  adopt ions 
and p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y ) .  Exc lus i ve  
smal l  c la ims,  mental  h e a l t h  j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. Exc lus i ve  
1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n .  
Exc lus i ve  pa rk ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

AOnIMlSTRATIVE COURT 

PROBATE COURT (16 c o u r t s ]  

16 p a r t - t i m e  judges  
C S I M  case types :  
- Exc lus i ve  adopt ion,  misce l laneous 

domest ic re1  a t  i ons, e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

2 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. I 

I 1 NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

u r i  s d i c t l o n  

Cour ts  of  
1 i m i  t e d  

u r i  s d i c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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MARYLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

1 COURT OF APPEALS 

7 j udyes  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency, j u v e n i  1 e, 1 awyer 
d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  
f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i i n i  na l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

t 
COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS 

13 j udyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 

- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
C S I M  CdSe types :  

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  adini n i s t r a t  i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  
cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

CIRCUIT COURT ( 8  c i r c u i t s  t i n  24 c o u n t i e s )  1 
107 judges 
C S I M  case types :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

es ta te ,  misce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental  h e a l t h ,  c i v i l  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  appeals 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Juven i l e ,  except i n  Montyomery County. 

- Felony, misdemeanor, m isce l laneous 

I I Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

4- - 

J u v e n i l e  i n  
Montgomery County I I  

I I 

DISTRICT COURT (12 d i s t r i c t s  i n  
24 c o u n t i e s )  

YO judyes  
C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s .  m isce l laneous c i v i l .  
E x c l u s i v e  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n .  

- Felony ( t h e f t  and wor th less  check) ,  
misdemeanor, OWI/I)UI.  - Exc lus i ve  moving t r a f f i c ,  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n ,  misce l laneous t r a f f i c  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- J u v e n i l e  i n  Montyoiiiery County. 

No j u  r y  t r i  a l  s. 

I 
ORPHAN'S COURT (22 coun t ies )  

66 judges 
C S I M  case types :  
- Es ta te ,  except  where such cases 

a re  handled by C i r c u i t  Coi t r t  i n  
Montgomery and Har fo rd  Count ies.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I nteroied i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NUTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  bey inn iny  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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MASSACHUSETTS COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  
n o n - c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  admin ls t ra -  
t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

7 COURT 

TRIAL COURT OF THE COWWEALTH 
281 j u s t i c e s  

SUPERIOR COURT' 
DEPARTMENT (14 c o u n t i e s )  

61  j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - T o r t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  c i v i l  appeals, m isce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  - T r i a b l e  fe lony .  misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l .  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

JUVENILE COURT 
DEPARTMENT (Boston, 
B r i s t o l  County, 
Haapden County. and 
Worcester County) 

12 j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Juven i le .  

Jury  t r i a1 s . 

DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
(69 geographical  d i v i s i o n s )  

153 j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s .  smal l  c la ims,  support, 
custody, p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y .  
mental hea l th ,  c i v i l  t r ia l  
c o u r t  appeals, miscel laneous 
c i v i l .  

f e l o n y ,  misdemeanor. D W I / O U I ,  
c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t i  on. - Juven i le .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 

- T r i a b l e  f e l o n y ,  l i m i t e d  

HOUSING COURT 
OEPARTHENT (Worcester 
County, Hanpden 
County, and Boston) 

4 j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  

smal l  c la ims. 

J u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

The Super ior Court i s  t h e  general  t r i a l  cour t .  

~~ ~~ 

BOSTON WMICIPAL COURT 
DEPARTMENT (Boston) 

11 j u s t  i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  claims, suppor t /  
custody. mental h e a l t h .  c i v i l  
t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals, and 
m i  s c e l l  aneous c i v i  1. 

- T r i a b l e  f e l o n y ,  misdemeanor. 
O W I / O U I .  c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 

LAN0 COURT DEPARTMENT 
(1 sta tewide  c o u r t )  

3 j u s t i c e s -  
C S I M  case types: - Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

J u r y  t r i a1 s. 

PROBATE AN0 FAMILY COURT 
DEPARTMENT (14 count ies)  

37 j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Support/custody , 

p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y  , 
miscel laneous c i v i l .  
E x c l u s i v e  marr iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n .  adopt ion,  
miscel laneous domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s ,  e s t a t e  
j u r i  s d i c t  i on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

o u r t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general  

J u r i  s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  l n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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MICHIGAN COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  judge 

d i s c i  p l  i nary  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  
1 awyer d i s c i  p l  i nary,  adv i so ry  
op in ion .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 

COURT OF APPEALS 

18 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  
CSlM case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  

non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  admin i s t ra -  
t i  ve agency, j u v e n i l e  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c i v i l .  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

COURT OF CLAIMS 
(1 c o u r t )  

1 c i r c u i t  judge serves  
C S I M  case types: - A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 

appeals i n v o l v i n g  
c la ims aga ins t  t h e  
s ta te .  

No j u  r y  t r i  a l  s . 

CIRCUIT COURT 
(55  c i r c u i t s )  

167 judges 
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  , 
admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency 
appeals,  m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  
mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  
suppor t l cus tody ,  c i v i  1 
t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - DWI/DUI, misce l -  
1 aneous c r i m i n a l  . 
Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a 1 s . , 
DISTRICT COURT 
(101 d i s t r i c t s )  

C S I M  case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  
p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  
smal l  c la ims. 

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  mis- 
demeanor, DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscel.. 
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  
o rd inance v i  o l  a t i  on. 

241 judges  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most 
case types. 

I 

PROBATE COURT 
(83 coun t ies )  

107 judges 
CSIM case types :  
- Pa te rn i t y /bas ta rdy ,  

misce l laneous c i v i l .  
E x c l u s i v e  adopt ion,  
misce l laneous domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s .  mental  
hea l th ,  es ta te .  

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l -  
laneous t r a f f i c .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Some j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT 
( 6  c o u r t s )  

7 judges 
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s .  
smal l  c la ims. 

- L i m i t e d  fe lony .  mis -  
demeanor. DWI/DUI. 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  m is -  
c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c .  
o rd inance v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most 
case types. 

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

IOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  
i n f o r m a t i o n  r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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MINNESOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

> 

SUPREME C W R T  

8 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non -cap i ta l  

c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, d i s c i -  
p l i n a r y .  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  from t h e  
fede ra l  c o u r t s  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r l m l n a l ,  a d m i n l s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

! COURT OF APPEALS 

12 judges  s i t  en banc and i n  pane ls  
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v l l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (10 d ls t r lc ts )  

I 1 

145 j udges  
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

- M i  sdemeanor, c r i m i  na l  appeals. 

- Juven i le .  

domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental  hea l th ,  es ta te ,  
c i  v i  1 appeals, m isce l laneous c i v i  1. 

Exc lus i ve  t r i  ab1 e f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

appeal i. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  
misdemeanor. 
DWI/OUI. 

- T r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a1 s. 

CONCILIATION 0 IVISION 

4 u n i f i e d  
d i s t r i c t s  

PROBATE OIVISION 

COURT (Hennepl n and 
Ramsey Count ies)  

COUNTY COURT 39 county courts 

47 judges  

28 judges 
CSIM case types: 

CSIM case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims,  I domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  mental  hea l th .  es ta te .  m isce l -  - Tor t ,  con i rac t ,  
r e a l  p roper t y  
r i q h t s .  c i v i l  

C S I M  case types: - Small c la ims. 
CSIH case types: - Mental  hea l th ,  es ta te .  

1 NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  I Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

J 

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s. 5- 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

Iu r i  s d i  c t i on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  1nfOrmatiOn 
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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MISSISSIPPI COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

CIRCUIT COURT (20 d i s t r i c t s ) *  

40 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - C i v i l  a c t i o n s  over  $500. 

Bas ta rdy .  - Fe lon ies ,  misdemeanors. 
Appeals de novo o r  on record.  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  panels and en ban( 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

c r i m i n a l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i  1 e, d i s c i  p l  i nary,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. - O i s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n 
c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom t h e  
f e d e r a l  c o u r t s  cases. 

CHANCERY COURT (20 d i s t r i c t s ) '  

39 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i on: 
- E q u i t y ,  d ivorce ,  al imony, p ro-  

bate, guardianship,  mental  
commitments. - Hears j u v e n i l e  i f  no County 
Court.  

Appeals de novo. 

J u r y  t r i a l s .  

A 

2 1  judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - C i v i l  a c t i o n s  under 110,000. - Misdemeanors, f e l o n y  p r e l i m i -  

nar ies .  - Juven i le .  c Appeals de novo. 

COUNTY COURT ( 1 7  count ies) '  

I 
I f  no 

County 
Court.  

FAnILY COURT (1 court)* I 
1 judge 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Del i nquency , neg lec t .  - A d u l t  cr i ines a g a i n s t  j u v e n i l e s .  

J u r y  t r i a l  o f  a d u l t s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (310 cour ts) .  JUSTICE COURT (194 cour ts ) '  

90 judges. 160 mayors 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
-Mun ic ipa l  o rd inance v i  ol at ions .  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s. I 

194 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - C i v i l  a c t i o n s  under $500. - M i  sdemeanors, f e l o n y  

p r e l i m i n a r i e s .  

J u r y  t r i  a 1 s . 

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

A t r i a l  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  gu ide  was never completed by M i s s i s s i p p i ,  and da ta  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
t h e  t r ia l  c o u r t s ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  the  t r i a l  c o u r t  te rmino logy  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  c o u r t  system c h a r t  does 
n o t  r e f l e c t  C S I M  P r o j e c t  model r e p o r t i n g  terms. 

Cour ts  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t i o n  

Courts of 
l i m i t e d  

u r i  s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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Court  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

MISSOURI COURT SYSTEM, 1085 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S l M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l .  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  d i s c i p l  i n a r y  , o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

I COURT OF APPEALS ( 3  cour t s )  

32 judges s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 1 - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

133 c i r c u i t ,  170 assoc ia te  c i r c u i t .  and 334 

C S l M  case types :  - Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  

- Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus i ve  t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

mun ic ipa l  judges  

c i v i l  appeals) .  

j u r i  sd i c t i on .  

:our t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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MONTANA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

- 

SUPREME COURT I 
7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc and i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

- D i  s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n admi n l s t r a -  
j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

t i v e  agency, c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  f rom 
f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. 

I 1 JUSTICE OF THE PEACE CWRT (56 coun t ies )  

44 JUdyeS. p l u s  37 j udges  who a l s o  serve  C i t  
Cour ts  
CSlM case types: 
- Tort,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

smal l  c la ims. - Misdemeanor, D W I / D U I .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f  f tc.  

:Y 

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except  I n  smal l  c la ims.  J 

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT (1 c o u r t )  

1 judge 
C S l M  case types :  
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

smal l  c la ims.  
- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
- Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing ,  misce l laneous 

t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i a l s .  except  i n  smal l  c la ims.  

CITY COURT (96 c i t i e s )  

49 judges, p l u s  37 judges  who a l s o  serve  

C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  
smal l  c la ims.  

- Misdemeanor, DUI/OUl. 
- Moving t r a f f i c .  park ing ,  misce l laneous 

J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour ts  

t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  some case types .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  ! 
Courts  o f  

1 i m i  t e d  
u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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NEBRASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
CSIM case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  c i v i l .  c r i m i n a l ,  admin i s t ra -  

t i v e  aqency , j u v e n i  l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
p r o c e e i i n g  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ove r  c i v i l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency, c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  from t h e  fede ra l  cou r t s ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

1 I DISTRICT COURT (21 d i s t r i c t s )  

48 judges 
CSIM case types: - To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

c i v i l  appeals, m isce l laneous c i v i  1. 
Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  (except  
adopt ions) ,  mental  h e a l t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals, 
m isce l laneous c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Misdemeanor, DUI/DUI. Exc lus i ve  

I Jury  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  appeals. 

~~ 

SEPARATE JUVENILE COURT (3  coun t ies )  

4 judges  
C S I M  case types: - Juven i le .  

No j u  ry t r i  a 1 s . 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION COURT (1 c o u r t )  

6 judges 
CSIH case types :  - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

COUNTY COURT (21 d i s t r i c t s ) '  

44 judges  
CSIM case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

smal l  c la ims.  Exc lus i ve  adopt ion,  
e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DUl/DUl. - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i  on. - Juven i le .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  except  i n  park ing .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (2 c i t i e s ) '  

13 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  

smal l  c la ims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DUI/ 
DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

1 

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  c i v i l  cases, 
(Merged w i t h  County Cour t  as o f  J u l y  1. 
1985) 

-1 

* I n  J u l y  1986. t h e  Mun ic ipa l  Cour ts  were merged w i t h  t h e  County Courts.  

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court  a 
general  

j u r i  sd i  c t  on 

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  Led 

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read  t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  Impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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NEVADA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

CSIM case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  
Exc lus i ve  domest ic re1  a t i ons ,  mental  
hea l th ,  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals. m isce l -  
laneous c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  

t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals, m isce l -  
1 aneous c r i m i  na l  j u r i  sd i c t i on .  

- Misdemeanor, DU1/OUI. Exc lus i ve  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  lawyer  
d i s c i p l i  nary,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t 
I 

JUSTICE COURT (55 t m n s )  

59 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace* 
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s .  smal l  c la ims. - Misdemeanor, DUI/DUI. Exc lus i ve  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing .  m isce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  

J u r y  t r i a l s .  except i n  smal l  c l a ims  
and p a r k i n g  case types. 

T 
I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (18 i n c o r p o r a t e d  
c i  t i e d t a r r n s )  

21 judges  
CSIM case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims.  - Misdemeanor. DWI/OUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  m isce l -  
laneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Nine j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace a l s o  serve  as Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  judges. 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i  s d i c  t 1 on 

Cour ts  of  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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I 
NEW HAMPSHIRE COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t l c e s  s l t  en banc 
CSlH case types: - No mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - D l s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r i s d l c t i o n  i n  c i v l l ,  non- 

cap l  t a l  c r l m l n a l ,  a d m l n l s t r a t l  ve agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  d l s c l p l  l n a r y ,  adv isory  op in ions  
f o r  t h e  s t a t e  e x e c u t l v e  and l e g l s l a t u r e ,  
o r l  g l  na l  proceedl  ng, 1 n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s l o n  cases. 

& SUPERIOR COURT (10 count ies)  

25 a u t h o r l z e d  j u s t l c e s  
CSIH case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r l g h t s .  m l s c e l -  

1 aneous domestlc r e l a t l o n s .  mlsce l  laneous 
c l v l l .  E x c l u s i v t  marrfage d l s s o l u t l o n .  
p a t e r n l  t y / b a s t a r d j  , suppor t l cus tody  
j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

j u r i  s d l c t i o n .  
- E x c l u s l v e  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r l m l n a l  appeals 

I J u r y  t r t a l s .  

t- 

MUNICIPAL COURT (10 count ies)  

9 p a r t - t i m e  and 2 spec ia l  j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types: - Real p r o p e r t y  r l g h t s .  smal l  c la lms, 

m l  sce l  1 aneous c l  v l  1 . - Mlsdemeanor. OUI/DUl.  - T r a f f l c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I PROBATE COURT (10 c w n t j e s )  

10 j udyes  
C S l M  case types: - Miscel laneous domest lc  r e l a t l o n s ,  

mlscel laneous c l v l l .  E x c l u s l v e  
adopt lon.  mental hea l th ,  e s t a t e  
j u r l  s d i c t  1 on. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Court  o f  
general  

i u r i s d i c t l o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r l s d l c t l o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg lnn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t l o n  n h l c h  conta ins  lmpor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each c h a r t .  
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NEW JERSEY COURT SYSTEM, 

- 
1985 

SUPREME COllHT 

1 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S l M  cdse types :  
- Mdridatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

adini n i  s t  r a t  i ve ayency , j u v e n i  1 e, d i s c i  - 
p l i n a r y .  o r i g i n a l  p roceed iny  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s t l i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayency 
appeal, j l r ven i  l e .  d i s c i p l  i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  
ques t ions  f ro i i i  f e d e r a l  c o u r t s .  i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

t 
APPELLATE n l V l S I O N  OF SUPERIOR COURT 

24 judges  s i t  i n  8 pane ls  ( p a r t s )  
C S I M  case types :  
- flaridatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

cap1 t a l  c r i l n i  na 1, juveni  l e ,  adini n i  s trat i ve 
agency cases. 

d e c i s i o n  cases. 
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  

SUPEHIOR COURT: C I V I L .  FAMILY. GENERAL 
EYUITY AND CRIMINAL DIV IS IONS (21  c o u n t i e s )  

331 JildyeS author ized :  
21 Sur roya tes  a l s o  serve  as  deputy S u p e r i o r  

Cour t  C l e r k s  
C S l f l  c a s e  t ypes :  
- E x c l u s i v e  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (uncontes ted  

e s t a t e  are handled by t h e  sur rogates) .  
- E x c l u s i v e  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y .  crafninal appeals,  

mi s c e l  1 anenus c r i i n i  n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- E xc 1 us i ve .)liven i 1 e j u r i  sd i c t i on. 
J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

court 

MUNICIPAL COURT (533 
c o i i r t r  o f  which  14 were 
mu1 t i  -nun i c i  p a l  ) 

35Y J ud lJeS 
C S l M  cdse types :  
- E x c l u s i v e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y ,  

m i  sdeioeanor, D W I / D I l I  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- E x c l u s i v e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

riew Jersey h a s  .j 'Tax CourL which hears compla in ts  t h a t  are handled e x c l u s i v e l y  by a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
dyencies i n  u t l i e r  s t d l r s .  

NOTE: I3e sure t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  h e y i n n i n y  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  wh ich  c o n t a i n s  i m p o r t a n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  edCh Chart .  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i  c t i o n  

153 



NEW MEXICO COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

& 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  genera l l y  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S l M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, d i s c i -  
p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r l m l n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  from 
t h e  fede ra l  c o u r t s  cases. 

COURT O f  APPEALS 

7 judges s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e  cases. 

l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r -  

1 PROBATE COURT ( 3 3  coun t ies )  

33 judges 
C S I M  case types :  
- Estate.  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

t DISTRICT COURT (13 d i s t r i c t s )  

53 judges 
C S l M  case types :  - To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

es ta te .  Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  
mental  h e a l t h ,  c i v i l  appeals,  m isce l -  
I aneous c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  
c r i n i i  na l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a 1 s. 

MAGISTKATE COURT t (59 c i t i e s )  

68 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
D W I / U U I .  - Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n .  
misce l laneous t r a f f i c .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

t t  
RERNALILLO COUNTY METROPOLITAN COURT 

11 judges 
C S l M  case types: - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
ow1 /DU 1. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  t r a f f i c .  I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (81 c o u r t s )  

81 judges 
C S I M  case types :  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I ntermed i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  I 
Cour ts  o f  

1 i m i  t ed  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Re su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  heg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  I f i fo rs ina t ion  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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NEW YORK COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

. F - 
C i v i l ,  f e l o n i e s :  

3 r d  and 4 t h  
Department 

COURT OF APPEALS 
7 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  

- U i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
o r i y i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

agency, j u v e n i l e ,  judge d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

-- 
APPELLATE TERMS OF SUPREME COURT 
( 3  t e n m / 2  departments) 
15 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  i n  t h r e e  

C S l M  case types: - Mandatory J u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

terms. 

-- 
APPELLATE UIVISIUNS OF SUPREME 
CWRT ( 4  c o u r t s / d i v i s i o n s )  
44 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  aiid en 

bdnc i n  f o u r  departments 
C S l M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  admin i s t ra -  
t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  lawyer  
d i  s c i p l  i n a r y ,  o r i  y i n a l  proceed- 
ing ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. 

- U i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  
j u v e n i l e .  o r i y i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r  I ocutory  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

FAMILY CUURT (62 coun t ies )  

C5IM case types :  
- Domestic r e l a t i o n s  (except  

158 judyes; 40 County Judges 

mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n ) ,  
yuardianship.  Exc lus i ve  - 
mental  hea 1 t h  J u r i  sd i  C t  i on. 

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  
I 

I 
Non- A e on ies :  
2nd Department 

- 
CIVIL  CUURT OF THE C I T Y  OF CRIMINAL COURT OF THE C I T Y  OF TOUN AND VILLAGE JUSTICE COURT 
NEU YURK (1 c o u r t )  NEU YORK (1 c o u r t )  (2.327 c o u r t s )  
120 j udyes  107 judyes  1,985 j u s t i c e s  
C S l M  case types :  C S I M  case types: CSIM ca$e types :  
- Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  - l i m i t e d  fe lony .  misdemeanor, - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i y h t s ,  smal l  c la ims,  m isce l -  DUI /UU I .  r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims. 
eous c i v i l .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous - Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. misce l -  

t r a f f i c .  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n .  laneous c r i m i n a l .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
Ju ry  t r i a l s .  Jury  t r i a l s  i n  c r i m i n a l  cases. Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

SUPREHE COURT (12 d i s t r i c t s )  
276 judges  
C S l M  case types: - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i y h t s ,  m isce l laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus i ve  mar r i aye  d i s s o l u t l o n  
j u r i  s d i  c t i on. 

- T r i a b l e  fe lony ,  DW1, misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l .  

Ju ry  t r i a 1 s. 

COURT OF CLAIMS ( 1  c o u r t )  
32 JUdyeS, 15 a c t  as Supreme 

C5IM case types: 
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i y h t s  i n v o l v i n g  
t h e  s ta te .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  Judges 

COUNTY COURT (57 c o u n t i e s  o u t s i d e  NYC) 
117 judges  
C S l M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i y h t s ,  m isce l laneo i is  c i v i l .  
T r i a l  c o u r t  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- T r i a h l e  fe lony ,  nWl/Dlll,  miscPl laneoiJs 
c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

Ju ry  t r i a l  s. 

1 
SURROGATES’ COURT (62 coun t ies )  
16 su r roya tes ;  43 county  judyes  
C S l M  case types :  - Adopt ion.  es ta te .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  es ta te .  

DISTRICT COURT (2  coun t ies )  
49 judges  i n  Nassau and Su f fo l k  
C S l M  case types :  - To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t )  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony .  misdemeanor, 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneour  
t r a f f i c ,  o rd inance v i o l  a t  ion .  

r i g h t s .  smal l  c la ims.  

3 rd  and 4 t h  
Departi i ient s 

- 
1 s t  and 2nd 
Departments 

C I T Y  COURT (79 c o u r t s  i n  61  

- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 

c i t i e s )  
165 judyes  
C S I M  case types :  

- Movi ny t r a f f i c .  m i s c e l l  aneous 

tu ry  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  t r a f f i c .  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la i i l is .  

t r a f f i c ,  o rd inance 1 v i o l a t i o n .  

I M I  /IN I . 

- 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

n termed i a t e  
appel l a t e  

coil r t s 

Cour ts  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

C O l J r t S  O f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u  r i  s d i  c t i on 



NORTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  judge 
d i s c i p l i n a r y .  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  

I - i;:::;tionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  I 
c r i m i n a l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e .  
adv i so ry  op in ions  f o r  t h e  execu t i ve  and 
l e g i s l a t u r e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. t COURT OF APPEALS 

12 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i  na l  , admi n i  s t r a t  i ve agency, 
j u v e n i  1 e ,  1 awyer d i s c i  p 1 i nary,  o r i  g i  na l  
p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 

SUPERIOR COURT (34  d i s t r i c t s )  

72 judges  and 100 c l e r k s  w i t h  e s t a t e  j u r i s -  

C S I M  case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  
m isce l laneous c i v i l  cases. Exc lus i ve  
adopt ion,  es ta te ,  mental  hea l th ,  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  
c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

d i c t  i on 

I J u r y  t r i a l s .  

I DISTRICT COURT (34  d i s t r i c t s )  

146 judges, and 623 mag is t ra tes  o f  which 
approx imate ly  100 mag is t ra tes  a re  pa r t - t ime  

C S I M  case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  
Exc lus i ve  smal l  c la ims.  non-adopt ion 
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  c i v i l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
appeals,  m isce l laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  l i m i t e d  fe lony ,  
D U I  /OUI j u r i  sd i c t i on. 

- Exc lus i ve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d ' i c t i on .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  c i v i l  cases on ly .  I 

o u r t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

t- I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general  

u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Court  o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n fo r i na t l on  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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NORTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S l M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency, j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y .  
o r1  g l  na l  proceeding. i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

1 

- No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i  s d i  c t l  on. 
L t DISTRICT COURT (7 j u d i c i a l  d i s t r i c t s  

i n  53 coun t ies )  
26 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  guardianship.  Exc lus i ve  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  appeals of  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases, 
misce l laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - M1 sdemeanor. m i  sce l  laneous c r im ina l .  
E x c l u s i  ve t r i  ab1 e f e l o n y  j u r i  sd i c -  
t i on .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing .  m isce l -  
1 aneous t r a f  f i c .  - Exc l  u s i  ve j u v e n i  1 e j u r i  s d i c t i o n .  

I J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

COUNTY COURT (53 Count ies)  

26 judges  
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  es ta te .  Exc lus i ve  
smal l  c la ims,  mental  h e a l t h  
j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
DWI/DUI, c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  
misce l laneous t r a f f i c .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  except  i n  smal l  
c la ims cases. 

MUNICIPAL COURT (161 i ncorpora tec  
c i t i e s )  

148 j udges  
CSIM case types: - DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  

misce l laneous t r a f f i c .  
Exc lus i ve  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  
j u  r i  s d i  c t i  on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

Cour t s  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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OHIO COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

~ NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I I SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

c r i m i  na l  , a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I I 

COURT OF APPEALS (12 c o u r t s )  

53 judyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  o f  3 members each 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  

c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS (88 coun t ies )  

329 j udges  
CSIM case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
cases, misce l laneous c i v i l .  Ewc lus iv  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental  hea l th ,  
e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  misce l -  
1 aneous c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - T r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  ( j u v e n i l e  
cases o n l y )  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

1 

I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (118 c o u r t s )  

198 judyes  
CSIM case types :  - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

smal l  c la ims,  misce l laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, 
c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t  ion. 

J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

K 

1 COUNTY COURT ( 5 1  c o u r t s )  1 61 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims,  misce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
DUI/DUI, c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  except 
f o r  p a r k i n g  cases. 

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. '7 
I I 

COURT OF CLAIMS (1 c o u r t )  

1 judge  s i t s  on temporary 
assignment 
C S I M  case types :  - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  

agency cases, m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c i v i l  a c t i o n s  aga ins t  t h e  
s ta te .  

Ju ry  t r i a l .  

MAYOR'S COURT (690 judges)  

690 judges (mayors) 
C S I M  case types :  - DWI/DUI. - T r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t  i on. 

o u r t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

J 

1 1 ermedi a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Cour ts  o f  
1 { m i  t e d  

u r i  sd i c t  i on 

NOTE: Be su re  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  bey inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  Impor tan t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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OKLAHOMA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en  banc 
CSIM case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e .  1 awyer 
d i s c i p l i n a r y .  adv i so ry  op in lon ,  
o r i  g i  n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l  ocu to ry  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
admi n i s t r a t i ve agency , j u v en i 1 e, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 

I Ir 

COURT OF APPEALS (4 c o u r t s )  

12 judges  s i t  i n  f o u r  permanent 
d i v i s i o n s  o f  3 members each 

CSIM case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

c i v i  1, a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceed- 
i ny, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases t h a t  a re  assigned t o  
i t  by t h e  Supreme Court ,  

- No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c -  
t i on. 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r -  

c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  
cases. 

l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I 

I DISTRICT COURT (26 d i s t r i c t s )  

7 1  d i s t r i c t ,  77 assoc ia te  d i s t r i c t .  and 58 
judges  
CSIM case types :  - Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except  f o r  

- E x c l u s l  ve c r i m i  na l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1  n c l  u d i  ng 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c ,  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
Ju ry  t r i  a 1 s . 

concur ren t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  appeal o f  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

c r i m i n a l  appeals) .  

o rd inance v i o l  a t ion .  

( 1  c o u r t )  

3 d i s t r i c t  judges  serve  
C S I M  case types :  - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  

agency cases. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT NOT OF 
RECORD (340 c o u r t s )  

Approximately 350 f u l l /  
p a r t - t i m e  judges  

C S I M  case types :  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  '- J u r y  t r i  a 1 s . 

OF RECORD (2 c o u r t s )  

8 f u l l - t i m e  and 18 
p a r t - t i m e  judges  

C S I M  case types: - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t ion .  

I 
1 I n d i c a t e s  assignment o f  cases, 

Oklahoma has a Workers' Compensation Cour t  which hears  compla in ts  t h a t  a re  handled e x c l u s i v e l y  by 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayencies i n  o t h e r  s ta tes .  

Cour t s  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour t s  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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OREGON COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREM COURT I 
7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  

admf n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, d i s c i p l  i n a r y ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l  i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  quest ions 
from t h e  f e d e r a l  c o u r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding cases. 

T I COURT OF APPEALS 

10 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r l m l  na l  , admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 1 
(1 c o u r t )  

1 judge 
C S I M  case types: 
- C i v i l  appeals 

from admi n i  5- 
t r a t i v e  
agencies. 

CIRCUIT COURT (21 c i rcu i ts  uI th 36 c o u r t s )  

85 judges 
C S I M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

adopt ion,  e s t a t e ,  c i v i l  appeals, mental 
hea l th .  E x c l u s i v e  domestic r e l a t i o n s  
(except  adopt ion) ,  miscel laneous c i v i l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. 
- E x c l u s i v e  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals 

- Juven i le .  
J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

COUNTY COURT 
(9 c o u n t i e s )  

9 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Adoption, mental  

h e a l t h ,  es ta te .  - Juven i le .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

t JUSTICE COURT 

(37 c o u r t s )  

36 J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  

CSIM case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  
r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s ,  smal l  
c la ims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  
misdemeanor. 
DWI /OU I .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  
park ing ,  mis- 
ce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Peace 

J u r y  t r i a l s  I n  most 
case types. 

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT 
(196 c o u r t s )  

137 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Mi sdemeanor. 

OW1 / D U I  . - T r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  I n  most 
case types. 

OISTRICT COURT 
(27 d i s t r l c t s )  

58 judges 
C S I M  case types: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  

r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s .  smal l  
c la ims,  probate/  
w i  1 l s / i  n tes ta te .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  
misdemeanor, 
DWI /OU I. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  somc 
case types. 

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

, 

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l  a t e  

c o u r t  

Courts o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

Iu r l  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  the  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which c o n t a i n s  Impor tan t  t n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each c h a r t .  
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PENNSYLVANIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURl 

I j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

__t? CO))IONNEALTH COURT 

9 au tho r i zed  judges, and 3 s e n i o r  judges  
s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 

C S l M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. 
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases i n v o l v i n g  t h e  
Commonweal t h. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
admini  s t r a t i  ve agency, o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases i n v o l v i n g  t h e  Commonwealth. 

L 
I 

SUPERIOR COURT 

15 au tho r i zed  judges, and 7 s e n i o r  judges  
s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 

C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  
non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. 

313 judges  
CSIM case types :  - Tor t , .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

m isce l laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  es ta te ,  
mental  hea l th .  c i v i l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  . .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/DlJI .  Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
fe lony, c r i m i n a l  appeals,  m isce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  i n  most case types. 

PHILADELPHIA WNICIPAL COURT 
( 1 s t  D i s t r i c t )  

22 judges  
CSIM case types :  - Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  m isce l laneous 

domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  m i  sce l  1 aneous c i v i  1 ,  
Exc lus i ve  smal l  c l a ims  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 
PHILADELPHIA TRAFFIC COURT ( 1 s t  D i s t r i c t )  

C S I M  case types :  
- Moving v i o l a t i o n ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous 

6 Judges 

t r a f f i c .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I DISTRICT JUSTICE COURT (546 c o u r t s )  

546 d i s t r i c t  j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  
- L i m i t e d  felony/misdemeanor, misdemeanor. 

- T r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
DWI /DUI .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

PITTSBURGH C I T Y  MAGISTRATES ( 5 t h  D i s t r i c t )  

6 mag is t ra tes  
C S I M  case types :  - Real p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  
- L i m i  t ed  f e l o n y l m i s d e m e a n o r / D ~ l l ~ l ~ l ,  

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
misdemeanor. 

I I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

: ou r t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Cour t s  o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  

161 



PUERTO RlCO COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

S U P R M  COURT 

8 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Reviews judgments and dec is ions  o f  t h e  

Court  o f  F i r s t  Instance,* and cases on 
appeal o r  rev iew b e f o r e  t h e  Super io r  Court .  - Reviews r u l i n g s  o f  t h e  R e g i s t r a r  o f  
Proper ty  and r u l i n y s  o f  c e r t a i n  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. 

1 

92 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

domestic r e l a t i o n s  and miscel laneous c i v i l .  
E x c l u s i v e  e s t a t e  and c i v i l  appeals 
j u r i  s d i  c t i  on, 

and c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Misdemeanor. E x c l u s i v e  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  

- E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  i n  c r i m i n a l  cases. I 
DISTRICT COURT* (39 c o u r t s )  

94 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

m isce l laneous domestfc r e l a t i o n s  and 
miscel laneous c i v l l .  - Misdemeanor. E x c l u s i v e  l i m i t e d  fe lony ,  and 
DWI/OUI j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n s ,  except no 
parking. 

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

: JUSTICE OF THE PEACE (3 c o u r t s )  

I I 3 r e g u l a r  and 10 s p e c i a l  judges 

J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  Peace a r e  empwered 

t o  handle o n l y  p r e l i m i n a r y  m a t t e r s  
such as arraignment.  s e t t i n g  b a i l  
and f s s u i n g  search warrants.  They 
do n o t  reach d e c i s l o n  o r  v e r d i c t .  

No t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (52 c o u r t s )  

56 judges 
CSlM case types: - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t  i ons. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
Court  o f  
general  

j u  r l  s d i c t  i o n  1 

*The Court o f  F i r s t  Ins tance c o n s i s t s  o f  two d i v i s i o n s :  the  Super ior  Court and t h e  O f s t r i c t  Court. 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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RHODE ISLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 SUPKEK COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S l M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i t i i i na l ,  j u v e n i l e .  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  adnii n i s t r a t  i v e  ayency appeals,  i n t e r -  
d i  s c i p l  i nary,  adv i so ry  op in ion ,  o r i  y i  na l  proceedi  ny cases. 

l o c u t o r y  dec i s ion .  o r i y i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 
I 

t 
I SUPERIOR COURT (4  d i v i s i o n s )  

19 j u s t i c e s  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i y h t s ,  c i v i l  

appeals, m isce l la i ieous  c i v i l .  
- Misdeineanor. DWI/UUI.  Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  

fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

1 f 
FAMILY COURT ( 4  d i v i s i o n s )  

11 judyes  
CSlM case types: 
- Exc lus i ve  dolnest ic r e l a t i o n s  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

DlSTRlCT COURT (8  d i v i s i o n s )  

CSlM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

13 Judges 

r i g h t s ,  appeals o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
ayericy cases. Exc lus i ve  smal l  
c la ims,  mental  h e a l t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Misdemeanor, DWI/UUI. Exc lus i ve  
l i m i t e d  fe lony  J u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  Exc lus i ve  
nioviny t r a f f i c  f o r  those cases no t  
handled a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  No j u r y  t r i a l s .  
Cour ts  o f  

1 i in i  t e d  
i u  r i  s d i  c t  i on 

I 

PROBATE COURT (39 c i t i e s / t a t n s )  

39 j udyes  
C S l M  case types :  
- Exc lus i ve  e s t a t e  j i i r i s d i c t i o n .  

I MUNICIPAL COURT ( 2  c i t i e s )  

The number o f  judyes  i s  u n a v a i l a b l e  
C S l M  case types: 
- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  Exc lus i ve  

park4 ny j u r i  sd l c  t ion. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I No j u r y  t r i a l  5 .  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  bey inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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SOUTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  c r i m i n a l ,  

j u v e n i l e .  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  quest ions- 
f rom t h e  f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  proceed- 
ing .  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l .  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- 

I I 

MUNICIPAL COURT ( 2 4 1  courts) 

e 2 4 1  judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s . 
DW I /DUI. 

I 

Y COURT OF APPEALS 

i 6 judges s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases 
assigned t o  i t  by t h e  Supreme Court .  - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 

CIRCUIT COURT (16 c i rcu i ts )  

3 1  judges  and 20 mas te rs - i n -equ i t y  
C S I M  case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

m isce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  
appeals j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on. - Misdemeanor, DYI/OUI. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals. m isce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

F M I L V  COURT (16 c i rcu i ts )  

46 j udges  
CSIM case types: - Misce l laneous c i v i l .  Exclu- 

s i v e  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except  f o r  some 
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases 
heard i n  t h e  Mag is t ra te  
Court .  - J u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c .  - Juven i le .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

r nVYnlL UVVnl \'." ..""I .a, 

46 j udyes  
C S I M  case types :  - Exc lus i ve  mental  hea l th ,  

e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 
I I n d i c a t e s  assignment o f  cases. 

I ntermed i a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

315 mag is t ra tes  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t )  

r i g h t s ,  some p a t e r n i t y /  
bastardy.  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
OW I /ou I .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juven i le .  

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s. 

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  r 
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SOUTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s’lt en banc 
C S I M  case types :  
- Mandatory j u r i s d l c t l o n  ove r  c l v l l ,  

c r l m i n a l ,  a d m l n l s t r a t l v e  agency, j u v e n i l e ,  
d l s c l p l l n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed lng  cases. - D l s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r l s d l c t l o n  ove r  adv i so ry  
op ln lons  f o r  t h e  s t a t e  execut lve .  l n t e r -  
l o c u t o r y  dec l s lon ,  o r l g l n a l  p roceed lng  
cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (8 c i r c u i t s )  

35 judges, 18 l aw  mag is t ra tes .  13 p a r t - t l m e  

I 
l a y  mag is t ra tes ,  87 f u l l - t l m e  c l e r k  
mag is t ra tes .  and 32 p a r t - t i m e  c l e r k  
mag is t ra tes .  

CSIM case types :  - E x c l u s i v e  c i v i l  j u r l s d i c t i o n  ( I n c l u d i n g  
c l v i l  appea ls ) .  - E x c l u s l v e  c r l m i n a l  j u r l s d l c t l o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  
c r l m l  na l  appeal s). - Exc lus i ve  t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r l s -  
d i c t i o n  (excep t  f o r  uncontes ted  park ing ,  
wh ich  I s  handled a d m i n l s t r a t l v e l y ) .  - E x c l u s i v e  j u v e n l  l e  j u r l  sd l c t l on .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  except  i n  smal l  c la lms.  

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i  s d l c t l  on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg lnn ing  o f  t h l s  s e c t i o n  which con ta lns  Impor tan t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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TENNESSEECOURTSYSTEM,1985 
r- - 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  c l v l l .  c r i m i n a l ,  

workers compensation, lawyer  d i s c i p l l n a r y  
cases. - D l s c r e t l o n a r y  j u r l s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p l t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceediny.  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c l s l o n  cases. 

J 

12 judges g e n e r a l l y  s l t  I n  panels and 
en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  i n  c i v l l .  

a d m i n l s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e  cases. 
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d l c t i o n  l n  i n t e r l o c u -  

t o r y  d e c l s l o n  cases. 

9 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r l s d i c t l o n  i n  non-cap i ta l  

c r l m i n a l ,  j u v e n l l e ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n 1 n t e r l o c u -  
t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

I I I I 

4 A 
J u d l c l a l  d l s t r l c t s  ( 3 1  d l s t r i c t s ) '  1 
CIRCUIT COURT 
(95 c o u n t i e s  i n  31 d i s t r i c t s ) '  
66 judges 
C S I M  case types: - C i v l l ,  except smal l  c la lms. C i v l l  

- Cr imina l .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c .  
J u r y  t r i a l  s . 

appeal s j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

CHANCERY COURT 
(27 d i s t r i c t s )  

30 c h a n c e l l o r s  
C S I M  case types: 
- C i v i l ,  except smal l  

c l  aims. 

J u r y  t r i a l s .  

CRlMlNAL COURT 
(13 d i s t r i c t s )  

26 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Cr imina l .  

Cr im ina l  appeals 
j u r l s d l c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s, 

JUVENILE COURT (16 c o u n t i e s )  

16 j u v e n i l e  judges. 
C S I M  case types: - P a t e r n l t y / b a s t a r d y ,  mental 

hea l th .  - Juven l le .  
No j u r y  t r i a1 s. 

L 
h PROBATE COURT (2) 

3 judges; 5 general  
sess lon  judges also  
serve 
CSIM case types :  
- Estate,  

MUNICIPAL COURT 
( 300 c o u r t s )  
300 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Mlsdemeanor, DWI/DUI .  - T r a f f i c l o t h e r  

v i o l  a t 1  on. 
No j u r y  t r i  a1 5 .  

GENERAL SESSIONS COURT (92 c o u n t i e s  and 2 
a d d i t l o n a l  c o u n t i e s  have a t r i a l  j u s t i c e  

7 1  f u l l - t h e  and 38 p a r t - t i m e  judges. ( T h i s  
i n c l u d e s  2 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace.) 
C S I M  case types: 
- T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

c o u r t )  

m a r r l  age d l  s s o l u t i o n .  support /custody , 
mental  hea l th ,  e s t a t e ,  appeal o f  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. E x c l u s i v e  
smal l  c 1 aims j u r i  sd 1 c t  i on. - Mlsdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Ordlnance v l o l a t i o n .  

- Juven l le .  
No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

'The s t a t e  o f  Tennessee was d i v l d e d  l n t o  31  j u d l c i a l  d l s t r l c t s  on September 1, 1984. There i s  a C i r c u i t  i n  each 
d f s t r i c t .  
Courts. 
I s  one p r e s i d l n g  judge f o r  each d l s t r l c t .  
C l r c u l t  Courts and t h e  o t h e r  two became Chancery Courts. 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t l o n  r e l e v a n t  
t o  each char t .  

Twenty seven d l s t r l c t s  have separate Chancery Courts, and t h i r t e e n  d l s t r l c t s  have separate Cr imfna l  

As a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  r e d i s t r i c t i n g ,  t w o  Law and E q u i t y  Courts became 
The C l r c u i t  Court  has j u r l s d l c t i o n  over  Chancery and C r i m i n a l  mat te rs  i n  t h e  remaining c i r c u l t s .  There 

Court  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 

I n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l  a t e  

c o u r t s  

C o u r t ( s )  o f  
general  

j u  r l  s d l  c t l  on 

Courts o f  
1 l m l  ted  

j u r l  s d i c t l o n  
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TEXAS COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

80 j u s t i c e s  s i t  i n  pane ls  
CSlM case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d t c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non -cap i ta l  c r i m i n a l .  

admi n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - 

SUPREHE COURT 

9 j u s t i c e  s i t  en banc 
C s I M  caseftypes: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  cases, - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

c i v i  1 ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i ons  f rom 
f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  
cases. 

4 
I DISTRICT COURTS (370 c o u r t s )  

7 
_. 

COURT OF CRIHINAL APPEALS 

9 judges  s i t  i n  pane ls  and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c r i m i n a l ,  

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non- 

I 

o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  
cases. 

CONSTITUTIONAL COUNTY COURT 
(254 c o u r t s )  

1 I 

PROBATE COURT 
(12  c o u r t s )  

1 c . 4  
I COURTS OF APPEALS (14  c o u r t s )  I I 

DISTRICT COURT (360 c o u r t s )  

360 judyes  
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  
es ta te ,  misce l laneous c i v i  1. 
Exc l  u s i  ve admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency 
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- T r i a b l e  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
DWI / D U I  , m i  sce l  1 aneous c r i m i  na l  

- Juven i le .  I J u r y  t r i a l s .  

10 judges  
C S I M  case types :  
- T r i a b l e  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 

DWI/DUI. misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  
cases. 

I Jury t r i a l  s. 

254 judyes  
CSlM case types: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c l a ims ,  mar r iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n ,  es ta te ,  mental  
hea l th ,  c i v i l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
appeals,  m isce l laneous c i v i l .  

- Misdemeanor, D W I / O U I .  c r i m i n a l  
appeals. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  - Juven i l e .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

12 judges 
C S I M  case types :  - Estate.  

J u r y  t r i  a1 s . 

I MUNICIPAL COURT' (839 c o u r t s )  

1.090 judges  
C S l M  case types :  - L i m i t e d  f e l o n y ,  misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous 

t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s. I 

~~~~ ~ 

COUNTY COURT AT LAY (118 c o u r t s )  

118 judges  
CSIM case types: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c l a ims ,  
mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  es ta te ,  
mental  hea l th ,  c i v i l  t r i a l  
c o u r t  appeals, m isce l laneous 
c i v i l .  - Misdemeanor, D W I / D U I ,  c r i m i n a l  
appeals. 

- Moving t r a f f i c .  m isce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  - Juven i l e .  

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s . 

I 

I JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT* (948 c o u r t s )  I 
948 judges  
C S l M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims,  mental  hea l th .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony .  misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

J u r y  t r i a l s .  

*borne Mun ic ipa l  and J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour ts  may appeal t o  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court. 

Cour t s  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

1 
Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  I 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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UTAH COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

c r i m i  na l  , admi n i  s t  r a t  i ve agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  1 awyer d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. 

l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 
- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  l n t e r -  

t 
DISTRICT COURT ( 7  d i s t r i c t s  i n  29 
coun t ies )  

29 judges  
CSIM case types: 
- Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t l o n s ,  es ta te ,  
mental  hea l th ,  c i v i l  appeals, m isce l -  
laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  
c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

t 
CIRCUIT COURT (12 
c i r c u i t s ;  43 l o c a t i o n s  
i n  29 coun t les )  

40 judges  
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  
c la ims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony .  misde- 
meanor. DWI/DUI. 
Exc lus l ve  miscel laneous 
c r i m l n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  
smal l  c l a ims  and p a r k i n g  
cases. 

t 
I 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
COURT (171 c i t i e s /  
count  i es) 

156 judges 
C S I M  case types: - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  smal l  

c la ims.  
- L f m i t e d  fe lony ,  misde- 

meanor, DWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c l o t h e r  
v i o l  a t l on .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  some case 
types. 

JUVENILE COURT (5 j u v e n i l e  c o u r t  
d i s t r i c t s )  

12 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Moving t r a f f l c .  m isce l laneous t r a f f i c  

( j u v e n l  l e ) .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
general  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  lmpor tan t  i n f o r m a t l o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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VERMONT COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency. j u v e n i  l e ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

- D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r l  ocu to r j  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT ( 1 4  c o u n t i e s )  

10 judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  suppor t l cus tody .  

p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y ,  misce l laneous 
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  misce l laneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  rea l -p roper t y  
r i y h t s ,  mar r i age  d i s s o l u t i o n ,  c i v i l  
appeals j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. - T r i a b l e  fe lony .  

Ju ry  t r i a1 s. 

t 

I 

DISTRICT COURT' ( 1 4  c i r c u l  t s )  

14  judges  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  suppor t l cus tody ,  

p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y ,  misce l laneous 
domest ic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental  hea l th .  
Exc lus i ve  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - T r i a b l e  fe lony .  Exc lus i ve  mis -  
demeanor, DWI/UUI j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c ,  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n ,  
ju r i  sd i  c t i on. - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s. 

The number o f  judges  i s  unknown 
C S I M  case types :  - Mental  hea l th .  m isce l laneous domest ic 

r e l a t i o n s .  misce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  
adopt ion.  e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Cour ts  o f  

genera 1 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

'The D i s t r i c t  Cour t  was c rea ted  as a c o u r t  o f  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  b u t  s ince  i t s  c r e a t i o n ,  has 
s t e a d i l y  inc reased i t s  scope t o  i n c l u d e  almost a l l  c r i m i n a l  business. I n  1983, t h e  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
was gran ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  a l l  c r i m i n a l  cases, and has become t h e  c o u r t  o f  general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
f o r  most c r i m i n a l  mat te rs .  

I 

Cour t  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

. 
NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e l e v a n t  t o  each char t .  
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VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

+ 

SUPREME COURl 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc and i n  pane ls  
C S l M  case typps: - Maridatnry j u r i s d l c t i o n  i n  c a u i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  

a d i i i i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, lawyer  d i s c i p l i n a r y  
cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i  t a 1 c r i i n i  na l  , adtiii n i  s t r a  t i ve agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  Judge d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. 

t 
COURT OF APPEALS* 

CSlM case types: 

p roceed ing  cases. 

c r i m i n a l  cases. 

I I CIRCUIT COURT (31 c i r c u i t s )  

121 j udges  
C S l M  case types :  - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  

mental  hea l th ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
appeals,  m isce l laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus i ve  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s  (except  f o r  suppor t /  
cus tody) ,  c i v i l  appeals f rom t r ia l  cou r t s ,  
e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, c r i m i n a l  appeals,  m isce l -  
laneous c r i i n lna l .  Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  
f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a l s .  

Juven i l e .  and M w s t i c  R e l a t i o n s  Cour ts ) * *  

102.75 FTE genera l  d i s t r l c t  and 69.25 F T E  

C S I M  case types: - To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

j u v e n i l e  and domest ic r e l a t i o n s  judges 

suppor t l cus tody ,  mental  hea l th ,  adminis-  
t r a t i v e  agency appeals. 

- Misdemeanor. Exc lus i ve  O u I / O U l .  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

1 - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  Exc lus i ve  moving 
l t r a f f i c .  park ing ,  misce l laneous t r a f f i c  
l j u r i  s d i c t  i on. 

1 NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  
- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 n t e m e d  i a t  P 
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  i 
C t 
aenera 

f 

u F i  s d i c t i o n  

Court  o f  
1 i n i i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

*The V i r g i n i a  Court  o f  Appeals, an i n te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t .  became e f f e c t i v e  January 1 .  1985. 

j u v e n i l e  and domest ic r e l a t i o n s  cases, and as t h e  General O i s t r i c t  Court  f o r  t h e  ba lance o f  t h e  
cases. 

**The D i s t r f c t  Cour t  i s  r e f e r r e d  t o  as the  J u v e n i l e  and Doinestic Re la t i ons  Cour t  *hen hear ing  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which conta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  

170 



WASHINGTON COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

I SUPREME COURT 

-- 

9 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc and i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  

~ a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayency, j u v e n i l e ,  c e r t i f i e d  
ques t ions  frun federa l  c o u r t s  cases. 

- U i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  o r i y i n a l  proceed- 
ing ,  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (3  d i v i s l o n s / c o u r t s )  

16 judyes  s i t  i n  pane ls  
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i i i i i na l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  ayency. 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 n adrni n i s t r a -  
t i v e  ayency, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
cases. 

I SUPERIOR COURT (29 d i s t r i c t s )  

128 judges  
C S I M  case types :  
- T o r t ,  con t rac t .  Exc lus i ve  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i  yh ts ,  domest ic re1  a t  ions ,  
es ta te .  i i iental  hea l th ,  c i v i l  appeals. 
m i  s c e l l  aneous c i  v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most case types. I 

-4 MUNICIPAL COURT (132 c i t i e s )  

-7- 
Judges. 
C S I M  case types :  
- Domestic r e l a t i o n s .  - Misdemeanor. D W I / O U I .  
- Moviny t r a f f i c ,  pa rk iny ,  

misce l laneous t r a f f i c ,  and 
ord inance v i  o l  a t i  ons. 

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  park ing .  

I 

DISTRICT COURT (64 c o u n t i e s  w i t h  
68 loca t i ons ) * *  

Judyes+ 
CSlH case types: 
- Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  m isce l laneous 

domes t i c  re1  a t i  ons. 
Exc lus i ve  smal l  c l a ims  
j u r i  sd i c t  i on. - Misdemeanor. DWI/OIII .  - Moviny t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  
misce l laneous t r a f f i c ,  
o rd inance ( n o n - t r a f  f i c )  
v i o l  a t  i ons. 

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  park ing .  

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  i 
I nterined i a t e  

appel l a t e  
c o u r t  1 

Cour t  o f  
yeiiera 1 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  of  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

‘There a re  206 judges assigned t o  t h e  Mun ic ipa l  Court  and D i s t r i c t  Court :  172 a r e  a t to rneys ,  34 a r e  
non-a t to rneys ;  92 a r e  f u l  I - t ime ,  114 a re  par t - t ime.  

+ * D i s t r i c t  Court  p rov ides  se rv i ces  t o  r m n i c i p a l i t i e s  t h a t  do n o t  have a Mun ic ipa l  Court. 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  i i l l yo r tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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WISCONSIN COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i  f i e d  
ques t ions  f rom fede ra l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e .  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases, 

t 
I COURT OF APPEALS (4 d i s t r i c t s / c o u r t s )  

12 judges  s i t  i n  3- judge d i s t r i c t s  
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
j u v e n i l e ,  o r i g i n a l  p roceed ing  cases. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (69 circuits)  

197 judges  
C S I W  case types :  - Exc lus i ve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t l o n  ( i n c l u d i n g  

- DUI/OUI. Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  

- Contested: moving t r a f f i c .  park ing ,  

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c i v i l  appeals) .  

misdemeanor, c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i  s d i  c t  ion .  

misce l laneous t r a f f i c .  Ordinance v i o l a t i o r  
I f  no Mun ic ipa l  Court. 

I Ju ry  t r i a l  i n  most case types. 

WNICIPAL COURT (203 c i t i e s )  

205 judges  
C S I M  case types :  

- T r a f f i  c /o the r  v i  o l  a t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

- DWI/DUI. 

Cour t  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
In te rmed l  a t e  

appel 1 a t e  
c o u r t  1 

Cour t  of  
general  

j u r i  s d i c t i  on 

Cour t  o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

ju r l  s d i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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WEST VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

5 j u s t i c e s  s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - No mandatory j u r i s d l c t i o n .  - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  c l v l l ,  

non-capl t a l  c r l m l  n a l  , admi n i  s t r a t  i ve 
agency, j u v e n l  l e .  d i s c i p l  (nary ,  c e r t i  f l e d  
ques t i ons  f rom t h e  f e d e r a l  cou r t s ,  o r f g i n a '  
proceeding, i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c l s i o n  
cases. 

C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t .  Exc lus i ve  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s ,  d a n e s t l c  r e l a t l o n s .  mental  hea l th ,  
es ta te ,  c l v l l  appeals,  m isce l laneous c i v l l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. OWI/DUI. mlsce l laneous 
c r im ina l .  Exc lus tve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  
c r l i n l  n a l  appeals j u r i  s d l  c t  ion. - E x c l u s l  ve j u v e n l  l e  j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

Ju ry  t r l  a1 s . t MGISTRATE COURT ( 5 5  counties) 

154 mag ls t ra tes  
CSIM case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t .  - Misdemeanor. DWI/OUI. Exc lus i ve  

l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  m isce l laneous 
t r a f f  i c .  

I J u r y  t r l a l s .  

t 
I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (54 c o u r t s )  

54 judges  
CSIM case types :  - DWI/OUI. - Moving t r a f f i c .  m isce l laneous 

t r a f f  I C .  
o rd inance v i o l  a t i o n  j u r i s d l c t i o n .  

1 
Exc lus l  ve p a r k l  ng, 

I No j u r y  t r l  a1 s. I 

Cour t  o f  
1 a r t  

r e s o r t  

Cour t  o f  
genera l  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m l  t e d  

, u r l s d l c t l o n  

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta lns  lmpor tan t  l n f o r m a t i o n  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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WYOMING COURT SYSTEM, 1985 

C S I M  case types: - T o r t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  
Exc lus i ve  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  (except  f o r  
misce l laneous domest ic r e l a t i o n s ) ,  mental  
hea l th ,  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals, m isce l -  
1 aneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i  sd i c t i on .  
- Exc lus i ve  t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals 

- Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types :  - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  c i v i l .  

c r i m i n a l ,  admi n i s t r a t i v e  agency. j u v e n i l e ,  
lawyer  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  
f rom t h e  fede ra l  cou r t s ,  o r i g i n a l  
p roceed ing  cases. - No d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- 

- 

Courts  o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i  sd i  c t i  on 

1 Ju ry  t r i a l s .  

(15 c o u r t s  I n  11 coun t ies )  

16 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace 
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  

r i g h t s .  smal l  c la ims.  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 
OW1 /OUI . - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  m isce l -  
laneous t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

I J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except i n  smal l  c la ims.  I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (74  cour t s )  

7 7  j udyes  
C S I M  case types: 
- DWI/DUl. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing ,  m isce l -  

laneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus i ve  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

J u r y  t r i a1 s . 

I I COUNTY COURT (14 cour t s ,  I n  12 coun t ies )  

19 j udyes  
C S I M  case types :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  

smal l  c la ims,  misce l laneous domest ic 
re1  a t  i ons. 

- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor. DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c .  park ing ,  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c  v i  ol a t i  on. 

J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except  i n  smal l  c la ims. 1 

Cour t  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Court  o f  
general  

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure  t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n  which con ta ins  impor tan t  i n fo rma t ion  
r e l e v a n t  t o  each cha r t .  
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TABLE 1 : Reported national caseload for state appellate courts. 1985 
Reported Caseload Filed Disposed 

Courts o f  last resort: 

I . Mandatory jurisdiction cases: 

A . Number o f  reported complete and comparable cases .............................. 
1 . Number o f  cases per judge/justice ......................................... 
3 . Number o f  courts reporting complete and comparable data ................... 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with mandatory jurisdiction 

Number o f  reported complete cases that include some discretionary cases ....... 
1 . 
2 . Number o f  cases per lawyer support personnel .............................. 
3 . 
4 . Number o f  courts with mandatory jurisdiction .............................. 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with mandatory jurisdiction 

represented by complete data that include some discretionary cases ........ 
Number o f  reported cases that are either incomplete, or incomplete and 
include some discretionary cases .............................................. 
1 . Number o f  cases per judge/justice ......................................... 
2 . Number o f  cases per lawyer support personnel .............................. 
3 . Number o f  courts reporting incomplete data. or incomplete and include 

some discretionary cases .................................................. 
4 . Number o f  courts with mandatory jurisdiction .............................. 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with mandatory jurisdiction 

represented by incomplete data, or incomplete and include some 
discretionary cases ....................................................... 

2 . Number o f  cases per lawyer SUppOrt personnel .............................. 
4 . Number o f  courts with mandatory jurisdiction .............................. 

represented by complete and comparable data ............................... 
Number o f  cases per judgeljustice ......................................... 
Number o f  courts reporting complete data with some discretionary cases .... 

E . 

C . 

I 1  . Discretionary jurisdiction petitions: 

A . Number o f  reported complete and comparable petitions .......................... 
1 . Number o f  petitions per judge/justice ..................................... 
2 . Number o f  petitions per lawyer support personnel .......................... 
3 . Number o f  courts reporting complete and comparable petitions .............. 
4 . Number o f  courts with discretionary jurisdiction .......................... 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with discretionary jurisdiction 

represented by complete and comparable data ............................... 
Number o f  reported complete petitions that include some mandatory cases ....... 
1 . Number o f  petitions per judge/justice ..................................... 
2 . Number o f  petitions per lawyer support personnel .......................... 
3 . Number o f  courts reporting complete data with some mandatory cases ........ 
4 . Number o f  courts with discretionary jurisdiction .......................... 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with discretionary jurisdiction 

represented by complete data that include some mandatory cases ............ 
C . Number o f  reported petitions that are either incomplete, or incomplete and 

include some mandatory cases .................................................. 
1 . Number o f  petitions per judge/justice ..................................... 
2 . Number o f  petitions per lawyer support personnel ...................... .... 
3 . Number o f  courts reporting incomplete data, or incomplete aiid include 

some mandatory cases ...................................................... 
4 . Number o f  courts with discretionary jurisdiction .......................... 
5 . Percent o f  the total population o f  states with discretionary jurisdiction 

represented by incomplete data. or incomplete and include some mandatory 
cases ..................................................................... 

E . 

12. 739 
b6 
28 
28 
51* 

58% 

7. 006 
YL 
4 3  
12 
51 

13% 

I . 600 
4b 
Ib 

5 
51 

1 b% 

2b. 7YO 
12b 
51 
31 
5U** 

68% 

5.  228 
4Jb 
10b 
2 

50 

b% 

4 .  8G6 
128 
57 

6 
50 

8% 

IU. SI8 
76 
34 
20 
51* 

47% 

6 .  910 
8Y 
46  
12 
5 1  

10% 

1. 377 
37 
l b  

5 
51 

bX 

18. 015 
115 
50 
23  
5U** 

48% 

7 .  627 
201 

76 
6 
50 

13% 

4.338 
92 
48  

7 
50 

1 1 %  

(cotit i w e d  on next page1 
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Table 1: Reported n a t i o n a l  caseload f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s .  IYB5 (con t inued)  

Reported Caseload F i l e d  Disposed 

In te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s :  

I . Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases: 

A . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases .............................. 80.316 
1 . Number o f  cases per  j u d g e l j u s t i c e  ......................................... IC2 
2 . Number o f  cases pe r  lawyer suppor t  personr ie l  .............................. 82 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ................... 27 
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  .............................. 40 
5 . Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

represented  by  complete and coinparable da ta  ............................... 68% 

B . Number o f  repo r ted  complete cases t h a t  i nc lude  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ....... 31, 634 
1 . Number o f  cases pe r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 171 
2 . Number o f  cases pe r  lawyer suppor t  personne l  .............................. 60 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  coinplete da ta  w i t h  soiiie d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .... 1 1  
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  .............................. 40 
5 . 

represented  b y  complete da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ........ 31% 
Percen t  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

C . Number o f  repo r ted  cases t h a t  a re  e i t h e r  incoi i ip lete . o r  inconiplete and 
i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .............................................. 0 

I 1  . D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s :  

A . Number of r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  .......................... 16. 149 
1 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  pe r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ..................................... 49 
2 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  lawyer suppor t  personr ie l  .......................... 21 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .......................... 27 
5 . 

represented  by  complete and comparable da ta  ............................... 67% 

.............. 17 

Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

B . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases ....... 0 

C . Number o f  repo r ted  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a re  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 
i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases .................................................. 222 

3 . 
1 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g d j u s t i c e  ..................................... I!, 
2 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  pe r  lawyer suppor t  personnel  .......................... 11 

some mandatory cases ...................................................... 1 
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .......................... 27 

Nuiiiber o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  incomple te  data,  o r  incoinplete and i n c l u d e  

Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
represented  by  incomple te  data,  o r  incomple te  and i n c l u d e  some mandatory 
cases ..................................................................... 3% 

5 . 

5 9 .  864 
155 

23 
40 

a9 

46% 

32. 79b 
229 

7 Y  
11 
40 

27% 

0 

3.753 
24 
12 
10 
27 

30% 

0 

244 
20 
12 

1 
27 

3% 

Summary s e c t i o n  f o r  a l l  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s :  
Heyor ted  f i 1 ir igs 

COLK I AC r o t a  1 ... 
A . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  ......... 3Y. 529 99. 465 135. YY4 
B . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  case 

types  .............................................................. 12. 529 31. 634 44. 163 
C . Number o f  repo r ted  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a re  e i t h e r  incomplete.  o r  

incomple te  and i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case types ............................ b. 752 222 6.Y74 

T o t a l  .................................................................. 58. 810 128. 321 187. 131 

*Data f o r  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  t h a t  repo r ted  
complete and comparable mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cases i n c l u d e  da ta  f rom two c o u r t s  who have 
v i r t u a l l y  no mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n :  t he  
Mich igan Supreme Cour t  r e p o r t e d  o n l y  t h r e e  
f i l i n g s .  and t h e  Texas Supreine Cour t  r e p o r t e d  
o n l y  one f i l i n g  . 

** Data f o r  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  
complete and coinparab l e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t  iot is  
i n c l u d e  da ta  f rom the  M i s s i s s i p p i  Supreme Cour t  
wh ich  r e p o r t e d  o n l y  f o u r  f i l i n g s  . 
COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
I A C  = I n te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
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TABLE 2: Reported total caseload for all state appellate courts, 1985 
T o t a l  cases t i l e d  

Tota ls  

cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

Sum o f  mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

T o t a l  d i s c r e t  io t id rv  o e t i t i o i i s  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t  ions g r a n t e d  rev iew 

T o t a l  T o t a l  p e t  i t i  Otis F i l e d  F i l e d  
mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  per Per 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: cases p e t i t  ions  r e v i e w  Number judge Number judge 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ......... 7 80 258 1,038 130 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 334 194 528 106 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 446 64 510 170 

___-- 
ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,9241 1,201J 4,125 I 7 9  

Supreme Cour t  ............. 81’ 1,1613 1,242 248 

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,285:J 1,285: 991 

Court  of  Appeals .......... 2,843 40 2,883 160 

............. --  - -  439 1 63 I _ -  -- (j) Supreme Cour t  43913 
Court  o f  Appeals 84 b NH NH .......... 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL ..... l0,536! 10,284 866! 20,8201 2451 11,4021 1361 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 284 1 4,346 3181 4,6301 66 1 ’ 6021 86’ 
Courts o f  Appeal .......... 10,252 5,938 548 16,190 210 I0,t)OU 140 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,826 767 2,593 153 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 200 767 967 138 -- - -  - _  - -  Court  o f  Appeals .......... 1,626 N H  NH 

CONNECTICUT--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 2863 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  ........... 9341 50 I j) 984d 197d 

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ........ 12,859 3,150 16,009 302 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 597 1,175 1,772 253 
D i s t r i c t  Cour ts  of  Appeal . 12,262 1,975 14,237 310 

GEOKGIA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,6383 1,616 352 4,254d 266d 2,990d 187d 
Supreme Court  ............. 692J 975 146 1,667d 238d 838d 120d 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals .......... 1,9463 64 1 206 2.507d 287d 2,152d 239d 

HAUAI ]--STATE TOTAL ......... 6285 41 1 1  669d 639d ............. Supreme Cour t  4963 41 1 1  537d 107d 507d l O l d  
I n t e r m e d i a t e  Cour t  o f  --  - _  -- -- Appeals ................. 132 N Ii N H 

IDAHO--STATE TOTAL .......... 4974 92 (j) 589d 74d ............. 440d 08d 
- -  - -  - -  --  Supreme Cour t  3483 92 (j) 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... 149 NH NH 

ILLINOIS--STATE TOTAL ....... 8,1041 1,57gi 9,683 198 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 493 1,579 165 2,072 296 658 94 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  ........... 7,6111 (j) 7.61 1 181 
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l o t a l  cases disposed 
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  
mandatory 
cases and 

WII i cli d i s c r e t i o r i a r y  niandatvry d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases To ta l  Tota 1 p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

P o i n t  a t  To ta l  Sum o f  

Court  a re  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S t a t e K o u r t  name: Qpe counted cases p e t  i t ions  rev iew  p e t i t i o n s  rev iew  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
-~~ 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ......... 693 251 57 944 750 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 287 197 42 484 329 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 406 54 15 4 60 42 1 --- 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ........ 3,040i I ,  1235 4,163 ............. Supreme Cour t  COLR 6 871 1,0785 81 j 1,165 168 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  6 2,953 45 2,998 

- ~ _ _ _  

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,3461J 1,346iJ 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 45115 (j) ( j )  45 I i  451i . j  
Court  of  Appeals .......... I A C  2 895 NH NH -- _ -  

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 6 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal .......... I A C  2 

--___ 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,3961 1 ,o i  ij, 2,407 
Supreme Court  ............. COLK 1 (j) 1,0113 1,011 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 1,3Yb NH t4 H -- _ _  

-~~ 
CONNECTICUT--STATE TOTAL .... 

Supreme Court  ............. COLR 1 373J 
Appe l l a te  Cour t  ........... I A C  1 8 7 7 j  (j) 877 

- - ~  
FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ........ 13,179 2,806 15,985 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 639 I ,  123 1,762 
D i s t r i c t  Courts o f  Appeal . I A C  1 12.540 1,683 14,223 

- ~ -  
GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ........ 1,691i 1,GOZJ 3, 293d 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLK 2 ( j ) ,  1,6023 I ,  602d 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  2 1,6915 *(j) 1 ,691d 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ......... 621J 39 ( j )  660d 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 SI63 39 (j) 55Sd 

- - ~  

Intermedia te  Cour t  o f  --  _ _  Appeals ................. I A C  2 105 14 H NH 
-~~ 

IOAHO--STATE TOTAL .......... 615J 99 (j) 714d ............. - _  432d - -  Supreme Cour t  COLR 1 3333 99 (j) 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 282 H H NH 

- - ~  
ILL IN0 IS . -STATE TOTAL ....... 7,4571 1,673i 16,091 

Supreme Cour t  ............. CULH 1 4YG 1,673 187 9,130 683 
Appe l l a te  Court  ........... I A C  1 6,961J ( j l  6,961 

(co t i t inued on nex t  page) 
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Table 2 :  Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p c l l a t r  courts . 1YU5 (ci)tit  iiiiicd) 

To ta l  cases f i l e d  
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  mandatory 

T o t a l  
mandatory 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: cases 

INDIANA.. STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I ,  037 j  

IOWA . -5 TATE TO TAL ........... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 730 

KANSAS.. STATE TOTAL ......... 1. 2641 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 177 
Cour t  of Appeals .......... 1,087.l 

KENTUCKY.. STATE TOTAL ....... 3.438 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 282 
Court of  Appeals .......... 3.156 

LOUISIANA.. STATE TOTAL ...... 3.657J 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 794 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal .......... 3. 5785 

MARYLAND.. STATE TOTAL ....... 1. 8603 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 2183 
Cour t  o f  Specia l  Appeals .. 1. 642 

To ta l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

p e t i t  i ons  

NH 

l o t a l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

p e t  i t ions  
g ran ted  
rev iew  

II H 

Sum o f  mandatory 
cases and 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t  ions 

F i l e d  
pe r  

Number judge 

I .  037 86 

cases and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

p e t i t i o l i s  
g ran ted  rev iew  

F i l e d  
pe r  

Number judge 

.. .. 

117 
( j )  

1. 381 99 
294 42 

1. 087 155 

909 
813 

96 
156 

4. 347 207 
1. 095 156 
3. 252 232 

438 63 

4. 851 1 
2.313’ 
2. 538 

1. 1431 
470‘ 
6 73 

8. 508d 155d 
2. 392 342 
6. 116d 127d 

4. 800d 87d 
549 78 

4. 2514 89d 

90 5 
713 
192 

107 
YO 
17 

2. 765d 138d 
931d 133d 

1. 834 141 

1. 9674 98d 
300d 44d 

1. 659 128 

I.ASSACHUSETT5.. STATE TOTAL . . 1.430j 

Appeals Cour t  ............. 1,301.i 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  .... 129 1. 336 

( j )  
210 

MICHIGAN.. STATE TOTAL ....... 5. 190 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 3 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 5. 187 

4. 318 
2. 069 
2. 249 

125 

2. 766 163 
1. 465 209 
1.  301 130 

9. 508 380 
2. 072 296 
7. 436 413 

MINNESOTA.. STATE TOTAL ...... 2. 158 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 21 1 
Cour t  of Appeals .......... 1. 947 

7974 
575 
222i  

25Ei 
178 
801 

MISSOURI.. STATE TOTAL ....... 3. 3535: 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 1875 
Court  of Appeals .......... 3. 166 

981 
98 1 

NH 

N M  JERSEY.. STATE TOTAL ..... 6. 264 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 227 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

Super io r  Cour t  .......... 6.037J 

1. 053 

106 
106 

NH 

2. 9551 1481 

2. 169 i  1811 
786 98 . 

4. 334d 1 l d  
1. 168d 167d 
.. _. 

339 48 

128 18 

2. 41b1 121‘ 

2. 027’ 16y1 
389. 49 ...... 89d 
293d 42d 
.. .. 

1 .  280 183 

6. 037 252 
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T o t a l  cases disposed 
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  T o t a l  Sum o f  cases and 
which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases T o t a l  T o t a l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

Cour t  a re  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S t a t e K o u r t  name: t-ype counted cases p e t i t  ions  rev iew  p e t i t  lons rev iew  

INDIANA--STATE TOTAL ........ 1.4215 1,74bi 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 6 359 3251 134 684 i 493 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  6 1,062j ( j )  1.062 

IOWA--STATE TOTAL ........... 1,5055 4971 771 2,002 1.582 

--- 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 8685 497’ 7 7 ’  1,3b5 945 _-  _ _  Cour t  of Appeals .......... I A C  4 637 NH NH --- 

KANSAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 1,3335 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 5 344 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  5 9 8 r j  ( j )  989 

--- 
KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ....... 3.016 1, I 3 1  4. I 47  

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 6 259 1,044 1,303 
Cour t  of Appeals .......... I A C  3 2,757 87 2,844 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal .......... I A C  2 

MARYLAND--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,0395 870 2,909* 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 2 2323 678 ( 5 )  9 10d 
Cour t  o f  Spec ia l  Appeals .. I A C  2 1,807 192 1,999 

MASSACHUSETTS--STATE TOTAL . . 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  .... COLR 2 
Appeals Cour t  ............. I A C  2 --- 

MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 ( j )  2,3141 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 

2,314 

MINNESOTA--STATE TOTAL ...... 2,230 870 i  3,100i 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 329 62b 955i 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 1.901 2441 84 i 2 ,  I 45  1,9853 

MISSOURI --STATE TOTAL ....... 3,3475 9801 ( 5 )  4,327d 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 1705 9801 ( j )  1 * 15ud 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 3,177 NH NH 3.177 3,177 

--- 

NEU JERSEY--STATE TOTAL ..... 6.307j b.441 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 251 1,025 134 1,276i 385 

Super io r  Cour t  .......... I A C  1 6,056j ( j )  6.056 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

- 
(coi i t inued on nex t  page) 
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Table 2 :  Reported t o t a l  caseload fo r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1985 ( co i i t i i i i i ed )  

T o t a l  cases f i l e d  
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  mandatory 

T o t a l  
mandatory 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: cases 

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL ..... 1,314 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 652 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 662 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 1.5975 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 222 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 1.3753 

T o t a l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

T o t a l  p e t i t i o n s  
d l s c r e t i o n a r y  granted 

p e t i t i o n s  rev iew 

223 93 
155 66 
68 27 

1,104 i s 8 J  
ti20 67 
484 91J 

Sum o f  mandatory 
cases and 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t  ions 

F i l e d  
Per 

Number judge 

1,537 128 
807 16 1 
730 104 

cases and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

p e t i t i o n s  
qranted rev iew 

F i l e d  
Per 

Number judge 

1,407 1 1 7  
718 144 
689 98 

2.701d 142d 
842 120 

1.8SYd 155d 

1.7554 92d 
289 41 

1,466d 122d 

OH I O -  -STATE TOTAL ........... 9,964 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 442 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 9,522 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ......... 4,161 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 180 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 3,981 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 842 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 451 
Cour t  of Appeals .......... 391 

VIRGINIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 
Court  of Appeals .......... 5 38 

1,644 
1,644 

NH 

172 
172 
NH 

11,608 193 
2,086 298 _-  _ -  

10,136 169 
614 88 

903 
903 

NH 

93 
93 
NH 

5,0b4 298 
1,083 155 -- -- 

4,254 250 
273 39 

NH 

24 
24 
NH 

8b6 79 
475 95 

2,146 
1,043 
1,103 

4224 
239 
1831 1,641 164 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL ..... 3,46413 1.266ij  
Supreme Cour t  ............. 1 ~ 4 i J  906 iJ  
Cour t  of Appeals .......... 3.270 320 

4,690 188 
1.100 122 
3,590 224 

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ...... 2,449 989 3,438 181 

Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 2,358 228 2,586 216 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 91 761 g8J 852 122 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  ..... 4 0 6 j  3 i  ( j )  409 82 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 1.77OJ 81 (j) 1,851d 206d 

MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  
S i t t i n g  as Law Cour t  ...... 602 iJ  (j) 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . . 81s 4 819 91 
~~ 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ...... 639J (j) 

~~ 

639 91 

7214 721 

406 81 

1,770 354 
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T o t a l  cases disposed 
To ta l s  

Sum o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  r o t a  1 Sum o f  cases and 
which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases T o t a l  T o t a l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

Cour t  a r e  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S t a t e K o u r t  name: we counted cases p e t  i t i o n s  rev iew  p e t i t  ions  rev iew  

NEW MEXICO- -STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 5 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  5 522 

--- 
NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 1,6475 1,127 57 i 2,774d 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 183 665 57 848 240 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  2 1,4643' 462 ( j )  1 ,926d 

OHIO--STATE TOTAL ........... 9,874 1.428 157 11,302 10,031 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 383 1,428 157 1,811 540 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ......... 4,080; 873 ( j )  4,953 4,080 

--  -- Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 9.491 NH NH --- 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 2965 873 ( j )  I ,  16Y 296 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 3,784 NH NH -- -- 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 --  - -  Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 398 NH NH 

V I R G I N  IA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 

1.958 
1,321 

216 ti37 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL ..... 3,178:J 1,190'J 4,368 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 184'5 907'5 5 6 i j  1 ,OY 1 240 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 2,994 283 3,277 

--- 
WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ...... 9274 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 5 ( j )  6993 1893' 699 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 2,501 228 2,729 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
--- 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 1 3735 2 i  ( j )  37s 373 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 1 1.5685 77 ( j )  1 ,b45 .1,568 

--- 
MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  

S i t t i n g  as Law Cour t  ...... COLR 1 5Ofji 68 574 i  

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  .. COLR 2 853 4 4 857 85 7 
~~~ ~~~ ~ 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 1 5803 ( j )  580 

(cor i t i r iued  011 next  page) 
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T o t a l  cases f i l e d  
To ta l s  

cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

Sum o f  mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

Tota 1 d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t  ions  qran ted  reviebc 

T o t a l  T o t a l  p e t i t i o n s  F i l e d  F i l e d  

S t a t e K o u r t  name: cases p e t i t i o n s  rev iew Number judge Nuniber judge 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  ..... 9973’ ( j )  9974 142d 

mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  Per Per 

- -  --  _ -  -- NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ....... 777 NH N H 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme Cour t .  NH 5741 

- -  -- -- -- NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t  . 338 NH NH 

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Cour t  . 403 288 69 1 138 
~~~ ~~ 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t  . 3583 17 i  315 75 

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ......... b28 42 670 134 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ...... S 75 19 bY4 1 I Y  

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  -- - -  -- - _  o f  Appeals ................ NH 1,372 483 

-- -- -- - -  WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ...... 306 NH H H 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABAElA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,866 6Ub 3,472 204 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 798 606 1,404 15b 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals .... 548 NH Ntt 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals . 1.520 NH NH 

-- -- 
-- - -  

NEW YORK--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n s  o f  

Supreme Cour t  ........... 
Appe l l a te  Terms o f  Supreme 

Cour t  ................... 

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 2.5795 2Y5i 122 2,814 IZU 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 1,128 295 65 1,423 158J 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . 816J ( j )  
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 635 NH I H 

57 81b 272 --  -- 

2,7U1 113 
I ,  IY3 133 

873 2 Y  1 - -  - -  

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL ... 9,5745 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 142 4,0673’ 223 i  4,zogj  6 0 i J  365 i  521 
Super io r  Cour t  ............ 5,878J ( j )  5,878 
Comnonwealth Cour t  ........ 3,554 81 3,635 404 
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T o t a l  cases disposed 
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  T o t a l  Sum o f  cases and 
which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases T o t a l  T o t a l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

Court  a r e  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S t a t e K o u r t  name: t y p e  counted cases p e t i t i o n s  rev iew p e t i t  ions  rev iew 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Court  ..... COLR 1 9 7 5 j  (j) (j) 975d --- 
_- _- NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ....... COLR 2 E6 7 NH NH --- 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme Court .  COLR 1 NH 602 I _- 

-- _-  NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court  . COLR 1 33 5 NH NH 

RHODE ISLANO--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 2 393 219 6 12 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court  . COLR 1 369J ( j) 369 

--- 

UTAH--Supreme Court  ......... COLR 1 6 3 i J  ( j )  63 I 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 1 506 20 526 --- 
WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  

1,268 479 -_ _- of Appeals ................ COLR 1 NH --- 
-_ -- WYOMING--Supreme Court  ...... COLR 1 347 NH NH --- 

STATES YITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT MY LEVEL 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,737 588 1 ti 3,325 2,852 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 797 588 115 1,385 912 
Court  o f  C i v i l  Appeals .... I A C  1 516 NH NH -- -- 

_-  -_ Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . I A C  1 1,424 NH NH --- 
NEW YORK--STATE TOTAL ....... 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 1 40 1 3,505 3 18 3,906 71Y 
A p p e l l a t e  D i v i s i o n s  o f  

A p p e l l a t e  Terms o f  Supreme 
Supreme Court  ........... I A C  2 

Court  ................... I A C  2 --- 
OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,2461 

Supreme Court  ............. COLR 1 1491 
Court  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . COLR 2 404 267 67 1 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 693 NH NH -- -- 

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL ... 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 6 
Super io r  Cour t  ............ I A C  1 8.3555 
C o m n w e a l t h  Cour t  ........ I A C  1 3,9285 

8,355 

- 
(cont inued on n e x t  page) 
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I . ~ l ~ l r  2 :  R rpo r tw !  t o t a l  caSI)Ioilrl t o t .  5 1  I st , i te  a p p t ~ l  lai1i, c u i i v t \ ,  1'W (CIIII~IIIIII:~~) 

To ta l  cases f i l e d  
I l o t a l s  

Sum o f  mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

p e t i t  ions  
cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

To ta l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew  

To ta l  To ta l  Det i t ions  F i l e d  F i l e d  
mandatory 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: cases 

TENNESSEE . -S TATE TO TAL ...... I ,9885 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 13Y 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 999 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals . 85oJ 

TEXAS- -STATE TOTAL .......... 9,953 
Supreme Court  ............. 1 
Court  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals . 1,998 
Cour ts  o f  Appeals ......... 7.954 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
p e t i t  ions  rev iew 

a54 i 
772 

(j) 
82 23 

2,529 432 
I ,  I69 172 
1,360 260 

NH td H 

Number 

2,842 
91 1 

1,081 
85 0 

12,482 
1,170 
3,358 - -  

Per per  
judge Number judge 

109 
182 
90 1,022 85 
94 

127 10,385 106 
130 173 19 
373 2,258 251 
- -  - -  - -  

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  75% 
complete a re  i nc luded  i n  the  tab le .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  
unava i l ab le  o r  l ess  than 75% complete o r  
t h a t  t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  are  i napprop r ia te .  

JURISOICTION CODES: 

COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
I A C  = In te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
HH = Th is  case type i s  n o t  handled i n  t h i s  cou r t .  -- - - I n a p p l i c a b l e  

Po in ts  a t  which cases a re  counted: 
1 = A t  the  n o t i c e  o f  appeal 
2 = A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t r i a l  reco rd  
3 = A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t r i a l  record ,  and complete 

4 = A t  t r a n s f e r  
5 = Other 
6 = Var ies  

FOOTNOTES: 

dOata f o r  t he  f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s  rep resen t  some 

b r i e f s  

double count ing :  
D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a re  g ran ted  
rev iew  are  counted once as a p e t i t i o n ,  and 
a re  then r e f i l e d  as mandatory cases and 
cannot be separated from mandatory cases. 

Connect icu t  Appe l la te  Court  
D i s t r i c t  of  Columbia Cour t  of  Appeals 
Georgia Court  o f  Appeals 
Georgia Supreme Court  
Hawai i  Supreme Court  
Idaho Supreme Court  
Lou is iana  Cour ts  of  Appeal 
Maryland Cour t  o f  Appeals 
M issour i  Supreme Cour t  
Nebraska Supreme Cour t  
Nor th  Caro l i na  Cour t  of  Appeals 

iData a re  incomplete:  
Arizona--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  

mandatory judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

Arkansas--Supreme C o u r t - - h t a  do r io t  i nc lude  
mandatory a t t o r n e y  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases, 
and c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom the  f e d e r a l  
cou r t s .  

Cal i fo rn ia - -Supre f i le  Cour t - -To ta l  mandatory 
f i l i n g  data do no t  i nc lude  mandatory judge 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. Tota 1 d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew  data do n o t  
i nc lude  o r  i g  i l ia 1 proceedings i n i  t i a  1 l y  
heard i n  Suprenie Court  t h a t  were gran ted  
and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

Co lorado- -Sta te  to ta I - - f , Iandatory  cases do n o t  
i nc lude  cases from the  Supreme Cour t .  

Delaware--Supreme Court--L!ata do n o t  i r i c lude 
some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  dec i s ion  
cases which a re  repo r ted  w i t h  mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

Georg ia - -To ta l  s t a t e  i i iandatory cases f i l e d  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  da ta  from t he  Supreine Cour t .  

I l l i n o i s - - S t a t e  t o t a l - - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  data do 
n o t  i nc lude  d i s c r e t i o r i a r y  p e t i t i o n s  f rom 
the  Appe l l a te  Court .  

Indiana--Supreme Court--Uata do no t  i nc lude  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  c r i m i n a l  p e t i t i o n s .  

Iowa--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
d l s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were dismissed 
by  the  c o u r t ,  which a re  r e p o r t e d  w i t h  
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  grar i ted rev iew  do 
n o t  i nc lude  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  o r i g i n a l  
proceedings which a re  repo r ted  w i t h  
u n c l a s s i f i e d  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases. 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases cannot be separated 
from the  mandatory cascload. 

Maine--Data do n o t  i nc lude  mandatory 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  and adv i so ry  o p i n i o n  cases. 

I4 innesota--Court  o f  Appeals--To t a  1 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s .  do 
n o t  i nc lude  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  o f  
f i n a l  judgments t h a t  were denied rev iew.  
To ta l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  
rev iew.  

Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court  s i t t i n g  as Law 
Court--Uata i nc lude  a l l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
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Total cases disposed 
lotals 

Sum of 
mandatory 

Point at Total Sum of cases and 
which discretionary mandatory discretionary 
cases Total Tota 1 petitions cases and petitions 

Court are mandatory discretionary granted discretionary granted 
StatdCourt name: &e counted cases P eti t ions review pet it ions review 

TENNESSEE--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Court ............. COLR 1 (j) gzjj Y Z 3  
Court of Appeals .......... IAC 1 1.010 82 1,DYZ 
Court of Criminal Appeals . IAC 1 8vij (j) 89 1 

--- 
TEXAS--STATE TOTAL .......... 10,066 2,233 46U 12,294 IU,52b 

Supreme Court ............. COLR 1 1 1,187 177 1,188 178 
Court of Criminal Appeals . COLR 5 2,084 1.04b 283 3,130 2,3b7 
Courts of Appeal .......... IAC 1 7,981 NH NH _ -  --  

Missouri--Supreme Court--Data do not include 
a few discretionary original proceedings. 

New Hampshire--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include discretionary judge disciplinary 
cases. 

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include discretionary interlocutory 
decisions. 

North Carolina--State total--Discretionary 
petition granted review data do not include 
petitions from the Court of Appeals. 

Oklahoma--Supreme Court--Data do not include 
mandatory appeals of final judgments, 
mandatory disciplinary cases and 
mandatory interlocutory decisions. 
State Total--Total discretionary petitions 
do not include cases from Court of Criminal 
Appea 1 s. 

jurisdiction data do not include original 
proceeding petitions that were granted 
review. 

South Dakota--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include advisory opinions reported with 
mandatory jurisdiction cases. 

Tennessee--State Total--Data do not include 
cases from Court of Criminal Appeals. 

Virginia--Court of Appeals--Data do not 
include original proceeding pet1 tions 
granted review. 

Uashington--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include mandatory certified questions from 
the federal courts which are reported with 
discretionary jurisdiction cases. 
Discretionary jurisdiction data do not 
include some cases reported with mandatory 
jurisdiction cases. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Mandatory 

JExplanation of data included in the category: 
Arizona--Supreme Court--Uata include 

mandatory judge disciplinary cases. 
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data include a few 

discretionary petit ions. 
Colorado--Supreme Court--Data include 

mandatory jurisdiction cases. 

Connect icut--Supreme Court--0ata include some 
mandatory cases left from the previous year. 
Appellate Court--0ata include a few 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Delaware--Supreme Court--Data include some 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

District o f  Colutiibia--Court of Appeals--Uata 
include discretionary petitions that were 
granted review, and refiled as appeals. 

Georgia--Supreme Court--Filed data include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review and refiled as appeals. Disposed 
data include all mandatory jurisdiction 
cases. 
Court of Appeals--Filed data iriclude 
petitions o f  final judgments, 
discretionary original proceeding and 
interlocutory decision cases that were 
granted review. 
discretionary jurisdiction cases. 

Hawaii--Supreme Court--Data include a small 
number of discretionary petitions that 
were granted review. 

Idaho--Supreme Court--Uata include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Illinois--Appellate Court--Data include all 
discretionary petit ions. 

Indiana--Court o f  Appeals--Data include 
discretionary interlocutory decision 
petitions. 

Iowa--Supreme Court--Data iric 1 ude soine 
discretionary cases that were dismissed 
by the Court. 

discretionary cases that were granted 
review. 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Data include a feu 
discretionary cases. 
--Courts o f  Appeal--Data include ref i led 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Uisposed data include all 

Kansas--Court o f  Appeals--Data iriclude a few 
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M a r y l a n d d o u r t  o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
rev iew . 

Massachusetts--Appeals Court--Data i n c l u d e  a 
smal l  number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
1 n t e r  1 o c u t o r y  d e c i  s i o n  p e t  1 t ions. 

Michigan--Supreme Court-Data i n c l u d e  a few 
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

Missouri--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
review. 

Montana-Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

Nebraska-Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
d 1 s c r e t  i onary p e t i t i o n s  . 

New Jersey--Appel l a t e  D i v i s i o n  o f  Super io r  
Court--Data i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
review. 

New Mexico--Court o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  
a l l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

Nor th  Caro l ina- -Cour t  o f  Appeals--Data 
i n c l u d e  a smal l  number o f  d f s c r e t t o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  review. 
D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew 
i n c l u d e  some s i t u a t i o n s  when r e l i e f ,  n o t  
review, was granted. 

Dklahoma--Court o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals--Data 
i n c l u d e  a l l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cases. 

Oregon--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
review. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
some motions t h a t  c o u l d  n o t  be separated 
from caseload.--Super ior  Court--Data 
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t l t l o n s  t h a t  were 
gran ted  review. - -Comonwea 1 tli Cour t - -Data 1 nc 1 ude a 1 1 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  jur i s d i c t  i o n  cases. 

South Dakota--Data i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
a d v i s o r y  op in ions .  Mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  d i s p o s i t i o n s  inc lude a l l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

Tennessee--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
--Court  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals--Data 
i nc 1 ude d i s c r e t  i onary i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases. 

Utah--Supreme Court--Disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  a l l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

V i r g  i n  i a- -Court  o f  Appea 1 s- -D i s c r e t  i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew f i l i n g s  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceeding p e t i t i o n s  
gran ted  review. 

Uashington--Supreme Court--Mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  da ta  i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s .  T o t a l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases fnc lude 
mandatory c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom 
f e d e r a l  c o u r t s .  

Uisconsin--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a 1  1 
disposed mandatory j u r i s d i c t  i o n  cases. 
T o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  o f  f i n a l  
judgments f i l e d  i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 
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TABLE 3: Selected caseload and processing measures for mandatory cases 
in state appellate courts, 1985 

Mandatory cases 
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S ta te /Cour t  name: type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personne l  personne l  p o p u l a t i o n  

percent  Number posed) lawyer pe r  lawyer per  
Cour t  o f  of  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
- 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ........ 780 693 8Y% 8 98 22.s 35 150 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 334 287 8b% 5 67 13.5 25 64 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  44b 40b 91% 3 149 Y .0 50 86 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,9241: 3,04Ui 104%: 23 127’ bl 48 1 92 1 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 81’ 871 107%’ 5 Ib’ Ib 5’ 3 ’  
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... I A C  2.843 2.953 104% 18 158 45 63 89 

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ...... l,285ij 1,34b!J l05%1J 13 YY’J 31 41:J 54ij 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  84 b 895 lUb% 6 141 lb 53 3b 

- 
Suprenie Cour t  ............ COLK 43YlJ 4SllJ 103%lJ 7 b31J I5 2Y’J IY’J 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 10,53b! 84 125: 245 431: 40: 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 284’ 7 41’ 42 7’ I ’  
Cour ts  of Appeal ......... I A C  10,252 77 133 203 51 39 

- 
COLORAOO--STATE TOTAL ...... 1.826 17 107 37 49 57 

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 200 7 29 14 14 6 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... I A C  1,626 1,396 86% IO 163 23 71 5u 

CONNECT I CUT- -  
Appe l l a te  Cour t  .......... I A C  934J 877j 94rJ 5 187J 7.25 izyj z9j 

FLORIOA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t s  o f  Appeal. 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
In te rmed ia te  Cour t  o f  

Appeals ................ 
IDAHO--STATE TOTAL ......... 

Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

ILLINOIS--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  .......... 

INDIANA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLR 
I A C  

COLR 
I A C  
- 
COLR 

I AC 
- 
COLR 
1 AC 

COLR 
I AC 

COLK 
1 AC 

12.859 13,179 102% 
59 7 b3Y 107% 

12,262 12.540 102% 

2,638J 
b92J 

1,94bJ 1,691j 87%J 

628J 621J YY%J 
49bJ 5163 104XJ 

132 105 80% 

497J 6155 12435 
3483 3333 9625 
14Y 282 189% 

8,104j 7,4573 m j  

7,6113 6,9613 91rj 
493, 496. 101% 

53 243 109 1 I8 1 I3 
7 85 15 40 5 

46 267 94 130 108 

16 Ib5J. 43 b1J 443 
7 YY? IS 4bJ IZJ 
9 21bJ 28 70J 33J 

8 795 18 35; 60 J 
5 9YJ I2 41J 473 

3 44 6 22 13 

a 625 14 3bj 495 
5 70J 10.5 33 J 353 
3 50 3.5 43 15 

( con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Tab le  3: Selec ted  caseload and process ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  I985 
( con t inued)  

Mandatory cases 
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

pe rcen t  Number posed) lawyer pe r  lawyer per  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

o f  o f  per  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 
Filed Disposed f i l e d  judges judge persor inel  persont ie l  popu la t i on  

1,505J 15 ( l 0U)J  2 1  ( 7 2 ) J  ( 5 2 ) J  
8685 9 ( 9 b ) J  12 (7ClJ (3013 

730 637 87% b 122 9 81 2 5  

Cour t  
type S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

IOUA--STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... C0I.R 

I AC 

KANSAS--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

52J 

44J 
7 COLK 

I A C  
- 

37 93 
12 24 
25 12b 

3,438 3,016 88% 
282 259 92% 

3,156 2,157 87% 

21 164 
7 40 

14 225 

92 
8 
85 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal ......... 

COLR 
I A C  

55 6bJ 

48 753 
7 I I J  

lb2 23.j 
27 3 J  

135 273 

825 
2.! 

8UJ 

3,657J 

3.5785 
79 J 

1,8605 2,039; llO%J 
2183 2323 10623 

1,642 1,807 110% 

COLR 
I A C  
- 

20 93; 
7 313 

13 126 

43 435 
14 IbJ 
29 57 

42 J 
5 3  

37 

MARYLAND--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... 
Cour t  of  Spec ia l  Appeals . COLR 

I AC 
- 

MASSACHUSETTS--STATE TOTAL . 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ... 
Appeals Cour t  ............ 

17 84J  
7 18 
IO i3uJ 

41 35J 
19 7 
22  59 j 

25J  
2 

u J  
COLR 
I AC 

5,190 
3 

5.187 

25 208 
7 1 

18 288 

Yb 54 
35 1 
61 85 

57 MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

MINNESOTA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLR 
I AC 

1 
57 

2,158 2,230 103% 
21 1 329 156% 

1,947 1,901 98% 

2u 108 
8 26 

12 lb2 

33 b5 
12 18 
21 93 

51 
5 

4b 

e7J 
43 

b 3  

COLR 
1 AC 
- 

3,3535 3.3475 I O O X J  
1873 1703 91x3 

3.166 3.177 100% 

39 8bJ  b5 524 
7 273 I S  123 

32 99 50 bJ 
COLR 
I A C  
- 

NEU JERSEY--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

Super io r  Cour t  ......... 

83J  

80 j 

3 
3 1  2ozJ 6 3  r r j  

7 32 1 7  13 
6.264J 6.307J i o i x j  

6,0373’ 6,056J i o o x j  
227 251 1 1 1 %  

1,314 
652 
662 5225 

COLR 

I A C  
- 

24 z52J 

12 110 
5 130 
7 95 

46 1313’ 

24 55 
10 65 
14 47 

91  
45 
46 

NEU M E X I C O - - S T A I E  TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I AC 

2bJ 

2 2 J  
4 

19 84J  

12 i i 5 J  
7 32 

31 52J 

23 b0J 
8 28 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  
- 
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Table 3 :  Se lec ted  caseload and p rocess ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases 111 s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  IY85 
( con t inued  1 

Mandatory cases 
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

as a ( d i s -  o f  (d i sposed l  
pe rcen t  Number posed) lawyer  pe r  lawyer 

o f  o f  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  
F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge pe rsonne l  personnel  

9,964 9,874 99% 60 166 74 135 
442 381 87% 7 63 2u 22 

9,522 9,491 100% 53 180 54 17b 

4 , I b l  4.080J 17 245 28 149 
180 2963 7 26 8.5 2 1  

3,981 3,784 9 5 %  1u 398 19.5 2u4 

842 11 7 7  30 28 
451 5 YU 19 24 
3Y 1 398 1021 6 b5 I I  3b 

(d isposed)  
pe r  

10u,o00 
p o p u l a t i o n  

93  
4 

89 

Court  
S t a t d C o u r t  naine: type 
OHIO--SlATE TOTAL .......... 

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

- 
OREGON--STATE TOTAL ........ 

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 
Supreme Cour t  ............ CDLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

I55 
7 

148 

25 
13 
12 

VIRGINIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  Y 538 216 4UX 10 54 10 54 

79 IJ 
415 

74 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC’ 3,270 2,994 92% 16 204 32 102 

2,44Y 1Y 129 J3 74 
91 7 13 1 1  8 

2,358 2,501 lob% 12 197 22 107 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

406J 373J YL%J 5 8 i J  5 81J 

51 
2 

49 

W I S C O N S I N - - S T A T E  TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

- 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  .... COLR 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... COLR 

- 
MA 1 NE - -Supreme Jud i c i a 1 

Cour t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Cour t  .................. COLR 5 2 i J  6OZiJ 5Obi 7 86’3 1 1  55’5 

815 853 105% 9 91 18 4 5  

6393 5803 YI%J 7 91J 14 4bJ 

997J 9753 9aaJ 7 1423 14 7 1 J  

777 867 112% 5 155 14 56 

MISSISSlPPI--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 

- 
31 

7 7 j  

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  .... COLR 

83 NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 

NORTH OAKOTA--Supreme 
Cour t  .................... COLR 338 335 99% 5 68 Y 38 4Y 

42 RHODE ISLANO--Supreme Cour t .  COLR 403 3Y3 Y8% s 81 16 2 5  

( co i i t i i i ued  011 n e x t  page) 
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Tab le  3: Se lec ted  caseload and process ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1Y85 
(con t inued)  

Mandatory c d s e s  
Disposed F i l e d  Nuiiiber F i l e d  F i l e d  

as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed) (d isposed)  

Cour t  o f  o f  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  1OU.OOU 
type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge person i le l  perso l ine l  popu la t i on  

COLR 358 j  wj i u d  5 7 2 J  7 51J b i j  

COLR 628 6 3 i J  5 126 13 48 38 

percent  Number posed) lawyer per  lawyer per  

- 

State /Cour t  name: 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t .  

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 575 506 88% 5 115 a 72 107 

WYOl4ING--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 306 347 113% 5 61 7 44 60 
- 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT A N Y  LEVEL 

2,866 2,737 95% 17 16Y 37 7 7  7 1  
COLK 7Y8 7Y7 lUUX Y 8Y 21 J8 20 
I A C  548 51b 94% 3 183 b 91 14 
I A C  1,52U 1,424 94% 5 304 1u 15L 38 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 

NEW YORK-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

2,5793 1,24bi 24 1071 53 49  J 7tlJ 
COLR 1,128 M Y  Y 12s 23 49 34 
COLR 8 i b j  404 3 272J b i3bJ  2 5 j  
I AC 635 693 109% 12 53 24 26 I Y  

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL . . 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Super io r  Cour t  ........... 
Commonwealth Cour t  ....... 

9.574j  31 3u9J 
7 20 

15 392J 
9 395 

155 62 j 
33.5 4 
85.5 bYJ 
36 YY 

8 i J  
1 

5uJ 
30 

COLR 
I AC 
I AC 

142 
5,878J 8,355J i42xJ  
3,554 3,9285 

TENNESSEE--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. 

2b 7bJ 
5 28 

12 83 
Y 9 4 j  

33 bUJ 
9.3 IS 

13.3 7 5  
1u.3 83 j 

185 54 
25 1 
23 81 

137 58 

42J 
3 

21 
id 

t i1  
1 
li! 
49 

. .--- 
COLR 139 
I AC 999 1,010 101% 
1 AC 8 s u j  8r i j  i u5xJ  

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 
Cour ts  o f  Appeals ........ 

9,953 10,Obb 101% 
COLR 1 1 100% 
COLR 1,998 2,084 104% 
I A C  7,954 7,981 100% 

98 102 
9 1 
9 222 

80 99 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

COLK = Cour t  o f  Las t  Resor t  
I A C  = I n te rmed ia te  Appe l l a te  Cour t  

FOOTNOTES: 

b a t a  a re  incomplete:  
Arizona--Supreme Cour t - -0a ta  do n o t  i nc lude  

judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  

mandatory a t t o r n e y  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases o r  
c e r t i f i e d  quest ior is f rom t h e  f e d e r a l  c o u r t s  
which were unrepor ted  f o r  t h i s  year .  

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  75% 
complete a r e  i nc luded  i n  the  tab le .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e l t l i e r  t he  da ta  a r e  
unava i l ab le  o r  l ess  than  75% complete. o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  i napprop r ia te .  
S ta tes  and/or c o u r t s  om i t ted  f rom t h i s  
t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  caseload 
da ta  on mandatory cases, or d i d  n o t  have 
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  
i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Report. 
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Table 3: Selected caseload and processing measures 
(continued 1 

for mandatory cases in state appellate courts, 1985 

California--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include 'judge disciplinary cases. 

Maine--Supreme Judicial Court Sitting as Law 
Court--Data do not include disciplinary 
or advisory opinion cases. 

Oklahoma--Supreme Court-+isposit ion data do 
not iriclude mandatory appeals of final 
judgments, mandatory discipl inary cases, 
and mandatory interlocutory decisions. 

Wash ington--Supreme Court--Data do riot 
include certified questions froiii the 
federal courts. 

)Explanation of data included in the category: 
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data include a few 

discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Connecticut--Appellate Court--Uata include a 
few discretionary petitions that were 
granted review. 

Delaware--Supreme Court--Data include some 
discretionary interlocutory decisions 
that were granted review. 

District of Columbia--Court of Appeals--Uata 
include discretionary cases that were 
granted review, and refiled as appeals. 

Georgia--Supreme Court--Uata include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review and refiled as appeals. 
--Court of Appeals--Data include petitions 
of final judgments, discretionary original 
proceeding and interlocutory decision cases 
that were granted review. Mandatory 
jurisdiction cases include all 
discretionary cases. 

Hawaii--Supreme Court--Data include a small 
number o f  discretionary cases that were 
granted review. 

Idaho--Supreme Court--Data include 
discretionary petitions reviewed on their 
merits. 

Illinois--Appellate Court--Data include 
discretionary c iv i 1 and d i scret i onary 
interlocutory decision petitions. 

Ind iana--Court of Appea 1 s--Data include 
discretionary interlocutory decision 
cases. 

Iowa--Supreme Court--Disposition data include 
some discretionary cases that were 
dismissed. 

Kansas--Court of Appeals--Data include a few 
discretionary cases that were granted 
review. 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Data include a few 
discretionary appeals. 

--Courts of Appeal--Data include refiled 
discretionary petitions that are 
granted review. 

Maine--Supreme Judicial Court sittirig as Law 
Court--Data include all discretionary 
jurisdiction cases. 

Mary1,and--Court of Appeals-Data include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Massachusetts--Appeals Court--Data include a 
small number of discretionary 
interlocutory decision pet i t ions. 

Missouri--Supreme Court--Data include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Montana--Supreme Court--Data include all 
discretionary jurisdiction cases. 

Nebraska--Supreme Court--Data include a few 
discretionary petitions. 

New Jersey--Appellate Division of Superior 
Court--Data include discretionary 
interlocutory petitions that were granted 
review. 

New Mexico--Court of Appeals--Uisposition 
data include all discretionary 
jurisdiction cases. 

North Carol ina--Court of Appeals--Data 
include a small number of discretionary 
petitions that were granted review. 

Oklahoina--Court of Criminal Appeals--Filing 
data include all discretionary 
jurisdiction cases. 

Oregon--Supreme Court--Disposed data include 
discretionary petitions that were granted 
review. 

Pennsylvania--Superior Court--Data include 
final decisions of discretionary 
petitions that were granted review. 

--Commonwealth Court--Disposition data 
include all discretionary jurisdiction 
cases. 

South Dakota--Supreine Court--Data include 
all discretionary jurisdiction cases. 

Tennessee--Court of Criminal Appeals--Data 
include discretionary interlocutory 
decision cases that were granted review. 

Utah--Supreme Court--Disposition data include 
all discretionary jurisdiction cases. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data include some 
discretionary petitions. 
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TABLE 4: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary petitions 
in state appellate courts, 1985 

U i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t  ions  
Disposed F i l e d  Nuiiiber F i l e d  F i l ed  

percent  Number posed) lawyer per  lawyer per  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  ( d  i sposed) 

S ta te /Cour t  name: type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge persol inel  perso f ine l  popu la t i on  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

Cour t  o f  o f  per  suppor t  support  IUU,OUU 

22.5 1 1  
13.5 14 

Y .u 7 

5U 
37 
12 

258 251 9 7% 8 32 
COLR 194 197 102% 5 3 Y  
I A C  64 54 84% 3 21 
- 

1,2013: 1,1233: 94%J 23  52J 
COLR 1,1615 1,0785 93%J 5 2323  
I AC 40 45 113% I8 2 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

ARIZOIIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

61 2uJ 
16 733 
45 1 

245 42 
4 2  1u3 
203 29 

39 
Ib 
23 

10,284 
COLR 4,346 
I A C  5,938 

84 122 
7 ti21 

77 77 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal ......... 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

CONNECTICUT--STATE TOTAL ... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  .......... 

14 55 
14 55 

2 4  
24 

767 I , O l l J  7 110 
COLR 767 1,UIIJ 7 11u 

1 1  
COLR b 
I AC 50 5 10 7.25 7 2 

10’) 29 
15 78 
94 21 

28 
IU .-\ 
11 

3,150 2,80b 89% 53 5Y 
COLR 1,175 1,123 96% 7 168 
I A C  1,975 1,683 85% 4b 43 

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour ts  o f  Appeal. 

GEORGIA- -STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

HAUAII--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

43 38 
15 65 
28 23 

2 1  
I b  
I I  

l,b16 

I A C  641 
COLR 975 1.6ozJ 

16 101 
7 139 
9 71 

3 12 
12 3 

4 
4 

41 39 Y5% 5 8 
COLR 41 39 95% ’ 5 8 

i 
Supreme Cour t  .......... IDAHO--STATE TOTAL ....... 10.5 9 

10.5 Y 
9 
9 

92 99 108% 5 I8 
COLR Y2 99 108% 5 18 

ILLINOIS--Supreme Court  25 63 14 COLR 1.579 1,673 lob% 7 226 

INDlANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... 1 1  30 b i  COLR 32hi 5 bhi  

IOUA--STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

4971 9 ( 5 5 1 1  
COLR 497‘ 9 (55)’ 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

37 25 
12 68 
25 4 

909 1,131 124% 21 43 
COLR 813 1,044 128% 7 I l b  
I A C  96 87 9 1 %  14 7 
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Tab le  4: Se lec ted  caseload and p rocess ing  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s .  
1985 ( c o n t  lnued)  

D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

LOUISIANA.. STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal ......... 

MARYLAND.. STATE TOTAL ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 
Cour t  o f  Spec ia l  Appeals . 

MASSACHUSETTS.. Supreme 
J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ........... 

Cour t  
type 

COLR 
I AC 
. 

COLR 
I A C  
. 

COLR 

MICHIGAN.. STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

MINNESOTA.. STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

MISSOURI.. STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

NEU JERSEY.. Supreme Cour t  . . 

COLR 
I AC 
. 

COLR 
I A C  
. 

COLR 
. 
COLR 

NEW MEXICO.. STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

NORTH CAROLINA.. STATE TOTAL . 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

OHIO.. STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

OREGON.. STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

VIRGINIA.. STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

WASHINGTON.. STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

WISCONSIN.. STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLR 
I A C  
. 
COLR 
I A C  
. 

COLR 

COLR 
. 

COLR 
I AC 
. 

COLR 
I A C  
. 
COLR 
I A C  
. 

percent  Number posed) lawyer pe r  ‘lawyer pe r  
o f  o f  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  100. 000 

F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personne l  personne l  p o p u l a t i o n  

4. 851 i  
2. 3131 
2 .  s a  

55 881 l b 2  3 0 i  loa! 
7 330’ 27 8 b i  521 

48 53 135 19 57 

905 870 96% 20 45 43 2 1  21 
713 b78 95% 7 102 14 51  1b 
192 192 100% 13 I5 2Y 7 4 

1. 336 7 191 19 70 23 

4. 3 18 

2.249 
2. ob9 2.3141 

25 173 Yb 45 48 
7 ZY6 35 5 Y  2 3  

18 125 61 37 25 

797 i  8701 10YXi 20 4 0 i  33 2 4 i  191 

2221 244 i  llO%i 12 19 i  21  1 1 1  51 

981 980 1 7 140 15 65 20 

575 626 109% a 72 12 48 14 

98 1 9801 7 140 15 65 20 

1. 05si 1. O2Si 97Xi 7 150i  1 7  62’ 14i 

223 
155 
68 

12 19 
5 3 1  
7 10 

24 Y 
10 1b 
14 Ij 

15 
1 1  
Ij 

1. 104 1. 127 102% 
620 665 107% 
404 462 95% 

19 58 
7 8Y 

12 40 

31  36 
8 78 

23 2 1  

18 
10 
8 

1. 644 1 .  428 87% 
1. 644 1. 428 87% 

7 235 
7 235 

20 82 
20 02 

15 
15 

903 873 97% 7 129 
903 073 97% 7 129 

2. 146 1. 958 91% I 7  126 
1. 043 1. 321 127% 7 14Y 
1.103 637 58% 10 110 

1.22b!? 1. lYO!J Y7%!J 25 4Y lJ  
9Ob’J Y011j  IOUI lJ  9 10113 
320 283 88% 16 20 

98Y Y Z 7 j  19 7 I O Y  52 
76 1 6993 
228 228 100% 12 19 

8.5 lob 34 
8.5 106 34 

26  93 38 
16 65 19 
10 110 1Y 

5 1  24!J 281j 
1Y 4813 2113 
32 10 7 

33 30 2 1  
11 bY 16 
22 10 5 

( con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Table 4: Se lec ted  caseload and process ing measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  
1985 (con t inued)  

D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

percent  Number posed) lawyer per lawyer per  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e K o u r t  name: type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel  personnel  popu la t i on  
Cour t  o f  o f  per  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

STATES YITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
- 

DELAUARE--STATE TOTAL ...... COLR 31 21 67%i 
- 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 81 7 7  Y5% 

MAlNE--Supreme J u d i c i a  1 
Court  S i t t i n g  as Law 

Cour t  .................. COLR 68 - 
MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 4 4 100% 

- 
NEW HAMPSH IRE--Supreme 

Cour t  .................... COLR 5741 6021 10SXi 

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court .  COLR 288 219 76% 

SOUTH OAKOTA--Supreme Court .  COLR 171 

- 

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ COLR 42 

VERMONT-Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 19 20 105% - 
WEST V I R G I N  IA--Supreme 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 1,372 1,268 92% - 

5 1’ S I i  1’ 

Y 9 2 5  3 13 

Y 1 18 1 1 

5 115i 1 1  52 i 58 1 

5 58 16 18 30 

5 34 7 21 2 i  

5 8  13 3 3 

5 4 8 2 4 

5 274 18 76 7 1  

STATES YITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 6Ub 588 97% 9 67 2 1  2 Y  15 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 606 588 97% 9 67 2 1  29 15 

NEW YORK-Court o f  Appeals . COLR 3,505 7 (501) 23 (152) (20) - 
OKLAHOMA-- 

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 295 9 33 23 13 9 
Court  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. COLR 267 3 ( 8 9 )  6 ( 4 5 )  ( 8 )  

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 4,0673 7 5815 33.5 1213 34 j 

- 
PENNSYLVANIA-- 

Commonwealth Cour t  ....... I A C  81 Y 9 36 2 1 

TENNESSEE-Supreme Cour t  ... COLR 772 9233 5 154 9.3 83 16 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  82 82 100% 12 7 13.3 6 2 

- 
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Table 4: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary petitions in state appellate courts, 
1985 (continued) 

Discretionary petitions 
Di sposed Filed Number. F i led Filed 

percent Number posed) lawyer per lawyer per 
as a (dis- of. (disposed) (disposed) 

State/Court name: .type Filed Disposed filed judges judye personnel personnel population 
Court of of per support support IOU,OUO 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 2,529 2,233 80% 18 141 48 53 15 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 1,lbY 1,181 I U Z X  9 130 2 5  4 7  7 
Court of Criminal Appeals. COLR 1,360 1,046 77% 9 151 2 3  5Y 8 

Note: All available data that are at least 75% 
complete are included in the table. Blank 
spaces indicate that either the data are 
unavailable or less than 75% complete, or 
that the calculations are inappropriate. 
States and/or courts omitted from this 
table did no t  specifically report caseload 
data on discretionary petitions, or did 
not have discretionary jurisdiction. 
State courts with discretionary 
jurisdiction cdn be identified i r i  the 
state court system charts identified in 
Part 111 of this Keport. 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

COLR = Court of Last Resort 
IAC = Intermediate Appellate Court 

FOOTNOTES: 

{Data are incomplete: 
Connect icut--Supreme Court--Data include only 

those cases heard by the Court, and do not 
include some unclassified appeals and judge 
disciplinary cases. 

Delaware--Supreme Court--Data do not include 
some discretionary interlocutory decision 
cases which are reported with mandatory 
jurisdiction cases. 

Indiana--Supreme Court--Data do not include 
discretionary criminal petitions. 

Iowa--Supreme Court--Data do not include 
discretionary cases that were dismissed by 
the court which are reported with mandatory 
jurisdiction cases. 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some discretionary 
jurisdiction cases cannot be separated from 
the mandatory caseload. 

Minnesota--Court of Appeals--Data do not 
include discretionary petitions of final 
judgments that were denied review. 

Missouri-Supreme Court--Disposition data do 
not include a few original proceedings. 

New Hampshire--Supreme Court--Data do not 
i nc 1 ude discretionary judge disci p 1 i nary 
cases. 

New Jersey--Supreiiie Court--Uata do not 
include discretionary interlocutory 
decision petitions which could not be 
separated froin a "motions" category. 

South Dakota--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include advisory opinions which are 
reported with mandatory jurisdiction 
cases. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include some cases reported with mandatory 
jurisdiction cases. 

JExplanation o f  data included in the category: 
Arizoiia--Supreme Court--Data include 

mandatory judge disciplinary cases. 
Colorado--Supreme Court--Disposition data 

include all mandatory jurisdiction cases. 
Connecticut--Supreme Court--Data include some 

mandatory cases left from the previous 
year. 

Georgia--Supreme Court--Disposition data 
include all mandatory jurisdiction cases. 

Michigan--Supreme Court--Disposition data 
include a few mandatory jurisdiction 
cases. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Data include 
non-case inotioiis that could not be 
separated from the caseload. 

Tennessee--Supreme Court--Data include all 
mandatory jurisdiction cases. 

Washington-Supreme Court--Data include 
mandatory certified questions from federal 
courts. 

Wisconsin--Supreine Court--Uisposition data 
include all mandatory cases and 
d i scret ionary or ig i na 1 proceedings . 

199 



TABLE 5: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary petitions 
granted review in state appellate courts, 1985 

U i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  granted rev iew  
O i  sposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

as a ( d  i s- o f  (d isposed (d isposed 1 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: type F i l e d  Uisposed f i l e d  judges judge persotinel personnel  p o p u l a t i o n  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AN0 ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURl 

pe rcen t  Number posed) lawyer pe r  lawyer  pe r  
Cour t  o f  o f  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  100.000 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL . . . . . . . . 57 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 42 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  15 

8 ( 7 )  22.5 ( 3 )  
5 ( 8 )  13.5 (31 
3 ( 5 )  9 ( 2 )  

ARIZONA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 8 i J  5 ( i 6 ) J  16 ( 5 ) J  

3: 
1 1  
2 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 866 i 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 3181 
Cour ts  o f  Appeal ......... I A C  548 

84 IO: 245 
7 45’ 42 

77 7 203 
81 
3 

CONNECTICUT--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 286J 373J 130XJ 6 48J 9.25 3 1 j  

6 
2 
3 

GEORG IA--STATE TOTAL . . . . . . . 352 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 146 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC 206 

I6 22 43 8 
7 21  15 IO 
9 23 28 7 

- 
CO LR 

HAUAI ]--STATE TOTAL . . . . . . . . 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 1 1  

1 1  

165 187 113% 

5 2 12 1 1 
5 2 12 1 1 

7 24 25 7 1 

5 ( 2 7 )  1 1  ( 1 2 )  (2) 

-- 
ILLINOIS--Supreme Cour t  .... COLR 

INDIANA--Supreme Cour t  . . . . . COLK 
- 

134 

IOWA--STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . 771 

771 COLR 
- 
COLR KANSAS--Supreme Cour t  ...... 1 I 7  7 17 7 17 5 

7 22 12 13 4 KENTUCKY-Supreme Cour t  .... COLR 156 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Courts  o f  Appeal ......... 

1.1431 
4701 
6 73 

5 5  21: 162 7 i  2b1 
48 14 135 5 15 

7 671 27 17i 101 CO LR 
I A C  

I4AHYLANO--STATE TOTAL . . . . . . 
Court o f  Appeals ......... 
Court  o f  Spec ia l  Appeals . 

107 
90 
17 

20 5 43 
7 13 14 

13 1 29 

2 2 
6 2 
1 1 

COLR 
I A C  

MASSACHUSETTS--Supreme 
J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ........... COLK 210 7 30 19 1 1  4 

MICHIGAN--Supreme Cour t  . . . . COLR 125 7 18 35 4 1 

MINNESOTA--STATE TOTAL ..... 2581 20 1 3 i  33 8 i  61 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLK 178 a 22 12 15 4 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  80 i 8 4 i  I05Xi  12 7 i  2 1  4 i  21 

- 
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Tab le  5 :  Selec ted  caseload and p rocess ing  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g ran ted  rev iew  i n  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1985 (con t inued)  

D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g ran ted  revieir  
Disposed F i l e d  Nuttiber F i l e d  F i l e d  

percent  Number posed) lawyer per  lawyer p e r  
as a ( d i  5- o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e K o u r t  name: type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personl ie1 persor inel  p o p u l a t i o n  

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ...... 106 7 15 15 7 2 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 106 7 15 15 7 2 

NEW JERSEY-Supreme Cour t  .. COLR 134 7 (1Y) 17 ( 8 )  ( 2 )  

NEW MEXICO- -STATE TOTAL .... 93 12 8 24 4 b 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 66 5 13 IO 7 5 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  27 7 4 14 2 2 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 158 j  19 a j  31 s j  3 j  
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 67 57 85% 7 IO 8 8 1 ......... 4 J  i j  Cour t  o f  Appeals I A C  9 i j  12 a j  23 

Cour t  o f  o f  per  suppor t  suppor t  lUU,OOO 

- 

- 

- 

- 
OHIO--STATE TOTAL .......... 172 157 91% 7 25 20 9 2 

Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 172 157 Y 1% 7 25  20 Y 2 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ........ 93 7 13 8.5 1 1  3 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 93 7 13 8.5 I I  3 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 24 5 S 19 1 1 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 24 5 5 19 1 1 

- 

- 

VIRGINIA--STATE TOTAL ...... 4221‘ 1 7  2Si 2b l b i  7 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  183 i IO 181 IO 18 i  3 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 23Y 7 34 16 15 4 

- 
WASHINGTON--Supreme Cour t  .. COLR 5 b i J  9 ( 6 ) i J  IY ( 3 ) i j  ( i ) i j  

WISCONSIN--Supreme Cour t  ... COLR 9 8 j  isr j  iw%j  7 143’ 1 1  y j  2J  

- 

- 
STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 4 4 ( I )  18 ( 1 )  ( 1 )  

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... COLR 483 479 99% 5 9 7  18 27 25 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 
- 

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . COLR 3111 7 ( 4 5 )  23 ( 1 4 )  ( 2 )  

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ...... 122 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 65 
Cour t  of C r i m i n a l  Appeals. COLR 5 7  

12 1u 4 4 2 Y  
Y 7 3 2 23 
3 19 b 10 2 

PENNSYLVANIA--Supreme Cour t .  COLR 223 7 3Zi 3 3 . 5  7 i  2 i  

( con t inued  011 nex t  pager  
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Table 5: Selected caseload afid processing measures for discretionary petitions granted review in state 
appellate courts, 1985 (continued) 

Discretionary petitions granted revieu 
Disposed Filed dumber Filed F f l e d  

as a (di s- of (disposed) (disposed) 

State/Court name: type Filed Disposed filed judges judge personnel personnel population 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 432 460 lob% I8 24 4 8  9 3 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 172 177 103% 9 1Y 25 7 1 
Court o f  Criminal Appeals. COLR 260 283 I O Y X  Y 2Y 23 1 1  2 

percent Number posed) lawyer per lawyer per 
Court of of per support support 100,UOU 

Note: All available data that are at least 75% 
complete are included in the table. Blank 
spaces indicate that either the data are 
unavailable or less than 75% complete, or 
that the calculations are inappropriate. 
States and/or courts omitted from this 
table did not specifically report caseload 
data on discretionary petitions granted 
review, or did not have discretionary 
jurisdiction. State courts with 
discretionary jurisdiction can be 
identified in the state court system 
charts identified in Part 111 of this 
Report. 

JURISDICTION CODES : 

COLR = Court of Last Resort 
IAC = Intermediate Appellate Court 

FOOTNOTES: 

iData are incomplete: 
California--Supreme Court--0ata do not 

include original proceedings initially 
heard in the Supreme Court that were 
granted review. 

discretionary or igina 1 proceedings 
reported with unclassified discretionary 
cases. 

Iowa--Supreme Court--0ata do not include some 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some discretionary 
cases granted review could not be separated 
from the mandatory jurisdiction caseload. 

Minnesota--Court of Appeals--Data do not 
include other discretionary petitions 
granted review. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include original proceedings petitions 
that were granted review. 

Virginia--Court o f  Appeals--Uata do not 
inc 1 ude or igina 1 proceeding petit ions 
granted review. 

Uashington--Supreme Court--Data do not 
include some cases reported with mandatory 
jurisdiction cases. 

JExplanation of data included in the category: 
Arizona--Supreme Court--0ata include 

mandatory judge disciplinary cases. 
Connecticut--Supreme Court--Uata include 

pending caseload f ro in  the previous year. 
North Carolina--Court of Appeals--0ata 

include some situations where relief, not 
review, were granted. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data include 
mandatory certified questions from federal 
courts. 

Wisconsin--Supreiiie Court--0ata include a1 1 
mandatory jurisdiction cases that were 
disposed. 
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TABLE 6: Opinions reported by state appellate courts, 1985 

Admin- 
istra- All Opinions as 

Total Total a percent 
Court Civil Criminal agency case dispositions cases o f  cases 

State/Court name: type appeals appeals appeals types by opinion disposed disposed 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

tive other 

ALASKA--Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X 125 32Y 38% ......... X 103 42 1 24% X Court o f  Appeals IAC -- - -  
----- 

ARIZONA--Supreme Court ..... COLR X X X X 120 1 b8 712 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X 297 2,YY8P l02P 

ARKANSAS--Supreme Court .... COLR X X X X 340 45Ii 75%i 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X 573 ’ 895 64% 

----- 

CALIFORNIA--Supreme Court .. COLR X X X X 125 N/A - -  
-- Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X 8,SYY N/A 

COLORADO--Supreme Court .... COLR X X X X 239 1,OllP Z4SP 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X 472k 1,3Yb 34Xk 

CONNECTICUT--Supreme Court . COLR 123 a7 2 IO N/A -- 
X 354 8771 - -  Appellate Court .......... IAC 314 40 X 

----- 
FLORIDA--District Court o f  

Appeals .................. IAC X X X X N/A 12,540P -- 

GEORGIA--Supreme Court ..... COLR X X X X 387 I ,bOZdP Z4XdP 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X N/A 1,6YldP - -  

HAWAII--Supreme Court ........ 
Intermediate Court of 

Appeals ................ 

IDAHO--Supreme Court ....... 
Court o f  Appeals ......... 

- 
COLR 

IAC 
- 
COLR 
I AC 

X 

X 

X 
X 

283 

9a 

16 1 
27b 

ILLINOIS--Appel late Court . . 
INDIANA--Supreme Court ..... 

Court o f  Appeals ......... 

IOWA--Supreme Court ........ 
Court o f  Appeals ......... 

IAC 
- 
COLR 
IAC 

COLR 
I AC 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

4,519 

330 
1,040 

273 
5b7 

KANSAS--Supreme Court ...... 
Court o f  Appeals ......... COLR IAC 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

286’ 
bb3 

b,Y61P 65XP 

49 3 67% 
I,UbZP Y8XP 

Y45 2Y% 
637 BY % 

3441 83%i 
Y8Y b71 
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Number o f  
op in ions  
pe r  j us -  

Op in ion  count i nc lude?  Number o f  Number o f  t i c e / j u d g e  
count  i s  by: Per Number o f  op in ions  lawyer p l u s  lawyer 

w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  cur iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j u s -  suppor t  support  
S t a t d C o u r t  name: -- case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  o rde rs  judqes t i c e / j u d q e  personne l  personne l  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AN0 ONE INTERMEOIATE APPELLATE COURT 

Does the  o p i n i o n  

------ 
ALASKA--Supreme Cour t  ...... X 0 X 0 0 5 25 13.5 7 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 3 34 Y Y 

ARIZONA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X 0 5 24 1b 6 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X sotiie 15 20 45 5 

ARKANSAS--Supreme Cour t  .... X U X X X 7 4Y i  15 I5j 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X U X X 0 ti Yb l b  Lb 

CALIFORNIA--Supreme Cour t  .. X 0 X X soiw 7 18 42 3 

------ 

------ 

------ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X x some t13k 1U4k 203 30k 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X U some IO 47k 23 14k 

------ 
COLORADO--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 7 34 14 1 1  

----__- 
CONNECTICUT--Supreme Cour t  . X 0 X X some 6 35 9.25 14 

A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  X 0 X X some 5 71 7.25 29 .......... 
------ 

FLORIDA--D is t r i c t  Cour t  o f  
Appeals .................. X 0 X 0 0 N / A  N/A 4b N/A 

------ 
GEORGIA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X U X X 0 7 55 IS It) 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 0 X X 0 0 Y N / A  28 I V A  
------ 

...... 5 57 12 1 7  HAWAII--Supreme Cour t  X 0 X X some 
I n te rmed ia te  Cour t  o f  

Appeals ................ X U X X X 3 33 ti 1 1  

IDAHO--Supreme Cour t  ....... 0 X X X X 5 32  1U.5 io  
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... 0 X X X 0 3 92 3 . 5  42 

------ 

------ 
ILLINOIS- -Appe l la te  Cour t  . . X 0 X X some 34 133 1 I 4  31 

------ 
INDIANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X U X X U 5 bb 11 21 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X X X X X l i l  07 3b 22 

IOUA--Supreme Cour t  ........ 0 X X 0 0 9 30 12 I3 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 6 95 9 38 

KANSAS--Supreme Cour t  ...... X 0 X X some 7 41i 1, 7 2 0 i  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 7 95 30 
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Tab le  6 :  Op in ions  repo r ted  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1985 (con t inued)  

Adinin- 
i s t r a -  A l l  
t i v e  o t h e r  To ta l  

Court  C i v i l  C r im ina l  agency case d i s p o s i t i o n s  
S t a t e K o u r t  name: type appeals appeals appeals types by o p i n i o n  

Opinions a s  
a percent  
o f  cases 
disposed 

Z3%kP 
66XP 

To ta l  
cases 

disposed 

1,303P 
2,844P 

COLR 
I A C  

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

306k 
1,885 

KENTUCKY--Supreme Cour t  .... 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... 

LOUISIANA--Supreme Court  ... 
Courts o f  Appeal ......... COLR 

I A C  
- 
coLn 

X 
X 

131 
3,188 

N /A 
N /A 

123 MARYLAND--Court o f  Appeals . X 

MASSACHUSETTS--Supreme 
J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ........... 
Appeals Cour t  ............ COLR 

I A C  
X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

307 
221 

- -  N /A 
N /A - -  

X 
X 

X 
X 

135 
3,791 

2,314P 6%p 
6,386P 59XP 

COLR 
I A C  

MICHIGAN--Supreme Cour t  .... 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... 

MINNESOTA--Supreme Court  ... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

X 
X 

236 
1,233 

2 5% 
57% 

COLR 
I A C  

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

Y Y  5 
2,145 

CO LR 
I A C  

X 
X 

95 
1,639 

170 
3,177 

~~ 

56% 
52% 

MISSOUHI--Supreme Court  .... 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... 

NEU JERSEY--Supreme Cour t  .. 
Super io r  Cour t  ......... Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

- 
c o w  

I A C  
- 
COLR 
I A C  

18% 

53% 

X 

X 

385 

6,056 

X 
X 

153 
144 

N /A 
522P 

NEW f~IEXlCO--Supreme Court  . . 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 

X 

NORTH CAROL INA--Supreme 
Court  .................. 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

OHIO--Court of  Appeals ..... 

OREGON--Court o f  Appeals ... 

COLR 
I A C  
- 
I A C  
- 
I A C  
- 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

149 
1,326 

240 62% 
1,464 91% 

9,49 1 49% 

3,784 15% 

---- 
X X X X 4,643 
- ~ - -  

X X X X 560 
- _ _ _ _ _ -  

SOUTH CAROL INA--Supreme 
Court  .................. 

Cour t  of  Appeals ......... COLH 
I A C  

X X X X 556k 
X X X X 336k 

VIRGIMIA--Supreme Court  COLR 
- 
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Number o f  
op i r i ions  

Does the  o p i n i o n  pe r  j u s -  
Op in ion  count i nc lude?  Number o f  fduinber o f  t i c e / j u d g e  

count  i s  by :  Per Number o f  op in ions  lawyer p l u s  lawyer 
w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  cu r iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  pe r  j us -  suppor t  support  

S t a  te lCour  t name: -~ case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  o rde rs  judges t i c e / j u d g e  personne l  personnel  

KENTUCKY--Supreme Court  .... X 0 X X some 7 44k 12 16k 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 14 135 25 48 

LOUISIANA--Supreme Cour t  ... X 0 X 0 sonie 7 19 2 7  4 
Cour ts  of  Appeal .......... X 0 X 0 X 4 8  66  135 17 

---__-- 

-~---- 
IfARYLAND--Court o f  Appeals . X 0 X 0 0 7 18 14 6 

- ~ - - - ~  
MASSACHUSETTS--Supreme 

J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ........... 0 X X 0 0  7 44 19 12 
Appeals Cour t  0 X X 0 0 10 22 22 7 

MICHIGAN--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 7 19 35 3 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 18 211 6 1  48 

WINNESOTA--Supreme Cour t  ... X 0 X 0 0 8 30 12 10 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 12 103 21 37  

............ 
- ~ ~ - - -  

_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - ~  

- ~ - - - ~  
MISSOURI--Supreme Court  .... X 0 X X some 7 14 15 4 

Court  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 32  51 50 2 0  

NEU JERSEY--Supreme Cour t  .. 0 X X 0 0 7 10 17 3 

Super io r  Cour t  ......... X 0 X X X 24 135 4 6  4 6  

NEW HEXICO--Supreme Cour t  .. X 0 X 0 some 5 31 IO l o  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 0 X X 0 0 7 2 1  14 7 

-----~ 
Appel la te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

--~--- 

-----~ 
NORTH CAROLINA--Supreme 

Cour t  .................. x 0 X D some 7 21 8 10 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 X 12 1 1 1  23 3a 

OHIO--Court o f  Appeals ..... X 0 X 0 X 53 88 54 43 

OREGON--Court o f  Appeals ... X 0 X 0 0 10 56  19.5 19 

- - _ _ _ _ - - ~  

- ~ ~ - - ~  

-----~ 
SOUTH CAROLINA--Supreme 

Court  .................. X 0 X X 0 5 I l l k  19 23k 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X 0 6 56k 1 1  20k 

VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  .... X 0 X X 0 Y.5k 18k 10 7k 

- - - - _ _ ~  

_____- - -  
Y c o i i G E X o n  nex t  page) 
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Tab le  6: Op in ions  r e p o r t e d  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1Y85 (con t inued)  

Admin- 
i s t r a -  A l l  
t i v e  o the r  To ta l  

Cour t  C i v i l  C r im ina l  agency case d i s p o s i t i o n s  
appeals type  appeals appeals types by o p i n i o n  

COLR X X X X 134 
I A C  X X X X 1,274 

Opinions as 
To ta l  a perce i i t  
cases o f  cases 

disposed disposed 

240 56% 
2,994 4 3% 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

WASHINGTON--Supreme Cour t  .. 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 

UISCONSIN--Supreme Court  ,.. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR X X X X 122 

I A C  X X X X 1,113 
189 6 5% 

2,729p 41Xp 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

DELAWARE --Supreme Cour t  .... COLR X X X X GO 375 16% 

DISTRICT OF COLUI4BIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 1,567 2UXk COLR X X X X 318k 

----- 
MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  

Cour t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Cour t  .................. CO LR X X X X 2421 

-- 
COLR X 

-- 
COLK X 
-- 
COLR X 
-- 
COLR X 
-- 

X 410k 

X 305 

X 462 

X 164 

MISS ISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . 

MONTANA--Supreme Court  ..... 

NEBRASKA-Supreme Court  .... 
NEVADA--Supreme Court  ...... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme 
Cour t  .................... COLR 2631 6OZiP 44XiP 

335 

6 1 8  23%P 

369P 60XP 

631p 48XP 

!26@ Z!i%dP 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court .  COLR 

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court .  COLR 100 138 

COLR 
- 
COLR 
- 
COLR 

X 223 SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t .  

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ X 305 
~ ~ 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ..... 129 X X 

YEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  
o f  Appeals ............... CO LR X X X X 244 

----- 
479 51% 
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op in ions  
Does the  o p i n i o n  per  j u s -  

Op in ion  count i n c l u d e ?  Nuiiiber o f  Number o f  t i c e / j u d g e  
count  i s  by: Per Number o f  op in ions  lawyer p l u s  lawyer 

w r i t t e n  I l a j o r i t y  cu r iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  pe r  j u s -  suppor t  suppor t  
case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  orders  judges t i c d j u d g e  personne l  personne l  
c____ 

Sta te /Cour t  name: 

WASHINGTON--Supreme Cour t  . . X 0 X X some Y IS 14 5 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X sonie 16 80 32 27 

WISCONSIN--Supreme Court  ... X 0 X X 0 7 17  1 1  7 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 12 93 22 33 

- ~ ~ - - ~  
STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

- _ _ _ ~ - - _ _ _ _  

DELAWARE--Supreme Court  .... X 0 X 0 0 5 12 5 6 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X 0 9 35k 25 9k 

MAINE --Supreme J u d i c i a  1 
Court  S i t t i n g  a s  Law 

Court  .................. 0 X X 0 0 7 35 i 11 13' 

MISS1SSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . X 0 X 0 X 9 46k 18 I gk 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X 0 0 7 44 14 15 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Court  .... X 0 X X X 7 66 14 22 

- _ _ _ _ _ _ - - ~  

- I _ _ ~ - - ~  

NEVADA--Supreme Court  ...... 0 X X X 0 5 33 14 9 

NEW HN4PSH I R E  --Supreme 
Court  .................... X 0 X X 0 5 53 i 1 1  16i 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court .  X 0 X X 0 5 49J 9 i 7 j  

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court .  X 0 X X some 5 28 16 7 

- - _ _ _ - - ~  

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court .  X 0 X X 0 5 45 7 19 

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ X 0 X X 0 5 6 1  13 I7 

--_____-- 

VERMONT-Supreme Court  ..... X 0 X 0 0 5 26 a IO 
- ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  
o f  Appeals ............... X 0 X X soine 5 49 18 1 1  

I c o i i E i Z T o n  nex t  page) 
- ___- - -  

e 
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Tab le  6: Op in ions  repo r ted  b y  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cour ts ,  IY8S. ( con t inued)  

Admi n- 
i s t r a -  A l l  Opinions as 
t i v e  o the r  T o t a l  T o t a l  a percent  

Cour t  C . i v i l  C r im ina l  agency case d i s p o s i t i o n s  cases o f  cases 
S t a t e K o u r t  name: type appeals appeals appeals types  b y  o p i n i o n  disposed disposed 

WYOMINC--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR X X X X 235 34 7 ----- 
STATES UITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL ----- 

ALABAMA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 588 I ,38S 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... I A C  X -- X X 347 Slb 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. I A C  --  504 -- X 504k 1,424 

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . COLR X X X X 143 71Y 

Cour t  .................. I A C  X X 0 X 82Y 1,663 

----- 
A p p e l l a t e  Term o f  Supreme 

----- 
OKLAHOMA-Supreme Cour t  .. , . COLR X 0 X X 282 Y48P 

Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. COLR 0 X 0 X 155 671P 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X 0 X X 647 693 ----- 

PENNSYLVANIA--Suprem Court .  COLR X X X X 1Ytik 
Super io r  Cour t  ........... I A C  X X 0 X s ,980 8,355 
Comnonwealth Cour t  ....... I A C  X X X X 1,SYl ----- 

TENNESSEE--Supreme Cour t  ... COLR X X X X 18b Y23P 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X 0 X X 848 1,092P 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. I A C  0 0 X X 826 8Y I P  ----- 

TEXAS-Supreme Cour t  ....... COLR X 0 X X 106 178 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. COLR 0 X 0 X 279 2,3b7 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 4,721 7,YBI 

bBX 

20% 

SOX 

3UXP 
23XP 
9 3% 

72; 

2UZP 
78XP 
Y32P 

60'6 
IC% 
59% 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  are a t  l e a s t  75% 
complete a re  i nc luded  i n  t h e  tab le .  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  da ta  a re  
unava i l ab le  or l ess  than 75% complete, o r  
t h a t  t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  i napprop r ia te .  
S ta tes  and/or c o u r t s  om i t ted  f rom t h i s  

. t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  caseload 
da ta  on mandatory cases, o r  d i d  n o t  have 
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  
i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  P a r t  I11 o f  t h i s  Report. 

Blank 

JURI $01 CT I O N  CODES : 

COLR = Cour t  o f  Las t  Resor t  
I A C  = In te rmed ta te  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  
X = Cour t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  
0 = Cour t  does n o t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  
-- = Data n o t  a p p l i c a b l e  
N/A = Data n o t  a v a i l a b l e  

FOOTNOTES: 

dTh is  f i g u r e  inc1ud.es d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
t h a t  a re  g ran ted  rev iew  and counted once as 
p e t i t i o n s ,  and then r e f i l e d  as mandatory 
cases and counted again.  

t h a t  a re  g ran ted  and denied rev iew.  

Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  and adv i so ry  o p i n i o n  cases. 

Connect icut--Appel  l a t e  Court--Data do riot 
i nc lude  d i s c r e t i o r i a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 
denied o r  dismissed. 

Kansas--Suprent-? Court--Data do not i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases. 

Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Cour t - -0a ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  mandatory 

PTtiis f i g u r e  i nc ludes  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  

i o a t a  a re  incomplete:  
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~~ ~~ ~~ ~ 

Numbs o f -  
op i n  ioris 

Does t he  o p i n i o n  pe r  j u s -  

w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  cur iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j us -  suppor t  suppor t  

Op in ion  count  i n c l u d e ?  Number o f  Number o f  t i c e / j u d g e  
count  i s  by :  Per  Number o f  op in ions  lawyer p l u s  lawyer 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: -- case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  o rde rs  judges t ie/  judge personne l  personne l  

WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X some 5 47 7 20 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 
------ 

ALABAMA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X some 4 63 21 20 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... X 0 X X X 3 116 6 39 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. X 0 X 0 some 5 l O l k  IO 34k ------ 

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . 0 X X 0 0 7 20 23 5 

Cour t  .................. X 0 X X 0 15 S5 4 1  IS 

OKLAHOMA--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 9 31 23 9 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. X 0 X X 0 3 52 6 17 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X X 12 34 24 18 

PENNSYLVANIA--Supreme Cour t .  X 0 0 7 28k 33.5 Sk 
Super io r  Cour t  ........... X 0 X X X ZZk 272k 83.5 5bk 
Commonwealth Cour t  ....... 0 X X X X 12k 133k 3ti 33k 

A p p e l l a t e  Term o f  Supreme 

---__.-- 

------ 

------ 
TENNESSEE--Supreme Cour t  ... X 0 X X some 5 37 9.3 13 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 12 71 13.3 34 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  Appeals. X 0 X X some 9 42 10.3 43 

TEXAS--Supreme Cour t  ....... 0 X X 0 0 4 12 25 3 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. X 0 X 0 0 9 31  23 9 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 80 59 137 22 

------ 

d i s c i p l i n a r y  and mandatory adv i so ry  o p i n i o n  
cases. 

i n c l u d e  judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
New Hampshire--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  

JExp lanat ion  o f  da ta  i nc luded  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Nor th  Dakota--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  

preargument d i s p o s i t i o n s .  

kAddi  t iona 1 i n fo rma t  ion :  
Alabama--Court o f  C r im ina l  Appeals--The 

computed f i g u r e  does n o t  i n c l u d e  56 
o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  b y  r e t i r e d  and o t h e r  
a c t i v e  judges. 

C a l i f o r n i a - - C o u r t s  o f  Appeal--The number o f  
judges a re  FTEs ( f u l l - t i m e  e q u i v a l e n t ) ,  
because t h e  number o f  op in ions  w r f t t e n  by  
au tho r i zed  judges cou ld  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
separa te l y .  

Colorado--Court  o f  Appeals-This f i g u r e  does 
n o t  i n c l u d e  478 unpub l ished op in ions .  

O i s t t  i c t  o f  Columbia--Court  o f  Appeals--The 
o p i n i o n  count does n o t  i n c l u d e  481 memo 
op i r i ions  and judgments. 

Kentucky--Supreme Cour t - -0a ta  i n c l u d e  121 
pub l i shed  and 185 unpub l ished op in ions .  

~~ ~ 

M iss iss ipp i - -Supreme Cour t - -0a ta  i n c l u d e  2 5  

Penrisylvania--Supreme Cour t - -1  t i s  r iot  c l e a r  
unpub l ished op in ions  on t h e  m e r i t s .  

whether t n i s  number i s  an o p i n i o n  o r  case 
count.  

i i i c l udes  7 supplet i ie i i ta l  judges because 
the  number o f  op in ions  w r i t t e n  b y  the  
au tho r i zed  judges c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
separa te l y .  

- -Conmnwealth Court--The number o f  judges 
i nc ludes  3 supplemental  judges because 
t h e  number o f  op in ions  w r i t t e n  b y  the  
au tho r i zed  judges c o u l d  n o t  be  i d e n t i f i e d  
separa te l y .  

323 unpub l ished op in ions .  

unpubl  i shed f u l l  op in ions .  

- -Super io r  Court--The number o f  judges 

South Caro l  ina--Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  

- -Cour t  o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  85 

Virginia--Supreme Court--The number o f  judges 
i nc ludes  2.5 supplemental  judges because 
the  number o f  op in ions  w r i t t e n  b y  t h e  
au t l io r i zed ’  judges c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i t i e d  
separa te ly .  
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TABLE 7: Reported national civil and criminal caseload for state trial courts, 1985 
~~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

Reported Caseload F i l e d  I l isposed 

C i v i l  cases: 

I .  General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s :  

A .  Number o f  repo r ted  complete and comparable cases .......................... 
Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ............... 
Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  ge i ie ra l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  b y  complete and comparable c i v i l  da ta  .............. 

8. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  casetypes ...... 
I .  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  

casetypes ............................................................. 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  ge i ie ra l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
3. Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by  coinplete c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some o the r  
casetypes ............................................................. 

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomplete and 
i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ............................................... 
I .  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incomplete c i v i l  da ta  o r  incomplete 

c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ........................... 
2.  Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by  e i t h e r  ir icornplete c i v i l  data,  o r  incon1p)ete 
c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ........................... 

1 .  
2. 
3. 

I 

C.  

11. L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s :  

A .  Number o f  repo r ted  complete and comparable cases .......................... 
I .  Number o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ......... 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  jurisdiction c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
3. Percent  o f  the  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  b y  complete and comparable c i v i l  da ta  .............. 
Number o f  repo r ted  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  casetypes ...... 
1 .  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  

casetypes ............................................................. 
2.  Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  I i i n i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
3. Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i i n i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by  complete c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i nc lude  some o tne r  

E. 

casetypes ............................................................. 
Number o f  repo r ted  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  ir icomplete, o r  incomplete and 
i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ............................................... 
1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incoinplete c i v i l  da ta  o r  incomplete 

c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i nc lude  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ........................... 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 
3. Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by  e i t h e r  incomplete c i v i l  data,  o r  incomplete 
c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  casetypes ........................... 

C. 

26 
52 

50% 

l,b57,267 

10 
52 

25% 

1 ,Y3U,YYb I ,334,O I 4  
20 19 
5 L  5 2  

23% Z 5 %  

J,Y62,3Ob* 3,JUY ,488. 

23 
5L 

47% 

,53I,UZi! 

I 1  
5 2  

22% 

5,475,614 4,17O,UY3 
46 30 
42 4 2  

3bX 32% 

597,921 419,IYY 

8 7 
4 2  42 

2% 2% 

733,653 818,850 

12 li! 
42 42 

2% 2% 

Cr im ina l  cases: 

I .  General  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s :  

A .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and coinparable cases .......................... 1,Zb3,8U2 845,312 
I .  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable data ............... 20 18 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t t i  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i n i i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 52 52 
3 .  Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  b y  coioplete and coii iparable c r i m i n a l  data ........... 54% 5 1 %  

8. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c r i m i n a l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  o the r  casetypes ... 341,344. 350.440. 
1 .  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c r i m i n a l  cases t h a t  i nc lude  

o t h e r  casetypes ....................................................... 14 14 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i i f l i r ia l  c o u r t s  ............ 52 5 2  
3. Percent  o f  t he  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  b y  complete c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  Soine 
o t h e r  casetypes ....................................................... 13% 14% 

( con t inued  on n e x t  page1 
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Table 7: Reported national civil and criminal caseload for state trial courts, I985 (continued) 

Reported Caseload Filed Disposed 

C. Number o f  reported cases that are either incomplete, or incoinplete and 
include non-criminal casetypes ............................................ 1,370,522 1,012,394 
1. Number of courts reporting either incomplete criminal data or 

3 .  

.......... incomplete criminal data that include non-criminal casetypes 18 18 
2. Number of states with general jurisdiction criiiiinal courts 52 52 ............ 

Percent of the total population of states with general jurisdiction 
courts represented by either incomplete criminal data, or incomplete 
criminal data that include non-criminal casetypes 32% 30% ..................... 

11. Limited jurisdiction courts: 

A.  Number o f  reported complete and comparable cases .......................... Y47.858 237,950 
1. Number o f  state courts reporting complete and comparable data 6 3 
2. Number of states with limited jurisdiction criminal courts 4u 4u 

......... ............ 
3. Percent o f  the total population of states with limited jurisdiction 

courts represented by complete and comparable crimina 1 data ........... 0% 0% 

6. Number of reported complete criminal cases that include other casetypes ... 2,007,372 I,Y33,978 
I .  Number o f  courts reporting complete criminal cases that include 

3. Percent of the total population of states with limited jurisdiction 
courts represented by complete criminal data that include some other 

other casetypes ....................................................... 13 13 
2. Number of states with limited jurisdiction criminal courts 4u 40 ............ 

casetypes ............................................................. 6% bX 

C. Number of reported cases that are either inconiplete, or incomplete and 
include non-criminal casetypes ............................................ 3,411,407 Z.Y72,478 
1. Number of courts reporting either incomplete criminal data or 

3 .  

.......... incomplete criminal data that include non-criminal casetypes 33 28 
2. Number of states with limited jurisdiction criminal courts ............ 4u 40 

Percent of the total population of states with limited jurisdiction 
courts represented by either incomplete criminal data, or incomplete 
criminal data that include non-criminal casetypes ..................... 30% Z Y %  

Sumnary section for all trial courts: 

Reported filings 
General Limited Total 

Jurisdiction Jurisdiction (incomplete) 
Civil - - -  Criminal Civil Criminal 2 Civi Criminal 

Number of reported complete 

Number of reported complete 
cases that include other 
casetypes ........................ 3,962,306 341,344 5Y7.921 2,007,372 4,500,227 2,348.71b 

Number o f  reported cases that 
are either incomplete. or 
incomplete and include other 
casetypes ........................ 1,657,267 1,370,522 733,653 3.41 1,407 2,390,920 4,781 .Y2Y 

and comparable cases ............. 1,930,YYb 1,263,802 5,475.614 947,858 7,4Ub.610 L,211,6b0 

Total (incomplete) ............... 7,550,569 2,975.668 6,807.188 b,36b,b37 14,357.757 9,342,305 

*Data are from Minnesota's limited and general 
jurlsdict ion courts. 
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TABLE 9: Reported total. state trial court civil caseload. 1985 

Sta te /Cour t  nanie: 

ALABAMA C i r c u i t  ................... 
ALABAMA D i s t r i c t  .................. 
ALABAMA Probate  ................... 

ALABAMA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 

Uispo- 
l o t a l  c i v i l  l o t a l  c i v i l  s i t  i o i i s  F i  1 i r igs 

f i 1 i ngs  d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a pe r -  p e r  IOU. UUU 
J u r i s -  and qua l  i t y  arid qua 1 i ty cen tage t o t a  1 
d i c t i o n  fuu t t io tes  foo t t i o les  of f i l i t i y s  popu 1aL io t i  

I 79. 248 U 7 7 .  372 u 98 1. 971 

2 
2 138. 920 131.  18Y 94 3. 455 

218. l b 8  P 2UB. 5 b l  P Y6 5. 426 

ALASKA Super io r  ................... 
ALASKA D i s t r i c t  ................... 

ALASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 
1 18. 315 E 15. 833 E 80 3. 515 
2 24. 04b B 1 3 .  5 5 9  B 56 4. 615 

42. 361 0 2Y. 392 u b9 8. 131 

A R I Z O H A  Super io r  .................. 
ARIZONA J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ...... 
ARIZONA M u n i c i p a l  ................. 

ARIZONA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 

ARKANSAS C i r c u i t  .................. 
ARKANSAS Chancery and Probate  ..... 
ARKANSAS Cour t  o f  Connnon P leas  .... 
ARKANSAS County ................... 
ARKANSAS Mun ic ipa l  ................ 
ARKANSAS C i t y  ..................... 
ARKANSAS P o l i c e  ................... 

ARKANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

1 97.212 J 

1 33. 637 
1 5 1 .  612 
2 
2 4. 123 i 
2 33. b79 1 
2 bb 
2 

123. 1 1 7  i 

951531 96 
1;5L4 IOU 

187. 836 8 

YU.771 B 3. 052 
3. 11s 

48 
6 .  214 

3u. uuo 8 9  1 .  426 
4b. 777 91  2. 188 

2 .  5 7 1  i ti2 
11. 342 i 5 1  

48 73 

175 
1.  428 

3 

Yb. 738 i 78 5. 219 

CALIFORNIA Super io r  ............... 
CALIFORNIA Mun i c  i pa  1 .............. 
CALIFORNIA J u s t i c e  ................ 

CALIFORNIA S t a t e  t o t a l  .......... 

I 626. 4YG B 438. 602 B 8U 2. 376 
2 994. 90 1 773.33L 78 3. 774 
2 44. 598 3 3 .  843 7b 169 

1.665. 995 B 1.305. 7 7 7  B I8 0. 319 

COLORADO D i s t r i c t .  Denver Super io r  
and J u v e n i l e  and Probate  ........ 

COLORADO Water .................... 
COLORADO County ................... 

COLORADO S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

1 89.  Y Y 5  83. 032 92 2. 785 

2 
1 2 .  680 1. 868 70 83 

CONNECTICUT Super io r  .............. 
CONNECTICUT Probate  ............... 

CONNECTICUT S t a t e  T o t a l  ......... 
1 150. 323 E 90. 630 E 60 4. 736 
2 5u. 408 1. 588 

20U. 731 E 90. ti30 0 b .  324 

DELAUARE Cour t  o f  Chancery ........ 
DELAWARE Super io r  .................. 
DELAWARE Cour t  o f  Cornlilon P leas  .... 
DELAWARE Faml l y  ................... 
DELAUARE J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ..... 
DELAWARE Alderman's ............... 

DELAWARE S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

1 3. 155 2 .  7u2 86 507 

2 23.895 22. 113 93 3. 842 
z 24. l b 4  zu. 015 I00 3 .  885 
2 U 0 

58.70b 58. 145 99 9 .  438 

1 3.745. 3 .  213 86 602 
2 3. 747 4.1u2 109 bUL 

D I S T R l C l  OF COLUIWIA Super io r  ..... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA T o t a l  ...... 1 148. 859 144. GI I 97 23. 779 

148. 859 144. 611 97 23. 179 

FLORIDA C i r c u i t  ................... 
FLORIDA County .................... 

FLORIDA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 
1 42 1. 694 335. 403 80  3. 710 
2 323.24 1 250. 537 18 2. 844 

744. 935 585. 940 79  6. 554 

( c o n t i t i : m i  on nex t  p a g e ]  

225 



Tab le  9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload. 198s (cont inued1 

0 isoo- 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

GEORGIA Super io r  .................. 
GEORGIA S t a t e  ..................... 
GEORGIA Probate  ................... 
GEORGIA Mun ic ipa l  ................. 
GEORGIA C i v i l  ..................... 
GEORGIA M a g i s t r a t e  ................ 

GEORGIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 
GUAM Super io r  ..................... 

GUAM T o t a l  ...................... 
HAUAII C i r c u i t  .................... 
HAWAII O i s t r i c t  ................... 

HAUAII S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 
IDAHO O l s t r i c t  .................... 

IDAHO S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 
ILLINOIS C i r c u i t  .................. 

ILLINOIS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 
INDIANA Super io r  and C i r c u i t  ...... 
INDIANA County .................... 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Mar ion  

County. INDIANA ................ 
INDIANA Probate  ................... 
INDIANA Ci ty  and Town ............. 
Smal l  Claims Cour t  o f  Mar ion  

County. INDIANA ................ 
INDIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 

IOWA D i s t r i c t  ..................... 
IOWA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

KANSAS D i s t r i c t  ................... 
KANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

J u r i s -  
d i c t i o n  

1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

1 

T o t a l  c i v i l  
f i 1 i ngs  

and q u a l i t y  
f oo tno tes  

136. 138 U 
104.774 0 

5. 526 i 
5. 526 i 

T o t a l  c i v i l  s i t i o n s  F i l i n g s  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a pe r -  p e r  100. 000 

and q u a l i t y  centage t o t a l  
f oo tno tes  o f  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

129.487 D 95 2 .  278 
8b.556 0 83 1. 753 

4. 801 i 81 
4. 801 i 87 

1 2b.283 D 24. 127 0 YL 2. 4Y4 
2 20. 622 19. 509 95 1. 957 

46. 905 0 43. 636 D 93 4. 450 

1 bU.347 61. 4b4 102 6. 005 
60. 347 61. 464 IOL b. 0u5 

1 709. 374 0 6b4. 533 0 94 6. 150 
709. 374 0 664. 533 D 94 b. 150 

1 
2 

203. 207 i 
77. 371 i 

204. 1 7 1  i 
72. 850 i 

100 
94 

2 10.711 C 10. 7YY C 101 
2 1.530 1. 320 86 
2 16. 216 i 15. 53Y i 96 

3. 695 
1.407 

1y5 
28 

2 ~ 5  

2 58. 223 57. 890 99 1. 039 
367. 258 0 362. 564 0 99 6. b7Y 

1 157.564 E 147. 5Y8 0 
157. 564 E 147. 598 0 

5 .  4b3 
5. 463 

1 124.9~ 5 121. 388 97 5. 102 
124. 995 12 1. 388 97 5. loil 

KENTUCKY C i r c u i t  .................. 
KENTUCKY 'Dls tr I c t  ................. 

KENTUCKY S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 
1 67. 438 E 69. 724 E 103 1 .  810 
2 115. 170 i 10b.981 i 9.3 3. 091 

182. 608 0 176. 705 0 97 4. YU1 

LOUISIANA D i s t r i c t  ................ 
LOUISIANA Fami l y  and J u v e n i l e  ..... 
LOUISIANA City and P a r i s h  ......... 

LOUISIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 
3. 927 

2 YO. 350 5b.252 62 2,O.lb 
266.322 0 5. 943 

MAINE Super io r  .................... 
MAINE D i s t r i c t  .................... 
MAINE Probate  ..................... 
MAINE A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  .............. 

MAINE S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 

1 7. 1YY E 7.23b B 101 019 
2 49.223 B 45. 971 B 93 4. 229 
2 
2 1 1 100 1 

56. 423 J 53. 208 J 94 4. 847 
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Table 9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload. IY85 (con t inued)  
Dispo- I 

T o t a l  c i v i l  T o t a l  c i v i l  s i t i o n s  F i  1 i r igs 
f i 1 ings  d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a pe r -  p e r  IOU. UUU 

J u r i s -  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  centage t o t a  1 
S t a te/Cour t name: d i c t i o n  foo tno tes  foo tno tes  o f  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

MARYLAND C i r c u i t  .................. 
I4ARYLAID 0 i s  tr i c  t ................. 
MARYLAND Orphan's ................. 

MARYLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

MASSACHUSETTS T r i a l  Cour t  of  t he  
Commnwea 1 t h  .................... 
MASSACHUSETTS S t a t e  T o t a l  ....... 

1 99. 842 85. 383 8b 2. 273 
2 5C3.283 12. 825 

663.125 i IS. UY8 
2 

1 451 . 9 I2 
451. 972 

7. 763 
7. 763 

MICHIGAN C i r c u i t  .................. 
MICHIGAN Cour t  o f  Claims .......... 
MICHIGAN D i s t r i c t  ................. 
MICHIGAN Probate  .................. 

MICHIGAN S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 
MICHIGAN Mun ic ipa l  ................ 

MINNESOTA D i s t r i c t  ................ 
MINNESOTA County. C o r i c i l i a t i o n  . 

MINNESOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... Probate  and County Mun ic ipa l  .... 

MISSOURI C i r c u i t  .................. 
MISSOURI S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 

MONTANA D i s t r i c t  ................. 
MONTANA J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ..... 
MONTANA City ..................... 
MONTANA Mun ic ipa l  ................ 

MONTANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

1 149. 316 159. 441  107 
1 5 I 6  532 103 
2 319.005 i 317.517 i IUD 
2 1;093 i 11050 i 96 
2 87.84 1 

557. 771 i 514. 444 i 

I .  643 
6 

3. 510 
12 

Yb7 
6.137 

1 29.  849 X 24. 202 X 

2 175. 392 C 17b. 081 c IUD 4. 183 
205.241 200.283 Y8 4. 895 

1 224. 651  0 2U4. 522 0 YI 4. 4b7 
224. 651  0 204.522 0 91 4. 467 

1 27. 648 B 22. Sb4 E 82 3. 347 
2 
2 
2 

NEBRASKA D i s t r i c t  ................. 
NEBRASKA County ................... 
NEBRASKA Mun ic ipa l  ................ 
NEBRASKA Workmen's Compensation ... 

NEBRASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

NEVADA D i s t r i c t  ................... 
NEVADA J u s t i c e  .................... 
NEVADA Mun ic ipa l  .................. 

NEVADA S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

1 3Y. 323 i 39. 939 i 102 2. 449 
2 46. 191 47.35 1 103 2. 876 
2 11.383 709 
2 31 1 316 102 19 

97. 208 i 87. 60b i 6. 053 

1 
2 
2 

IiEW HAMPSHIRE Super io r  ............ 
NEW HAMPSHIRE D i s t r i c t  ............ 
NEW HAMPSHIRE Probate  ............. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE Munic i pa 1 ........... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE S t a t e  T o t a l  ....... 

NEW JERSEY Super io r  ............... 
NEU JERSEY Sur rogates  ............. 

NEW JERSEY S t a t e  T o t a l  .......... 

1 17. 8b l  E 17. 551 B 98 1. 7YU 
2 40. 089 4.017 
2 15. 463 1. 549 
2 41t i  42 

73. 829 E 7. 3Y8 

1 597. 399 i 604. 040 i 1u1 I .  900 
2 

597. 319 i 604. 040 i 101 7. YUU 

(con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Tab le  9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload. I985 ( con t inued)  

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

NEW M E X I C O  D i s t r i c t  ............... 
NEW M E X I C O  M a g i s t r a t e  ............. 
NEW M E X I C O  Probate  ................ 
M e t r o p o l i t a n  Cour t  o f  E e r n a l i l l o  

County. NEW M E X I C O  .............. 
NEW M E X I C O  S t a t e  T o t a l  .......... 

NEW YORK Supreme and County ....... 
C i v i l  Cour t  o f  t he  City o f  

NEW YORK ......................... 
NEW YORK Cour t  of Claims .......... 
NEW YORK Sur rogates '  .............. 
NEW YORK Fami l y  ................... 
NEW YORK D i s t r i c t  and Ci ty  ........ 
NEW YORK Town and V i l l a g e  ......... 

NEW YORK S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

Oispo- 
To ta l  c i v i l  T o t a l  c i v i l  s i t  ions  F i l i n g s  

f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a pe r -  pe r  100. 000 
J u r i s -  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  centage t o t a  I 
d i c t i o n  fuo  tno tes  foo tno tes  o f  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

1 51. 532 E 50.544 E 98 3. 554 
2 lb. 633 1. 147 
2 

2 8. 4b5 8. 721 103 584 
7b.6313 0 5.285 

1 126. 776 0 134. 190 0 10b 713 

2 246. 481 247. 242 1ou 1 .  3 8 6 .  
2 1.  953 I .  731 89 1 1  
2 106. 09 1 397 
2 348.929 333 . I28 95; 1.962 
2 116. 110 IOb;5OY 92 t153 

946. 340 0 822. 800 0 ..... 2 

NORTH CAROLINA Super io r  ........... 
NORTH CAROLINA D i s t r i c t  ........... 

NORTH CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ...... 
1 87. 670 83. 243 95 1 .  402 

399. 668 388. 583 97 6. 390 
2 311. 998 305. 340 98 4. 988 

NORTH DAKOTA D i s t r i c t  ............. 
NQRTH DAKOTA County ............... 

NORTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........ 
1 14. 239 13. 902 98 2. 079 
2 19.629 H 18.675, H 95 2, 866 

33. 808 H 32. 581 H 96 ..... 
O H I O  Cour t  o f  Common P leas  ........ 
O H I O  County ....................... 
OHIO Mun ic ipa l  .................... 
O H I O  Cour t  o f  Claims .............. 

O H I O  S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

1 290. 520 E 28L.693 E Yl 2. 704 
2 24. 542 24. 403 99 228 
2 326. I27  ' 3 16. 582 97 3. 035; 
2 3. 320 3. 026 91 3 1  

644. 509 E 62b. 704 E 97 5.  999 

OKLAHOtU D i s t r i c t  ................. 
OKLAHOMA Cour t  o f  Tax Review ...... 

OKLAHOMA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 
1 220. 914 B 203. 255; B 92 6 . 6 9 2  
2 

220. 914 B 203. 255 B 92 6. 692 

OREGON C i r c u i t  .................... 
OREGON T a x  ........................ 
OREGON D i s t r i c t  ................... 
OREGON County ..................... 
OREGON J u s t i c e  .................... 

OREGON S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

1 67. 014 H 61. 151 0 2. 494 
1 
2 64. 607 64. 471 100 2. 404 
2 
2 

PENNSYLVANIA Cour t  o f  Comnon 

PENNSYLVANIA D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  

P h i l a d e l p h i a  Mun ic ipa l  Court .  

P i t t s b u r g h  City Mag is t ra tes .  

P leas  ........................... 
Cour t  ........................... 
PENNSYLVANIA .................... 
PENNSYLVANIA .................... 
PENNSYLVANIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........ 

1 271). 881 i 292. 73b 2.470 

95 1 . b42 2 lY4.610 184. 833 

2 106. 32b C 102. 895 c 97 897 

2 5 .  191 
577. 008 0 580. 464 0 

44 
5. 052 

PUERTO R I C O  Super io r  .............. 
PUERfO R I C O  D i s t r i c t  .............. 

PUERTO R I C O  T o t a l  ............... 
1 bZ.  393 i 62. 955 i IU 1 1 . 9 10 
2 46. 074 4b. 21Y IOU 1 .  410 

108. 467 i 109. 174 i 101 3. 320 
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Tab le  9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload. 1985 (con t inued)  

D i spo- 
T o t a l  c i v i l  T o t a l  c i v i l  s i t  i ons  F i  I ings  

f i 1 ings  d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a per- p e r  1UU. UUU 
J u r i s -  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  centage t o t a l  

RHODE ISLAND Super io r  ............. 1 7.732 E 7Y9 
RHODE ISLAND Fami l y  ............... 2 5. 714 J 5YU 
RHODE ISLAND D i s t r i c t  ............. 2 33. 393 i 22. 761 i b8 3.450 
RHODE ISLAND Probate  .............. 2 

RHODE ISLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ........ 46. 839 P 4. 839 

SOUTH CAROLINA C i r c u i t  ............ 1 47. 466 C 45. 389 c Yb 1.4 18 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  foo tno tes  foo tno tes  o f  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

SOUTH CAROLINA Fami l y  ............. 2 50. 840 8 51. 215 8 101 1. 519 
SOUTH CAROLINA M a g i s t r a t e  ......... 2 108. 527 
SOUTH CAROLINA Probate  ............ 2 19. 703 i 17. 088 i 87 589 

SOUTH CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ...... 222. 219 P 

SOUTH DAKOTA C i r c u i t  .............. 
SOUTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........ 1 40. 316 39. 209 97 5. 694 

40.316 39.209 97 5.694 

TENNESSEE C i r c u i t .  C r im ina l .  and 
Chancery ........................ 

TENNESSEE Probate  ................. 
TENNESSEE J u v e n i l e  ................ 
TENNESSEE General  Sessions ........ 

TENNESSEE S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 

1 104. 430 D 95. 423 u 91 2. 193 
2 
2 
2 

101. 455 P 92. YZ2 P 91 2.193 

TEXAS D i s t r i c t  .................... 
TEXAS Mun ic ipa l  ................... 
TEXAS J u s t i c e  of  t he  Peace ........ 
TEXAS County-Level  ................ 

TEXAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 

1 451.035 D 42b.817 U Y5 2. 755 
2 
2 
2 1b1. 754 C 988 

UTAH D i s t r i c t  ..................... 
UTAH C i r c u i t  ...................... 
UTAH J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ......... 

UTAH S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

1 30.009 C 31.027 C 103 1.824 
2 69: 742 . 51;092 73 
2 3. 925 3. 454 88 

103. 676 C 85. 573 C 83 

4;240 
239 

6. 302 

VERMONT Super io r  .................. 1 9. 634 B 9. 222 8 Yb 1. 801 
VERMONT D i s t r i c t  .................. 1 19.227 l b .  214 84 3.594 
VERMONT Probate  ................... 2 3.412 i 5. 353 

VERMONT S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 32. 273 J 30.789 8 
1. DO1 
6.395 

VIRGINIA C i r c u i t  .................. 
VIRGINIA D i s t r i c t  ................. 

VIRGINIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 
1 79. 678 72. 93b 9 2  1. 39b 
2 783. 492 781.333 100 13. 731 

8b3. 170 854.2bY Y Y  15. 127 

UASHINGTON Super io r  ............... 
UASHINGTON D i s t r i c t  ............... 
UASHINGTON Mun i c  i p a  1 

UASHINGTON S t a t e  T o t a l  .......... .............. 
1 122.505 E 95.498 E 78 2.779 
2 98i697 72;368 i 
2 I .  202 

222. 404 E 167.86b 0 

2;23Y 
27 

5. 044 

UESJ VIRGINIA C i r c u i t  ............. 
E S T  V I R G I N I A  M a g i s t r a t e  .......... 

UEST VIRGINIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ....... 
. 

1 47. 501 43. 453 i 2. 454 

104.495 100. 6Y8 i 5. 397 
2 56. 994 57. 245 100 2. 944 

UISCONSIN C i r c u i t  ................. 
WISCONSIN S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 1 350. 227 D 330. 218 D 100 7. 335 

350. 227 D 350. 218 D 1 DO 7. 335 

[ con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Tab le  9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1985 (con t inued)  

Oispo- 
T o t a l  c i v i l  T o t a l  c i v i l  s i t i o n s  F i l i n g s  . 

f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  as a pe r -  pe r  lOU,OUU 
J u r i s -  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  centage t o t a  1 

S t a t e l c o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  foo tno tes  foo tno tes  o f  f i I i r igs p o p u l a t i o n  

WYOMING Ois tr i c t  .................. 1 9,429 C 10.Y72 C 1 l b  
WYOMING J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ...... 2 
WYOMING County .................... 2 

WYOMING S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 
1,852 

NOTE : M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  i nc luded  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  
because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  c i v i l  da ta  f o r  
1985, and d i d  n o t  respond t o  t h e  T r i a l  
Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide. A l l  o t h e r t a t e  
c o u r t s  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  
rega rd less  o f  whether da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  
A l l  da ta  t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  75% complete 
a re  en te red  i n  t h e  tab le .  Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  da ta  a re  u n a v a i l a b l e  
or l e s s  than  75% complete, or t h a t  t h e  
c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  i napprop r ia te .  The 
“ f i l e d  per  100,000 popu la t i on ”  STATE TOTAL 
f i g u r e  may n o t  equal  t h e  sun o f  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  rounding. 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

1 = General  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
2 = L i m i t e d  J u r i s d i c t i o n  

QUAL I TY FOOTNOTES : 

B: The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s ’  da ta  a re  n o t  comparable 
due t o  the  method o f  coun t ing  suppor t l cus tody  
cases: 

A l a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Ar izona- -Super io r  Cour t  
Ca l  i f o rn ia - -Super  l o r  Cour t  
Maine--Super ior  Court ,  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Mon tana- -D is t r i c t  Cour t  
New Hampshire-Superior Cour t  
Ok 1 a homa--Di s tr i c  t Cour t  
South Caro l i na - -Fami l y  Cour t  
Vermont--Super ior  Cour t  

C :  The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s ‘  da ta  a re  o v e r i n c l u s i v e :  

Ind iana- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Mar ion  County-- 
T o t a l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  
m isce l  lsneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 

Minnesota-County Cour t  and C o n c i l i a t i o n  and 
Probate  D i v i s i o n  and County Mun ic ipa l  
Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  
i n c l u d e  cases f rom the  D i s t r i c t  Cour t .  

Pennsy lvan ia - -Ph i lade lph ia  Mun ic ipa l  Cour t - -  
T o t a l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  
some ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

South Caro l  i n a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  
f i l e d  and d isposed da ta  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  
appeals and p o s t c o n v l c t i o n  remedy 
proceedings. 

Texas--County-Level Cour ts - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  

U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
d isposed da ta  i n c l u d e  some p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings. 

da ta  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  cases. 

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
and disposed da ta  i nc lude  c r i m i n a l  appeals 
cases and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

0: The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s ‘  da ta  a re  o v e r i n c l u s i v e  
and a re  n o t  comparable due t o  the  method o f  
coun t ing  suppor t /cus tody  cases: 

and disposed da ta  i nc lude  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings, and a re  n o t  comparable 
w i t h  o the r  s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  method o f  
coun t ing  suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

A laska- -Sta te  To ta l - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed da ta  i nc lude  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy 
proceedings, and a re  n o t  comparable w i t h  
o the r  s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  method o f  coun t ing  
suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

Georg ia - -Super io r  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
and disposed da ta  i nc lude  p roba t ion  
revoca t ion  hear ings, and a re  n o t  coinparable 
w i t h  o the r  s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  method o f  
coun t ing  suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

Hawa i i - -C i r cu i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed da ta  i nc lude  c r i m i n a l  
p o s t c o n v i c t l o n  remedy proceedings and some 
c r i m i n a l  and t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
cases, and a re  n o t  coii iparable w i t h  o the r  
s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  the  method o f  coun t ing  
suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

I I l i n o i s - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
and disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases, and a re  n o t  comparable w i t h  
o t h e r  s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  the  method o f  
coun t ing  suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

Tennessee--Circui t ,  C r im ina l  and Chancery 
Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  
i n c  1 ude postconv i c t  i o n  remedy proceedings 
and misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases, and a re  
n o t  comparable w i t h  o the r  s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  
the  method o f  coun t ing  suppor t l cus tody  
cases. 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed da ta  i nc lude  some j u v e n i l e  cases, 
and a re  n o t  comparable w i t h  o the r  s t a t e  
t o t a l s  due t o  the  method o f  coun t ing  
suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

W iscons in - -C i r cu i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
and disposed da ta  i nc lude  c r i m i n a l  appeals 
cases, and a re  n o t  coinparable w i t h  o the r  
s t a t e  t o t a l s  due t o  the  method o f  coun t ing  
suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

E: The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s ’  da ta  i nc lude  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings: 

A labama--C i rcu i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  

A 1 aska--Super i o r  Cour t  
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Table 9: Reported total state trial court civil caseload. 1985 (continued) -- -- 
Connecticut--Superior Court 
Iowa--District Court--Total civil filed data 

include postconviction remedy proceedings. 
Kentucky--Circuit Court 
Louisiana--District Court 
New Elexi co--0 i str i ct Court 
Ohio--Court of Common Pleas 
Rhode Island--Superior Court 
Washington--Superior Court 

H :  The following courts' data include criminal 
appeals cases: 

North Dakota--County Court 
Oregon--Circuit Court--Total civil filed data 

include criminal appeals cases. 

The following courts' data are 75% complete: 

and disposed data do not include cases from 
five counties. 
--Municipal Court--Total civil filed and 
disposed data do not include data from 
approximately 20% of the courts. 

Guam--Superior Court--Total civil filed and 
disposed data do not include some domestic 
relations and estate cases. 

Indiana--Superior and Circuit Court--Total 
civil filed and disposed data do not 
include mental health cases and a few civil 
cases which are reported as "redocketed 
civil." 
--County Court--Total civil filed and 
disposed data do not include mental health 
or  miscellaneous civil cases, and a few 
civil cases which are reported as "redocketed 
civil." 
--City and Town Court--Total clvil filed 
and disposed data do not include cases which 
were not identified by case category but are 
included in the grand total caseload. 

Kentucky-District Court--Total civil filed 
and disposed data do not include paternity/ 
bastardy cases. 

Maryland--State Total--Total civil filed data 
do not include cases from the Orphan's Court. 

Michigan-District Court--Total civil filed 
and disposed data do not include cases from a 
few courts. 
--Municipal Court--Total clvil filed and 
disposed data do not include cases from a few 
courts. 
--State Total--Total civil filed data do 
not include cases from a few District and 
Municipal Courts. 
--State Total--Total clvil disposed data do 
not include cases from a few District and 
Municipal Courts and all cases from the 
Probate Cour t. 

Nebraska--District Court--Total civil filed 
and disposed data do not include civil 
appea Is. 
--State Total--Total civil disposed data do 
not include civil appeals from the District 
Court and all cases from the Municipal Court. 

New Jersey--Superior Court--Total civil filed 
and disposed data do not include a few 
domestic relations cases. 

i: 

Arkansas--County Court--Total civil filed 

--State Total--rota1 civil filed and 
disposed data do not ittclude a few domestic 
relations cases from the Superior Court and 
all cases froin the Surrogates. 

Pennsylvania--Court of Common Pleas--Total 
civil filed data do not include some 
unclassified civil cases. 

Puerto Rico--Superior Court--Total civil 
filed and disposed data do not include 
estate cases. 

filed and disposed data do not include 
administrative agency appeals and mental 
health cases. 

South Carolina--Probate Court--Total civil 
filed and disposed data do not include 
mental health cases. 

Vermont--Probate Court--Total civil filed 
data do not include miscellaneous domestic 
re 1 at ions, mi sce 1 1 aneous estate, menta 1 
health, and miscellaneous civil cases. 

Washington--District Court--Total civil 
disposed data do not include domestic 
relations cases. 

Nest Virginia--Circuit Court--Total civil 
disposed data do not include appeal of trial 
court cases. 

Rhode Island--District Court--Total civil 

J: The following courts' data are 75% complete 
atid are not comparable due to the method of 
counting supportlcustody cases: 

Arizona--Superior Court--Total civil filed 
data do not include mental health cases, 
and are not comparable with other state 
totals due to the method of counting 
support/custody cases. 

Maine--State Total--Total civll filed and 
disposed data do not include cases from the 
Probate Court, and are not comparable with 
other state totals due to the method of 
counting sup ortlcustody cases. 

Rhode Island--lamily Court--Total civil filed 
data do not include paternitylbastardy 
cases, and are not comparable with other 
state totals due to the method of counting 
supportlcustody cases. 

Vermont--State Total--Total civil filed data 
do not include miscellaneous domestic 
relations, miscellaneous estate, 
miscellaneous civil, and mental health 
cases, and are not comparable with other 
state totals due to the method of counting 
support/custody cases. 

and are overinclusive: 

disposed data include postconviction remedy 
proceedings, but do not include cases from 
the Probate Court. 

Georgia--State Court--Total civil filed and 
disposed data include probation revocation 
hearings, but do not include cases from 
Fulton County. 

Indiana-State Total--Total civil filed and 
disposed data include miscellaneous 
criminal cases, but do not include any 

0: The following courts' data are 75% complete 

Connecticut--State Total--Total civil 

(continued on next page) 
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Table 9: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1985 (continued) 

mental hea l th  cases, some miscellaneous 
c i v i l  cases, and a few c i v i l  cases which 
are not  i d e n t i f i e d  by case type. 

I owa- -D is t r i c t  Cour t - -Tota l  c i v i l  disposed 
data inc lude postconvic t ion remedy 
proceedings. b u t  do not  inc lude any 
guardianship cases and a few domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  cases. 

Kentucky--State Total-Total c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed data inc lude postconvic t ion remedy 
proceedings. bu t  do not  inc lude pa te rn i t y /  
bastardy cases from the D i s t r i c t  Court. 

Louisiana--State Tota l -Tota l  c i v i l  f i l e d  data 
inc lude pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedings, 
bu t  do not  inc lude data from Fami ly  Court. 

M i  ssour i - - C  i r c u  i t Court--Tota 1 c i v i  1 f i 1 ed 
and disposed data inc lude p o s t c d v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings, bu t  do no t  inc lude some 
domestic r e l a t l o n s  cases. 

New Mexico--State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
data inc lude pos tconv ic t i on  remedy 
proceedings, bu t  do no t  inc lude cases froin 
the Probate Court.  

New York--Supreme and County Court--Total 
c i v i l  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude 
pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedings. but  do 
no t  inc lude c i v i l  appeals cases. 
--State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  f i l e d  data 
1 nc 1 ude postconvic t  i on  remedy proceedings, 
but  do no t  inc lude c i v i l  appeals from the 
Supreme and County Court and a l l  cases froin 
the Town and V i l l a g e  Court. 
- -State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  disposed data 
i n c  1 ude postconvi  c t  i o n  remedy proceed1 ngs , 
b u t  do no t  inc lude c i v i l  appeals from the 
Supreme and County Court and a l l  cases from 
the Surrogate's Court and the Town and 
V i l l a g e  Court. 

Oregon-Circuit  Court--Total c i v i l  disposed 
data inc lude c r i m i n a l  appeals cases, bu t  do 
not  inc lude adoption and mental hea l th  
cases. 

data inc lude some ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
cases, bu t  do n o t  inc lude some unc lass i f i ed  
c i v i l  cases. 
- -State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  disposed data 
inc lude some ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases, bu t  
do no t  i nc lude  any data from the  P i t t sbu rgh  
City Mag is t ra te ' s  Court.  

Pennsylvania--State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  f i l e d  

Wash ington-S t a t e  Tota 1 --Tota 1 c i v  i 1 disposed 
data i t ic lude postconvic t ion remedy 
proceedings, bu t  do no t  inc lude domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  cdses froin the D i s t r i c t  Court and 
a l l  cases from the Municipal Court. 

P: The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data are 75% complete, 
over inc lus ive.  and are no t  comparable due t o  
the method o f  couriting support lcustody cases: 

Alabama--State ro ta l - -To ta l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed data inc lude postconvic t ton remedy 
proceedings, and are no t  comparable w i t h  
other  s ta te  t o t a l s  due t o  the method o f  
counting support/custody cases. Data a l so  
do not  include cases from the Probate Court.  

Rhode Is land--State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  f i l e d  
data inc lude postconvic t ion remedy 
proceedings, and are not  coinparable w i t h  
other  s ta te  t o t a l s  due t o  the method o f  
counting support/custody cases. Data a l so  
do not  include pa te rn i t y lbas ta rdy  cases 
from the Faini l y  Court and admin i s t ra t i ve  
agency appeals and mental hea l th  cases 
froin the D i s t r i c t  Court. 

South Carol ina--State Tota l - -Tota l  c i v i l  
disposed data inc lude c r im ina l  appeals and 
postconvic t  i on  remedy proceedings from the 
C i r c u i t  Court, and are not  comparable w i t h  
o ther  s ta te  t o t a l s  due t o  the method o f  
counting support/custody cases. Uata a lso 
do not  include mental hea l th  cases from the 
Probate Court. 

Tennessee--State r o t a l - - l o t a l  c i v i l  f i l e d  and 
disposed data include postconvic t ion remedy 
proceedings and miscellaneous c r im ina l  
cases, and are not  comparable w i t h  other  
s ta te  t o t a l s  due t o  the method o f  counting 
support/custody cases. Data a lso do not  
inc lude cases from the Probate. Juvenile, and 
General Sessions Courts. 

X:  The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data are less than 75% 
complete and are over inc lus ive:  

Minnesota--Uis t r ic t  Court--Total c i v i l  f i l e d  
and disposed data, include c r i n i i na l  appeals 
cases, but  do not inc lude cases repor ted w i t h  
County, Conc i l i a t i on ,  and Probate Courts. 
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TABLE 10: Reported total. state trial court criminal caseload. 1985 
Disoo- F i l i n a s  

S t a  te/Cour t name : 

ALABAMA C i r c u i t  ........................ 
ALABAMA D i s t r i c t  ....................... 
ALABAMA Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 

ALABAMA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

ALASKA Super io r  ........................ 
ALASKA D i s t r i c t  ........................ 

ALASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

Tota 1 
c r im ina  1 

U n i t  P o i n t  f i l i n g s  
J u r i s -  o f  o f  and q u a l i t y  
d i c t i o n  count  filing f oo tno tes  

1 B A 31, 4b9 E 
2 B B 98, 087 C 
2 M B  

I Z Y ,  55b 0 

.. 

1 G A  1, 782 M 
2 G B 27, 707 0 

29.489 0 

Toea 1 
c r i m i n a l  

d i s p o s i t i o n s  
and qua l  i t y  
f o o t  no tes  

31. 685 E 
95. 334 c 

127.01Y 0 

s i t 'i on s 
as a 

percen- 
tage o f  
f i l i n g s  

10 1 
97 

98 

per -  
I O U .  000 
adu 1 t 

popu la-  
t i o n  

1. 084 
3. 378 

4. 461 

1. 620 M 
2b. 379 C 
27. Y9Y 0 

Y1 508 
7.  1194 
8. 401 

~~ ~ ~ ~~ 

ARIZONA Super io r  ....................... 
ARIZONA J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ........... 
ARIZONA M u n i c i p a l  ...................... 

ARIZONA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
ARKANSAS C i r c u i t  ....................... 
ARKANSAS Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 
ARKANSAS P o l i c e  ........................ 

ARKANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
CALIFORNIA Super io r  .................... 
CALIFORNIA Mun ic ipa l  ................... 
CALIFORNIA J u s t  i c e  ..................... 

CALIFORNIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 

ARKANSAS C i t y  .......................... 

1 D A I Y  . 7b4 17. 730 90 855 
2 L B 52. 775 K 2 .  283 
2 A B lb7.735 IU0.587 L 7. 255 

240.274 K 10.392 

1 A A 31. 836 31. 16b C 1. 858 
2 A B 138. 199 0 9Y.bS3 0 72 8. 068 
2 A B 5. 304 F 4. 045 F 76 3 IO 
2 A B  

175. 339 0 134. 864 0 10. 236 

1 B A 85.7b0 77. 721 91 439 
2 B B 773. 716 0 661. 842 0 8b 3. 963 
2 B B 61.848 0 51.907 0 84 317 

921;324 0 791. 470 0 8b 4. 719 

COLORADO D i s t r i c t .  Denver Super io r  
and J u v e n i l e  and Probate  ............. 

COLORADO County ........................ 
COLORADO S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

CONNECTICUT Super io r  ................... 
CONNECTICUT S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

DELAWARE Super io r  ...................... 
DELAWARE Cour t  o f  Common P leas  ......... 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Wi lmington. DELAWA\RE . 
DELAWARE Fami l y  ........................ 
DELAWARE J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace .......... 
DELAWARE Alderman's .................... 

DELAWARE S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA Super io r  .......... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA T o t a l  ........... 

1 D G  16. 851 C 15. 959 C 95 712 
2 D B 

1 A A 130. 481 0 124. 303 0 Y5 5.3Yti 
130. 481 0 124. 303 0 9s 5.3Yb 

1 B A 4. 39b E 4. 142 E 94 945 

2 A B 1 1 .  841 0 11. 386 0 Yb 2. 546 
2 B B 2. 682 2. 624 98 577 
2 A B  35. 6b3 i 35. 9b3 i 101 7. 6b9 

B 2. 443 F 2. 304 F 94 525 
72. 897 0 71. 848 0 99 15. 677 

2 A . 

2 A B 15. 872 i 15. 429 i Y 7  3.4 13 

1 A G  3 1 .  412 L 37. 688 L 101 7. 513 
37. 412 L 37.688 L 101 7. 573 

FLORIDA C i r c u i t  ........................ 1 Z A 184. Ob7 160. 809 87 2. 085 
FLORIDA County ......................... 2 A B 266. 993 L 23Y. 754 L YO 3. 024 

(con t inued  on nex t  pager  

FLORIDA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 451. 060 L 400. 5b3 L 89 5.108 
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Table IO: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i t l t i t i a l  caseload. 1Y85 (cor i t i t iucd)  

S t a  te /Cour t  name: 

GEORGIA Super io r  ....................... 
GEORGIA S t a t e  .......................... 
GEORGIA Probate  ........................ 
GEORGIA Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 
GEORGIA C i v i l  ........................... 
GEORGIA M a g i s t r a t e  ..................... 
GEORGIA County Recorder 's  .............. 
GEORGIA Mun ic ipa l  and Ci ty  o f  A t l a n t a  .. 

GEORGIA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

GUN4 Super io r  .......................... 
GUAM T o t a l  ........................... 

HAWAII C i r c u i t  ......................... 
HAWAII D i s t r i c t  ........................ 

HAWAII S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

J u r i s -  
d i c t i o n  

Dispo; F i l i n g s  

c r i m i n a l  as a IOU. 000 

of o f  and q u a y i t y  arid q u a l i t y  tage o f  popula- 

T o t a l  To ta l  s i t i o n s  pe r  
c r i m i n a l  

U n i t  P o i n t  f i l i n  s d i s p o s i t i o n s  perceri- a d u l t  

count  filing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  t i o n  - 
1 G A 53. 785 0 53. 385 0 99 I .  24b 
2 G A  
2 B A 
2 I4 I4 
2 M M 
2 8 8 
2 M M 
2 M M  

1 M M  1. 380 C 806 C 58 
1. 380 C 806 C 58 

1 A B  3 .  204 i 3 .  Ob2 i Yb 4 I Y  

34. 2bU i 33. 422 i 98 4. 484 
2 A B  31. 056 i 30. 360 i 98 4 . 0b5 

IDAHO D i s t r i c t  ......................... 
IDAHO S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 1 D A 53. 173 C 5 2 .  547 C Y Y  7 . 808 

53. 173 C 52. 547 C 9Y 7.  808 

ILLINOIS C i r c u i t  ....................... 
ILLINOIS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 1 G G 493. 832 0 452. 206 0 92 5 . 854 

493. 852 0 452. Z6b 0 92 5 .  854 

INDIANA Super io r  and C i r c u i t  ........... 
INDIANA County ......................... 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Mar ion  County. 

INDIANA .............................. 
INDIANA City and Town .................. 
Smal l  Claims Cour t  o f  Mar ion  County. 

INDIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. INDIANA .............................. 

1 G A 35. 988 i 33.  07Y i Y2 901 
2 Z F  50. 813 i 45. 159 i 8Y 1. 273 

2 Z F  58. 7L1 i 47. 485 i 81 1. 471 
2 Z F  31. 18b i 26. 856 i 86 781 

2 M M  702 7L 7 104 i a  
177. 410 i 153. 306 i 86 4. 443 

IOWA D i s t r i c t  .......................... 
IOWA S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 1 B A 41.116 i 40. 897 i Y Y  1 .  948 

41.116 i 40. 897 i 99 1 . Y48 

KANSAS D i s t r i c t  ........................ 
KANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 1 B A -  31. 583 32. 748 104 I .  7bY 

31. 583 32. 748 104 1. 7t1y 

KENTUCKY C i r c u i t  ....................... 
KENTUCKY D i s t r i c t  ...................... 

KENTUCKY S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
1 B A 13. 7Y8 C 14. 052 C 102 5 1 1  
2 B B 190. 821 0 180. 652 0 95 7 . 0b0 

204. 61Y 0 194. 704 0 Y 5  7 .  570 

LOUISIANA D i s t r i c t  ..................... 
LOUISIANA Ci ty  and P a r i s h  .............. 

LOUISIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 
1 7 A 34b. 885 11. 0y7 
2 G F 138. 199 0 110. 628 0 80 4. 421 

485. 084 0 15. 518 

MAINE Super io r  ......................... 
MAINE D i s t r i c t  ......................... 

MAINE S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 
1 B A  8. 058 0 b. 989 0 87 YJ7 
2 J F 35. 749 i 30. 402 i 85 4. 1 5 7  

43. 807 0 37. 391 0 85 5. 0Y4 
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Tab le  IO: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload. 1985 ( con t inued)  
Dispo- F i l i n g s  

T o t a l  T o t a l  s i t i o n s  pe r  
c r  irnina 1 c r i i i t i n a l  a s  a IOU. UUU 

J u r i s -  o f  o f  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  tage o f  popu la-  
d. ict ion count  foo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  t i o n  

U n i t  P o i n t  f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  percen- a d u l t  

-- S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

MARYLAND C i r c u i t  ....................... 
MARYLAND D i s t r i c t  ...................... 

MARYLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
1 B A 42.385 C 3Y. 3d5 C Y3 1 . 28b 
2 E A 12Y. 65Y 0 129. b55 0 100 3. 935 

172. 044 0 lbY. 040 0 Y8 5 . 1  22 

MASSACHUSETTS T r i a l  Cour t  o f  
t h e  Comnwea  1 t h  ..................... 
MASSACHUSETTS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 1 M El 310. 225 i 

310. 225 i 
b. Y5Y 
b. Y S Y  

MICHIGAN C i r c u i t  ....................... 
MICHIGAN D i s t r i c t  ...................... 
MICHIGAN Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 

MICHIGAN S ta te  T o t a l  ................. 

1 E A  38. 855 44. 344 114 588 
2 B B 207. 002 0 203. 202 0 98 3. 134 
2 B B 2 .  285 0 2 .  035 0 89 35 

248. 142 0 24Y.581 0 101 3. 757 

MINNESOTA D i s t r i c t  ..................... 1 A B I8.8LY M 26. 202 I4 139 617 
MINNESOTA County. C o n c i l i a t i o n .  Probate  

and County Mun ic ipa l  ................ 2 A B 113.339 0 121. Y76 0 IO8 3. 7 1 1  
MINNESOlA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 132. 168 0 148. 178 0 112 4. 328 

M I S S O U R I  C i r c u i t  ....................... 1 Z G 110. 694 100. 152 YU 2. YYU 
MISSOURI S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 110. b94 100. 152 Y O  2. Y Y O  

MONTANA D i s t r i c t  ....................... 1 G A 3. 124 3. 5Ub 1 I2 528 
MONTANA J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ........... 2 B E 
MONTANA C i t y  ........................... 2 B E 
MONTANA Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 2 B E 

MONTANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
NEBRASKA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 1 E A 4. 977 c 4. 9Y7 c 100 430 
NEBRASKA County ........................ 2 B A 51.94L 0 51. 325 0 Y Y  4. 485 
NEBRASKA Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 2 B B 

NEBRASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 56. 919 0 5b. 322 0 99 4.9 15 

NEVADA D i s t r i c t  2 A  ........................ 1 
NEVADA J u s t i c e  ......................... 2 Z B 
NEVADA Mun ic ipa l  ....................... 2 Z $  

NEVADA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE Super io r  ................. 1 A A 7. 1 2 5  6. 378 YU Y5b 
NEW HAMPSHIRE D i s t r i c t  ................. 2 A B  38. 634 K 5. 186 

............ b . 332 NEW HAMPSHIRE S t a t e  To ta l  47. I70 K 
NEW HAMPSHIRE Mun ic ipa l  ................ 2 A B  1. 411 K 189 

NEU JERSEY Super io r  .................... 1 B A 41. 5bY 41. 2L7 Y Y  ILY 
NEW JERSEY Mun ic ipa l  ................... 2 B E 36Y. 487 F 368. 805 F I O U  6.482 

NEU JERSEY S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 411.05b F 410. 032 F 100 7.212 

NEW M E X I C O  D i s t r i c t  .................... 1 B B 8. 880 8. 630 Y 7  886 
NEU M E X I C O  M a g i s t r a t e  .................. 2 E B 55.46b K 5.  33b 
M e t r o p o l i t a n  Cour t  o f  B e r n a l i l l o  County. 

NEU M E X I C O  ........................... 2 B B 5U. 6U1 0 45. IbS 0 0Y 5. 050 
NEW M E X I C O  S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 114.Y47 0 11. 472 

(con t inued  on nex t  pageJ  
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Tab le  IO: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload. 1985 ( con t inued)  

Oispo- F i l i n g s  
Tota I To ta l  s i t i o r i s  per 

c r im ina  1 c r i m i n a l  as a 1OU. 000 

J u r i s -  of  o f  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  tage o f  popula- 
d i c t i o n  count flling f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  t i o n  

U n i t  P o i n t  f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  percen- a d u l t  T 

.. S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

NEW YORK Supreme and County ............ 1 Z A  51, 034 i 50, 790 i IOU 380 
Cr im ina l  Cour t  o f  t he  C i t y  o f  NEW YORK . Z J 0 242, 903 234. 599 Y ?  I , 811 
NEW YORK D i s t r i c t  and C i ty  ............. 2 B 8 224. 3bb F 215. Y M Y  F Y O  1 ,  b73 
NEU YORK Town and V i l l a g e  .............. 2 A B  

NEW YORK S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 518. 3U3 0 SUI. 378 U Y I  3 ,  8b4 

NORTH CAROLINA Super io r  ................ 1 8 A 71. Y15 7u. Y O Y  Y Y  I .  5 4 1  
NORTH CAROLINA D i s t r i c t  ................ 2 C B 380. 522 F 370. 262 F Y 7  M .  155 

NORTH CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 452. 437 F 441. 231 F Y8 Y . bY6 

NORTH DAKOTA D i s t r i c t  .................. 1 Z A 1 .  3bb C 1 .  3M4 C I U I  280 
NORTH DAKOTA County .................... 2 Z F  14. 921 i 16.120 i 108 3 . us8 
NORTH DAKOTA Mun ic ipa l  ................. 2 8 8 

NORTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. lb .  287 0 17.504 0 107 3. 338 

O H I O  Cour t  o f  Comnon P leas  ............. 1 B C  36. 249 36. 854 102 461 

O H I O  I4un ic ipa l  ......................... 2 B E 355. 482 F 3b1. 457 F 1U2 4. 510 
O H I O  Mayors' 2 M M  

OHIO County ............................ 2 B E 39. 478 F 39. 423 F I U O  so2 

O H I O  S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 431. 209 0 437. 734 0 IUZ 5. 478 

OKLAHOMA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 1 J A 73. O U l  F bb. Y40 F 92 3. 071 

........................... 

OKLAHOMA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 73. 001 F 6b. Y40 F 92 3.071 

......................... ZU. 682 i 21.050 i I U L  1. U4I OHEGON C i r c u i t  1 Z F  
OREGON D i s t r i c t  ........................ 2 z F 83. Y42 0 81. 778 0 Y7 4. 248 
OREGON J u s t i c e  ......................... 2 2 B 
OREGON Mun ic ipa l  ....................... 2 A B  

OREGON S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

PENNSYLVANIA Cour t  o f  Comnon P leas  ..... 1 B G  85. 952 Y 1 .  482 1 Ub 9 58 
PENNSYLVANIA D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  .... 2 B B 397. UY F 33s. Y J I  F 85 4. 429 
P h i  lade lph  i a  Mun ic ipa l  Court .  PENNSYLVANIA 2 8 8 21. bb5 i 20. OU8 i YZ 2 4  I 
P i t t s b u r g h  C i t y  Mag is t ra tes .  PENNSYLVANIA 2 8 8 12. SYY F 140 

PENNSYLVANIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 517. 745 0 447. 421 0 5. 7b8 

................... 22. Sb5 2 2 .  3bb Y Y  
PUERTO R I C O  D i s t r i c t  ................... 2 A B 48. 346 0 47. 536 0 98 
PUERTO R I C O  Super io r  1 A B  

PUERTO R I C O  T o t a l  .................... 70. 911 0 bY.902 0 99 

RHOOE ISLAND Super io r  .................. 1 0 A 5. 710 4. 878 85 769 
RHOOE ISLAND D i s t r i c t  .................. 2 A 8 40. 768 C 38. 726 C 95 5. 487 

RHODE ISLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 4b. 478 C 43. 604 C 94 6. 255 

SOUTH CAROLINA C i r c u i t  ................. 1 B A 41. 43b i 4 1 .  bbM i 101 1 .  7UY 
SOUTH CAROLINA Mag is t ra te  .............. 2 A E 104. 788 K ............... 2. b52 SOUTH CAROLINA fdun ic ipa l  2 A E b4. 303 K 

SOUTH CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 

SOUTH DAKOTA C i r c u i t  ................... 1 B 8 19. 227 i I b .  2bb i 8s 3. M3U 
SOUTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. lY.227 i 16. 26b i 85 3. 830 
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Tab le  IO: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  . cour t  c r i m i n a l  caseload. 1Y85 (con t inued)  

Dispo- F i l i n g s  
T o t a l  T o t a l  s i t i o n s  pe r  

c r i m i n a l  c r i m i n a l  as a 100. 000 

J u r i s -  o f  o f  and q u a l i t y  arid q u a l i t y  tage o f  popu la-  
d i c t i o n  count  filing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  t i o n  S t a  te/Cour t name : 

TENNESSEE C i r c u i t .  C r im ina l ,  and Chancery 1 2 A 40, 584 i 37, 050 i 9 1  1, 149 
TENNESSEE J u v e n i l e  ..................... 2 I 1 
TENNESSEE General  Sessions ............. 2 M M 
TENNESSEE Mun ic ipa l  .................... 2 M M 

U n i t  P o i n t  f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  perceri- a d u l t  

-- 

TENNESSEE S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

TEXAS D i s t r i c t  ......................... 
TEXAS Mun ic ipa l  ........................ 
TEXAS J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ............. 
TEXAS County-Level  ..................... 

TEXAS S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 

1 B A 112. 361 1OY. 226 97 971 
2 A B 
2 A B 
2 B F 456. 292 3. 943 

UTAH D i s t r i c t  .......................... 
UTAH C i r c u i t  ........................... 
UTAH J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace .............. 

UTAH S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 

1 J A 3. 831 C 3 .  710 C 37 312 
2 A A 42.113 0 35. Y64 0 85 4. 083 
2 B 8 45. 644 C 3Y. 300 C 8b 4. 417 

91.594 0 79. 040 0 86 8. 864 

VERMONT Super io r  ....................... 
VERMONT D i s t r i c t  ....................... 

VERMONT S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
1 I 1 b Y 130 2 
1 D C 20. Ob7 F I Y .  000 F 95 5. 080 

20. 073 F 19. 015 F Y5 5. 082 

V I R G l H l A  C i r c u i t  ....................... 
VIRGINIA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 

V I R G I N I A  S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
1 A A 67. 513 F b4. 655 F 96 1. 584 

424. 798 0 400. 915 0 94 9. 907 
2 A E 357.28s L 336. 320 L 94 8.383 

WASHINGTON Super io r  .................... 
WASHINGTON D i s t r i c t  .................... 
WASHINGTON Mun ic ipa l  ................... 

WASHINGTON S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 

1 G A 18. 902 16. 343 80 585 

2 C B 77. 544 
2 C B 109. 542 K 

205. 988 K 

3. 392 
2. 401 
6.37Y 

WEST VIRGINIA C i r c u i t  .................. 
WEST V I R G I N I A  M a g i s t r a t e  ............... 
WEST VIRGINIA Mun ic ipa l  ................ 

WEST VIRGINIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

1 J A 7. 131 C 7. 233 0 502 

2 A B 
2 J E 133. 455 K 124. 506 K 93 9 .  398 

WISCONSIN C i r c u i t  ...................... 
WISCONSIN Mun i c i  pa 1 .................... 

WISCOHSIN S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 
1 D C b1.359 M 57. 3b4 M 9.3 1. 738 
2 A B 

WYOMING D i s t r i c t  ....................... 1 J A 1. 4b8 M 1.47b M 101 4L 1 
WYOMING J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ........... 2 J B 
UYOMING Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 2 A B  
WYOMING County ......................... 2 J B 

WYOMING S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
NOTE: M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  i nc luded  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  

because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  c r i m i n a l  da ta  f o r  
1985. and d i d  n o t  respond t o  t h e  T r i a l  Cour t  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide . A l l  o t h e r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  
a re  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le .  rega rd less  o f  
whether da ta  a re  a v a i l a b l e  . A l l  da ta  t h a t  
a re  a t  l e a s t  75% complete a r e  en te red  i n  the  

t a b l e  . Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  
da ta  a re  u n a v a i l a b l e  or l ess  than  752 
complete. or t h a t  t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  
i napprop r ia te  . The " f i l e d  p e r  100. 000 
popu la t i on "  SlATE TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  equa l  
t he  sum o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  
round ing  . 

(con t inued  on nex t  page) 
c 
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Table 10: Reported total state trial .court criminal caseload, 1985 (continued) 

JURISOICTION CODES: 

1 = General Jurisdiction 
2 = Limited Jurisdiction 

UNIT OF COUNT CODES: 

M =  
I =  
A =  
E =  

C =  

D =  
E =  
F =  
G =  

H =  

J =  
K =  

L =  

Missing Data 
Data element is inapplicable 
Single defendant--single charge 
Single defendant--single incident (one/more 

Single defendant--single incident/maximum 

Single defendant--one/more incidents 
Single defendant--content varies with prosecutor 
One/more defendants--single charge 
One/more defendants-s ing 1 e incident (one/more 

O n e h o r e  def endan ts--s ing le inci den t/maximum 

Dne/more defendants--one/more incidents 
One/more defendants--content varies with 

Inconsistent during reporting year 

charges) 

number charges (usually two) 

charges) 

number charges (usually two) 

prosecutor 

2 = Both the defendant and charge component vary 

POINT OF FILING: 

M = Missing Data 
I = Data element is inapplicable 
A = At the filing of the information/indictment 
B = At the filing of the complaint 
C = When defendant enters plea/initial appearance 
0 = When docketed 
E = At issuing of warrant 
F = At filing of information/complaint 
G = Varies (At filing of the complaint. 

QUAL1 TY FOOTNOTES: 

C: The following courts' data are overinclusive: 

and disposed data include preliminary hearing 

within the state 

information, indictment) 

Alabama--District Court--Total crimtnal filed 

proceedings. 
A laska--Di str ict Court--Tota 1 crimina 1 disposed 

data include some moving traffic cases and all 
ordinance violation cases. 

Arkansas--C ircu i t Court--Tota 1 criminal disposed 
data include postconviction remedy and 
probat ion revocation proceedings. 

Colorado--Di str ict, Denver Superior, Denver 
Juvenile, and Denver Probate Courts--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data include 
extraditions, revocations, parole and release 
from commi tmen t hearings. 

disposed data include some traffic and 
ordinance violation cases. 

disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, postconviction remedy and sentence 
review only proceedings. 

Kentucky--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include postconviction 
remedy and sentence review only proceedings. 

Guam--Super ior Court--Total criminal filed and 

Idaho--District Court--Total criminal filed and 

Maryland--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed 

Nebraska--District Court--Total criminal filed 

arid disposed data include some postconviction 
remedy proceedings. 

and disposed data include civll appeals cases 
and postconviction remedy proceedings. 

filed and disposed data include sentence review 
only and postconviction remedy proceedings. 

filed and disposed data include preliminary 
hearing proceedings. 

Utah--0istrict Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include some postconviction 
remedy arid sentence review only proceedings. 
--Justice of the Peace Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data include traffic cases. 

Wes t Virgin la--Circui t Court--Tota 1 criminal 
filed data include postconviction remedy 
proceedings and extraordinary writs. 

E: The following courts' data iriclude 
postconviction remedy proceedings: 

North Dakota--District Court--Total criminal 

Rhode Island--District Court--Total criminal 

Alabama--Circuit Court 
Delaware--Superior Court 

F: The following courts' data include ordictance 
violation cases: 

Arkansas--City Court 
Del aware--A lderman ' s Court 
New Jersey--Municipal Court 
New York--District and City Court 
North Carolina--District Court 
Ohio--County Court--Municipal Court 
Ok lahoma--District Court 
Pennsylvania--District Justice Court--Pi ttsburgh 

Vermon t--D i stri ct Court 
Virginia--Circuit Court 

City Magistrates 

i: The following courts' data are 75% complete: 

Delaware--Court of Comnon P leas--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data do not include some 
limited felony cases. 
--Justice of the Peace Court--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data do not 
include most DWI/DUI cases. 

Hawaii--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include reopened prior 
cases. 
--District Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include some criminal 
cases that could not be separated from 
ordinance violation cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include reopened prior 
cases from the Circuit Court and some criminal 
cases from the District Court that could not be 
separated from ordinance violation cases. 

Indiana--Superior Court and Circuit Court--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data do not 
include appeals or miscellaneous criminal 
cases. 
--County Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include miscellaneous 
criminal cases. 
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Table 10: Reported total state tr-la1 court crlniinal caseload. 1Y83 (continued) 

--Municipal Court of Marion County--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data do not 
include miscellaneous criminal cases. 
--City'Court and Town Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data do not include some 
cases that were not identified by case category. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include appeals cases 
from the Superior and Circuit Courts, 
miscellaneous criminal cases from the Superior 
and Circuit Courts, County Court, arid Municipal 
Court of Marion County, and some cases froiii the 
City and Town Court that were not identified by 
case category. 

Iowa--District Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include limited felony 
cases and some misdemeanor cases. 

Maine--District Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data do not include limited felony, 
DUI/DUI, and some misdemeanor cases. 

Massachusetts--Trial Court of the Commonwealtli-- 
Total criminal filed data do not include 
f e 1 ony/mi sdemeanor , DUI /DUI and mi sce 1 1 aneous 
criminal cases from the Boston Municipal Court 
Department. 

New York--Supreme Court and County Court-Total 
criminal filed and disposed data do not 
include criminal appeals and miscellaneous 
criminal cases. 

North Dakota--County Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data do not include limited 
felony and criminal appeals cases. 

Oregon--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data d o  not include criminal appeals 
cases. 

Pennsy lvan ia - -Ph i lade lph ia  Municipal Court--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data do not 
include some misdemeanor and all limited 
felony cases. 

South Carolina--Circuit Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data do not include criminal 
appeals cases. 

South Dakota--Circuit Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data do not include criminal 
appeals, limited felony, and soine misdemeanor 
cases. 

Tennessee--Circuit, Criminal and Chancery Court-- 
Total criminal filed data do not include 
miscellaneous criminal cases. Total 
criminal disposed data do not include 
miscellaneous criminal and DUI/DUI cases. 

The following courts' data do not include 
limited felony cases: 

K :  

Arizona--Justice of the Peace Court 
New Hampsh ire--Di str ict Court--Mun ic ipal 

New Mexico--Magistrate Court 
South Carol ina--Magistrate Court--Municipal 

Washington--District Court 
West Virginia--Magistrate Court 

Court 

Court 

L: The following courts' data do not include 

Arizona--Municipal Court--Total criminal 

DWI/DUI cases: 

disposed data do not include DUI/DUI cases. 

District of ColuinDia--Super ior Court 
Florida--County Court 
Virgin i a--D i str ict Court 

criininal appeals cases: 

Alaska--Superior Court 
Minnesota--Uistrict Court 
Uisconsin--Circuit Court 
Wyoining--District Court 

M: The following courts' data do not include 

0: The following courts' da 
are overinclusive: 

a are 75% complete and 

Alabaina--State Total--Tota criminal filed and 
disposed data inc 1 ude postconvict ion remedy 
proceedings from the Circuit Court, and 
preliminary hearings froni the District Court, 
but do not include data from the Municipal Court. 

Alaska--District Court--Total criminal filed 
data include ordinance violation and 
inisdemeanor traffic cases, but do not include 
limited felony cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed data 
inc 1 ude ordinance violation and misdemeanor 
traffic cases from the District Court, but do 
not include limited felony cases from the 
District Court, and criminal appeals cases 
froin the Superior Court. 
--State Total--Total criminal disposed data 
include some moving traffic and all ordinance 
violation cases from the District Court, but do 
not include criminal appeals cases froin the 
Superior Court. 

Arkansas--Municipal Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include ordlnance violation 
cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed data 
include ordinance violation cases from the 
City Court and Municipal Court, but do not 
include data from the Police Court. 
--State Total--Total criminal disposed data 
include postconviction remedy and probation 
revocation proceedings from the Circuit Court; 
ordinance violation cases froin the islunicipal 
Court and the City Court; but do not include 
data from ttie Police Court. 

Ca 1 ifornia--Mun icipa 1 Court--Tota 1 criminal 
filed and disposed data include some ordinance 
violation cases and preliminary hearing 
bindovers aiid traiisfers, but do not include 
DWI/DUI cases. 
--Justice Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include preliminary hearing 
bindovers and transfers, but do not include 
DWI/DUI cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include preliminary hearing 
bindovers and transfers from the Municipal Court 
and the Justice Court; and soine ordinance 
violation cases from the Municipal Court; but 
do not include DUI/DUI cases from the 
Municipal Court arid Justice Court. 

Connecticut--Superior Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data include ordinance 
violation cases, but do not include DUI/DUI 
cases. 

(continued on next page) 
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Table 10: Reported total state trial court criminal caseload, 1Y85 (continued) 

Delaware--Municipal Court of Wilmington--Total 
criminal filed and disposed data include 
misdemeanor, ordinance violation, and a few 
DWI/DUI .cases, but do not include limited 
felony cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include postconviction remedy 
proceedings from the Superior Court; 
misdemeanors and a few DWI/DUI from the 
Municipal Court of Wilmington; ordinance 
violation cases from the Alderman's Court and 
Municipal Court of Wilmington; but do not 
include most DWI/DUI cases from the Justice of 
the Peace Court; limited felony cases from ttie 
Municipal Court of Wilmington; and some limited 
felony cases from the Court of Coniion Pleas. 

and disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include some criminal 
appeals and some DWI/DUI cases. 

I llinois--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include some preliminary 
hearings and some ordinance violation cases, 
but do not include limited felony, DWI/OUI. 
and miscellaneous criminal cases. 

Kentucky--District Court--Total criminal f 1 led 
and disposed data include sentence review only 
proceedings, but do not include limited 
felony cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include postconviction remedy 
proceedings from the Circuit Court, sentence 
review only proceedings from the Circuit Court 
and District Court, but do not include limited 
felony cases from the District Court. 

Louis iana--C i ty and Par i sh Court--Total cr imina 1 
filed and disposed data include ordinance 
violation cases, but do not include DWI/OUI 
cases. 

Maine--Superior Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, postconviction remedy and sentence 
review only proceedings, but do not include 
some crlminal appeals cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases and postconviction remed and sentence 
review only proceedings froin t h  Superior 
Court, but do not include some criminal 
appeals cases from the Superior Court aiid 
1 imited felony, DWI/DUI and some misdemeanor 
cases from the District Court. 

Maryland--District Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include OWI/DUI cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include some postconviction 
remedy proceedings from the Circuit Court, and 
all ordinance violation cases from tlie 
District Court, but do not include DWI/DUI 
cases from the District Court. 

Michigan--District Court--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include DWI/DUI cases. 
--14unicipal Court-Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include OWI/DUI cases. 

Georgia--Superior Court--Total criminal filed 

Minnesota--County, Conci 1 iat ion, Probate and 
Couiity I4uiiicipal--Total criminal filed arid 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include DYI/DUI cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases from the Couiity, Coiici I iat ion, Probate and 
Couiity Fluiiicipal Court, but do not include 
DWI/DUI cases from the County, Conciliation, 
Probate and County Municipal Court, and 
criminal appeals cases from the Oistrict Court. 

Nebraska--County Court--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include limited felony 
cases. County Court data include cases froin tlie 
Muiiicipal Court from July 1, 1Y85 to December 

--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases from the County Court, civil appeals and 
postconviction remedy proceedings from the 
District Court, but do not include limited 
felony cases froin the County Court. 

New Mexico--Metropolitan Court o f  Beriialillo 
County--Total criminal filed and disposed data 
iriclude ordinance violation cases, but do not 
include limited felony cases. 
--State Total--Total criminal filed data 
iriclude ordinance violation cases, but do not 
include limited felony cases. 

New York--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include any data froin the Town 
and Village Court and criminal appeals and 
miscellaneous criminal cases from the Supreme 
and County Court. 

North Dakota--State Total--Total criminal filed 
and disposed data include sentence review only 
and postconviction remedy proceedings. Data 
do not include any cases from the Municipal 
Court and criminal appeals and limited 
felony cases froin ttie County Court. 

Ohio--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases froin ttie Idunicipal Court, but do not 
include any data froin the Mayor's Court. 

disposed data iriclude ordinance violation 
cases, but do not include limited felony cases. 

data iiiclude ordinance violation cases, but do 
not include limited felony and soiiie 
misdemeanors from Philadelphia Municipal 
Court. Total criminal disposed data include 
ordinance violation cases, but do not include 
any data froiii the Pittsburgh City Magistrates 
and limited felony and some misdemeanors 
froin the Philadelphia Iqunicipal Court. 

Puerto Rico--District Court--Total criminal 
filed and disposed data iriclude ordinance 
violation cases, but do not include DWI/DUI 
cases. 

Utah--Circuit Court--Total criminal filed data 
include postconviction remedy proceedings, but 
do not include some miscellaneous criminal 
cases. 

31, 198s. 

Oregon--District Court--Total criminal filed and 

Pennsylvania--Stdte Total--Total criminal filed 
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Table 10: Reported total state trial court criminal caseload, 1Y85 (continued) 

--Circuit Court--Total criminal disposed data 
inc 1 ude postconvict ion remedy proceedings, but 
do not include criminal traffic and sone 
miscellaheous criminal cases. 
--State Total-Total criminal filed data 
include some postconviction remedy and 
sentence review only proceedings from the 
District Court; traffic cases from the Justice 
of the Peace Court; and postconviction remedy 
proceedings from the Circuit Court; but do not 
include some miscellaneous criminal cases from 
the Circuit Court. 
--State Total--Total criminal disposed data 
include some postconviction remedy arid 
sentence review only proceedings from the 

District Court; traffic cases from the Justice 
of the Peace Court; arid postconviction remedy 
proceedings from the Circuit Court; but do not 
include criminal traffic and soiiie miscellaneous 
criminal cases from the Circuit Court. 

disposed data include ordinance violation 
cases from the Circuit Court, but do not include 
DWI/DUl cases from the District Court. 

Nest Virginia--Circuit Court--Total criminal 
disposed data include postconviction remedy 
proceedings and extraordinary writs, but do not 
include criminal appeals cases. 

Virginia--State Total--Total criminal filed and 
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TABLE 11 : Reported total. state trial court trafficlother violation caseload. 1985 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

ALABAMA D i s t r i c t  ....................... 
ALABAMA Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 

ALABAMA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

oispo-  
s i t i o n s  

T o t a l  t r a f f l c  T o t a l  t r a f f i c  as a F i l i n g s  
f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  percen- pe r  100. OUU 

J u r i s -  Park- and q u a l i t y  and q u a l l t y  tage o f  t o t a l  
d i c t i o n  ing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i  1 ings  p o p u l a t i o n  

2 1 211. 123 20b. 911  Y8 5. 251 
2 1 

211. 123 2Ub. Y I  1 Y8 5. 2 5 1  

ALASKA D i s t r i c t  ........................ 
ALASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 2 3 88. 717 i 

88. 777 i 

A R I Z O N A  J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace ........... 
ARIZONA 14unic i p a  1 ...................... 

ARIZONA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
ARKANSAS Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 
ARKANSAS City .......................... 
ARKANSAS Po l  i c e  ........................ 

ARKANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

2 1 365. 821 i 3Y8. 229 0 
2 1 681. 028 i 7 7 1 .  733 0 

1.046;. 849 i l . l b Y .  Yb2 0 

11.  479 
21. 36Y 
32. 847 

2 1 280. 204 i 189. 551 i 68 11. 878 
2 1 16. 593 i Y .  698 i 58 703 
L I 

296. 797 i I Y Y .  24Y i t i 7  12. 581 

CALIFORNIA Mun ic ipa l  ................... 
CALIFORNIA J u s t  i c e  ..................... 

CALIFORNIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 
2 4 15.562. 990 0 13.5b4. 618 0 87 59. 029 
2 4 540. 790 0 479. 420 0 89 2 . 05 1 

16.103. 780 0 14.044. 038 0 87 b l .  080 

COLORADO County ........................ 
COLORADO I4un ic ipa l  ..................... 

COLORADO S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
2 2 
2 1 

CONNECTICUT Super io r  ................... 
CONNECTICUT S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 1 1 522. YUL) 0 5Ub. Y I U  0 97 lo. 475 

522.908 0 5Ub. 910 0 97 l b .  475 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Wi lmington. DELAWARE . 
DELAWARE Faml l y  ........................ 
DELAWARE J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace .......... 
DELAWARE Alderman's .................... 

OELAUARE S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

2 4 15. 555 0 15. 08b 0 Y 7  2 .  5u1 
2 2 453 411  91 73 
2 2 112. 25Y C 112. 6b8 C I O U  18. 048 
2 4 18. 434 N 18. 21u I4 Y Y  2. Yb4 

146.701 0 14b.375 0 100 23.58s 

DISTRICT OF COLUHBIA Super io r  .......... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA T o t a l  ........... 22. b 8 l  G 102 3 .  5b5 

22.317 G 22.681 G 102 3 .  565 
1 1 22. 317 G 

FLORIDA County ......................... 
FLORIDA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 2 1 2.95Y. 324 G 2.843. 571 I; Yb 2b .  037 

2.959. 324 ti 2.843. 5 7 1  G Yd 26. 037 

GEORGIA Super io r  ....................... 
GEORGIA S t a t e  .......................... 
GEORGIA Probate  ........................ 
GEORGIA J u v e n i l e  ....................... 
GEORGIA M a g i s t r a t e  ..................... 
GEORGIA County Recorder 's  .............. 
GEORGIA Mun ic ipa l  and City o f  A t l a n t a  .. 

GEORGIA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
GUAM Super io r  .......................... 

GUAM T o t a l  ........................... 

1 2 5. Y84 0 5. 952 0 Y Y  100 
2 2 242. 006 C 235). 789 C 99 4. 050 
2 2 183.035 G 18U.663 ti Y Y  3. Ob3 
1 2 1. 766 1. 519 8b 30 
2 2 
2 1 
2 1 

1 4 31. Y J Y  i 33. 401 i 105 
31. 93s) i 33. 401 i 10s 

242 



Table 11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c  caseload. 1985 (con t inued)  

UiSOO- 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

HAWAII C i r c u i t  ......................... 
HAWAII D i s t r i c t  ........................ 

HAWAII S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 
IDAHO D i s t r i c t  ......................... 

IDAHO S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 

T o t a l  t r a f f i c  To ta l  t r a f f i c  
f i l i n  s d i s p o s i t i o n s  

J u r i s -  Park- and q u a q i t y  and q u a l i t y  
d i c t i o n  ing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  

1 2 165 i 140 i 
2 4 877. 213 C 849. 606 C 

877.378 0 849.74b 0 

I 1 204. 8bb i 203. 8Jb i 
204. 866 i 203. 836 i 

ILLINOIS C i r c u i t  ....................... 
ILLINOIS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

INOlANA Super io r  and C i r c u i t  ........... 
INDIANA Countv ......................... 

s i t  ibns 
as a 

percen- 
tage o f  
f i l i n g s  

85 
97 
97 

F i  1 i i i gs  
pe r  100. 000 

t o t a l  
p o p u l a t i o n  

16 
83. 227 
83. 243 

Y9 
99 

20. 385 
20. 385 

63 55. 257 
6.373. 864 0 4.007. 434 0 63 55. 257 

1 4 6.373. 864 0 4.007. 434 0 

1 4 107.802 i 103.801 i 96 1 . Yb0 
2 4 208;809 i 20U;312 i 96 3;797 

Mun ic ipa l  C o u i t  o f  Mar ion  County. lNDIANA 2 4 123. 867 114. 356 92 2 .  253 
INDIANA City and Town .................. 2 4 142. 538 i 13Y. 940 i 98 2. 592 

INDIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 583. 016 i 558. 409 i 96 I U .  602 

IOWA D i s t r i c t  .......................... 1 3 655 .  787 C bbU. Sb8 C 101 22. 73Y 
IOWA S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 655. 787 C 660. 568 C 101 22. 739 

KANSAS D i s t r i c t  ........................ 1 2 219. 927 i 220. 220 i IOU 8. 977 
KANSAS I-lunicipal ....................... 2 1 

KANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

KENTUCKY D i s t r i c t  ...................... 2 3 258. 102 N 255. SU2 N Y Y  6. 927 
KENTUCKY S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 258. 102 N 255. 502 N Y Y  6. 927 

LOUISIANA City and P a r i s h  .............. 2 1 393. 708 D 335. 471 o 85 8. 786 
LOUISIANA J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ......... 2 1 
LOUISIANA Mayor 's ...................... 2 1 

LOUISIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

......................... 91 233 2. 708 0 2. 4b3 0 M A I N E  Super io r  1 2 
MAINE D i s t r i c t  ......................... 2 4 156. 041 C 152. 374 C 98 13. 406 

MAINE S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 158. 749 0 154.837 0 98 13. 638 

MARYLAND D i s t r i c t  ...................... 2 2 754. 512 0 754. 512 0 100 17. 179 
MARYLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 754. 512 0 754. 512 0 1UU 17. 17Y 

MASSACHUSETTS T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t he  
Comnonwea 1 t h  ......................... 1 1 1.196. 949 i Y75. 833 i 82 20. 5 5 9  
MASSACHUSETTS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 1.196. Y4Y i Y75.833 i 82 20. 559 

MICHIGAN D i s t r i c t  ...................... 2 4 1.939. 530 0 1.834. 1Zb 0 95 2 I .  342 
MICHIGAN Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 2 4 32. 433 0 38.235 0 118 357 
MICHIGAN Probate  ....................... 2 2 

MICHIGAN S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 1.971. 9b3 0 1.812. 361 0 95 21 .  bYY 

MINNESOTA County. C o n c i l i a t i o n .  Probate  
and County Mun ic ipa l  ................. 2 4 1.515. 494 I1 1.636. 735 N 108 3ti. 143 
MINNESOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 1.515. 494 N 1.636. 735 N 108 3b. 143 

(con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Tab le  11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c  caseload. 1985 (co t i t inued)  
o ispo-  

s i t i o n s  
T o t a l  t r a f f i c  To ta l  t r a f f i c  as a F i l i n g s  

f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  percen- per  100. UUU 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  ~ng footno tes  foo tno tes  f i 7 i n g s  popu la t i on  

MISSOURI C i r c u i t  ....................... I 4 424. 553 i 410. 97U i 97 8. 442 

J u r i s -  Park- and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  t a  e o f  t o t a  I 

MISSOURI S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 4 ~ 4 .  553 i 410. 91U i 97 8. 442 

MONTANA J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ........... 2 1 
MONTANA City ........................... 2 1 
MONTANA 14unic ipal  ....................... 2 1 

MONTANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

NEBRASKA County ........................ 2 1 232. 7U2 N 238. 169 N 102 14. 4YU 
NEBRASKA Mun ic ipa l  ..................... 2 1 65. 972 0 4. 108 

NEBRASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 298. 674 0 18. 597 

NEVAOA J u s t i c e  ......................... 2 1 
NEVADA Mun ic ipa l  ....................... 2 1 

NEVAOA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE U i s t r i c t  ................. 2 4 2 Z b .  109 2 2 .  656 

NEW HAMPSHIRE S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 231 . Y Y Y  23. 24b 
NEW HAMPSHIRE Mun ic ipa l  ................ 2 4 5. 890 5YU 

NEW JERSEY Mun ic ipa l  ................... 2 4 4.891. 084 I.( 4.18Z. 481 I4 86 b4. b80 
NEW JERSEY S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 4.891. 084 N 4.182. 481 H 86 64. 680 

NEW M E X I C O  M a g i s t r a t e  .................. 2 2 33. 713 2 .  325 
NEW M E X I C O  Mun ic ipa l  ................... 2 . 1 
I k t r o p o l i t a n  Cour t  o f  B e r n a l i l l o  County. 

NEW M E X I C O  ........................... 2 4 274. 317 N 224. 930 N 82 18. Y18 
NEW M E X I C O  S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 308. 030 N 2 1 .  243 

Cr im ina l  Cour t  o f  t he  City o f  NEW YORK . 2 4 
NEW YORK Fami l y  ........................ 2 2 

NEW YORK Town and V i l l a g e  .............. 2 1 
NEW YORK D i s t r i c t  and C i ty  4 927. 093 i ............. 2 

NEW YORK S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

NORTH CAROLINA D i s t r i c t  ................ 2 3 830. 087 I4 7b8. 298 i 13. 211 
NORTH.CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 830. 087 768. 298 93 13. 271 

NORTH DAKOTA D i s t r i c t  .................. 1 3 473 473  100 bY 
NORTH DAKOTA County .................... 2 1 54. 389 54. 389 IOU 7. 940 
NORTH DAKOTA Mun ic ipa l  ................. 2 1 47. 7YY 0 

NORTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 102. 661 0 

OHIO Cour t  o f  Conanon P leas  ............. 1 2 Y3. Os1 92 .  316 Y Y  8ti6 
OHIO County ............................ 2 2 192.53U N 191. I l l  N Y Y  1. 792 
OHIO Mun ic ipa l  ......................... 2 3 1.332. 35J  N 1.328. 534 N 100 12. 401 
O H I O  Mayors' ........................... 2 1 

OHIO S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 1.617. 934 i 1.612. 041 i IOU 15. UbY 
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Tab le  11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c  caseload. 1985 (con t inued)  

Oispo- 
s i t  ions  

T o t a l  t r a f f i c  T o t a l  t r a f f i c  as a F i l i n g s  
f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  percen- pe r  I O U .  000 

Sta te /Cour t  name: d i c t i o n  ing f oo t r i o tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

OKLAHOMA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 1 2 214. 945) N 200.235 N 93 b. 512 
OKLAHOMA Mun ic ipa l  C r i m i n a l  Cour t  

o f  Record ............................ 2 1 
OKLAHOMA Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  Not o f  Record . 2 1 

OKLAHOMA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

J u r i s -  Park- and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  tage o f  t o t a l  

OREGON D i s t r i c t  ........................ 2 1 275. 947 N 281.853 1.1 IUZ IU. 270 
OREGON J u s t i c e  ......................... 2 1 
OREGON M u n i c i p a l  ....................... 2 1 

OREGON S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 
PENNSYLVANIA D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  .... 2 4 1.320. 947 N 1.209. 301 N 92 11.  144 
P h i l a d e l p h i a  Mun ic ipa l  Court .  

PENNSYLVANIA ......................... 2 2 22.524 0 22.4b7 0 100 1 YO 
P i t t s b u r g h  Ci ty Mag is t ra tes .  

P h i l a d e l p h i a  T r a f f i c  Court .  
PENNSYLVANIA ......................... 
PENNSYLVANIA ......................... 
PENNSYLVANIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. 

2 4 380. 7 2 8 N  

2 1 
1.724. 1 9 9 0  

3 .  212 

14.547 

PUERTO R I C O  D i s t r i c t  ................... 
PUERTO R I C O  14unic ipal  .................. 

PUEKTO R I C O  T o t a l  .................... 
2 2 38. 7 5 2 0  Sb. 9 U 4 0  Y 7  1 .  7Y8 
2 1 

RHOOE ISLAND D i s t r i c t  .................. 
RHODE ISLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ............. RHOOE ISLAHD Mun ic ipa l  ................. 2 2 

2 1 

SOUTH CAROLINA Fami l y  .................. 
SOUTH CAROLINA M a g i s t r a t e  .............. 
SOUTH CAROLINA Miin i c  I p a  1 ............... 

SOUTH CAROLINA S t a t e  T o t a l  ........... 

SOUTH DAKOTA C i r c u i t  ................... 
SOUTH DAKOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

2 2 
2 4 3Y8.8b5 L: 
2 4 283. 516 8. 471 

1 3 142. 485 c 138.  387 c 97 20. 125 
142. 485 C 138. 387 C 97 20. 125 

TENNESSEE C i r c u i t .  C r im ina l .  and 

TENNESSEE J u v e n i l e  ..................... 
TENNESSEE General  Sessions ............. 
TENNESSEE Mun ic ipa l  .................... 

TENNESSEE S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

Chancery ............................. 1 2 
2 2 
2 1 
2 1 

TEXAS N u n i c i p a l  ........................ 
TEXAS J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ............. 
TEXAS County-Level  ..................... 

TEXAS S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 

UTAH C i r c u i t  ........................... 
UTAH J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace .............. 
UTAH Juven i l e  .......................... 

UTAH S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 

2 4 
2 4 
2 2 “ 5 .  244 63. 1 2 7 C  154 

2 4 596. 7 5 7  C b l b . 7 7 0  C 87 3b. L77 
2 4 241. 874 1 232. 71b 1 96 14. 704 
2 2 

838. 631 0 749. 48b 0 8Y 5u. 981 

(con t inued  on nex t  page) 
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Tab le  11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  trial c o u r t  t r a f f i c  caseload, 1985 (cont inued)  

Dlspo- 
s i t i o n s  

To ta l  t r a f f i c  To ta l  t r a f f i c  as a F i  1 i r igs 
f i l i n g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  perceri- per  10U.UUU 

S ta te /Cour t  name: d i c t i o n  ing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  f i l i n g s  popu la t i on  
J u r i s -  Park- and q u a l i t y  arld q u a l i t y  tage o f  t o t a l  

VERMONT D i s t r i c t  ....................... 1 2 10b,403 N 107,452 N 101 19,888 
VERMONT S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 1Ub,4U3 N 107,452 I4 101 I Y  ,888 

VIRGINIA C i r c u i t  ....................... 1 2 
VIRGINIA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 2 4 1,31Y,234 G 1,3UU,l3b ti Y Y  23,120 

VIRGINIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 1,319,234 0 1,300,13b 0 93 23,120 

WASHINGTON D i s t r i c t  .................... 2 4 514,231 
WASHINGTON Mun ic ipa l  ................... 2 4 889,477 

WASHINGTON S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 1,4UJ,7Ut) 

11 ,bb3 
20,174 
3 1,831 

WEST VIRGINIA M a g i s t r a t e  ............... 2 2 YY,34Y Y>,4Ub 9b 5,132 
WEST VIRGINIA Munfc fpa l  ................ 2 I 

WISCONSIN C i r c u i t  ...................... 1 3 132,845 133,6Y7 IU 1 2,782 

WEST VIRGINIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

WISCONSIN Mun ic ipa l  .................... 2 3 325,70b 0 
WISCONSIN S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 4!JY,4U3 0 

WYOMING J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ........... 2 1 
WYOMING Mun ic ipa l  ...................... 2 1 
WYOMING County ......................... 2 1 

WYOMING S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 
NOTE: M l s s i s s f p p l  i s  n o t  fnc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  

because i t  d i d  n o t  r e  o r t  t r a f f i c / o t l i e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  f o r  1915, and d i d  n o t  respond 
t o  the  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r f s d i c t i o n  Guide. A l l  
o the r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  a re  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  
rega rd less  o f  whether da ta  a re  a v a i l a b l e .  
A l l  data  t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  75% complete a re  
en tered  i n  the  tab le .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  e i t h e r  da ta  a re  unava i l ab le  o r  l ess  than 
75% complete, o r  t h a t  t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  
i napprop r ia te .  The " f i l e d  pe r  100,000 
popu la t i on "  STATE TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  equal  
t h e  sum o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  
round ing .  

JURISDICTION CODES : 

1 = General  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
2 = l i m i t e d  J u r i s d i c t i o n  

PARKING CODES: 

1 = Park lng  da ta  a re  unava i l ab le  
2 = Cour t  does n o t  have pa rk ing  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
3 = Only contes ted  pa rk ing  cases a re  i nc luded  
4 = Both  contes ted  and uncontested p a r k i n g  cases 

a re  i nc luded  

QUALITY FOOTNOTES: 

C: The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s '  da ta  a r e  o v e r i n c l u s i v e :  

t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed 
De laware- -Jus t ice  o f  t he  Peace Cour t - -To ta l  

da ta  i nc lude  most o f  t ne  DWI/DUI cases. 
t ieor g i a- - S  t a  t e  Cour t  -- To t a  1 t r a  f f i c/o t h e r  

v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  most 
o f  t he  DWI/DUI cases. 

Hawa i i - - D i s  tr i c t  Cour t - -1o ta  1 t r a f f  I d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f f l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  some 
misdemeanor cases. 

Io\ ta--Di  s t r  i c t  Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data i nc lude  Some 
misdemeanor cases. 

Ma ine- -D i  s t r  i c t  Court--Tota 1 t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data i nc lude  some 
misdemeanor arid a 1 1  DWI/DUI cases. 

Sou t h C a r  o 1 i na - -Mag i s t r a t e Cour t  - -To t a 1 
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  disposed da ta  i nc lude  
DWI/DUI and j u v e n i l e  cases. 

Sout l i  Uako ta - -C i r cu i t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f l d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  some 
misdemeanor cases. 

Texas--County-Level Cour t - -To ta  1 t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  disposed da ta  i nc lude  c r i m i n a l  
appeals cases. 

U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data i i i c lude 
misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 

The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s '  da ta  i r i c lude UUI/UUI cases: G:  

Ois tr i c  t o f  Columbia--Super i o r  Court  
F lor' ida--County Court  
Georgia--Probate Cour t  
V i r g i n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
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Table 11: Reported t o t a l  s ta te  t r i a l  cou r t  t r a f f i c  caseload, IY83 (contir iued) 

i: The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data are 75% complete: 

A laska - -D is t r i c t  Cour t - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  disposed data do not  inc lude sot:ie 
moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n  cases and a l l  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  data do no t  
include park ing and miscellaneous t r a f f i c  
cases. 
--Municipal Cour t - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  data do not  inc lude ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n ,  park ing and miscellaneous t r a f f i c  
cases. 

Arkansas--Municipal Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and park ing 
cases. 
--City Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed data do not  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and park ing cases. 
- -State Tota l - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed data do not  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and park ing cases froin 
the Munic ipa l  and C i t y  cour ts  and a l l  cases from 
the P o l i c e  Court.  

Guam--Superior Cour t - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude cases repor ted w i t h  misdemeanor cases. 

Hawai i - - C  i r c u i  t Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do not  
include reopened p r i o r  cases repor ted w i t h  the 
c i v i l  data. 

I daho- -D is t r i c t  Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and park ing 
cases. 

Indiana--Superior and C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Tota l  
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed 
data do not  inc lude cases which could no t  be 
i d e n t i f i e d  by case type. 
--County Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed data do not  inc lude cases 
which could not  be i d e n t i f i e d  by case type. 
--City and Town Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude cases which could not  be i d e n t i f i e d  by 

Ar izona--Just fce o f  the Peace--Total 

case type. 
Kansas--0istr i c t  Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  

v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

Massachusetts--Trial Court o f  the Cunmortwealtti 
- -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and 
disposed data do no t  inc lude parking, 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c ,  ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and 
some moving t r a f f i c  cases. 

M issour i - -C i r cu i t  Cour t - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data do no t  
inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and parkfng 
cases heard by Munic ipa l  judges. 

New York - -D is t r i c t  and C i t y  Court--Total 
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  disposed data do no t  
inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases atid 
park ing cases from c i t i e s  t h a t  have Park ing 
V io la t i ons  Bureaus (i.e., c i t i e s  w i t h  greater  
than 100,000 populat ion) .  

Nor th Carol i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Total t r a f f i c /  
o ther  v i o l a t i o n  disposed data do no t  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases and some 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c  cases. 

Ohio--State Tota l - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
data do riot include ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases 
from the County and Munic ipa l  cou r t s  and a l l  
cases from the Mayors' Court.  

t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed 
data do not  ir iclude some moving t r a f f i c  cases. 

The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data do not  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases: 

Utah--Justice o f  the Peace Court--Total 

N: 

De laware--Alderman's Court 
Kentucky--Dis t r ic t  Cflurt 
Miiiriesota--County Court and Conci I i a t i o n  D iv i s ion ,  

Nebraska--County Court 
New Jersey-- l4unicipal Court 
Neb4 l~lexicu--f4etrupoIitati  Court o f  B e r t i d l i l  Io Loutity 
Nor th Carol i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Total t r a f f i c /  

o ther  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  data do no t  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Probate D i v i s i o n  and County Munic ipa l  Court 

Ohio--County Court--I.lutiicipal Court 
Ok 1 ahoma--D i s t r i c t  Court 
Oregon--Dis t r ic t  Court 
Pennsylvania- -Uis t r ic t  Jus t i ce  Cour t - -P i t tsburgh 

Vermont- -Dis t r ic t  Court 

are over inc lus ive:  

City Magistrates 

0: The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data are 75% complete and 

Arizona--Justice o f  the Peace--Total t r a f f i c /  
o ther  v i o l a t i o n  disposed data inc lude DWI/DUI 
cases, bu t  do not  inc lude park ing and 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c  cases. 
--Muti i c  ipa 1 Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  disposed data inc lude DWI/DUI  
cases, bu t  do not  inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n ,  
parking, and miscel laneous t r a f f i c  cases. 

Ca 1 i forn ia- -nun i c i p a l  Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude 
DWI/DUI cases, bu t  do no t  inc lude sotiie 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
- - Jus t i ce  Court--Tota I t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude DWI/OUI cases. 
bu t  do no t  inc lude some ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

Connect icut--Super i o r  Court--Totd 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude 
DWI/DUI cases, bu t  do no t  inc lude ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Oelawre--Municipal Court o f  Wilirtington--Total 
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed 
data i t ic lude OUI/DUI cases, but do n o t  inc lude 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
- -State Tota l - -Tota l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude DWI/DUI cases, 
bu t  do not  inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Georgia--Superior Court--Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude some 
DWl/DUI cases and some c r i m i n a l  appeals 
cases, bu t  do not  inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude some 
misdemeanor cases, bu t  do no t  inc lude reopened 
p r i o r  cases. 

v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude 
DWI/DUI cases, bu t  do no t  inc lude ordinance 

Hawa i i - -State Tota 1 --Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  

I 1  1 i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Tota l  t r a f f i c d o t h e r  

(continued on next page) 

247 



Tab le  11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r d f f i c  

v i o l a t i o n  cases f rom Cook County and pa rk ing  
cases from anywhere b u t  Cook County. 

Lou is iana - -C i t y  and P a r i s h  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c /  
o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  
DWI/DUI cases, b u t  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Maine--Super ior  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  
DUI/DUI and some c r i m i n a l  appeals cases, b u t  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
--5 t a t e  To t a  I--To t a  1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  some 
misdemeanor, some c r i m i n a l  appeals, and a1 1 
DWI/DUI cases, b u t  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Maryland--Di  s t r  i c t  Court--Tota 1 t r a f f  i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases, b u t  do 
i nc lude  DUI/DUI cases. 

M i c l i i  an D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v io !a t i i n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases, b u t  do 
i nc lude  DUI/DUI cases. 
- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed da ta  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. b u t  do 
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 
- -S ta te  To ta l - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n  and cases f rom t h e  Probate  
Cour t ,  b u t  do i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Nebraska--Municipal  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  da ta  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases, 
b u t  do n o t  i n c l u d e  p a r k i n g  cases. 

case load. 1985 (con t inued)  

- -S ta te  To ta l - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  da td  i nc lude  DWI/DUI cases, b u t  do n o t  
i nc lude  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  and pa rk ing  
cases. 

o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  disposed da ta  i nc lude  DUI/DUI 
cases, b u t  do n o t  i nc lude  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  
o r  pa rk ing  cases. 

Pennsylvania--Phi  l ade lph ia  tdun ic ipa l  Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed 
da ta  i nc lude  some misdemeanors b u t  do  r iot  
i n c l u d e  a1 1 o rd inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
- -S ta te  To ta l - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  da ta  i nc lude  some misdemeanors, b u t  do 
n o t  i nc lude  a l l  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n  cases and 
cases f rom the  P h i l a d e l p h i a  T r a f f i c  Cour t .  

Puer to  R i c o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  f i l e d  and disposed data i nc lude  
DWI/DUI cases, b u t  do n o t  i nc lude  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Utah- -Sta te  To ta l - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
f i l e d  and disposed da ta  i nc lude  misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases f rom the  C i r c u i t  Court ,  b u t  do 
n o t  i nc lude  any cases froi i i  t he  Juven i l e  Cour t  
and some moving t r a f f i c  cases f rom the  J u s t i c e  
o f  t he  Peace Cour t .  

V i r g i n i a - - S t a t e  To ta l - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i nc lude  DUI/DUI cases, b u t  do 
n o t  i nc lude  any cases f rom the  C i r c u i t  Cour t .  

Wisconsin--14unicipa 1 Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  disposed da ta  i n c l u d e  D W I / D U I  
cases, b u t  do no t  i nc lude  cases froin a l l  cou r t s .  

Nor th  Dakota--14unicipal Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c /  
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TABLE 12: Reported total. state trial court juvenile caseload. 1985 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

ALABAI4A C i r c u i t  ........................ 
ALABAMA D i s t r i c t  ....................... 

ALAUAIIA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

T o t a l  T o t a l  
j u v e n i l e  j u v e n i l e  

J u r i s -  o f  and q u a l i t y  and q u a l i t y  
d i c t i o n  filing f o o t n o t e s  f o o t n o t e s  

1 A 18. 947 2 1. 5b4 
2 A 32. 222 29. 461 

3 1 . uz5 

P o i n t  f i l i r i g s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  

51. 16Y 

D ispo-  F i  1 i n g s  
s i  t i o n s  p e r  

as a per -  I O U .  000 
centage j u v e n i l e  

o f  f i l i n g s  p o p u l a t i o n  

114 1. 696 
9 1  2. 885 

IOU 4. 581 

ALASKA S u p e r i o r  ........................ 
ALASKA D i s t r i c t  ........................ 

ALASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

ARIZONA S u p e r i o r  ....................... 
A R I Z O N A  S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

1 C 1. 52Y 1. 108 7L 89Y 
2 I 107 42 39 63 

1. 636 1. IS0 70 9b2 

1 C 1 1 .  790 8. 248 7u 1 .  347 
11. 790 8 .  248 70 I .  347 

ARKANSAS County ........................ 
ARKANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

CALIFORNIA S u p e r i o r  .................... 
CALIFORNIA S t a t e  T o t a l  ............... 

2 B 8. 3Ub i 8. IYb i Y Y  1. 28b 
8. 30b i 8. 1Yb i 99 1. 286 

1 c 80. bUL b4. 747 80 1. 118 
80.602 64. 747 80 1. 178 

COLORADO D i s t r i c t .  Denver S u p e r i o r  and 
J u v e n i l e  and P r o b a t e  ................. 
COLORADO S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

COliNECTICUT S u p e r i o r  ................... 
CONNECTICUT S t a t e  T o t a l  .............. 

DELAWARE F a m i l y  ........................ 
DELAWARE S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

DISTRICT OF COLUIWA S u p e r i o r  .......... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA T o t a l  ........... 

FLORIDA C i r c u i t  ........................ 
FLORIDA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

1 A 12. 998 12. YLb Y Y  1.N4 
12. 998 12. 92b 99 1. 504 

1 A 12. 942 12. 638 98 1 .  712 
12. 942 12. 658 98 1. 712 

2 C 

1 B 11.  947 1 1 .  650 98 9. 051 
11. 947 1 I. 650 98 9.05 1 

I A 82. YLO 61. 724 74 3. 270 
82. 920 b1.724 74 3. 270 

GEORGIA J u v e n i l e  ....................... 
GEORGIA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

GUN4 S u p e r i o r  .......................... 
GUAM T o t a l  ........................... 

HAWAII C i r c u i t  ......................... 
HAWAII S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

1 A 38. 993 36. 085 93 2 .  352 
38. 993 36. 085 93 2. 3 5 2  

1 M b38 C 201 c 31 
6 5 8  C 201 c 31 

1 F 12. b7b 12. 087 Y5 4.  311 
12. 676 12. 087 95 4.  371 

IDAHO D i s t r i c t  ......................... 
I D A H O  S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 1 C 6. 748 7. 058 105 2 .  083 

6. 748 7. Os8 105 2. 083 

ILL11iOIS C i r c u i t  ....................... 
ILLINOIS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 1 C 2 7 .  63b 27.  107 38 8Y2 

27. 636 27. 107 98 8Y2 

( c o n t i n u e d  on n e x t  page) 
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Table  12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r l a l  c o u r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload. 1985 (cont inued1 

T o t a l  To ta l  Dispo- F i  I i ngs  

P o i n t  f i l i n a s  d i s o o s i t i o n s  as a Der- 100. 000 
j u v e n i  l e  j u v e n i l e  s i  t i o n s  Per 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

INDIANA Super io r  and C i r c u i t  ........... 
INDIANA Probate ........................ 

INDIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

J u r i s -  o f  and q u a l i t y  a n d ' q u a l i t y  centage j u v e n i l e  
d i c t i o n  filing f oo tno tes  foo tno tes  o f  f i l i n g s  popu la t i on  

1 C 27. 717 0 27. 848 0 100 1. 840 
2 C 1. 546 1. 421 92 103 

29. 263 0 29. 2bY 0 100 1 . Y43 

IOWA D i s t r i c t  .......................... 
IOWA S t a t e  T o t a l  ..................... 1 A 6. 039 

6. 039 
181 
781 

~ ~~ 

KANSAS D I s t r l c t  ........................ 
KANSAS S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 

KENTUCKY D i s t r i c t  ...................... 
KENTUCKY S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

1 A 11. 171 C Y. 03Y C 81 1 . 681 
11. 177 C 9. 039 C 81 1. 681  

2 A 42.639 C 3Y.354 C 92 4. 168 
42. 639 C 39. 354 C 92 4.  168 

LOU IS 1 ANA D i s tr i c  t ..................... 
LOUISIANA Fami l y  and Juven i l e  .......... 
LOUISIANA City and P a r i s h  .............. 

LOUISIANA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

1 C 14.547 1. 074 
1 C 3u. 017 c 2. 215  
2 C 10.6Y7 Y . Y 13 Y3 789 

55. 261 C 4. 078 

MAINE D i s t r i c t  ......................... 
MAINE S t a t e  T o t a l  .................... 

MARYLANO C i r c u i t  ....................... 
MARYLAND D i s t r i c t  ...................... 

MARYLAND S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
MASSACHUSETTS T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t he  

Commonwealth ......................... 
MASSACHUSETTS S t a t e  T o t a l  ............ 

MICHIGAN Probate  ....................... 
MICHIGAN S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

MINNESOTA 0 i s t r i c t  ..................... 
MINNESOTA County. Conci  1 i a t i o n .  Probate  

and County Mun ic ipa l  ................. 
MINNESOTA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................ 

MISSOURI C i r c u i t  ....................... 
MISSOURI S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 

MONTANA D i s t r i c t  ....................... 
MONTANA S t a t e  T o t a l  .................. 

2 C 3. 896 3. 27b 84 1. 282 
3. 896 3. 276 84 1.282 

1 C 27. 194 26. 255 Y 7  2. 47Y 
2 C 3. 814 3 .  627 95 348 

31 . Ou8 29 . 882 96 2. 827 

1 C 43. 965 
43. 965 

3. 223 
3. 223 

2 C 

1 C 

2 C 2Y. bU8 C 46. 926 C 138 2. 3YY 
29. 608 C 46.926 C 158 2. 5YY 

1 C 17. 787 C 18. 114 C 1 uz 1. 340 
17. 787 C 18. 174 C 102 1. 340 

1 C 1. 285 I .  012 79 549 
1. 285 1.012 7 Y  549 

NEBRASKA County ........................ 
NEBRASKA Separate J u v e n i l e  ............. 

NEBRASKA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................. 
2 C 3.387 3 .  2Y6 97 736 
2 C 2. 017 450 

5. 404 1 .  2ub 

NEVADA D i s t r i c t  ........................ 
NEVADA S t a t e  T o t a l  ................... 1 C 
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Table 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload. 198s 

To ta l  To ta l  Oispo- F i l i n g s  

P o i n t  f i l i n a s  d i sDos i t i ons  as a Der- 100.000 

(cont inued)  

juven i l e  juven i l e  s i t  ions Per 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE D i s t r i c t  ................. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE State To ta l  ............ 

J u r i s -  o f  and q u a l i t y  a n d ' q u a l i t y  centege j u v e n i l e  
d i c t i o n  filing footnotes footnotes o f  f i l i n g s  popu la t i on  

2 C 7. 292 
7. 292 

2. 882 
2.882 

NEW JERSEY Super ior  .................... 
NEW JERSEY S ta te  To ta l  ............... 

NEW M E X I C O  D i s t r i c t  .................... 
NEW M E X I C O  State To ta l  ............... 

NEU YORK Fami ly  ........................ 
NEW YORK State To ta l  ................. 

NORTH CAROLINA D i s t r i c t  ................ 
NORTH CAROLINA S ta te  To ta l  ........... 

1 F 104. 810 C 104. 587 C 100 5.629 
104. 810 C 104. 587 C 100 5. b29 

1 C 7. 037 7. 147 102 1. 571 
7. 037 7. 147 102 1. 5 7 1  

2 c 42. 393 C 44. 751 C 106 971 
42. 393 C 44.751 C lob YII 

. 

2 C 20. 2YY 22. 71d 112 1. 277 
20. 299 22. 718 112 I .  217 

NORTH DAKOTA D i s t r i c t  .................. 
NORTH DAKOTA S ta te  To ta l  ............. 1 C 1. 374 1. 374 100 by8 

1. 374 1. 374 100 698 

O H I O  Court o f  Common Pleas ............. 
OHIO State T o t a l  ..................... 

OKLAHOMA D i s t r i c t  ...................... 
OKLAHOMA S ta te  To ta l  ................. 

1 E 107. 485 108. 946 101 3. 741 
107. 485 108. 946 10 1 3. 741 

1 G 

OREGON C i r c u i t  ......................... 
OREGON County .......................... 

OREGON S ta te  To ta l  ................... 

PENNSYLVANIA Court o f  Comnon Pleas ..... 
PENNSYLVANIA S ta te  To ta l  ............. 

1 C 14. 77b i 
2 C 

14. 77b i 

2. 078 

2. 078 

1 F 47. 823 44. 774 94 1 . t162 
47. 823 44. 774 94 1. 6e2 

PUERTO R I C O  Super ior  ................... 
PUERTO R I C O  To ta l  .................... 1 4. 83b 4. 43b 92 

4. 836 4. 436 Y L  

RHOOE ISLANO Fami ly  .................... 
RHOOE ISLANO State To ta l  ............. 

SOUTH CAROLINA Fami ly  .................. 
SOUTH CAROLINA Mag is t ra te  .............. 

SOUTH CAROLINA S ta te  To ta l  ........... 
~ 

SOUTH DAKOTA C i r c u i t  ................... 
SOUTH DAKOTA S ta te  To ta l  ............. 

TENNESSEE Juveni l e  ..................... 
TENNESSEE General Sessions ............. 

TENNESSEE S ta te  To ta l  ................ 

2 F 5 .  885 2. 610 
s . 885 2. 61b 

2 C 10. 984 C IO. 715 C 98 1. 1Y1 
2 1 

IO. 984 0 10. 715 0 9a 1. 191 

1 C 2.342 2. 342 100 1. 137 
2.342 2. 342 100 1. I37 

2 B 
2 8 

(cont inued on next  page) 
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Table 12: Reported total state trial court juvenile caseload, 1985 (continued) 

Statelcourt name: 

TEXAS District .......................... 
TEXAS County-Level ..................... 

TEXAS State Total .................... 

Total Total Dispo- Fi 1 ings 

Point filings dispositions as a per- lOU,OOO 
juvenile juvenile si tions Per 

Juris- of and quality and quality centage juvenile 
diction footnotes footnotes of filings population 

1 C 
2 C 

UTAH Juvenile .......................... 
UTAH State Total ..................... 2 C 

VERI.IOI.(T District ....................... 
VERMONT State Total .................. 

VIRGINIA District ...................... 
VIRGINIA State Total ................. 

1 C 1,733 1,713 9Y 1,238 
1,733 1,713 99 1,238 

2 A 71,852 70,904 Y1 3,3Y1 
77,852 70,964 91 5,JYl 

UASHINGTON Superior .................... 
WASHINGTON State Total ............... I A 2L,2YZ 20,147 YU I ,8BY 

22,292 20,147 90 1,889 

WEST VIRGINIA Circuit .................. 
WEST VIRGINIA State Total ............ 

WISCONSIN Circuit ...................... 
WISCONSIN State Total ................ 

WYOWING District !,. ..................... 
UYOMING State Total .................. 

1 C 5,822 5,588 Yb 1,128 
5,822 5,588 9 6  1,128 

1 C 30,185 3U, 128 IOU 2,351 
30,185 30.128 100 2,351 

1 C 1,414 
1.4 I4 

884 
884 

NOTE: Mississippi is not included in this table 
because it did not report juvenile data for 
1985. and did not respond to the Trial Court 
Jurisdiction Guide. All other state courts 
are listed in this table, regardless of 
whether data are available. All data that 
are at least 75% complete are entered in the 
table. Blank spaces indicate that either 
data are unavailable or less.than 75% 
complete, or that the calculations are 
inappropriate. The "filed per 100,OUU 
population" STATE TOTAL figure may not equal 
the suin of the individual state courts due to 
rounding. 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

1 = General Jurisdiction 
2 = Limited Jurisdiction 

POINT OF FILING CODES: 

M = Missing Data 
I = Data element is inapplicab 
A = Filing of complaint 
B = At initial hearing (intake 
C = Filing of petition 
E = Issuance of warrant 
F = At referral 
G = Varies 

e 

UUAL I TY FOOTNOTES : 

C: The following courts' data are overinclusive: 

Gum--Superior Court--Total juvenile filed and 
disposed data include some miscellaneous 
domestic relations and estate cases involving 
juveniles and all paternitylbastardy cases. 

Kansas--District Court--Total juvenile filed and 
disposed data include soine traffidother 
vtolation data. 

Kentucky--0istrict Court--Total juvenile filed 
and disposed data include paternitylbastardy 
cases. 

Louisiana--Fami ly and Juverii le Court--Total 
juvenile filed data include domestlc 
relations and mental health cases. 
--State Total--Total juvenile filed data 
include domestic relations arid mental health 
cases froin the Family and Juvenile Court. 

Minriesota--County, Corici 1 iation, Probate arid 
County Municipal--Total juvenile filed and 
disposed data include cases from the District 
Court which has concurrent jurisdiction over 
these case types. 

and disposed data include adoption atid 
termination of parental rights cases. 

Missouri--Circuit Court--Total juvenile filed 
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Table 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t  j u v e l l i l e  caseload. 1YB5 (continued) 

New Jersey--Superior Court--Total j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  

New York--Family Court--Total j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  and 

South Carol ina--Family Court--Total j u v e n i l e  

and disposed data inc lude terminat ion o f  
parenta l  r i g h t s  cases. 

disposed data inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v l o l a t i o n  cases. 

The f o l l o w i n g  cou r t s '  data are 75% complete: 

Arkansas--County Cour t - -Tota l  j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  and 
disposed data do not  inc lude f i g u r e s  from f i v e  
counties. Four counties on l y  repor ted f o r  a 
p a r t i a l  year. 

Oregon--Circuit  Court--Total j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  data 
do not  inc lude p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  i n  Marion County. 
--State Tota l - -Tota l  j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  data do 
not  inc lude p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  i n  Marion County and 
a l l  cases from County Court. 

i: 

0: The fo l l ow ing  cou r t s '  data are 75% complete and 
are over inc lus ive:  

Indiana--Superior and C i r cu i t :  Cour t - -Tota l  
j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude 
pa te rn i t y /bas ta rdy  cases, b u t  do no t  inc lude 
some cases which could n o t  be i d e n t l f i e d  by  case 

- -State Tota l - -Tota l  j u v e n i l e  f i l e d  and 
disposed data inc lude pa te rn i t y /bas ta rdy  cases 
from the Superior and C i r c u i t  Court, bu t  do n o t  
inc lude soiw cases from the Superior and C i r c u i t  
Court which could no t  be i d e n t i f i e d  by case type. 

f i l e d  and disposed data inc lude t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases from the Fami ly  Court. bu t  do 
not  inc lude any cases from the Magis t ra te Court 
as they are repor ted w i t h  t r a f f l d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

type. 

South Carol ina--State Tota l - -Tota l  j u v e n i l e  
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FIGURE A: Reporting periods all state courts, 1985 
Reporting periods 

January 1, 1985 July 1, 1984 September 1, 1984 October 1 ,  1Y84 
to to to to 

State December 31, 1985 June 30, 1985 August 31, 1985 September 30, 1985 

Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 

X 

X 

Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
District o f  Columbia X 
Florida X 

X 
X 
X 

Georgia X X X 
Court o f  Appeals Trial Courts Supreme Court 

(Aug. 1. 1Y84 - 
July 31, 19851 

Hawaii X 
Idaho X 
I1 1 inois X 
Indiana X 

Iowa X 
Kansas X 
Kentucky X X 

Lou i s iana X 
Maine X 

Supreme Court Trial Courts 
Court o f  Appeals 

Maryland X 
Massachusetts X X 

Michigan X X 

Minnesota X 
Mississippi X 

Trial Courts Supreme Judicial Court 
Appea 1 s Court 

Trial Courts Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

Supreme Court 

Missouri 
Montana X 

Supreme Court 
District Court 

Nebraska X 
District Court 
County Court 
Municipal Court 
Separate Juvenile 

Supreme Court 
Municipal Court 
Superior Court 
District Court 

Nevada X 
New Hampshire X 

X 
X 

Justice of the Peace 
City Court 
Municipal Court 

Workmen's Supreme Court 
X X 

Compensation Court 

X 
Probate Court 
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Figure A: Reporting periods for all state courts. 1985 (continued) 

Reporting periods 

July 1, 1984 September I ,  1984 October 1 ,  1984 January 1, 1985 
State to to to to 

December 31, 1985 June 30, 1985 August 31, 1985 September 30, 1985 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York X 
North Carolina 
North Dakota X 

~~~~~~~ 

Ohio X 
Oklahoma X 
Oregon X 
Pennsylvania X 
Puerto Rico X 

Rhode Island X X 

South Carolina X 
South Dakota X 
Tennessee X 
Texas X 

Trial Courts Supreme Court 

Municipal Court 
X 

District Court 
County- leve 1 Courts 
Justice o f  the Peace Court 
Supreme Court 
Courts o f  Appeals 
Court of Criminal Appeals 

Utah X X 
Supreme Court Trial Courts 

Vermont X 
Virginia X 

Trial Courts 
Intermediate Court of Appeals 
Supreme Court (Jan. l b ,  1985 
to Jan. 1 1 ,  1986) 

Washington X 
West Virginia X 
Wisconsin X 
Wyoming X 

Note: Unless otherwise indicated, an " X "  means that all of the trial and appellate courts in that state 
report data for the time period indicated by the column. 

Source: Data were gathered from the 1985 State Trial and Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide profiles. 
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FIGURE 6: Methods of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1985 
Does the cour t  count 
reinstated/reoDened 

Case counted a t :  cases i n  i t s  count o f  

No t i ce  o f  t he  Record V P Z .  o r  
F f l W  Case f i l e d  wi th :  new f i 1 ings? 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  C i v i l  

Court o f  Cr iminal  
Appea 1 s 

Appeals 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Appeals 

ARIZONA:  
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court 

Appel la te  Court 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court 

~~~ ~ 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA~ 
Court o f  Appeals 

Court 
type 

COLR 

I A C  

I A C  - 
COLR 

I A C  - 
COLR 

I AC 

- 
COLR 
I A C  

COLR 

I A C  - 
COLR 

I A C  
- 
COLR 

I A C  

- 
COLR - 
COLR 

, -. . _ _  
frequent 1 y o f  t r i a l  p lus  Other T r i a l  Appel la te  

appeal record b r i e f s  p o i n t  cou r t  cou r t  2 Rarely as new case 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 U 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X - - - - - - - -  
X 0 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
X D 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

X - C R I M  0 0 X f  x 
X-CRIM' O* 0 X f  X 

(except 
indus- 
t r i a l  
cases 8 
c i v i l  

p e t i t i o n  
f o r  

spec ia l  
ac t i on )  ----- 

X 
X 

0 0  
0 0  

0 
X 

(on l y  
indus- 
tr i a  1 
cases 8 
c i v i l  

pet1 t ion  
f o r  

spec ia l  
ac t i on )  
- - -  

0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

X*  X 0 0 X COLR X 0 0 
(death ( i f  p e t i t i o n  
penal ty  f o r  review 
on ly )  o f  IAC) 

0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 - - - - - - - -  
X 0 0 0 0 COLR IUENTlFlEO SEPARATELY 
X 0 0 0 0 X IOENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 X 
( i f  motion ( i f  new 
t o  recon- appeal 
s i d e r )  

( i f  r e -  
mand by 
COLR 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 0 X X 0 U 
- - - - - - - -  

X 0 0 0 X 0 IUENTlFlED SEPARATELY 
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Figure 6: Methods o f  counting cases i n  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1985 (continued) 

Does the cou r t  count 
re ins ta ted /  reooened 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

FLORI OA : 
Supreme Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court o f  
Appeals 

Court 
type 

COLR 

I AC 

GEORGIA : 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

HAWAI I : 
Supreme Court 
In termediate Court 
o f  Appeals 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court 
Appel la te  Court 

1 NO I ANA : 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

COLR 

I A C  - 
COLR 

I AC - 
COLR 

I A C  

- 
COLR 
I AC - 

COLR 

I A C  

- 
COLR 

I AC 

Case counted a t :  
F i  11ng 

Not ice o f  the Record 
o f  t r i a l  p lus  Other T r i a l  Appel la te  f requen t l y  

appeal record b r i e f s  p o i n t  cou r t  cou r t  Rarely as new case 

cases i n  i t s  c o h t  o f  
Case f f led wi th :  

X 0 0 0 X I AC X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 X (Adm.Agy. X 0 0 
and Workers 

Comp. 
- - - - - - - -  

0 X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 
( i f  new 
appeal 1 

0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
- - - - - - - -  
0 X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

0 X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

X 0 0 0 X X 0 X 0 
(appeal (COLR i f  
from appeal 
t r i a l  from 
cour t )  IAC) 

0 0 0 (when 0 0 0 X 0 
assigned 
by COLR) 

- - - - - - - -  
X 0 0 0 0 COLR X 0 0 
X 0 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

0 0 0 (any X COLR 0 0 X 
f i r s t  ( o n l y  ( i f  
f i l f n g ,  death p e t i t i o n  
not ice,  pena l t y )  f o r  t rans-  
record, f e r  from 
b r i e f  o r  IAC) 
mot i on )  

f i r s t  (prec ipe)  
f i 1 ing  

0 0 0 (any X 0 0 0  X 

X 0 0 0 X X X 0 0 
( i f  (COLR 

from appeal 
t r i a l  from 
cour t )  IAC) 

( i f  
appea 1 

from 
t r i a l  
cou r t )  

appeal i f  

0 0 0 TRANSFER X 0 X 0 0 

(cont inued on next page] 
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Figure E: Methods of counting cases in state appellate courts. 1985 (continued) 
Uoes the court count 
re ins ta ted/reopened 

Case counted at: cases in it5 count of 
Filing Case filed with: 

Notice o f  the Record 
Court of trial plus Other Trial Appellate frequently 

StateKourt name: type appeal record briefs point court court Rarely as new case 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Appeals 

COLR 
IAC - 

0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 

X *  
X *  

X 
X 
- 

0 U 
0 0 

U 
0 

X 
X 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

COLR X 0 
(if 
discre- 
tionary) 

0 0 

X 
(for 
manda- 
tory 
cases 

X - 

0 X X X 
(COLR 

if appea 1 
from IAC) 

0 X 
- -  

0 0 

, 

1 AC - 0 - X 
- 

0 
- 

0 -- 
LOU I SI ANA: 

Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

0 
0 

COLR 
I AC 

0 X 
0 X 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
X 

X 0 
0 0 

X 
X 

- -  
MAINE: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court COLR X 0 0 

- 

0 X 

- 

0 X 0 
(if 

remanded) 
- - -  

X 
' (if new 

appea 1 1 

MARY LAN0 : 
Court o f  Appeals COLR 

I AC 

X 0 0 X 
[if 

direct 
appeal 1 

X 

X 0 U X 
( IAC 
if appeal 
from IAC ) 

0 0 0 X - - -  
Court of Special 
Appea 1 s X - 0 - 0 - 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 

Appeals Court 
Court COLR 

IAC 
0 
0 

X 
X 

0 
0 

0 
0 

X 
X 

0 X 0 0 
0 0 X 0 

( i f  
originally 
dismissed 
as premature) 

- - -  - 
COLR 

- 
X 

- 
0 

- 
0 

- 
0 

- 
0 

~~ 

MICHIGAN : 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 

(if (if new 
remanded appea 1 1 
w/juris- 
diction 
retained) 

X 0 0 X Court of Appeals I AC - X 
- 

0 - 0 - 0 
- 

0 - - - -  
MINNESOTA: 

Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

COLR 
I AC - 

X 
X - 

0 
0 - 

0 
0 - 

0 
0 
- 

0 
0 
- 

X X 0 0 
X X 0 0 

- - -  
MISSISSIPPI: 

Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 0 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
(file with both, 

eff. 1/1/87) 

X 
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F igu re  B: Methods o f  count ing cases in  s t a t e  appe l l a te  courts, 1Y85 (continued) 
Does the cou r t  count 
reinstated/reooened 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

MISSOURI :  
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court 

Case counted a t :  cases i n  i t s  count o f  
7 ng Case f i l e d  w i th :  
No t i ce  o f  the Record 

Court o f  t r i a l  p lus  Other T r i a l  Appel la te  f requen t l y  
type appeal record b r i e f s  p o i n t  c o u r t  cou r t  2 Rarely as new case 

COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
I A C  X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
( n o t i c e  
p lus  any 
other  f i l i n g :  
fee, record, 
motion) 

COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

COLR 0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court 
- - - - - - - - -  

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court 

Appel la te  D i v i s i o n  
o f  Superior Court 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appeals 

NEW YORK: 
Court o f  Appeals 
Appel la te  D i v i s i o n  

o f  Supreme Court 

Appel la te  Term o f  
Supreme Court 

COLR X 0 0 0 0 X X 0 X 
( i f  r e -  
manded 8. 
j u r  i s d i c -  

t ion 
re ta ined )  

- - - - - - - - -  
COLR X 0 0 0 0 (COLR i f  IOENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 

d i r e c t  
appeal. 

otherwise 
w i t h  IAC) 

I AC X 0 0 0 0 X IUENTlFlEO SEPARATELY 
- - - - - - - - -  
COLR 0 0 0 X X 0 X 0 0 

( w i t h i n  
30 days 
o f  n o t i c e )  

( w i t h i n  
30 days 
o f  no t i ce )  

1 AC 0 0 0 X X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

- - - - - - - - -  
COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

I A C  0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 X 
( i f  r e -  ( i f  r e -  
m i t  f o r  mand f o r  
s p e c i f i c  new t r i a l )  
issues) 

I A C  0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

(continued on next page)’ 
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f i g u r e  8: Methods o f  count ing cases. i n  s t a t e  appel la te  courts, 1985 (continued) 

Does the cou r t  count 
r e i n s  ta  ted/reopened 

Case counted a t :  cases I n  i t s  count o f  

Not fce o f  the Record Yes. o r  
Filing Case f i l e d  wi th :  new f i l f n g s ?  

State/Court name: 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court 

Court o f  Appea 1 s 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court 

OHIO:  
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Cr iminal  
Appeals 

Court o f  Appeals 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court 

Superior Court 
Comnonwealth Court 

~~~~ 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Supreme Court 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court 

Court - o f  t r i a l  p lus Other T r i a l  Appel la te  freq;enily 
type appeal record b r i e f s  p o i n t  cou r t  cour t  Rarely as new case 

I A C  0 X 0 0 X 

COLR 0 X 0 0 X X X X 0 
( I f  (COLR ( i f  

d i r e c t  i f  p e t i t i o n  
appeal) appeal t o  re- 

from hear)  
IAC) 

X 0 x o  
( i f  

recon- 
s ide r  ing 
d i sm issa l )  

- - - - - - - - -  
COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0  X 

COLR X 0 0 0 0 I A C  X 0 0 
I A C  X 0 0 0 X *  0 x o  0 

COLR X *  0 0 0 X 0 x* 0 X' 

COLR 0 X 0 0 X 0 x* 0 X *  
( no t i ce  

p lus 
t rans-  
c r i p t )  

X' X' 0 LAC 0 0 0 TRANSFER 0 COLR 

- - - - - - - - -  
COLR X 0 0 0 0 X IUENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 

I AC X 0 0 0 U X IUENTIFIEO SEPARATELY - - - - - - - - -  
COLR X 0 0 X X *  

( d i r e c t  (d fscre-  
appea 1 t ionary 
on l y )  c e r t i o r a r i  

granted) 

I A C  X 0 0 0 X 
I A C  X 0 0 0 X 

COLR* X X 0 
( I f  r e -  ( i f  new 
ins ta ted  appeal) 
t o  en- 
fo rce  
order 

0 X 0 0 
X X 

(Admi n. 
Agency) 

u o  

- - -  

COLR X 0 0 0 X-CR X - C V  IOENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 

COLR 0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
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Figure 6: Methods o f  counting cases i n  s t a t e  appe l l a te  courts, 1985 (continued) 

Does the cou r t  count 
r e  i ns ta  ted/reooened - r -  - -  

Case counted at :  cases i n  i t s  count o f  
Filing Case f i l e d  wi th :  

No t i ce  o f  the Record 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

Court 
type 

COLR 
1 AC 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court 

TENNESSEE : 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

Court o f  Cr iminal  
Appea 1 s 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Cr iminal  
Appea 1 s 

Court o f  Appeals 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court 

VIRGINIA : 
Supreme Court 
In termediate Court 
o f  Appeals 

COLR - 
COLR 

I A C  

I AC 

- 
COLR 

COLR 

1 AC 

- 
COLR 

- 
COLR 

- 
COLR 

I AC 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court 
Court o f  Appeals 

COLR 
I AC 

o f  t r i a l  p lus Other T r i a l  Appel la te  f requen t l y  
appeal record b r i e f s  p o i n t  cou r t  cou r t  Rarely as new case 

0 X 0 0 X COLR X 0 0 
0 0 0 TRANSFER X COLR X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
- - - - - - - -  

X 0 0 0 0 COLR IOENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 
X 0 0 0 0 X I DENT I F  I E D  SEPARATELY 

(Court o f  
Appea 1 s) 

(Court o f  
Cr iminal  
Appea 1 s) 

X 0 0 0 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

- - - - - - - -  
X 0 0 0 0 COLR IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

0 0 0 any f i r s t  X X I DENT IF1 EO SEPARATELY 
f i l i n g  (Court o f  

C r i m .  Aooeals) 
X 0 0 0 X 0' ' IUENTIFIEO SEPARATELY 

( C i v i l  
on l y )  

X *  0 0 0 X X X 0 0 
( cou r t  (Admin. 
from Agency) 
which 

appealed1 ----- - -  
X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 X 

( i f  a f t e r  ( i f  d i s -  
missed f i n a l  de- 
8 r e i n -  c i s i o n  or 
s ta ted )  if s t a t i s -  

t i c a l  
pe r iod  has 
ended 1 - - - - - - - -  

X 0 0 0 0 X X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 
X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

(cont inued on next page) 
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F i g u r e  6: Methods of coun t ing  cases I n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  198s (cont inued)  

Does the  c o u r t  count  
r e i n s  t atedireopened 

Sta te /Cour t  name: 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Cour t  

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Cour t  

Cour t  o f  Appeals 

WY OM1 NG : 
Supreme Cour t  

Cour t  
type 

COLR 

COLR 

I A C  - 
COLR 

Case counted a t :  

N o t i c e  o f  t h e  Record 
o f  t r i a l  p l u s  Other T r i a l  Appe l l a te  f r e q u e n t l y  

appeal  reco rd  b r i e f s  p o i n t  c o u r t  c o u r t  Rarely as new case 

cases i n  i t s  count  o f  
F i ’ j n g  Case f i l e d  w i th :  

X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
(Counted 
as new 
f i l i n g s  

as  o f  
8/8ti) 

- - - - - - - -  
Accepts 

0 0 0 J u r i s d i c .  0 COLR X 0 0 
( i f  c o u r t  
r e t a i n e d  
j u r i s d i c -  

t i o n )  
X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 - - - - - - - -  

X 0 0  X 0 0 0 0 X 

-_ = Data element i s  i napp l i cab le .  
ADM. AGY. = A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases on ly .  
CR = Cr im ina l  cases on ly .  
CY = C i v i l  cases on ly .  
DP = Death p e n a l t y  cases on ly .  
COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t .  
I A C  = In te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t .  

YOOTNDTES: 

Arizona--Supreme Cour t :  C i v i l  cases: A case i s  
counted when t h e  f e e  i s  p a i d  w i t h i n  30 days 
a f t e r  t r i a l  r e c o r d  i s  f i l e d .  

Ar izona- -Cour t  o f  Appeals: C i v i l  cases: A case 
i s  counted when t h e  f e e  i s  p a i d  w i t h i n  30 days 
a f t e r  t r i a l  r e c o r d  i s  f i l e d .  F o r  j u v e n i l e /  
i n d u s t r i a V h a b e a s  corpus cases, a case i s  
counted a t  r e c e i p t  o f  no t i ce ,  or a t  r e c e i p t  o f  
t h e  t r i a l  record .  

Cases a r e  counted a t  
t h e  n o t i c e  o f  appeal  for d i s c r e t i o n a r y  rev iew  
cases f rom t h e  I A C .  

Ca l  i fornia--Supreme Cour t :  

Kansas: Cases a re  counted a t  t he  docket ing  which 
occurs  21 days a f t e r  a n o t i c e  o f  appeal  i s  
f i l e d  i n  the  t r i a l  cou r t .  

c o u r t  i s  a l s o  the  c l e r k  o f  t h e  Cour t  o f  Appeals. 
Ohio--Court  o f  Appeals: 

Oklahoma--The n o t i c e  o f  appeal  r e f e r s  t o  the  

The c l e r k  o f  t he  t r i a l  

p e t i t i o n  i n  e r r o r .  The c o u r t s  do n o t  count  
r e i n s t a t e d  cases as new f i l i n g s ,  b u t  do count  
any subsequent appeal o f  an e a r l i e r  dec ided 
case as a new f i l i n g .  

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court :  Mandatory cases a re  
f i l e d  w i t h  the  t r i a l  cou r t ,  and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases a re  f i l e d  w i t h  the  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t .  

Utah--Supreme Cour t :  Mandatory appeals a re  no 
longer  i n  e f f e c t  as  o f  1/1/86; and the re  w i l l  
be an i r i te rmed ia te  c o u r t  o f  appeal a f t e r  1/1/87. 

Source: Data were ga thered f rom the  1985 S t a t e  Appe l l a te  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide p r o f i l e s .  
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FIGURE C: Dollar amount jurisdiction for original tort, contract, real property rights, 
and small claims filings in state trial courts, 1985 

U n l i m i t e d  d o l l a r  L i m i t e d  d o l l a r  

t o r t s ,  con t rac ts ,  t o r t s ,  c o n t r a c t s  Maximum Summary Lawyers 
amount amount Smal l  c la ims  

J u r i s -  r e a  I p r o p e r t y  r e a l '  p r o p e r t y  d o l l a r  J u r y  p roce-  pe r -  
S ta te /Cour t  name: d i c t i o n  Minimum/maximum Minimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

G $l,M)U/No maximum -- -- - -  -- - -  
L -- $I,OOO/ $s,OOO $l,O00 No Yes Opt iona l  

ALASKA: 
Super io r  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

0 /No maximum -- -- - -  -- - -  
-- 0 /$lO,OOO $2,000 No Yes No 

G 
L 

$15,000 
au to  t o r t  

--  A R I Z O N A :  
$500/No maximum -- _ -  -- -- Super io r  Cour t  G 

J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 
Cour t  L -- 0 / $2,500 $500 No Yes No 

-- ARKANSAS: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G $lDO/No maximum -- -- -- -- 
Cour t  o f  Comon P leas  L 

Mun lc lpa l  Cour t  L -- 0 / $300 $300 No Yes No 

City Court .  P o l i c e  Cour t  L 

-- $500/ $1,000 -- -- -- -- 
( c o n t r a c t  o n l y )  

( c o n t r a c t  and 
r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

( c o n t r a c t  and 
r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

-- 0 / $300 -- _ -  -- -- 

CALIFORNIA: 
Super io r  Cour t  
J u s t i c e  Cour t  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L -- o /$15,uuu $ 1 1 ~ 0 0  N O  Yes NO 

G $15,00U/No maximum --  -- -- -- -- 
L -- 0 /$15,000 $1.500 No Yes No 

COLORADO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Water Cour t  

County Cour t  

-- -- _ -  _ -  -- G 0 /No maximum 
G 0 /No maximum 

L - -  0 / $5,000 $1,000 No Yes Nc. 

-- -- -- - -  -- 
( o n l y  r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

CONNECTICUT: 
Super io r  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum -- $l,OUO No Yes Yes 

0 /No maximum -- -- - -  -- -- 
-_ 0 /$15,000 - -  --  -- -- 

DELAWARE: 
Cour t  o f  Chancery G 
Super io r  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum 
Cour t  o f  Comon P leas  L 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 

Cour t  L -- 0 / $2,500 $2,500 No Yes Yes 
Alderman's Cour t  L -- -- $2,500 No Yes Yes 

-- -- -- -- -- 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Super io r  Cour t  G $2,00U/No maximum -- $2,000 Yes Yes Yes 

(no minimum f o r  r e a l  
p r o p e r t y )  

( con t inued  on nex t  pager  
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F i g u r e  C:  D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d l c t l o n  for o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r l g h t s ,  and small c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1985 (cont inued)  

U n l i m i t e d  d o l l a r  L i m i t e d  d o l l a r  
amount amount Smal l  c la ims  

t o r t s ,  con t rac ts ,  t o r t s ,  c o n t r a c t s  haximum Sumnary Lawyers - -  
J u r i s -  r e a l - p r o p e r t y  - r e a l  p r o p e r t y  d o l l a r  J u r y  proce- pe r -  

S ta te fCour t  name: - d i c t i o n  Minimum/maximum Minimumhaximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

FLORIDA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
County Cour t  

G $5 .000/No maximum _- -- _ -  _ _  -- 
L -- $2.500/ $5,000 $2,500 Yes Yes Yes 

GEORGIA: 
Super io r  Cour t  
S t a t e  Cour t  

C i v i l  Cour t  

Mag is t ra te  Cour t  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  

G 0 /No maximum -- -- - -  - -  _-  
L 0 /Va r ies  -- 
L -- 0 / $3,000- 

Var ies  Yes Yes Yes 

25,000 $3,000- No Yes Yes 

0 / $2,500 $i1,500 No Yes Yes 

(No r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

$25,000 

(No r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  
0 / $1,500- $1,500- 

7,500 7,500 No Yes Yes 

HAYAI I : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

G f5,000/No maximum --  _ -  -- -- -- 
L -- 0 /$lO.OOO $2,500 No Yes No 

IDAHO: --  -- -- - -  _ -  D i s t r i c t  Court :  G 0 /No maximum _- (Mag is t ra tes  D i v i s i o n )  L 0 /$lO.OOO $2,000 No Yes No 
0 / $2,000 
( o n l y  r e a l  
p r o p e r t y )  

~~ ~~ 

I L L  I NO1 S: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum --  $2.500 Yes Yes Yes 

INDIANA: 
Super io r  Cour t  and 

$3,000 No Yes Yes C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum -- 
County Cour t  L -- 0 / $5.000 $3,000 No Yes Yes 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  

Mar ion  County L -- 0 /$20,000 - -  _-  - -  -- 
Smal l  Claims Cour t  o f  

Mar ion  County L 
City Cour t  L -- 0 / $500- - -  -- - -  - -  $3,000 No Yes Yes -- _ _  

2,500 
(No r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

IOYA:  
$2,000 No Yes Yes D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum -- 

KANSAS: 
$500 No Yes No D i s t r l c t  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum -- 

KENTUCKY: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G $2,50O/No maximum - _  -- _ -  _-  _ _  
O i s t r l c t  Cour t  L 0 / $2.500 $l,OOO No Yes Yes -_ 
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Figure  C: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  r i g h t s ,  and small  claims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1985 (continued) 

Un l im i ted  d o l l a r  L i  mited d o l l a r  
amount amount Small c la ims 

t o r t s ,  cont racts ,  t o r t s ,  con t rac ts  Raximum Sumnarv Lawvers - -  
Ju r i s -  r e a l  proper ty  r e a l  p roper t y  d o l l a r  Ju ry  proce- per- 

S t a t e K o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  71 i n  imum/max imum M i  n imum/max imum amount tr i a 1 s dures m i  t t e d  

LOU I S I ANA : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 0 /No maximum -- -- _ -  -- -- 
C i t y  Court. Par ish Court L -- 0 / $5,000 $1,500 No Yes Yes 

0 / $1,200 $1,200 No Yes Yes Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court L -- 

MAINE:  
Superior Court G 0 /No maximum _ -  -- _-  -- -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court L -- 0 /$30.000 $1,400 No Yes Yes 

~~~~~~ ~~ ~~ 

MARY LANO: 
C i r c u i t  Court G $2,50O/No maximum _- -- _ -  -- -_ 
D i s t r i c t  Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,000 No Yes Yes 

(No maximum r e a l  
p roper t y )  

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r i a l  Court o f  the 

(Housing Court Dept.) L -- 0 / $7,500 $1.200 No No Yes 

( D i s t r i c t  Court Oept.) L -- 0 / $7,500 $1,200 No Yes Yes 
(Boston Munic ipa l  Court 

Oept. ) L -- 0 / $7,500 $1,200 No Yes Yes 

Commonwealth: 
(Super ior  Court Dept.) G $7.500/No maximum _- _- _ -  -- _-  

( o n l y  r e a l  
p roper t y )  

MICHIGAN : 
C i r c u i t  Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court 
Munic ipa l  Court 

G $10,00O/No maximum _ _  -_ -_ _ _  -- 
L -_ 0 /$lO,OOO $1.000 No Yes No 
L -- 0 / $1,500 $1,000 No Yes No 

MINNESOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 0 /No maximum -- -_ -- _-  -- 
County Court L -- $1,000/$15,000 $2,000 No Yes Yes 
County Munic ipa l  Court L -- $1,000/$15,000 $2,000 No Yes Yes 
( C o n c i l i a t i o n  D i v i s i o n  L -_ $1,000/$15,000 $2,000 No Yes Yes 

o f  County Cour t )  (except 
land t i t l e s )  

M I S S I S S I P P I  : (NO DATA AVAILABLE) 

M I S S O U R I  : 
C i r c u i t  Court G 0 /No maximum _- -- -- _-  -- 
(Associates D i v i s i o n )  L -- 0 / $S,OOO $1,000 No Yes No 

MONTANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G $5O/No maximum _- -- -_ -- -- 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court 

and Munic ipa l  Court L -- 0 / $3,500 $1,500 No Yes No 
City Court L -- 0 / $300 $300 No Yes No 

(contfnued on next page) 
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Figure C: Dollar amount jurisdiction for original tort, contract, real property rights, and small claiiiis 
filings in state trial courts, 1985 (continued) 

Unlimited dollar Limited dollar 

torts, contracts, torts, contracts Raximum S umma ry L abcye r s 
amount amount Sina l l  claims 

Juris- real property real property dollar Jury proce- per- 
S t a te/C our t name : diction MinimuWmaximum Minimum/maxiinum amount trials dures mitted 

NEBRASKA: -- _ _  _ -  _-  -- District Court G 0 /No maximuin 
County Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,500 No Yes No 

Municipal Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,500 No Yes No 

($5,000 for 
real property) 

NEVADA: 
District Court 
Justice Court 
Municipal Court 

G $1,00O/No maximum -- -- --  _ -  - -  
L -- 0 / $1,250 $1,000 No Yes Yes 
L -- 0 / $1,250 $1,000 No Yes Yes 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Superior Court 
District Court 
Municipal Court 

G $500/No maximum - -  - -  - -  -- - -  
L _- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,500 No Yes Yes 
L -- 0 / $1,500 $1,500 No Yes Yes 

(only landlord-tenant, 
and small claims) 

NEW JERSEY: 
Superior Court (Law Divl- 

sion and Chancery 
0 iv is ion) G 0 /No maximum 
(Law Division, 
Special Civil Part) L -- 0 / $5,000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 

-- -- _-  _ -  - -  

NEW MEXICO: -- -- -- -- -- District Court G 0 /No maximum 

Bernalillo County 
_- - -  -- Magistrate Court L -_ 0 / $2,000 -- 

-- 0 / $5,000 -- -- -- - -  Metropolitan Court L 

NEW YORK: 
Supreme Court 

County Court G 
Civil Court of the City 

of New York L 
District Court and City 

Court L 

-- 
-- 
-- 

-- G $6.000-$25,000/ 
No maximum -- - -  -- 0 / $6.000- -- 

i5;ooo 
0 /$25,000 $1,500 Yes Yes Yes 

0 / $2,000- $l,SUO Yes Yes Yes 
ti ,000 -- _ -  _ -  -- -- Court of Claims L 0 /No maximum 

Town Court and Village 
Justice Court L -- 0 / $3,000 $1,500 No Yes Yes 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Superior Court G $10.000/No maximum - -  _ -  --  -- - -  
Dlstrict Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,000 No Yes Yes 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
0 /No maximum -- _-  -- - -  --  District Court G 

County Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $2,000 No Yes Varies 
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F igu re  C:  D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i  i n a l  t o r t .  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  r i g h t s ,  and small  c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cour ts ,  198! (continued) 

Un l im i ted  d o l l a r  L im i ted  d o l l a r  

t o r t s ,  cont racts ,  t o r t s ,  con t rac ts  Maximum Sumnarv Lawvers 
amunt  amount Small c la ims 

. .  
J u r i s -  r e a l - p r o p e r t y  - r e a l - p r o p e r t y  d o l l a r  Ju ry  proce- per- 

State/Court name: d i c t i o n  Minimum/maximum Minimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

OHIO:  
Court o f  Comnon Pleas G $50U/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
County Court L -_ 0 / $3,000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 
Munlc ipa l  Court L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1.000 No Yes Yes 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court $1,500 Yes Yes Yes G 0 /No maxitnum _ -  

OREGON: 
C i r c u i t  Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court 
Jus t i ce  Court 

G $3,000/No maximum -- -- _ -  -- -- 
0 / $3,000 $1.500 No Yes No 
0 / $2,500 $1.500 No Yes No 

-- L 
L -- 

PENNSYLVANIA : 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas G 0 /No maximum -- -- - -  -- -- 
D i s t r i c t  Jus t i ce  Court L -- 0 / $4,000 -- _ _  - _  -- 
Ph i ladelph i a  Munic ipa l  

P i t t sbu rgh  C i t y  

Court L -- 0 / $5.000 $5,000 No Yes Yes 

Magis t ra tes Court L -- 0 /No maximum -- 
( o n l y  r e a l  proper ty)  

_-  -- -_ 
( o n l y  r e a l  
p roper t y )  

PUERTO R I C O :  
Superior Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Superior Court 
O i s t r i c t  Court 

G $5,00O/No maximum -- -- -- -- _ _  
G -- $1,000/ $5,000- $1,000 No Yes Yes 

10.000 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
C i r c u i t  Court 
Magis t ra te Court 

G 0 /No maximum -- -- -- _-  _-  
L -- 0 / $1,000 -- 

(no max. i n  
landlord- tenant)  

_ _  _ _  -- 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G 0 /No maximum , _  $2.000 No Yes Yes 

TENNESSEE: 
C i r c u i t  Court, Chancery 

General Sessions Court L -- 0 / $5,000 
Court G $SO/No maximum -- -_ -- _-  -- 

( o n l y  t o r t s  

( con t rac ts  and 
r e a l  p roper t y )  

0 /$lO,OOO $5,000 No Yes Yes 

(cont inued on next  pagel’ 
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F i g u r e  C: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  co r i t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  and smal l  c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t s ,  1985 (con t inued)  

U n l i m i t e d  d o l l a r  L i m i t e d  d o l l a r  

t o r t s ,  con t rac ts ,  t o r t s ,  c o n t r a c t s  Raximum Summary Lawyers 
amount amount Small c la ims 

J u r i s -  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  d o l l a r  J u r y  p roce-  pe r -  
S ta te /Cour t  name: d i c t i o n  Minimum/maximum Minimuni/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

TEXAS: G $500/No maximum -- -- -- _-  -- D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
County Cour t  a t  Law, 

C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
County Cour t  L -- $ZOO/ v a r i e s  $150- Yes Yes Yes 

J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  L -- 0 /$ 1,000 $1,000 Yes Yes Yes 
200 

(No max. 
i n  r e a l  

UTAH: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
J u s t i c e  Cour t  

-- -- -- - -  - -  G 0 /No maximum 
L -- 0 /$lO.OOO $600 No Yes Yes 
L -- 0 / $750 $SUO Yes Yes Yes 

VERMONT: 
Super io r  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

G $ 200/No maximum -- - _  -_  --  -- 
G -- 0 / $5.000 $2,000 Yes Yes Yes 

VIRGINIA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

$1,00O/No maximum -- -- -_ _-  -- 

-- 0 / $7,000 -- _ -  -- - -  
G 

(0  /No maximum 
r e a l  p r o p e r t y )  

L 

WASHINGTON : 
Super io r  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

-- - -  - -  _ -  -- G 0 /No maximum 
L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1,000 No Yes Yes 

0 / $7.500 
t o r t  

Cont rac t .  No 
r e a l  p roper t y .  

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G $30U/No maximum --  -- -- _-  -- 

-- 0 / $2,000 --  -- -- -- M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L 
(No r e a l  p roper t y )  

WISCONSIN: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 0 /No maximum -- $1,000 Yes No Yes 

WYOMING: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G $4,00U/No maximum --  - -  --  -- -- 
County Cour t  L -- 0 / $7,000 $750 No Yes Yes 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  L -- 0 / $1,000 $750 No Yes Yes 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

G = General  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t .  
L = L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t .  -- = Data element i s  i napp l i cab le .  

Source: Data were ga thered f rom t h e  1985 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide p r o f i l e s .  

270 



FIGURE D: Criminal case unit of count used by the state trial courts, 1985 
Contents of charging document 

Number of Single Single 
defendants incident incident One or 

One (set ff of (unlim- more 
Juris- Point of counting or Single charges ited ff of inci- 

State/Court name: diction a criminal case - One E charge per case) charges) dents 

ALABAMA: 
Circuit Court G I nd ic tmen t 
District Court L Complaint 
Municipal Court L Complaint 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

(No data reported) 

ALASKA: 
Superior Court G Indictment 
District Court L Complaint 

X 
X 

X 
X 

ARIZONA: 
Superior Court G Information/indictment X 
Justice of the Peace 

Court L Complaint X 
Municipal Sourt L Complaint X X 

X 

X 

ARKANSAS : 
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X 
Municipal Court L Complaint X 
City Court, Police Ct. L Complaint X 

X 
X 
X 

CALIFORNIA: 
Superior Court G Information/indictment X 
Justice Court L Complaint X 
Municipal Court L Complaint X 

X 
X 
X 

COLORADO: 
District Court 

County Court 

G First appearance for X 
some counties/informa- 
tion for cases coming 
up from County Court. 

L Comp 1 a int/summons X 

CONNECTICUT: 
Superior Court G Information/indictment X 

DELAWARE: 
Superior Court G Information/indictment X 
Family Court L Complaint 
Justice of the  Peace Ct. L Complaint 
Court of Common Pleas L Complaint 
Municipal Court of 

Wilmington L Complaint 
Alderman's Court L Complaint 

X 
X 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Superior Court G Cornplaint/information/ X 

indictment 
X 

FLOR 1 DA : 
Circuit Court G Information/indictment 

or sworn complaint X (Prosecutor decides) 
County Court L Complaint X X 

(continued on next page] 
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Figure 0: Criminbl cbse unit of count used by the state trial courts, 1Y85 (continued) 
Contents of charging document 

Number of Single Single 
defendants incident incident One or 

One (set X of (unlim- more 
Juris- Point of counting or Single charges ited I of inci- 

State/Court name: diction a criminal case more charge per case) charges) dents 

GEORGIA: 
Superior Court G 
State Court L 
Magistrate Court L 
Probate Court L 
Municipal Court L 
Civil Court L 
County Recorder's Court L 
Municipal Courts 

and the City Court 
O f  Atlanta L 

Indictment/accusation X 
Accusation X 
Comp 1 a i nt X 
Accusation X 
No data reported 
No data reported 
No data reported 

No data reported 

HAUA I I : 
Circuit Court G Complaint/indictment X 

District Court L I nforma t ion/comp la int X 

X (Most  serious 

X (Most  serious 
charge 1 

charge1 

IDAHO: 
District Court G 1 nforma t ion 
(Magistrates Division) L Complaint 

X 
X 

X 
X 

ILLINOIS: 
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X 

IN0 I ANA : 
Superior Court and 

Circult Court 
County Court 

Municipal Court of 
Marion County 

City Court and Town 
Court 

G I nformat ion/ ind ictmen t X 

L 1 nformat ion/comp 1 a int X 

L 

L Information/complaint X 

I nf or mat ion/comp 1 a in t X 

X (may not be 
cons is tent 1 

X (may not  be 
cons i s  tent 1 

X (may not be 
consistent 

X 
(may n o t  
be con- 

IDUA: 
District Court G Information/ indictment X X 

KANSAS: 
District Court G First appearance/ X 

information/ indic tment 
X 

KENTUCKY: 
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X 
District Court L Complaint/citation X 

X 
X 

LDUISlANA: 
District Court G Information/indictment Varies 
City Court and Parish 

Court L I nformat ion/comp 1 a int X 

Varies 

X 

MAINE: 
Superior Court G I nformat ion/indictn!ent X X 
District Court L Information/complaint X X 
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Figure 0: Criminal case unit of count used by the state trial courts, 1985 (continued) 
Contents o f  charging document 

Number of Single Single 
defendants incident incident One or 

One (set # of (unlim- more 
Juris- Point of counting or Single charges ited U of inci- 

StatdCourt name: diction a criminal case - One E charge per case) charges) dents 

MARYLAND: 
Circuit Court G I nforina t ion/ indictment X 
District Court L Ci tatiodinformat ion X 

X 
X 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Trial Court of the 

Cornonwealth: 
Superior Court Dept. G Information/indictment X 
Housing Court Dept. L Complaint X 
District Court Dept. L Complaint X 
Boston Municipal Ct. L Complaint X 

MI CH 1 GAN : 
Circuit Court G 1 nforma tion 
District Court L Complaint 
Municipal Court L Complaint 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

MINNESOTA: 
District Court G Complaint 
County Court L Complaint 
County Municipal Court L Complaint 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

~ 

MISSISSIPPI: DATA ARE UNAVAILABLE 
~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ ~  ~~~~~ ~ 

MISSOURI: 
Circuit Court G Information/indictment Varies Varies, depending on 

(Associate Div i s ion 1 L Complaint Varies Varies, depending on 
prosecutor 

prosecutor 

MONTANA : 
District Court G information/indictment X X 
Justice of Peace Court 

and Municipal Court L Complaint X X 
City Court L Complaint X X 

NEBRASKA: (not con- 
District Court G lnformation/indictment X X sistently 

observed 
statewide) 

County Court L Information/complaint X X 
Municipal Court L Complaint X X 

NEVADA: 
District Court 

Justice Court 

G Information/indictment Varies Varies. depending on 

L Complaint Varies Varies, depending on 
prosecutor 

Municipal Court L Complaint Varies 
prosecutor 
Varies, depending on 
prosecutor 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X 
District Court L Complaint X X 
Municipal Court L Complaint X X 
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F igu re  0: Cr iminal  case u n i t  o f  count used by the s ta te  t r i a l  cour ts ,  198s (continued) 

Contents o f  charging document 
Number o f  S ing le Sing le 
defendants i nc iden t  inc ident  One or 

One ( s e t  # o f  (un l im-  more 
Jur is-  Po in t  o f  count ing o r  S ing le charges i t e d  I o f  i n c i -  
d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case & charge p e r  case) charges) dents - State/Court name: 

NEU JERSEY: 
Superior Court (Law 

O i v i s  ion)  G Accusation/indictment X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Complaint X 

X 
X 

NEW M E X I C O :  
D i s t r i c t  Court G Complaint 
Magis t ra te Court L Complaint 
Bernal i 1 l o  County 

Metropol i tan Court L Complaint 

NEW YORK: 
Supreme Court G Information/ i nd  ictment X X (may vary 

County Court G Informa t i o n /  i n d i c  tment X X 

w i t h  
prosecutor) 

Cr iminal  Court o f  the 

D i s t r i c t  Court and 

Town Court and V i l l a g e  

C i t y  of New York L Docket number X X 

City Court L Complaint X X 

Jus t i ce  Court L Complaint X X 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Superior Court G In format ion/  indictment X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Warrant/sumnons X 

X 
X (2 max) 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G In format ion/ ind ic tment  X 
County Court L Comp la in t / i n fo rmt ion  X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Complalnt X 

X (may vary) 
Varies 

X 

OHIO:  
Court o f  Comnon Pleas G Arraignment X 
County Court L Warrant/sunmons X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Uarrant/summons X 
Mayor's Court L No data repor ted 

X 
X 
X 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r ' i c t  Court G In format ion/  i n d i c  tment X X 

OREGON: 
C i r c u i t  Court G Complaint/ indictment X (Number o f  charges not  

D i s t r i c t  Court L Complaint/fndictment X (Number o f  charges no t  

Jus t i ce  Court L Complaint X (Number o f  charges not  

cons is tent  statewide) 

coils i s  t en t  statewide) 

consis tent  statewide) 
Municipal Court L Complaint X X 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas G I nforma t ion/docket 

Phi ladelph ia Munic ipa l  

P i t t sbu rgh  City 

t r a n s c r i p t  X 
D i s t r i c t  Jus t i ce  Court L Complaint X 

Court L Complaint X 

Magis t ra tes Court L Complaint X 
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F igu re  D: Cr iminal  case u n i t  o f  count used by the s ta te  t r i a l  courts, IY8S (cont inued)  

Contents o f  charging document 
Number o f  S ing le S ing le  
defendants i nc iden t  i nc iden t  One o r  

One ( s e t  ff o f  (un l im-  more 
J u r i s -  Po in t  o f  counting or Single charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  

State/Court name: d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case more charge p e r  case) charges) dents 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Superior Court G Accusation X X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Charge X X 

RHOOE ISLAND: 
Superior Court G ln format ion/ ind ic tment  X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Complaint K X 

X 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G I nd ictment X 
Magis t ra te Court L Warrant/sunons X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Warrant/sumons X 

X 
X 
X 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G Complaint X X 

TENNESSEE: 
C i r c u i t  Court 

General Sessions Court L No data repor ted 
Munic ipa l  Court L No data repor ted 

and Cr iminal  Court G In format ion/  i nd  ictment Not cons i s t e n t  statewide 

TEXAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court and 

Cr iminal  D i s t r i c t  Court G In format ion/ ind ic tment  X 
County Level Courts L Comp 1 a i n t /  informat i on  X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Complaint X X 
Just ice o f  the Peace C t .  L Complaint X X 

X 
X 

UTAH: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G I n fo rma t ion  X 
C i r c u i t  Court L In fo rma t ion /c i  t a t  i on  X X 
Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace 

Court L C i t a t i o n  X X 

X 

VERMONT: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G Arraignment X 

V I R G I N I  A: 
C i r c u i t  Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court 

G ln format ion/ ind ic tment  X X 
L Warrant/sunons X X 

WASHINGTON: 
Superior Court G 1 nformat ion X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Comp la in t / c i t a t i on  X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Compla in t / c i t a t i on  X 

X 
X ( 2  max) 
X ( 2  max) 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court G In format ion/ ind ic tment  X 
Magi s t r a t e  Court L Warrant X 
Munic ipa l  Court L Complaint X X 

X 
X 

(cont inued on next pager 
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I' 

Figure D :  Criminal case unit o f  count'used by the state trial courts, 1985 (continued) 
Contents o f  charging document 

Number o f  Single Single 
defendants incident incident One or 

One (set # o f  (unlim- more 
Juris- Point o f  counting or Single charges ited U o f  inci- 

State/Court name: diction a criminal case - One charge per case) charges) dents 

W1 SCONSI N : 
Circuit Court G Initial appearance X 
Municipal Court L Complaint/citation X X 

X 

WYOMING: 
District Court G Information/indictment X 
County Court L Complaint/informat ion X 
Justice of the 

Peace Court L Complaint/information X 
Municipal Court L Ci tat ion/complaint X X 

' X  
X 

X 

G = General jurisdiction court. 
L = Limited jurisdiction court. 

Source: Data were gathered from the 1985 State Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide profiles. 
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FIGURE E: Minimum statutory definitions of a felony by state, 1985 
No Less than One yea r  2 years  

o r  more - minimum* 1 year  p l u s  a day - S t a t e  

Alabama 
Alaska 
Ar izona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n i a  

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Co 1 o r  ado 
Connect icu t  
De laware 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia 
F l o r i d a  

X 

b inortths 
X 

X 
X 

Georgia 
Hawai i  
Idaho 
I l l i n o i s  
Ind iana  

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Lou is iana  
Maine 

X 

Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Mich igan 
Minnesota 
M i s s i s s i p p i  

X 
X 

X 

DATA ARE UNAVAILABLE 
X 

M i s s o u r i  
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 

X 
X (C lass  4 )  
X 

X 

X (C lass  1.2 & 3 )  

x 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
Nor th  C a r o l i n a  
Nor th  Dakota 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

Oh i o  
Ok 1 ahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsy lvan ia  
Puer to  R ico  

6 months 

X 

6 months 

X 

5 years  

Rhode I s l a n d  
South Caro l i na  
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 

X 
3 months 

X 
x: 

X 

Utah 
Vermont 
V i r g i n i a  
Washington 
West V i r g i n i a  
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

*In many j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  f e l o n i e s  a r e  d e f i n e d  b y  s ta tu tes ,  no t  b y  l eng th  o f  sentence. 

Source: Data were ga thered f rom the  1985 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide p r o f i l e s .  
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V '  

FIGURE F: Juvenile unit of count used in state trial courts. 1985 
F i l i n q s  are counted Age a t  which 

A t  i n -  o f  p e t i -  Kt  ad jud i -  A t  dispo- j u r i s d i c t i o n  
J u r i s -  take o r  t i o n  o r  c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  o f  t rans fe rs  t o  
d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  complaint p e t i t i o n  j uven i l e  a d u l t  cour ts  

A t  f i l i n g  D ispos i t i on  counted j u v e n i l e  

- - S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G 
D i s t r i c t  Court L 

X X 
X X 

19 
19 

ALASKA: 
Superior Court G X X 18 

ARIZONA: 
Superior Court X X 18 

ARKANSAS: 
County Court L X X 18 

CALIFORNIA: 
Superior Court G X X I8 

COLORADO: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 

( inc ludes Denver 
Juveni le  Cour t )  

X X I8 

CONNECTICUT: 
Superior Court G X X 16 

DELAUARE : 
Family Court L X X 18 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Superior Court G X X 18 

FLORIDA : 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X 18 

GEORGIA : 
Superior Court and 

Juveni le  Court G X X 17 

HAUAI I : 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X 18 

IDAHO: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 18 

ILLINOIS: 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X 17 

(IS f o r  murder. 
c r im ina l  

sexual assul t ,  
and armed 

robbery w i t h  a 
f i r ea rm)  
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F i g u r e  F: J u v e n i l e  u n i t  o f  count  used i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t s ,  1985 (con t inued)  

F i l i n g s  a re  counted Age a t  which 

A t  i n -  o f  p e t i -  A t  a d j u d i -  A t  d ispo-  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
J u r i s -  take  o r  t i o n  o r  c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  o f  t r a n s f e r s  t o  
d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  comp la in t  p e t i t i o n  j u v e n i l e  a d u l t  c o u r t s  

A t  f i l i n g  D i s p o s i t i o n  counted j u v e n i l e  

- - State /Cour t  name: 

INDIANA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  and 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 18 
Probate  Cour t  L X X 18 

I DUA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 

A t  m a t u r i t y  
X o f  j u v e n i l e  18 

KANSAS : 
D i s t r i c t  Court  G X X 18 

KENTUCKY: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 18 

LOUISIANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X I 7  
Fami l y  Cour t  and 

J u v e n i l e  Cour t  L X X 15 
( f o r  f i r s t  and 
second-degree 
murder, man- 
s laugh te r  and 

aggravated  rape )  

( f o r  armed 
robbery ,  aggra- 
va ted  b u r g l a r y  
and aggravated 

k idnapp ing  1 

Ib  

- 
MAINE: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 18 

MARYLAND: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 18 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 18 

C i ty  Cour t  L X x 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  
Commonwealth: G 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Dept. 
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  Dept. 

X 
X 

X 
X 

17 
17 

M 1 CH IGAN : 
Probate  Cour t  L X X 17 

MINNESOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and 

County Cour t  G/L X X 11) 

~~~ ~~ 

MISSISSIPPI (Data  a re  unava i l ab le )  

MISSOURI : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 17 

( con t inued  on nex t  page1 
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F igu re  F: Juven i l e  u n i t  o f  count used i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  courts. 1YB5 (continued) 

F i l i n q s  are counted Age a t  which 

A t  i n -  o f  De t i -  ?it adjud i -  A t  diSp0- j u r i s d i c t i o n  
A t  f i l i n g  D ispos i t i on  counted j u v e n i l e  

Ju r i s -  take o r  t i o n  o r  c a t l o n  o f  s i t i o n - o f  i r a n s f e r s  t o  
d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  complaint p e t i t i o n  j u v e n i l e  a d u l t  cour ts  - - S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

MONTANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 18 

NEBRASKA: 
Separate Juveni le  Court L 
County Court L 

X 
X 

X 18 
x .  18 

NEVADA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 18 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
D i s t r i c t  Court L X X 18 

NEW JERSEY: 
Superior Court G X 

NEW MEXICO:  
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 18 

NEW YORK: 
Family Court L X X 16 

13 
( f o r  murder & 

kidnapping) 

NORTH CAROLINA : 
D i s t r i c t  Court L 

X 
X lti 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D I s t r i c t  Court G X X 18 

OHIO: 
Court o f  C o m n  

Pleas G X 
(warrant 1 

X 18 

OKLAHOMA : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 

(case number) 
I8 

OREGON : 
C i r c u i t  Court G 
County Court L 

X 
X 

X 18 
X 18 

PENNSYLVANIA : 
Court o f  

Common Pleas G X X 18 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Superior Court G X X 18 
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F igu re  F: Juveni le  u n i t  of  count used i n  s ta te  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1985 (continued) 

F i l i n g s  are counted Age a t  which 

A t  i n -  o f  p e t i -  A t  ad jud i -  A t  dispo- j u r i s d i c t i o n  
Ju r i s -  take o r  t i o n  or c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  o f  t rans fe rs  t o  
d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  complaint p e t i t i o n  Juvenile a d u l t  cou r t s  

A t  f i l i n g  D i s p o s i t i o n  counted j u v e n i l e  

- - S t a t e K o u r t  name: 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Fami ly  Court L X X 18 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Fami ly  Court L X X 17 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C f r c u i t  Court G X X 18 

TENNESSEE: 
General Sessions Court L X 
Juveni le  Court L X 

X . 18 
X 18 

TEXAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 
County Court a t  Law, 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County 
Court, Probate Court L 

X 17 

X 17 

UTAH: 
Juveni le  Court L X X 18 

VERMONT: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 16 

VIRGIN I A: 
D i s t r i c t  Court L X X 18 

WASHINGTON: 
Superior Court G X X X 18 

(dependency) (de l  inquency) 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court G X X 18 

WISCONSIN : 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X 18 

WYOMING: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X 19 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t .  
L = L im l ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t .  
X = This cou r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h i s  casetype. 

Source: Data were gathered from the 1985 Sta te  T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide p r o f i l e s ,  
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FIGURE G: State trial courts with incidental appellate jurisdiction, 1985 
Admin i s -  
t r a t  i v e  

J u r i s -  Agency T r i a l  Cour t  Appeals 
S t a t e K o u r t  name: - d i c t i o n  Appeals E Criminal '  Type o f  appeal  Source o f  appeal 

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X de novo 0 i s tr i c t , Probate , 

and Mun ic ipa l  Cour ts  

ALASKA: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X X or1 t he  reco rd  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

ARIZONA: 
Super io r  Cour t  G 0 X X de novo and Jus t i ces  o f  t he  Peace 

on the  reco rd  and Mun ic ipa l  Cour ts  

ARKANSAS: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X de novo Cour t  o f  Common 

Pleas, County, 
Mun ic ipa l ,  Ci ty and 
P o l i c e  Cour ts  

CALIFORN 1 A: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X X de novo on J u s t i c e  and 

the  reco rd  Mun ic ipa l  Courts 

COLORADO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X on the  reco rd  County and Mun ic ipa l  

Cour t  o f  Record 
County Cour t  L 0 0 X de novo Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  

Not  o f  Record 

CONNECTICUT: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X 0 0 de novo on A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Agency 

the  reco rd  Probate  Cour t  

OEC AWARE : 
Super io r  Cour t  G 0 X X de novo Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  

U i  lmington, A lde r -  
man's, and J u s t i c e  
o f  Peace Cour ts  

X X X on the  reco rd  Super io r  Cour t  and 
Cour t  o f  Common 
P leas  

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Super lo r  Cour t  G X 0 0 on the  reco rd  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Agency 

FLORIDA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X on the  reco rd  County Cour t  

GEORGIA: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X 0 de novo Probate  and 

M a g i s t r a t e  Cour ts  
0 0 X de novo County Recorder 's  and 

HAWAII : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X 0 0 de novo A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Agency 

IDAHO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X de novo and Mag is t ra tes  U i v i s i o n  

de novo on 
the  reco rd  
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F i g u r e  G: S t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1985 ( con t inued)  

Adniin i s -  
t r a t  i v e  

J u r i s -  Agency T r i a l  Cour t  Appeals 
S t a t e K o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  Appeals Cr iminal '  Type of appeal  Source o f  appeal  

ILLINOIS: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X 0 0 on the  r e c o r d  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Agency 

INDIANA: 
Super io r  Cour t  and 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X de novo City and Town Cour ts  

Mar i o n  County L 0 X 0 de novo Small C laii i is Cour t  

IOWA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X de novo Mag is t ra tes  

0 X X de novo on Assoc ia te  judges 

KANSAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X on the  r e c o r d  M a g i s t r a t e  judges 

0 0 X de novo on Mun ic ioa l  Cour t  

KENTUCKY: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X de novo on D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

t he  reco rd  

LOUISIANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 0 X X de novo on C i t y  and Par i sh ,  

t he  r e c o r d  J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace. 
and Mayor 's  Cour ts  

MAINE: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X X on the  r e c o r d  D i s t r i c t  and 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Cour ts  

MARYLAND : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 0 on t h e  r e c o r d  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

0 X X de novo D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Super io r  Cour t  Department G X X X de novo and Other  departments 

on t h e  r e c o r d  

MICHIGAN : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X de novo Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  

0 X 0 on the  r e c o r d  D i s t r i c t  and 
Probate  Cour ts  

MINNESOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X de novo County Cour t  

MISSISSIPPI: (DATA ARE UNAVAILABLE) 

MISSOURI: 
C i r c u f t  Cour t  G X X 0 de novo Mun ic ipa l  and 

Assoc ia te  D i v i s i o n s  

MONTANA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X un k nown J u s t i c e  o f  Peace, 

Mun ic ipa l  and C i t y  

NEBRASKA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X de novo on County and Mun ic ipa l  

t h e  r e c o r d  Cour ts  
( con t inued  on nex t  page)  
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F igu re  G: State t r i a l  cou r t s  w i t h  i nc iden ta l  appel la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1985 (continued) 

Admin i s- 
t r a t  i ve  . .. .~ 

J u r i s -  Agency T r i a l  Court Appeals 
S t a t e K o u r t  name: d i c t i o n  Appeals Cr im ina l  Type o f  appeal Source o f  appeal 

NEVADA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X X de novo on Jus t i ce  and Municipal 

the record Courts 
(de novo i f  
j u r y  t r i a l  

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Superior Court G 0 0 X de novo D i s t r i c t  and 

NEW JERSEY: 
Superior Court G 0 0 X de novo on Munic ipa l  Court 

NEW MEXICO: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X X de novo on Magistrate. Probate, 

the record Municipal,  and 
Bernal i 1 lo  County 
Metropol i t a n  Courts 

NEW YORK: 
County Court G 0 X X de novo on D i s t r i c t  and C i t y ,  

t he  record Town and V i  1 laqe 
Jus t i ce  Courts- 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Superior Court G X 0 X de novo D i s t r i c t  Court 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court 
County Court 

G X 0 0 de novo Admin is t ra t ive Agency 
L 0 0 X de novo on Munic ipa l  Court 

t he  record 

OHIO: 
Court o f  Common Pleas G X 0 0 de novo and Admin is t ra t ive Agency 

County Court L 0 0 X de novo Mayor's Court 
Munic ipa l  Court L 0 0 X de novo Mayor's Court 
Court o f  Claims L X 0 0 on the record Admin is t ra t ive Agency 

on the record 

OKLAHOMA : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X 0 X de novo Municipal Court 

Court o f  Tax Review L X 0 0 on the record Admin is t ra t ive Agency 
Not o f  Record 

OREGON : 
C i r c u i t  Court 

Tax Court 

G X X X de novo County, Just ice,  and 

G X 0 0 de novo Admin is t ra t ive Agency 
Municipal Courts 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Court o f  Common Pleas G X 0 0 on the record Admin is t ra t ive Agency 

0 X X de novo O i s t r i c t  Just ice,  
Phi ladelph ia Munic i -  
pal,  Phi ladelph ia 
T r a f f i c ,  and P i t t s -  
burgh City Magis t ra te 
Courts 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Superior Court G X X X de novo D i s t r i c t  Court 
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F igu re  G: S ta te  t r i a l  cour ts  w i t h  i nc iden ta l  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1985 (cont inued)  

t r a t i v e  
J u r i s -  Agency T r i a l  Court Appeals 

s t a  te/Cour t name: d i c t i o n  Appeals C r i m i n a l  Type o f  appeal Source o f  appeal 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Superior Court 

D i s t r i c t  Court 

G X X X de novo on D i s t r i c t ,  Munic ipa l  

L X 0 0 on the record Admin i s t ra t i ve  Agency 
the record and Probate Courts 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G 0 X 0 de novo Probate Court 

X X X de novo on Mag is t ra te  and 
the record Munic ipa l  Courts 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X X de novo Magis t ra tes D i v i s i o n  

(usua l l y )  

TENNESSEE: _ . ~ ~ ~  

C i r c u i t ,  Chancery and 
Cr im ina l  Courts G X X X de novo General Sessions, 

Probate, Municipa 1 
and Juven i l e  Courts 

TEXAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X 0 0 de novo and Admin i s t ra t i ve  Agency 

County-Level Courts L 0 X X de novo Munic ipa l  and Jus t i ce  

de novo on 
the record 

o f  Peace Courts 

UTAH: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X X on the record C i r c u i t  Court 

0 X X de novo Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace 

VERMONT : 
Superior Court G X X 0 on the record D i s t r i c t  Court 

de novo Probate Court 

V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court G X X X de novo D i s t r i c t  Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court L X 0 0 de novo Admini s t r a t  i v e  Agency 

WASHINGTON: 
Superior Court G X X X de novo on D i s t r i c t  and 

the record Munic ipa l  Courts 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court G X X X de novo Magis t ra te and 

WISCONSIN: 
C i r c u i t  Court G X X X de novo Munic ipa l  Court 

WY OM1 NG : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G X X X de novo on County. Jus t i ce  o f  

the record the Peace, and 

JURISDICTION CODES: 

G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t .  
L = L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t .  

(continued on next page) 
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F i g u r e  G: S t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  IYtl5 (con t inued)  

D e f l n i t i o n s  o f  t ypes  o f  appeal: 

de novo: An appeal from one t r i a l  c o u r t  t o  another t r i a l  c o u r t  which r e s u l t s  i n  a t o t a l l y  new se t  o f  
proceedings, i n  o rde r  t o  reach a new t r i a l  c o u r t  judgment. 

de novo 
on t h e  record :  An appeal  f rom one t r i a l  c o u r t  t o  another t r i a l  c o u r t  which i s  based on the  record ,  i n  o rde r  

t o  reach a new t r i a l  c o u r t  judgment. 

on the  record :  An appeal f rom one t r i a l  c o u r t  t o  another t r i a l  c o u r t  i n  which procedura l  cha l lenges  t o  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  t r i a l  proceedings a re  c la imed, and an e v a l u a t i o n  o f  those cha l lenges  a re  
made--there i s  n o t  a new t r i a l  c o u r t  judgment on the  case. 

Source: Data were ga thered f rom t h e  1985 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide p r o f i l e s .  
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FIGURE H: Number of judges/justices in the state courts, 1985 
Cour t ( s )  I n te rmed ia te  General  L i in i  t ed  
o f  l a s t  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  J U r  i Sd 1 C t  101) 

Sta te :  r e s o r t  c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t  ( s )  c o u r t  ( s )  

9 8 
5 3 
5 18 

124 
29 
95 

805 ( i n c l u d e s  416 mayors) 

266 ( i n c l u d e s  84 j u s t i c e s  o f  t he  
70 ( i n c l u d e s  54 mag is t ra tes )  

A 1 abama 
A laska 
Ar izona 

peace, bY p a r t - t i m e  judges)  
Arkansas 13 -- 70 325 ( i n c l u d e s  6 1  j u v e n i l e  r e f e r e e s )  

Ca 1 i f o r n  i a  7 77 777  ( i n c l u d e s  82 724 ( i n c l u d e s  101 comnissioners,  
conmiiss ioners,  1 I r e f e r e e s )  
18 r e f e r e e s )  

a p p e l l a t e  
j u s t  i ces /  
judges)  

Colorado 7 IO 117 34 1 
Connect icu t  6 5 147 ( i n c l u d e s  1 1  131 

Del aware 5 -- 15 87 ( i n c l u d e s  53 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  
peace, 1 c h i e f  mag is t ra te ,  
12 aldermen) 

-- 53 D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia 9 - -  
F l o r i d a  7 4b 348 2 I 4  
Georgia 7 9 175 ( i n c l u d e s  41 1,064 ( i n c l u d e s  48 p a r t - t i m e  judges, 

Hawai i 5 3 31 68 ( i n c l u d e s  46 pe r  diem judges)  

Idaho 5 3 107 ( i n c l u d e s  72 -- 

I l l i n o i s  7 34 775 
1 ndiana 5 12 198 130 
1 owa 9 6 320 ( i n c l u d e s  168 -- 

p a r t - t i m e  153 c h i e f  mag is t ra tes ,  26b 
j udges)  mag is t ra tes  

lawyer and non- 
lawyer mag is t ra tes )  -- 

p a r t - t i m e  mag- 

Kansas 7 7 214 ( i n c l u d e s  74 328 
d i s t r i c t  magis- 
t r a t e  judges) 

Kentucky 7 14 91  123 
Lou ls iana  7 40 192 705 ( i n c l u d e s  384 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  

Maine 7 -- 15 39 ( i n c l u d e s  16 p a r t - t i m e  judges)  

Maryland 7 13 107 156 
Massachusetts 7 IO 28 1 
Mich igan 7 18 168 36 1 
Minnesota 8 12 145 75 
M i s s i s s i p p i  9 -- 79 466 ( i n c l u d e s  160 mayors, 194 jus- 

M i s s o u r i  7 32 637 ( i n c l u d e s  334 - -  

Montana 7 -- 36 131 
Nebraska 7 -- 4n b7 
Nevada 5 -- 35 80 ( i n c l u d e s  59 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  

peace, 250 mayors) 

- -  

t i c e s  o f  t he  peace) 

Mun ic ipa l  judges)  

peace) 

25 New Hampshire 5 
New Jersey 7 24 33 1 
New Mexico 5 7 53 
New York 7 59 393 

-- I03 ( i n c l u d e s  43 p a r t - t i m e  judges) 
380 ( i n c l u d e s  21 su r roga tes )  
193 

2.692 ( i n c l u d e s  76 sur roqates .  

Nor th  C a r o l i n a  7 12 172 ( i n c l u d e s  100 7bY ( i n c l u d e s  bZ3 mag is t ra tes )  
c l e r k s  who hear 
uncontes ted  p roba te )  

Nor th  Dakota 5 -- 26 174 
Ohio 7 53 329 950 ( i n c l u d e s  CY0 mayors) 
Ok 1 ahoma 12 12 206 379 ( i n c l u d e s  unknown number o f  

p a r t - t i m e  judges)  
( con t inued  on nex t  page)  
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Figure H: Number o f  judges/ just ices i n  the  s t a t e  cour ts ,  1985 (continued) 

Cour t (s)  In termediate General 1 i m i  ted 
o f  l a s t  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

State: r e s o r t  c o u r t ( s )  cou r t  (s) cour t  (s) 

Oregon 7 10 86 240 
Pennsylvania 7 24 313 580 ( inc ludes 546 j u s t i c e s  o f  the 

Puerto Rico 8 --  92 163 
Rhode I s l a n d  5 1'1 6J (data are incomplete) 

South Caro l ina 5 6 51 ( inc ludes 20 648 ( i r ic ludes 315 magis t ra tes)  
masters-in- 
equ i t y  

South Dakota 5 -- 185 ( inc ludes 13 
pa r t - t ime  lawyer --  
magistrates, 10 
l a y  magistrates. 
87 f u l  I - t ime  mag- 
i s t r a t d c l e r k s ,  32 
pa r t - t ime  lay magis- 
t r a t e / c l e r k s )  

peace) 

-- 

Tennessee 5 2 1  122 434 ( inc ludes 38 pa r t - t ime  
judges) 

Texas 18 80 3 70 2,422 ( inc ludes 948 j u s t i c e s  o f  

Utah 5 -- 29 208 ( inc ludes 156 j u s t i c e s  o f  

Vermont 5 -- 
V i r q i n i a  1 10 12 I 172 

the peace) 
24 33 (1982 f i g u r e )  

Washington 9 16 128 206 ( i nc ludes  114 pa r t - t ime  
judges) 
includes 154 magis t ra tes)  West V i r g i n i a  5 --  60 208 

Wisconsin 7 12 1') 7 2U5 
Wyoming 5 -- 17 112 

To ta l  36 1 734 0,778 18,090 

- - - - includes 16 j u s t i c e s  o f  
the peace) 

--  = The s t a t e  does no t  have a cou r t  a t  the i nd i ca ted  leve l .  

NOTE: This t a b l e  i d e n t i f i e s ,  i n  parentheses, a l l  i nd i v idua ls  who hear cases b u t  are no t  e n t i t l e d  judges/ 
j us t i ces .  
magistrates, j u s t i c e s  o f  the peace, etc., i n  o ther  s ta tes.  

Some states,  however, may have given the t i t l e  "judge" t o  o f f i c i a l s  who are c a l l e d  

Source: Data were gathered from the 1985 State T r i a l  and Appel la te  Court S t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s .  

288 



Appendix C 

Procedures 
and sources 

289 



C ’  

Technical discussion of estimation 
procedures used in previous volumes of this series 

Calculation of Missing and Incomplete Data 

Least squares linear regression was used to estimate the total volume 

of filings and dispositions in appellate courts and for the total civil, 

criminal, and juvenile caseloads in trial courts in the 1981 Annual 

Report. 

national totals for previous editions of the Annual Report. As available 

from state to state, a group of independent variables was used in a 

series of regression equations to predict 1981 filings and dispositions 

for states for whom data were not available. Each regression equation 

was calculated using data from all 50 states, the District of Columbia, 

Puerto Rico, and, for trial courts, Guam. 

That procedure was similar to the one that was used to estimate 

The best predictive equation for each dependent variable was 

identified, using a stepwise procedure. Variables were added to the 

predictive equation only if their addition was statistically significant 

at the p 5 .001 level. 

estimates for all courts for which all the independent variables included 

in the predictive equation were available. The regression was calculated 

again using a reduced number of independent variables, tailored to the 

data available for the remaining states. 

regression equations for each figure to be predicted. 

equations that were used to estimate filings and dispositions are 

available in the previous editions of this series. 

This equation was then used to provide the 

This resulted in a hierarchy of 

The predictive 
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In the 1984 Annual Report and the 1985 Annual Report, it was 

determined that when the numerous variations in the way cases are counted 

in the trial and appellate courts are considered with the number of 

courts that report complete and comparable data for the various case 

types, any effort to compute national estimates for missing data would be 

based on too small a sample, resulting in an unreliable set of figures. 

These figures, therefore, were not computed. We hope to reinstate this 

procedure for the 1986 Annual Report, depending on the quantity and 

quality of data. 

reported cases in the appellate and trial courts. 

For this Report, we have included only totals of 
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Sources of 1985 state court caseload statistics 

NOTE: Although most of the data reported in this volume were gathered 
from published reports prepared by the office of the state court 
administrator, these data were originally supplied to the state 
by trial court administrators and clerks of the appellate courts. 

ALABAMA: 
COLR: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk o f  the Supreme 
Court. 
IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director of Courts. 

ALASKA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, Alaska 
Court System, 1985 Annual Report (Anchorage, Alaska: 1986). 

COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, - The 
Arizona Courts, 1985 Judicial Report (Phoenix, Arizona: 1986). 

COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Executive Secretary of the Judicial Department, 
Annual Report of the Judiciary of Arkansas, FY 84-85 (Little Rock, 
Arkansas : 1986 I .  

ARIZONA: 

ARKANSAS : 

CALIFORNIA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Judicial Council of California, 1986 Annual 
Report, Judicial Council of California (San Francisco, California: 
1986). 

COLORADO : 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, Annual Re ort, 
Colorado Judiciary 1984-85 (Denver, Colorado: 198 + 

CONNECT1 CUT: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: 
Court Adm i n is t rat or. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Chief 

DE LAWAR E : 
COLR, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, 1985 Annual 
Report of the Delaware Judiciary (Wilmington, Delaware: 1986). 
Additional unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director of the Courts. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
COLR, GJC: Executive Officer of the Courts, 1985 Annual Report, 
District of Columbia Courts (Washington, D.C. : 1986). Add it iona 1 
unpublished data were provided by the Executive Officer. 
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FLORIDA: 
CbLR: Unpublished data were provided by the State Courts 
Administrator and Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the State Courts 
Administrator. 

GEOHG I A : 
COLR: The Judicial Council of Georqia and the Administrative 
Director of the Courts, Twelfth Annial Report on the Work of the 
Georgia Courts (Atlanta, Georqia: 1986). Add itional unmblished data 
were pr -by the Clerk of-the Supreme Court. 
IAC: 
Appeals. 
GJC, LJC: The Judicial Council of Georgia and the Administrative 
Director of the Courts, Twelfth Annual Report on the Work of the 
Georgia Courts (Atlanta, Georgia: 1986). 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Court of 

GUAM : 
GJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, 1985 Annual Report of 
the Territory o f  Guam Judiciary (Agana, Guam: 1986). 

HAWAI I : 
COLH, IAC: Administrative Director of the Courts, The Judiciar 
State of Hawaii: Annual Report 1984-1985 and Statistica -mt, 
July 1, 1984 to June 30, 1985 (H onolulu, Hawai?: 1986). 
GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, The Judiciar 
State of Hawaii: Annual Report 1984-1985 ( H o n o l u l ' d 6 ) .  
Additional unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director of the Courts. 

I DAH0 : 
COLH, IAC, GJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, The Idaho 
Courts 1985 Annual Report Appendix (Boise, Idaho: 1986). 

ILLINOIS : 
COLK, IAC, GJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director of the Courts, and will be published in the 1985 Annual 
Report of the Supreme Court of Illinois (Springfield, Illinois: 1987). 

COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Executive Director of the Division of State 
I ND 1 ANA: 

Court Administration, 1985 Indiana Judicial Report (Indianapolis, 
Indiana: 1986). 
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IOWA: 
COLR: State Court Administrator, 1985 Annual Statistical Report (Des 
Moines, Iowa: 1986). Additional unpublished data were provided by 
the Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
IAC: 
Moines, Iowa: 1986). Additional unpublished data were provided 

State Court Administrator, 1985 Annual Statistical Report 

the Clerk of the Court of Appeals. 
GJC: State Court Administrator, 1985 Annual Statistical Report 
Moines, Iowa: 1986). 

KANSAS : 

Des 
by 

Des 

COLR, IAC, tiJC, LJC: Judicial Administrator, Annual Report of the 
Courts of Kansas: 1984-198.5 Fiscal Year (Topeka, Kansas: 1986). 

KENTUCKY: 
COLR: 
Court. 
IAC: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk o f  the Court o f  
Appea 1 s . 
GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, Annual Re ort, 
Kentucky Court of Justice 1984-1985 (Frankfort, Kentuc -li-Thr y: 

LOUISIANA: 
COLR: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court. 
IAC, GJC, LJC: Judicial Administrator, 1985 Annual Report of the 
Judicial Council of the Supreme Court of Louisiana (New Orleans, 
Louisiana: 1986). 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

MAINE: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, State of Maine Judicial 
Department 1985 Annual Report, (Portland, Maine: 1986). 

MARY LAND : 
CULR, IAC, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, Annual Report of the 
Maryland Judiciary 1984-85 and Statistical Abstract 1984-85 
IAnnapolis, Maryland: 1985). 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
COLR: 
Judicial Court. 
1AC: 
Court. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Appeals 

GJC: Chief Administrative Justice, Annual Report of the 
Massachusetts Trial Court, 1985 (Boston, Massachusetts: 1986). 
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M I  CH I (;AN : 
CULR, IAC, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, 1985 Report of the 
State Court Administrator and Circuit Court Supplement (Lansing, 
Michigan: 1986). 

MINNESOTA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the State 
Court Admi n i s trat or. 

MISSISSIPPI : 
COLK: Staff Attorney, Mississippi Supreme Court Annual Report 1985 
(Jackson, Mississippi: 1986). 
GJC, LJC: No data were available for cases handled by these courts 
in 1985. 

MISSOURI: 
COLR, IAC, GJC: State Courts Administrator, Missouri Judicial Report 
Fiscal Year 1985 (Jefferson City, Missouri: 1986). 

MONTAN A : 
COLR: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court. 
GJC: Unpublished data were provided by the State Court Administrator. 
LJC: No data were available for cases handled by these courts in 
f i sca 1 year 1985. 

NEBRASKA: 
COLH, GJC, LJC: 
Administrator, and will be published in The Courts of Nebraska 1985 
(Lincoln, Nebraska: 1986). 

Unpublished data were provided by the State Court 

NEVADA : 
COLR: 
Court. 
GJC, LJC: 
in 1985. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

No data were available for cases handled by these courts 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
COLR: 
Court. 
GJC, LJC: 
Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

Unpublished data were provided by the Director, 
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NEW 

NEW 

NEW 

JERSEY: 
COLR: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court. 
IAC: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Court. 
GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director, Administrative. Office of the Courts. 

MEXICO : 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director, Judicial Department, 
State of New Mexico, Annual Report July 1, 1984-June 30, 1 985 (S ant a 
Fe, New Mexico: 1985). 

YORK: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Chief 
Administrator of the Courts, New York Office of Court Administration, 
and will be published in the Eighth Annual Report 1986 (New York, New 
York: 1986). 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director, Administrative Office 
o f  the Courts, North Carolina Courts, 1984-85 (Raleigh, North 
Carolina: 1986). 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, Annual Report of the 
North Dakota Judicial System, 1985 (Bismarck, North Dakota: 1986). 

OH IO : 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Supreme Court, 
Ohio Courts Summary 1985 (Columbus, Ohio: 1986). 

OKLAHOMA: 
COLR: Administrative Director of the Courts, State of Oklahoma, the 
Judiciary: Annual Report for Fiscal Year 1985 (Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma: 1986). Additional unpublished data were provided by the 
Clerk o f  the Court o f  Criminal Appeals. 
IAC. GJC. LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts. State of 
Oklahoma; the Judiciary: Annual Report for Fiscal Year 1985 
(Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 1986). 

OREGON : 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the State 
Court Administrator. 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Court 
Administrator. 

296 



PUERTO KICO: 
GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director of the Courts. 

RHOOE ISLAND: 
COLR: 
Court. 
GJC, LJC: 
Administrator. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

Unpublished data were provided by the State Court 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Director of the Judicial Department, Annual 
Report, 1985, the Judicial Department o f  South Carolina (Co-, 
South Carolina: 1986). 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
COLR: State Court Administrator, Benchmark 1985: Annual Report of 
the South Dakota Unified Judicial Svstem (Pierre. South Dakota: 1986) . -. -. . - - - - - . . - - . - - - - . . - - - - - - - 

Unpublished data were provided by tlhe-Clerk o f  the Supreme Court. 
GJC: State Court Administrator, Benchmark 1985: Annual Report of 
the South Dakota Unified Judicial System (Pierre, South Dakota: 1986). 

TENNESSEE: 
COLk, IAC, GJC, LJC: Executive Secretary, Supreme Court of 
Tennessee, 1985 Annual Report (Nashville, Tennessee: 1986). 

COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Administrative Director of the Courts, Texas 
Judicial System Annual Report, September 1, 1984 - August 31, 1985 
‘(Austin, Texas: 1986). 

TEXAS : 

UTAH: 
COLR: 
Court. 
GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, 1984-1985 Utah Courts Annual 
Report (Salt Lake City, Utah: 1986). 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 

VERMONT : 
COLR, GJC, LJC: Court Administrator, Judicial Statistics for Year 
Ending June 30, 1985 (Montpelier, Vermont: 1985). 

COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: Executive Secretary, Supreme Court, State of 
the Judiciary Report 1985 (Richmond, Virginia: 1986). 

VIRGINIA: 
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WASHINGTON: 
COLR, IAC, GJC, LJC: State Court Administrator, Annual Report of the 
Courts o f  Washington, 1985 (Olympia, Washington: 1986). 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
COLK: Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court o f  Appeals. 
GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were provided by the Administrative 
Director o f  the Courts. 

WISCONSIN: 
COLR, IAC: 
Supreme Court. 
GJC, LJC: 
Courts. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Clerk of the 

Unpublished data were provided by the Director of State 

WYOMING: 
COLR, GJC: 
LJC: No data were available for cases handled in these courts in 
1985. 

Unpublished data were provided by the Court Coordinator. 

CODES : 

\ 

COLR = Court of last resort. 
IAC = Intermediate appel late court. 
GJC = General jurisdiction court. 
LJC = Limited jurisdiction court. 
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Prototype of state appellate court statistical profile used in 1985 data collection 

STATE NAME, COURT NAME 
Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  or i n te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  

Number o f  d iv is ions /depar tments ,  Number o f  au tho r i zed  j u s t i c e s /  judges 
Time p e r i o d  covered - ---- 

Begirin i ng  Eiid 
pending F i l e d  Disposed pendi i iq 

Cases: 
Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Appeals o f  f i n a l  judgments: 
C i v i l  ................................... 
Cr im ina l  : 

C a p i t a l  c r imes ( d e a t h / l i f e )  ........... 
Other c r i m i n a l  ....................... 

T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  ........................ 
Juven i l e  ............................... 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency .................. 
U n c l a s s i f i e d  (e .g., c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  issue 

T o t a l  appeals o f  f i n a l  judgments ........ 
D i s c i p l i n a r y :  

Other mandatory cases: 

A t t o r n e v  .............................. 

.. 

...... 

...... 

..... ...... 

Judge ....................................... 
T o t a l  d i s c i p l i n a r y  ........................... 

O r i g i n a l  proceedings (e.g., w r i t s )  ............ 
I n t e r l o c u t o r y  dec i s ions  ....................... 
Adv iso ry  op in ions :  

I n t r a - s t a t e  ( l e g i s l a t u r e ,  execut ive ,  c o u r t s ) .  
Federa l  c o u r t s  ( i . e . ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i on )  ... 

T o t a l  adv i so ry  op in ions  ...................... 
T o t a l  o the r  mandatory cases .................... 

T o t a l  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ................ 

P e t i t i o n s  o f  f i n a l  judgments: 
D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

C i v i l  ........................................... 
Cr imina  I ........................................ 
J u v e n i l e  ........................................ 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency ........................... 
U n c l a s s i f i e d  (e.g., c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i ssue )  ....... 

To ta l  p e t i t i o n s  o f  f i n a l  judgments ............... 
D i s c i p l i n a r y :  

Other d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s :  

A t to rney  ...................................... 
Judge ......................................... 

T o t a l  d i s c i p l i n a r y  ............................. 
O r i g i n a l  proceedings (e.g., w r i t s )  .............. 
I n t e r l o c u t o r y  dec i s ions  ......................... 
Adv isory  op in ions :  

I n t r a - s t a t e  ( l e g i s l a t u r e ,  execut ive ,  c o u r t s )  .. 
Federa l  c o u r t s  ( i .e . ,  c e r t i f i e d  ques t i on )  ..... 

T o t a l  adv i so ry  op in ions  ........................ 
T o t a l  o the r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  .............. 

T o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ............. 

Grand t o t a l  cases ................................... 
Other proceedings: 

Rehear i ng / recons ide ra t i on  reques ts  ................ 
Mot ions  ........................................... 
Other ma t te rs  (e.g.. ba r  admissions) .............. 
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Prototype of state appellate court statistlcal profile used i i i  IYL15 ddta collection (continued) 

Manner of Uisposition 

Prearguiiien t 
disposition Opinions without 
(dismissed/ Per opinion 
withdrawn/ Signed curiam (meiflo/ Traiis- 

Dec i s ion 

settled] opinion op in ion  order) ferred Other 

Mandatory jurisdiction: 
Appeals of final judgments: 

Civil ......................................... 
Criminal ...................................... 
Juvenile ...................................... 
Adm i n i s tr a t i ve agency ......................... 
Miscellaneous (e.g., postconviction writ) ..... 
Unclassified (e.g., constitutional issue) ..... 
Disciplinary .................................. 

Total mandatory jurisdiction cases ............... 

Other mandatory cases: 

Original jurisdiction (e.g., election cases) .. 
Interlocutory decisions ....................... 

Discretionary jurisdiction (cases granted only): 
Petitions of final judgments: 

Civil .......................................... 
Criminal ...................................... 
Juvenile ...................................... 
Administrative agency ......................... 
Miscellaneous (e.g., postconviction writ) ..... 
Unclassified (e.g., constitutional issue) ..... 

Other discretionary petitions ................... 
Disciplinary .................................. 
Original jurisdiction (e.g.. election cases) .. 

Total discretionary jurisdiction cases ........... 
Grand total ....................................... 

Decisions on appeal from final judgments 

Adminis- 
trative Unclas- 

Civil Criminal Juvenile agency sified Total --- 
Opinions : 

Af f i riiied .................................... 
Modified .................................... 
Reversed .................................... 
Remanded .................................... 
Mixed ....................................... 
Dismissed ................................... 
Other ....................................... 
Affirmed .................................... 
Modified .................................... 
Reversed .................................... 
Remanded .................................... 
Mixed ....................................... 
Dismissed ................................... 
Other ....................................... 

Decisions without opinion: 

Decisions on appeal of other cases 

Relief Relief Petition Petition 
granted denied granted denied - Other 

Discretionary jurisdiction: 
Petitions of final judginents: 

Civil ......................................... 
Criminal ...................................... 
Juven i 1 e ...................................... 
Administrative agency ......................... 
Miscellaneous (e.g., postconviction writ) ..... 
Unclassified (e.g., constitutional issue) ..... 

Other discretionary petitions ................... 
Original jurisdiction (e.g., election cases) .. 

Total discretionary jurisdiction cases ........... 
Disciplinary .................................. 

(continued on next pager 
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Pro to type  o f  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  s t d t i s t i c d l  p ~ o f  i l r  II\IVI i!i 1985 I I ; I L ~ I  c ~ ~ t ~ c ~ ; t . i o ~ ~ [ c o i i t i r i u e d )  

Bo ld face  headings i n d i c a t e  the  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  used by  the  CSlM P r o j e c t .  
N/A = The case type i s  handled b y  the  cou r t .  b u t  t he  data a re  unava i l ab le .  
X = The da ta  f o r  t h i s  case type  a re  known t o  be inc luded i n  t l ie  t o t a l  b u t  a re  unava i l ab le  b y  category.  
-- = Data element i s  n o t  app l i cab le .  

NOTE: Beg in  pending, f i l e d  ou ts ide  the  parentheses, disposed ou ts ide  the  parent l ieses, and end pending 
f i g u r e s  repo r ted  as d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases represent  pe t i t i ons / i no t i ons  f o r  rev iew.  F i l e d  f i g u r e s  
i n s i d e  the  parent l ieses rep resen t  those newly f i l e d  pe t i t i ons /n lo t i ons  t h a t  were gra i i ted  rev iew  du r i i i g  the  
t ime  p e r i o d  covered on t h i s  p r o f i l e .  Fo r  those in te res ted ,  f i l e d  f i g u r e s  i n s i d e  the  parentheses can then be 
added t o  t o t a l  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases fi led.:o a r r i v e  a t  t l i e  iiumbcr or new cases t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  w i l l  
u l t i m a t e l y  cons ider  "on the  mer i t s . "  Disposed f i g u r e s  i n s i d e  the  parentheses represent  the  tiumber o f  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew t h a t  were disposed o f  "on t he  mer i ts . ' '  Th i s  number i s  r a r e l y  
a v a i l a b l e ,  and i s  u s u a l l y  i nc luded  i n  e i t h e r  the  t o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  disposed, o r  t he  mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases disposed t o  a r r i v e  a t  t h e  number o f  cases t h a t  t he  c o u r t  d isposed of "of1 t he  
m e r i t s  ." 
OPINION COUNT: 

CASE COUNT: 

aCourt  J u r  I s d l c  t l o n .  
b p a r t i c u l a r  c o u r t  o r  r e p o r t i n g  system in fo rma t ion .  
CJudge in fo rma t  ion .  
f seg inn ing  pending f i g u r e  f o r  t he  1981 c o u r t  year  does n o t  equal  t he  end pending f i g u r e  f o r  t he  1Y8U year.  
9Change i n  pending does n o t  equal  t he  d i f f e r e n c e  between f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
hF igu re  was computed. 
!Data a re  incomplete.  
JExp lanat ion  o f  da ta  i nc luded  i n  the  ca tegory .  
kAdd i t i ona1  in fo rma t ion .  
I S p e c i a l  source o r  r e v i s i o n  i n  the  data.  
" I n fo rma t ion  on d i s p o s i t i o n  type  o r  t r i a l  data.  
" I n fo rma t ion  on age o f  pending caseload data.  

Source: 

Fo r  those in te res ted ,  disposed f i g u r e s  i n s i d e  the  parentheses can be added t o  t o t a l  
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Prototype of state trial court statistical profile used in 1985 data collection __--- ~ ___ -__-- -_--- -_--- 
Criminal  d i s p o s i t i o n s  

Miscel laneous 
Total Felony Misdemeanor Wl/DUI Appeal c r im ina l  - 

Jury t r i a l :  
Convict ion ............ 
Gui 1 t y  p lea ........... 
Acqu i t t a l  ............. 
U i  sini ssed ............. 
Convict ion ............ 
t i u i l t y  p lea ........... 
Acqu i t t a l  ............. 
U i  siiii ssed ............. 

utstnissed/nol l e  prosequi . 
t ) d i I  f o r t e i t u r e  .......... 
Mound over ............... 
Transferred .............. 
utner  .................... 

Total d i spos i t i ons  ........ 

Non-jury t r i a l :  

T ra f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t l o n  d i s p o s i t i o n s  

Jury t r i a l :  
Convict ion ............. 
Acqu i t t a l  .............. 
Convic t ion ............. 
Acqu i t t a l  .............. 

t i u i l t y  p lea .............. 
Dismissedlnol l e  prosequi . 
B a i l  f o r f e i t u r e  .......... 
Parking f i nes  ............ 
Transferred .............. 
Other .................... 

Tota l  ..................... 

Non-Jury t r i a l  : 

Miscel laneous t r a f f i c /  Moving t r a f f i c  Ordinance 
Total v i o l  a t i o n  v i o l a t i o n  Park inp  o the r  v i o l a t i o n  - 

Aye o f  pending caseload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 91-180 181-360 361-720 Over 720 Average age 
days days days days days days of pending case5 

C i v i l :  
Tort:  

Auto t o r t  ........................ 
Profess ional  t o r t  ................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ........... 
Miscel laneous t o r t  ............... 

Tota l  t o r t  ........................ 
Contract ........................... 
Real p roye r t y  r i g h t s  ............... 
Small c la ims ....................... 
u m s t i c  re la t i ons :  

Mar r i  aye d i s s o l u t i o n  ............. 
Support/custody .................. 
Adoption ......................... 
Patern i  t y l bas ta rdy  ............... 
Miscel laneous domestic r e l a t i o n s  . 

Tota l  domestic r e l a t i o n s  .......... 
Proba te /w i l l s / i n tes ta te  .......... 
Guardianship/conservatorship/ 

Miscel laneous e s t a t e  ............. 
Tota l  es ta te  ...................... 

Mental hea l th  ...................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

t rus teesh ip  .................... 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  
ayency case .................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ....... 
Tota l  appeal ...................... 

Miscel laneous c i v i l  ................ 
Tota l  C l V i l  ......................... 

(conttnued on next page) 
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Prototype o f  s ta te  t r i a l  cour t  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1985 data c o l l e c t i o n  (contlnued) -- 

T r i a l  
tion-jury Total 

C i v i l :  
Tort:  

Auto t o r t  ......................... 
Professional t o r t  ................. 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ............ 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ................ 

Tota l  t o r t  ......................... 
Contract ............................ 
Kea1 proper ty  r i g h t s  ................ 
Small claims ........................ 
Uomest i c  re1 a t i  ons: 

Marriaye d i s s o l u t i o n  .............. 
Adoption .......................... 
Patern i ty lbastardy ................ 
Miscellaneous domestic r e l a t i o n s  .. 

Total domestic r e l a t i o n s  ........... 
Probate/wi 1 I s / i n t e s t a t e  ........... 
Guardianship/conservatorship/ 

t rusteeship ..................... 
Miscellaneous es ta te  .............. 

Total estate ....................... 
Mental hea l th  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Supportlcustody ................... 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  
agency case ..................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ........ 
T o t a l  c i v i l  appeals ................ 

Miscellaneous c i v i l  ................. 
Tota l  c i v i l  .......................... 

C i v i l :  
Tort: 

Auto t o r t  ......................... 
Professional t o r t  ................. 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ............ 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ................ 

Total t o r t  ......................... 
Contract ............................ 
Real proper ty  r i g h t s  ................ 
Small claims ........................ 
Domestic re la t i ons :  

Marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  .............. 
Support/custody ................... 
Adoption .......................... 
Patern i  ty lbastardy ................ 
Miscellaneous domestic r e l a t i o n s  .. 

Total domestic re la t i ons  ........... 
P r o b a t e / r i l l s / i n t e s t a t e  ........... 
Guardi anship/conservatorship/ ..... 

trus teesh ip  ..................... 
Miscellaneous es ta te  .............. 

Total es ta te  ....................... 
Mental hea l th  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  

Appeal o f  t r i a l  
agency case ..................... 

cour t  case ........ 
Total c l v i l  appeal ................. 

Ntscellaneous c l v i l  ................. 

T r i a l  
Jury Non;J’jry T o t a l  

Criminal: 
Felony: .......................... 
Misdemeanor ...................... 

Tr iab le  fe lony ................. 
Limi ted felony ................. 

Felony/mlsdemeanor ............... 
~YI/OUI .......................... 
Appeal ........................... 
Miscel laneous c r im ina l  ........... 

Total c r im ina l  .................... 
T r a f f i c l o t h e r  v io la t i on :  

Moving t r a f f i c  ................... 
Ordinance v i o l a t l o n  .............. 
Parkiny v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
Miscellaneous t r a f f i c  ............ 

Total t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  ..... 
Juvenile: 

Criminal-type j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  .. 
Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
Ch i ld -v i c t im  p e t l t i o n  ............ 
Miscellaneous j u v e n i l e  ........... 

Tota l  j uven i l e  .................... 
Grand t o t a l  t r i a l s  .................. 

C i v i l  d i spos i t i ons  

Uncontested/Default 

D i  smissedl 
w i  thdrawnl 

s e t t l e d  T r a ns f e r  red Arbi t r a t  i on Tota l  - 

Total c i v i l  .......................... 
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i ’ rututypc u t  s ta te  t r i d l  cour t  s t a t i s t i c d l  profile used i f 1  IY;!~, d a t a  LiJIlectioll (continued) -~ __ 

STATE NAME, COURT NAME 
Court o f  yeneral j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  cou r t  o f  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Number o f  c i r c u i t s  o r  d i s t r i c t s ,  Number o f  judges 
Time pe r iod  covered 

End 
F i l e d  I)i sposed pending 

b e y  i nn i ny 
pend i ng 

C i v i l :  
Tor t  ........................................................... 

Auto t o r t  .................................................... 
Profess ional  t o r t  ............................................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ....................................... 
Miscel laneous t o r t  ........................................... 

Tota l  t o r t  .................................................... 
Contract ....................................................... 
Heal proper ty  r i y h t s  ........................................... 
Small claims ................................................... 
Danestic re1  a t i  ons: 

Marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  ......................................... 
Supportlcustody .............................................. 
Patern i  ty lbastardy ........................................... 
Miscellaneous domestic r e l a t i o n s  ............................. 

Total domestic r e l a t i o n s  ...................................... 
P r o b a t e / u i l l s / i n t e s t a t e  ...................................... 
Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi p / t  rusteeshi p ..................... 
Miscel laneous e s t a t e  ......................................... 

Total estate .................................................. 
Mental h e a l t h  .................................................. 
Appeal : 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  agency case ......................... 
Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ................................... 

Totd l  c i v i l  appeals ........................................... 
Miscel laneous c i v i l  ............................................ 

Total c i v i l  ..................................................... 

Adoyti  on ..................................................... 

Estate: 

Cr iminal :  
Felony: ........................................................ 

T r i a b l e  fe lony ............................................... 
L im i ted  fe lony ............................................... 

Misdemeanor .................................................... 
Felony/misdemeanor ............................................. 
D Y I / D U I  ........................................................ 
Appeal ......................................................... 
Miscellaneous c r im ina l  ......................................... 

Total c r im ina l  .................................................. 
T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n :  

Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n  ....................................... 
Urdinance v i o l a t i o n  ............................................ 
Park iny v i o l a t i o n  .............................................. 
Miscel laneous t r a f f i c  .......................................... 

Total t r a f f i c / o t n e r  v i o l a t i o n  ................................... 
Juvenile: 

Cr iminal - type offense .......................................... 
Status of fense ................................................. 
Ch i ld -v i c t im  p e t i t i o n  .......................................... 
Miscel laneous j u v e n i l e  ......................................... 

Total j u v e n i l e  .................................................. 
tirdnd t o t a l  cases ................................................ 
Utner proceedinys: 

Postconvic t ion remedy .......................................... 
Prel iminary hearings ........................................... 
Sentence review only  ........................................... 

Total other proceedinys ......................................... 

(cont inued on next paye) 
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Prototype o t  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1985 data c o l l e c t i o n  (continued) 

Aye o f  peridiny caseload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 Yl-180 181-3611 361-720 Over 720 Averayc’ age 
days days days days days days u f  pendiny cases 

Cr iminal  : 
Felony ........................... 

T r i a b l e  fe lony  ................. 
L im i ted  fe lony ................. 

Misdemeanor ...................... 
Fe lony/mi sdemeanor ............... 
DYl/UUI .......................... 
App?al ........................... 
Miscel laneous c r im ina l  ........... 

Tota l  c r im ina l  .................... 
Moving t r a f f i c  ................... 
Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  .............. 
Park ing v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
Miscel laneous t r a f f i c  ............ 

Tota l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  ..... 
Criminal - type j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  .. 
Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
C h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n  ............ 
Hisce l  laneous j u v e n i l e  ........... 

Tota l  j u v e n i l e  .................... 

T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n :  

Juvenile: 

t loldface headinys i n d i c a t e  the c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  used by the CSIM pro jec t .  
N/A = This case type i s  handled by the cour t ,  but  the data a r e  unavailal l le. 
X = The data f o r  t h i s  case type a r e  known t o  be included i n  the t o t a l  but a r e  unavai lab le by cateyory. 
--  = Not appl icable. 

U n i t s  o f  count: 
C i v i l  u n i t  o f  count. 
Criminal  u n i t  o f  count. 
T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  u n i t  o f  count. 
Juveni le  u n i t  of count. 

T r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s :  
Jury  t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  
Non-jury t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  

aCou r t  j u r i  sdi c t i on. 
V a r t i c u l a r  cour t  o r  r e p o r t i n y  system information. 
cJudye information. 
fBeyinniny pendiny f i g u r e  fo r  the 1981 cou r t  year does not  equal the end pendiny f i y u r e  f o r  the 1980 cour t  year. 
YChange i n  pendiny does not equal the d i f f e rence  between f i l i n g s  and d isposi t ions.  
h F i  yure was computed. 
’Data a r e  incomplete. 
JExvlanation o f  data inc luded i n  the  cateyory. 
kAddi t i ona I information. 
IhpeCial source o r  r e v i s i o n  i n  the  data. 
lnlnforination on d i s p o s i t i o n  type o r  t r i a l  data. 
n ln format ion on aye o f  pending caseload data. 

bou r ce : 
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Appendix E 

State 
populations 
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Resident population. 1985 

Popu la t i on  ( i n  thousands) 
1985 1985 198s 

S t a t e  o r  t e r r i t o r y  J u v e n i l e  A d u l t  Tota I 

Alabama .................... 
Alaska ..................... 
Ar izona .................... 
Arkansas ................... 
C a l i f o r n i a  ................. 
Colorado ................... 
Connect icu t  ................ 
Delaware ................... 
O i s t  . o f  Columbia .......... 
F l o r i d a  .................... 
Georgia .................... 
Hawai i  ..................... 
Idaho ...................... 
I l l i n o i s  ................... 
Ind iana  .................... 
Iowa ....................... 
Kansas ..................... 
Kentucky ................... 
Lou is iana  .................. 
Maine ...................... 
Maryland ................... 
Massachusetts .............. 
Minnesota .................. 
Miss  i ss i p p  i ................ 
M i s s o u r i  ................... 
Montana .................... 
Nebraska ................... 
Nevada ..................... 
New Hampshire .............. 
New Jersey  ................. 
New Mexico ................. 
New York ................... 
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  ............. 
Nor th  Oakota ............... 
Ohio ....................... 
Oklahoma ................... 
Oregon ..................... 
Pennsy lvan ia  ............... 
Rhode I s l a n d  ............... 
South C a r o l i n a  ............. 
South Dakota ............... 
Tennessee .................. 
Texas ...................... 
Utah ....................... 
Vermont .................... 
V i r g i n i a  ................... 
Washington ................. 
West V i r g i n i a  .............. 
Wisconsin .................. 
Wyoming .................... 

Mich igan ................... 

1983 Puer to  R ico  ........... 

1.117 
170 
875 
646 

6. 840 

864 
756 
157 
132 

2. 536 

1. 658 
290 
324 

3. 099 
1. 506 

773 
665 

1. 023 
1. 355 

304 

1. 097 
1.364 
2. 483 
1.139 

789 

1.327 
234 
448 
220 
253 

1. 862 
448 

4. 368 
1. 589 

197 

2. 873 
924 
711 

2. 877 

225 
922 
206 

1. 231 
4. 798 

614 
140 

1. 444 
1. I 8 0  

516 

1.284 
160 

N/A 

2. 904 
35 1 

2. 312 
1.713 

19. 525 

2. 3b7 
2. 418 

4bS 
494 

8. 830 

4. 318 
764 
68 1 

8. 436 
3. 993 

2.111 
1. 785 
2. 703 
3. 126 

860 

3. 295 
4. 458 
6. 605 
3. 054 
1. 824 

3. 702 
592 

1. I58 
7 16 
745 

5. 700 
1.002 

13. 415 
4. 666 

488 

7.871 
2. 377 
1. 976 
8. 976 

743 
2. 425 

502 
3. 531 

11. 572 

1. 031 
395 

4. 262 
3. 229 
1.420 

3. 491 
349 

N/A 

4. 021 
SL 1 

3. 187 
2. 359 

26. 365 

3. 231 
3. 174 

b21 
62b 

11.3bb 

5. 976 
1. 054 
1. 005 

11. 535 
5. 499 

2. 884 
2. 450 
3. 72b 
4. 481 
1.164 

4. 392 
5. 822 
9 . 088 
4. 193 
2. b13 

5. 029 
82b 

1 .bob 
936 
998 

7.562 
1. 450 

17. 783 
6. 255 

685 

10. 744 
3. 301 
2. 687 

11. 853 

9b8 
3.347 

708 
4. 762 

16. 370 

1 .  645 
535 

5 .  70b 
4. 409 
1. 936 

4. 775 
509 

3 .  267 

Source: U.S. Bureau o f  t h e  Census. Cur ren t  Popu la t i on  Reports.  s e r i e s  P.25 . 
No . 970 . Puer to  R i c o ' s  da ta  a r e  unava i l ab le  except  f o r  t he  t o t a l  . 
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Total state population for trend tables, 1981, 1984, and 1985 

Sta te  or t e r r i t o r y  

A 1 abama 
Alaska 
Ar izona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n i a  

Colorado 
Connect icut  
Delaware 
O is t .  o f  Columbia 
F l o r  i da  

Georgia 
Hawa i i 
Idaho 
I l l i n o i s  
I nd iana 

Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Lou is iana  
Maine 

Mary1  and 
Massachusetts 
M i  cti igan 
M i nne s o t  a 
M i s s i s s i p p i  

M issour i  
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
Nor th  Caro l i na  
Nor th Dakota 

Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode I s l a n d  

South Caro l i na  
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 

Vermont 
V i r g i n i a  
Washington 
West V i r g i n i a  
Wiscons i n  
Wyoming 

Popu la t i on  ( i n  thousands) 
1981 1984 1 9 8 5 -  

3,917 
4 12 

2,794 
2,296 

24.196 

2,965 
3,134 

598 
63 1 

10,183 

5,574 
981 
959 

11,462 
5,468 

2.899 
2,383 
3,662 
4.308 
1,133 

4,263 
5,773 
9,204 
4,094 
2,531 

4,941 
793 

1,577 
84 5 
936 

7,404 
1.328 

17.602 
5,953 

658 

10.781 
3,100 
2,651 

11,871 
953 

3,167 
686 

4,612 
14,766 

1.518 

516 
5,430 
4,217 
1.952 
4,742 

492 

3,990 
500 

3,053 
2,349 

25,622 

3, I78 
3,154 

613 
623 

10.976 

5.837 
1,039 
1,001 

11,511 
5,498 

2.9 10 
2,438 
3,723 
4,462 
1,156 

4,349 
5,798 
9,075 
4,162 
2,598 

5.008 
824 

1,606 
91 1 
977 

7,515 
1,424 

17,735 
b, 165 

686 

10.752 
3,298 
2,674 

11,901 
962 

3,300 
706 

4.717 
15,989 

1,652 

530 
5,636 
4.349 
1 ,Y52 
4,766 

511 

4,02 1 
52 1 

3,187 
2 ,359 

26,365 

3,231 
3,174 

b22 
62b 

11,366 

5,976 
1,054 
1,005 

11,535 
5,499 

2,884 
2,450 
3,726 
4.481 
1,164 

4.392 
5,822 
9,088 
4,193 
2,613 

5,029 
82 6 

1,606 
936 
998 

7,5bL 
1,450 

17,783 
6.255 

685 

10,744 
3,301 
2.687 

11,853 
968 

3,347 
708 

4,762 
16,370 

1,645 

535 
5,706 
4,409 
1,93b 

509 
4,775 

Source: U.S. Bureau o f  t h e  Census, Current  Popu la t i on  Reports. s e r i e s  
P g .  25 
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Other publications from the 
Court Statistics and lnformation Management Project 

A v a i l a b l e  f r o m  t h e  N a t i o n a l  Center  f o r  S t a t e  Cour ts :  

S t a t e  Cour t  Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Repor t  197b-1979 

Each o f  these f o u r  volumes (197b-1979) has a v a i l a b l e  case load i n f o r m a t i o n  f ro in  a l l  
a p p e l l a t e  and t r i a l  c o u r t s .  1900-1984, paperback, $12.50 each volume, p l u s  s h i p p i n g .  

S t a t e  Cour t  Caseload S t d t i s t i c s :  Annual Report  1980-1981 

The 1381 Repor t  i s  a v a i l a b l e  f r e e  o f  charge f r o m  t h e  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and l n f o r m a t i o n  
Management P r o j e c t .  

S t a t e  Cour t  Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Repor t  1984 

A v a i l a b l e  case load i n f o r i i i a t i o n  f r o m  a l l  a p p e l l a t e  and t r i a l  c o u r t s  a r e  p resented  i n  t h i s  
r e p o r t .  1986, 276 pages, 25 oz., paperback, $12.50, p l u s  sh ipp ing .  

Cour t  Case flanagement I n f o r l n a t i o n  Systems Manual 

T h i s  inanual r e v i e w s  l o c a l  and s t a t e w i d e  case management i n f o r m a t i o n  requ i rements  and 
p r e s e n t s  s e t s  o f  model da ta  elements,  da ta  c o l l e c t i o n  forms and case management o u t p u t  
r e p o r t s  f o r  each l e v e l  o f  c o u r t .  1983, 342 pages, 29 OZ.,  paperback, $15.00, p l u s  s h i p p i n g .  

The Business o f  S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour ts  

U e f i n i n g  c o u r t s  bus iness  as cases f i l e d ,  s e r i o u s  cases, and c o n t e s t e d  cases, t h i s  monograph 
t e s t s  s i x  m.yths about c o u r t s ,  t h e i r  work and d e c i s i o n s .  1983, 158 pages, 14 02.. 
paperback, $10 .OO, p Jus s h i p p i n g  . 

The f o l l o w i n g  p u b l i c a t i o n  may be o r d e r e d  f r o m  t h e  C o u r t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management 
P r o j e c t ,  300 Newport Avenue, Wi l l iamsburg ,  VA 23187-8798: 

S t a t e  Cour t  Model Annual Repor t  

Suggested fo rmats  t o  be used i n  p r e p a r i n g  s t a t e  c o u r t  annual r e p o r t s .  
be cons idered f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  c o u r t  r e p o r t s .  
f r e e  o f  charge. 

Discusses t o p i c s  t o  
1980, 88 pages. S i n g l e  cop ies  a v a i l a b l e  

1984 S t a t e  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n g  

Conta ins  i n f o r m a t i o n  on t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and t i ine  s tandards  i n  t h e  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  1985, 117 pages. S i n g l e  cop ies  a v a i l a b l e  f r e e  o f  charge. 

A v a i l a b l e  f r o m  t h e  I l a t i o n a l  C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c e  Reference Serv ice ,  Box 6000, R o c k v i l l e ,  MD 20850: 

S t a t e  Cour t  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y  

C o n t a i n s  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  t e r m  used t o  c l a s s i f y  and count  c o u r t  caseload. 
s t a t i s t i c a l  usage f o r  each term. 
S i n g l e  cop ies  a v a i l a b l e  f r e e  o f  charge. 

Gives t h e  c o u r t  
129 pages. A lso  ask f o r  t h e  1984 Supplement, 81 pages. 
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