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State Court Caseload Statistics: Annual
Report, 1987 continues the series containing
statistical caseload data provided by state court
administrators. This volume is a result of the
cooperative effort between the National Center
for State Courts and the Conference of State
Court Administrators (COSCA) to develop within
the Center a repository of state court caseload
statistics. The effort is funded by the Bureau
of Justice Statistics of the United States
Department of Justice.

This edition of the Annual Report streamlines
the data presentation by dispiaying only
comparative caseload information. The individual
state data from which the summary tables were
derived are available in machine~readable form
from the Inter-University Consortium for
Political and Social Research at the University
of Michigan. The availability of data in
machine-readable form is an asset to all people
conducting research on state courts. Project
staff are available to respond to any questions
about the data.

The Court Statistics and Information
Management Project (CSIM) continues to expand the
scope of its activities and capabilities,
shifting its focus from data collection and
publication to the analysis of these data for the
benefit of the courts community. This Annual
Report series will continue to be the principal

The Conference of State Court Administrators
(COSCA} continues to support the efforts of the
National Center for State Courts to gather,
analyze, and disseminate statistical information
on state court systems. Policy control and
direction of the National Center's Court
Statistics and Information Management Project is
exercised by a committee composed of state court
administrators, court data processing personnel,
a trial court administrator, and a representative
from the academic community.

We continue to be guided by the users of this
information in improving the quality and
presentation of the data. Many of the summary
tables have been rearranged to place courts that
report comparable information adjacent to each
other. Improving both the quality of the data
and its presentation is an ongoing process that
demands increasing awareness of comparable
subject-matter jurisdiction among the states. We
believe that these additions and modifications
will help the users of this report to find the
information they need.

This year's continued automation of the data
contained within this Report will greatly improve
staff's ability to conduct sophisticated analysis
of court management data and encourage research

source of comparative state court caseload
information. Each year, the comparability of
data reported in the series has Improved. This
year's compilation of a Trial Court Jurisdiction
Guide for Statistical Reporting has enhanced
significantly the comparability of the data.

The National Center has been assisted in data
gathering for the production of the Annual Report
by state and local-level court personnel from
across the country. The leadership of COSCA and
especially the COSCA-CSIS Cormittee, now chaired
by Walter Kane of Rhode Island, have helped guide
project staff in their search for ways to make
these data more useful.

Lrndulcsl

Edward B. McConnell,
Executive Director
National Center for State Courts

by making caseload data available to researchers
in machine-readable form. {See the introduction
for details).

As always, we must caution the reader of this
report to pay close attention to all indications
of the completeness and comparability of data,
and to read the introduction to the report where
the methodology used to construct the report is
discussed. Face sheets for the summary tables
further outline the sources of data, the
rationale behind some of the summary statistics,
and minimum limitations that should be considered
in interpreting the data. An inspection of the
current edition and the previous editions of this
report should demonstrate to the reader that the
quality and quantity of court-related data
continue to improve.

Wt } D

Walter J. Kane, Chairman

COSCA-CSIS Committee

Conference of State Court
Administrators
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Highlights

The development and production of this Annual

0 ning comparable data on the state courts.
The Court Statistics and Information Management
Project of the National Center for State Courts
is a relatively new effort, funded by the Bureau
of Justice Statistics, whose purpose is to gather
aggregate state caseload data in order to
identify national patterns in court business and
better understand the various state court
systems. This process is discussed further in
the introduction,

Data availability has improved from the
earlier part of this century, when the first
natfonal compilation of caseload data was
attempted. Some gross volume data are displayed
in this report for all appellate courts, for most
of the trial courts of general jurisdiction, and
for many of the trial courts of limited or
special jurisdiction. For the first time the
validity and reliability of the trial court data
, has been verified through coordination with the
recently completed Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide
for Statistical Reporting. However, the validity
and reliability of the appellate data has not yet
been ascertained.

Substantial effort by the Court Statistics
and Information Management Project (CSIM) staff
and the Conference of State Court Administrators
CSIS Committee was required to develop a
methodology for displaying nationwide state court
caseload for the first annual report, published
in 1979 to cover the 1975 court year. The second
annual report (i.e., 1976), published in 1980,
added data from limited jurisdiction courts. In
the third edition of the Annual Report series,
the summary tables were extensively revised to
reflect recommendations made by members of a
Methodological Review Panel. The summary
statistics presented in this seventh annual
report reflect the state of the art in collecting
and reporting state court statistics and are
presented in a format designed to increase their
comparability.

For the reader of this document, cautionary
notes necessarily abound. The summary tables in
this annual report do not permit extensive,
valid, direct comparisons of caseload among
states without careful examination of all other
factors involved in assuring that the data are
comparable. Variations in data availability,
court organization, subject matter jurisdiction,
definitions of case types and units of count,
reporting periods, and the degrees of
completeness and accuracy of data all combine to
make cross-jurisdictional comparisons extremely
complex. These variations are discussed in
general terms in the introduction to the report.
A "limitation on analysis" section can be found
in the face sheets accompanying each summary
table.

Comparisons among the 1981 data contained in
this report and the 1975 through 1980 data
contained in the first six reports in this series
should be made only after careful examination of
the above mentioned factors. Any efforts to
compare this year's data with previous years'
must account for two important changes
implemented during 1981:
Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical
Reporting; and the effect of definitional changes

Report series {s a scientific process aimed at
ta

the impact of the Trial

Vi

approved by the COSCA-CSIS committee. These
changes are discussed in greater detail in the
introduction,

This report is divided into two parts, each
with its own purpose. The summary statistical
tables in Part I were constructed from individuail
court profiles for all the states (i.e., see
Appendix C). The overwhelming majority ¢of these
data was obtained from the annual reports
published by each of the individual states.

There are some unpublished data, however, which
are provided by the states during verification.
In past years, these individual state profiles
were provided in Part Il of this Report. This
year, however, Part Il consists of state court
system charts excliusively. Since the summary
tables present the most complete and comparable
of the data elements, the statistical profiles
were viewed as redundant and dispensable in an
effort to create a more succinct volume,

This two-part structure for the document
required its preparation to proceed in stages.
First an overview court organization chart and an
individual statistical profile were prepared for
each state's appellate and trial courts. Data
were then compiled into nationwide inventory
statistics (begin pending, filed, disposed, and
end pending). The inventory statistics were
separated where possible into broad case category
classifications.

Several general observations can be made
about the 1981 state court caseload data. First,
in addition to the increase in available data,
the number of cases filed in the courts has also
increased from 1980 to 1981. The caseload
estimates indicate that the number of cases filed
per judge has increased. Most trial courts also
reported increases in the number of filings from
1980 to 1981. Second, the courts have managed to
handle this increase in filings fairly well with
most courts disposing between 90 and 100 percent
of the number of cases filed. A few courts
disposed more cases than were filed. The
disposition rates of less than 100 percent,
however, mean that most courts are adding to
their pending caseload. For courts reporting
pending caseload, most had increases of less than
20 percent. Finally, for courts reporting
pending and filed data, the number of cases
pending at the end of the year as a percent of
the number of cases filed was less than 60
percent for most courts of last resort, less than
90 percent for most intermediate appellate courts
and for civil caseload in most trial courts, less
than 50 percent for criminal caseload in most
trial courts, and less than 50 percent for
Juvenile caseload in most trial courts.

The composition of the caseload of the courts
is also of interest. In the appellate courts,
the data available indicate that approximately 55
percent of the appeals filed in 1981 were civil
appeals. For the trial courts in 1981 the
caseload estimates indicate that of the cases
filed, approximately 14.8 million were civil
cases, 9.2 million were criminal cases, and 1.3
mitlion were juvenile cases.

The court system charts in Part II are
helpful references because they indicate the
organization and subject matter jurisdiction of
the courts in each state.
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Introduction

Courts Statistics and Information Management
Project

The Annual Report series of state court
caseload statistics 1s the product of the
continuing cooperative effort between the
Conference of State Court Administrators (COSCA)
and the National Center for State Courts (NCSC).
Financial management, project management, and
project staffing responsibility are assumed by
the Court Statistics and Information Management
(CSIM) Project, formerly called the National
Court Statistics Project (NCSP} of the NCSC.
COSCA, through its Court Statistics and
Information Systems Committee, provides general
policy review, guidance, and control over all
project activities. The series is funded by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics.

The goals of the Court Statistics and
Information Management Project are to collect,
compile, analyze and disseminate comparable state
court caseload statistics, and to help states
improve the quality of the data by assisting the
states in resolving their statistical problems.
The Annual Report series responds directly to the
first goal by compiling all available state court
caseload data from the 50 states1 the District of
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico.

Dynamics of improvement

Historical development. Ideas and
suggestions for improvement of this state court
caseload statistical series have come from many
sources, and have provided the creative stimulus
needed to assess current CSIM Project efforts and
to map future directions.

Continuation of evolutionary improvement in
this statistical series rests, ultimately, upon
the ability of the CSIM Project to maintain a
productive dialogue and flow of ideas among the
producer-compilers of the Annual Report, its data
sources, and its end users. Much improvement in
state court statistics has already been achieved,
but much remains to be done.

During compilation of the State of the Art
and the 1975 Annual Report, a staggering
classification problem resulted from the
multitude of terms being 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. These
documents, published in 1980, are to be used as
tools to assist the states in improving their
statistics. Such improvement should eventually
be refiected in future annual reports.

The State Court Model Annual Report? is a
fiexible working outline of critically needed,
basic management data that should, as a minimum,
be included in state court annual reports. The

TRepetition of "50 states, the District of
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico" becomes very
cumbersome. Throughout the rest of this report,
“states" and "court systems" will be used for the
reporting units that include the District of
Columbfa, Guam, and Puerto Rico.

2National Court Statistics Project, National
Center for State Courts, State Court Model Annual

model identifies the kinds of data and the types
of display required to meet management needs

The State Court Model Statistical Dictionar_y3

is a companion document which provides common
terminology, definitions, and usage for reporting
civil, criminal, traffic, juvenile, and appellate
caseload inventory and manner of disposition as
presented in the model annual report. The
classification structure and definitions serve as
models of preferred terminology and meanings for
purposes of statewide and national comparison.
The first edition of the dictionary covers those
data elements essential for classifying court
caseload inventory and manner of disposition. A
supplement to the dictionary, published in 1984,
contains revisions of those terms that experience
has demonstrated needed improvement, as well as
additional data element sets for court caseflow
(events in case processing) which are needed to
determine status of pending cases.

Both of these documents 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 the Annual Report
national statistical series. This is
accomplished by helping states adopt the
suggestions in the Model Anpual Report and Model
Statistical Dictionary and by proactive
fdentification of particular state systems that
could benefit from technical assistance directed
at helping resolve existing methodological
problems of classification structure,
terminology, definition of local data-reporting
procedures, and data handling/transformation
procedures. To the extent that such technical
assistance suggestions are adopted, individual
states directly benefit and the Annual Report
national statistical series indirectly benefits.

State Court Organization, 1980% is also
related to the annual report in that it contains
the types of organizational information most
often sought by court administrators and
researchers.

The Court Case Management Information System
Manual> was produced jointly by the National
Court Statistics Project (now CSIM) and the State
Judicial Information Systems Project to provide a
methodology for building a court information
system that would provide the data needed for
both daily court operations and longer-term case

management, resource allocation, and strategic
planning.

3National Court Statistics Project, National
Center for State Courts, State Court Model
Statistical Dictionary {Washington, D.C.: U.S.
overnment Printing Office, 1980).

4National Court Statistics Project, National
Center for State Courts, State Court
Organization, 1980 (Washington, D.C.: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1982).

5C1ifford and Jensen, Court Case Management
Information Systems Manual (Will{amsburg,

Report (Williamsburg, VA, T980).

National Center for State Courts, 1983).



Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for
Statistical Reporting. The automation of the
database required a degree of precision in coding
every data element that was unavailable with the
1979 and 1980 databases. The statistical
profiles for those years suffered from
imprecision and ambiguity that affected the
quality of data, For example, in previous years
general terms were used that did not state what
types of cases were included in categories such
as "civii” and "other civil." These terms should
not have been used to make comparisons among
courts, At that point it was clear that a major
effort would be needed to identify specifically
the subject matter jurisdiction and methods of
counting cases in the state courts. This effort
would be undertaken in two stages. The current
stage has focused on problems related to counting
cases in the trial courts, and has culminated in
the publication of the Trial Court Jurisdiction
Guide for Statistical Reporting.V Information
from this Jurisdiction guide has been
incorporated into the database for 1981. Work on
the jurisdiction guide has convinced staff of an
essential 1ink between the guide and the
providing of comparable data. Stage two involves
the preparation of an appellate court
Jurisdiction guide for the 1983 appellate court
database.

The impact of the Trial Court Jurisdiction
Guide for Statistical Reporting has been
profound. The following Tnsights explain
differences between 1981 data reported in this
volume, and those data reported in previous
editions of this series. This guide has now
enabled staff:

1. to more definitfvely classify a state's
caseload and disposition data into standard
CSIM case types (e.g., does a state: report
DWI/DUI with 1ts criminal or traffic
caseload; include parking within 1ts traffic
count; separate appeals in the trial courts
from original filings; etc.);

2. to identify proceedings that one court may
count as cases, but that do not comport with
any standard CSIM case types (e.g., original
complaints of administrative law cases;
license to bear arms; etc.);

3. to improve significantly our understanding as
to the completeness of a data element by now
being able to explain the omission of a case
type from a statistical profile. In past
volumes we could not definitively explain why
a case type was not included in a state's
profile. It could have been excluded
because: (a) the court did not have
Jurisdiction; (b) the court had jurisdiction,
but the data were unavailable; or (c) the
court had jurisdiction, but the data were
collapsed with that of another case type. We
can now explain the nature of “missing data;"

4, to understand the various methods used in
counting criminal cases. In previous volumes
criminal cases were separated into two basic
units of count--based on whether the court
counted the defendant or charging document.
The jurisdiction guide has alerted us to the
inadequacies of counting, for example, the
number of charging documents. We need to
know the contents of the charging
document--the number of defendants and the
number of charges/incidents. For example, if

6C14fford and Roper, Trial Court Jurisdiction

Guide for Statistical Reporting (Williamsburg,
National Center for Sfafg Courts, 1985).

two defendants went on a crime spree in which
they robbed a shop, assaulted a customer and
murdered a clerk, a different number of cases
would be reported depending on the criminal
unit of count:

Number
of cases

State A--one indictment can have only

one defendant and one charge:

2 defendants x 3 charges each = 6
State B--one indictment can have only

one defendant and unlimited

charges:

2 defendants x 1 set of

unlimited charges = 2

State C--one indictment can have unlimited
number of defendants and unlimited
charges:

1 set of defendants x 1 set of
unlimited charges = 1

In addition, for the first time this project
has built into the criminal unit of count the
point in the process when the criminal case
is counted. For example, felony cases may be
counted at the filing of the complaint, or of
the information/indictment. Many felony
cases drop out of the process between these
two events., Therefore, the felony case count
will vary significantly depending on the
point in the process at which it is counted.
These new units of count are illustrated for
each of the state courts in Figure C (located
Just before Table 26);

5. to define more accurately the point during
the judicial process where a trial is
counted, i.e., the voir dire, the
introduction of evidence or the verdict.

Once again many cases drop out of the trial

process between the voir dire and verdict.

Therefore, the trial count will vary

significantly depending on the trial

definition; and

6. to identify and correct double counting
problems that resulted from the different
reporting methods used by some states in
presenting their data.

Other information obtained through the
Jurisdiction guide led to several changes in the
classification of cases., All of these changes
are implemented, for the first time, in this 1981
volume. These changes should be considered when
comparing this volume to previous years, and can
be summarized briefly as follows.

I. Renaming case types:

1. Criminal-type offense juvenile cases
are now called criminal-type petitfons;

2. Status offense juvenile cases are now
called status petitions;

3. Non-offense juvenile cases are now
called child-victim petitions; and

4. Traffic cases are now called
traffic/other violation cases, which
includes ordinance violations as well.

II. Case type terminology eliminated: the

following terms have been eliminated and the
cases redistributed among new case types
which will be defined later: for example,
"law," “equity" and "other" case types. The
Jurisdiction guide found the term “other"
included a whole array of cases fncluding
some that belong in other CSIM case types
and some that do not. Two new terms will
replace "other:" miscellaneous and
unclassified,



I1I. New case type categories:

1. "Miscellaneous" case types include
those cases that cannot be categorized
into one of the standard CSIM case
definitions. This is one of the terms
that replaces "other."

2. Group of cases that cannot be placed
into specific CSIM case categories will
be grouped under the term
"unclassified." This is the second of
two terms that replaces "other."

3. Moving traffic violations is a new
category extracted from the category
"other traffic" used in previous
editions.

4, Paternity/bastardy 1s a new case type
subdivision within the major reporting
case type of domestic relations. This
new category was created in response to
an increasing demand for such
information.

5. Previous volumes of this series treated
felonies filed in general jurisdiction
courts as the total sum of felonies.
The jurisdiction guide has discovered
that, in some states, a significant
number of felonies are originally filed
and finally disposed of in limited
Jjurisdiction courts. In previous
volumes, felonies finally disposed of
in limited jurisdiction courts were not
counted in the total felony count.

This undercount of felonies has been
remedied with the creation of a new
case type called limited felony. A
limited felony is a felony that is
permanently disposed of (e.q., through
a guilty plea, dismissal, etc.) in a
Timited jurisdiction court.

IV. Case types moved to other major case

categories:

1. DWI/DUI cases were moved from the traffic
to the criminal caseload.

2, Ordinance violations were moved from the
criminal to the traffic/other violation
caseload.

3. Extraordinary writs were combined with
miscellaneous cases.

Y. Proceedings removed from the caseload count:

1. Sentence review only proceedings were
removed from the caseload count.

2, Postconviction remedy proceedings were
removed from the caseload count.

3. Preliminary hearings that resulted in a
felony being bound over or otherwise
transferred to another court were removed
from the caseload count to avoid double
counting felonies in a statewide count.

Uses of court statistical data

The four major uses of court statistical
data, as identified in the CSIM publications,
State Court Caseload Statistics: The State of
the Art and Coyrt Case Management Information
SEstems Manual7,"are ({T] operational (aiding in
the execution of routine day-to-day activities at
the local level); (2) management (decision making

Thational Court Statistics Project, National
Center for State Courts, State Court Caseload
Statistics: The State of the Art {Washington,
0.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1978).
Clifford and Jensen, Court Case Management
Information Systems Manual {WiTliamsburg,
National Center for State Courts, 1983).

at the state or local level concerned with
improvement of the court process and system-wide
efficiency in the use of court resources); (3)
internal planning and research (goal setting and
policy planning to establish long-term programs
and 1dentify evolving problems); and (4) indirect
court uses (decision making by those outside the
courts concerned with policy making or research
about court operations). The various uses of
court statistics require different levels of
detail and analysis, but the availability of
detailed statistics is dependent upon the
statistical reporting system used at the state or
local level. This annual report restricts its
scope to the level of detail currently available
from state-level reporting systems.

Operational decisions are made at the local
level and require detailed information on a
case-by-case basis. These decisions must be made
daily and cannot be based upon year-end summary
statistics such as those contained in this 1981
report.

Management decisions can be made at either
the state or local level and require aggregation
of detailed information used for operational
decisions. Caseflow management data, such as
that needed to determine the status of the
preparation of the record for appeal or to
generate exception reports, are gathered by some
state reporting systems. This kind of
information, however, is also case specific and
too detailed to be compiled
and used for nationwide comparisons. In contrast,
state-level summary statistics are useful for
management purposes in areas such as: comparisons
of time lapses in case processing to establish
norms or guides; analyses to determine assignments
of Jjudges needed to relieve backlog; analyses to
determine the need for additional judges, support
personnel, or facilities; and analyses to deter-
mine the impact of an intermediate appellate
court on the state system.

In response to the recognized need for
certain management data nationally, the 1981
Annual Report has concentrated on uniformly
classifying caseload data and on compiling
available case processing time data for appellate
courts. Caseload and case processing are major
components of court workload. The CSIM Project
has defined workload to mean all court-related
matters that consume time and effort (hence,
purely administrative and ministerial functions
are also included as workload). Measurement of
court workload per se is not directly addressed
in this report, but casetoad inventory data and
data regarding the number of trials are partial
indicators of judicial activity. The data
presented in this report reflect the quantity of
management data available from each state's
reporting system in published and unpublished
reports.

Internal planning and research, as well as
planning and research by those outside the court
system, require a much wider range of data and
analysis than operational and management
decisions. The information necessary for these
purposes often includes not only an aggregation
of data on caseload and caseflow, but also
specific data regarding status of cases, as well
as informatfon on court operations, judicial
budgets, actions prior to filing a case, and
actions after disposition of a case. Of interest
to some individuals within and outside the court
system are studies on a wide range of other
subjects, such as the effect and cost of
litigation, bail availability and uniformity
including recognizance/10% bail programs, the
validity of case weighting techniques, sentence
disparity patterns, the effects of plea



negotiation on caseloads, and the impact of
legistation on court management., To answer these
questions is, however, beyond the capabilities of
most state or even lTocal court information
systems. Basic information on caseload and
caseflow is adequate for many other planning and
research issues where the level of needed detail
is not as high. These latter kinds of {ssues
include, for example, case filing and disposition
trend analysis, caseload composition analysis,
analysis of reversal rates, time lapse analysis
to establish norms and guides, and forecasting of
caseload volumes to determine resource and
facilities needs.

Scope of the data in the annual report series

The first annual report (1975) presented
available caseload data for state appellate
courts and 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. As data from each court level become
more complete, future aggregation of trial court
caseloads should become more meaningful.

The 1976 report was expanded to include
Puerto Rico. Data from Guam were added for the
1977 court year. The scope of future reports
will be broadened to include American Samoa and
the Virgin Islands when these data become
available.

The 1979 and 1980 Annual Reports made major
advances in eliminating repetitgveness in
presenting data elements in the summary tables,
and in organizing the data in the summary tables
by its completeness and comparability.

This report reflects court organization and
Jurisdiction as it existed in 1981, The reader,
however, should keep in mind that court systems
are not static entities. For example, in 1979,
Connecticut consolidated its trial courts,
eliminating its Juvenile Court and Court of
Common Pleas and shifting this jurisdiction to
{ts Superior Court. The dollar amount limits of
c¢ivil jurisdiction have changed in many courts.
Sfnce court organizational or jurisdictional
characteristics change over time, caution should
be exercised in attempting to compare the data in
this 1981 report with earlier data or with more
current data.

In addition, special care must be taken when
comparing the data in this 1981 volume with
previous editions of this series. Two major
events affected the 1981 data: there were major
changes in classifying the data (e.g., ordinance
violations were moved from the criminal caseload
to the traffic/other violation category); and the
Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical
Reporting was used for the first time Tn coding
the data. Both of these factors will be
discussed in greater detail later in this
introduction. Suffice it to say that the 1981
data are the most comparable of the series.

Data collection

Data sources., The sources of data for the tables
presented 1n this series are the published annual
reports provided by the states and unpublished
statistical material requested of, and supplied
by state court administrators and appellate court
clerks. (Appendix B of this report identifies

the sources of data from each state.) Additional
relevant information was secured from appropriate
personnel in each state. Telephone contact and
follow-up correspondence were used to collect
missing data, confirm the accuracy of available
data, and determine the legal jurisdiction of
each court. Information was collected concerning
the number of judges per court or court system
(from annual reports, offices of state court
administrators, and appellate clerks); the state
population (based on Bureau of the Census 1981
revised estimates); other 1981 demographic data
(taken from the Statistical Abstract of the
United States: 1981°); and special
characteristics regarding subject matter
Jurisdiction and court structure.

Each state profile and court system chart
underwent major revisions to reflect
Jurisdictional changes identified by the Trial
Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical

Reporting.

Verification of data. A1l state court
statistical profiles prepared by CSIM staff were
submitted for review and verification to the
appropriate state court administrator's office.
An additional check was provided through the
cooperation of the National Conference of
Appellate Court Clerks (NCACC), which invited
CSIM staff to submit appellate court data for
review and verification to the appropriate clerk
of the appellate court in each state. This
process also included followup by CSIM staff
through telephone or letter contact with the
state personnel. All of the 53 states and
territories covered by this report verified the
data for 1981. Finally, the format, content, and
limitations of data tables have been reviewed and
approved by the COSCA CSIS Committee, which
guides the Court Statistics and Information
Management Project.

In order to produce the statistics contained
in this report, a great deal of effort was
expended by CSIM Project staff in collecting
missing data, whether from published or ancillary
sources, in defining terminology, and in
identifying categories in which cases should be
placed. In other words, data contained in this
report cannot be replicated solely from available
published material. Yet, even after this
extensive data-gathering effort, large gaps
remain in the data collected.

Although attempts to reconcile obvious
discrepancies in reported data were made, the
CSIM Project staff did not have the resources to
assess the underlying validity or accuracy of the
data received from the states. For example, the
published cumulative case statistics for
appellate courts or for trial courts frequently
did not balance with reported totals within each
category.

Types of data included. As a result of the fact
that few states report data suitable for all
kinds of planning and research purposes, and
because most states report only certain types of
data, the NCSP initially chose to include in the
national series only those kinds of data that
efther were already fairly widely available or
could be made available without requiring undue
effort. Enough states reported trend data,
caseload by category, number of reversals, and
time-to-disposition data to warrant inclusion of
these topics in this report, and some preliminary

8y.S. Bureau of the Census, Statistical
Abstract of the United States: ashington,
D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1981).



analyses can be made. For those states not
supplying basic data, "not/available” entries in
the summary tables draw attention to the missing
data. In the past, all data supplied by a state,
complete or not, were entered in the summary
tables. Beginning in 1979, only data that are
complete {or at least 90% complete for a case
category) are displayed in the summary tables.
This was done to facilitate comparability.

Many current variations in court data, as
indicated by footnotes in the summary tables,
must be considered before summary tables can be
constructed to make comparisons among courts or
states. Variations that 1imit the comparability
of interstate data in 1981 include: court
organization, subject matter jurisdiction, case
definition, units of count, completeness,
accuracy, and reporting periods.

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, however, and a few report appellate
court data by court term. Therefore, the time
spans covered in this report are not always
directly comparable.

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. Differences in reporting periods have
Tittle effect on cumulative data elements such as
filings and dispositions, since no matter when
the reporting period began and ended, the data
cover one complete year. Pending data are
9reat1y affected, though, since they represent a
'snapshot” in time and can vary greatly depending
on when that snapshot was taken. Figure A
displays the actual reporting periods for all
courts not using the calendar year for the
reporting period.

Data display

Case category classifications. CSIM case
categories used for this 1981 report are those
chosen by the COSCA CSIS Committee for inclusion
in the State Court Model Annual Report and State
Court Model Statistical Dictionary. These case
categories appear as principal headings in the
summary tables in Part I, and in each state's
system chart in Part II. The CSIM main headings
are categories used uniformly for all the
states. For example, a state's "application for
Teave to appeal” was classified under the CSIM
category of "request to appeal" in all tables.
These appear, where appropriate, as footnotes to
the summary tables.

Format used. Summary Tables (Part I).
CompTete data from each state profile were
transferred into summary tables designed to
display the kinds of available data that could be
aggregated. The summary tables are divided into
two major sections (appeilate and trial) to
reflect the two major levels of courts.

Appellate courts include both courts of last
resort (the final court or courts of appeal
within a state) and intermediate appellate courts
(the court or courts in which the primary work is
the disposition of initial appeals received from
trial courts of general jurisdiction or
administrative agencies, and in which some
decisfons are subject to appeal or review by a
court of last resort). For purposes of
displaying data, the courts of last resort have
been divided into two groups: those in states
with intermediate appellate courts and those in
states without intermediate appellate courts.

With few exceptions, this division conveniently
separates courts of last resort according to
whether they have almost complete discretionary
Jurisdiction. Courts of last resort in states
without intermediate appellate courts generally
have 1ittle or no discretionary jurisdiction,
although there are exceptions, such as Virginia
and West Virginia.

For purposes of this report, a trial court is
considered to be a court of general jurisdiction
if it meets one of the following criteria:

--The individual state considers it a general
jurisdiction court.

--Felony cases are tried and felony sentences
given for all types of felony cases.

--The Judges of the court are general
Jurisdiction court judges sitting on temporary
assignment,

A1l other trial courts are classified as
1imited jurisdiction courts.

In the 1975 Annual Report, the states were
arranged alphabetically in all summary tables.

In 1976 the trial courts handling criminal cases
were grouped according to the way in which
criminal cases were counted in each court. 1In
the 1979 report, a further evolution in the
grouping of states has been added to all trial
court case type tables (except juvenile) in order
to place together those courts that have similar
subject matter jurisdiction. Trial court case
type tables are also arranged in this volume as
follows:

Complete state data:

1. Exclusive court jurisdiction: States
where one court has exclusive case type
Jurisdiction.

2. Not exclusive court jurisdiction:
States where two or more courts have
case type jurisdiction.

Incomplete state data:

3. States where one or more courts have
case type jurisdiction, but complete
data are not reported by one or more
courts.

Footnotes. Standard footnote headings
specifying the completeness and quality of the
data are used on all summary tables and will
continue to be used in the Annual Report series,
If more information on the data presented in the
summary tables is needed, the user should contact
this project at the National Center for State
Courts to obtain information concerning
individual court statistical profiles.

Court system charts (Part II). After the
1981 case data available from each state were
classified, a profile of the courts in each state
was constructed. See Appendix C for a prototype
of the statistical profiles used in the 1981 data
collection. These statistical profiles are no
longer published in these volumes. They now
serve as worksheets for compilation of the data
base. Each state court system chart for 1981
depicts the organization of the court system
within the state, the jurisdiction and route of
appeal for each court, the number of judges, and
information on the types of trials. These charts
become Part II of this report.

Data interpretation

Several devices are used in the summary
tables for analyzing the caseload data. The
measures selected for use vary according to the
data being analyzed and are explained in the face
sheets accompanying each group of summary tables



FIGURE A:

Reporting periods for state courts not using the calendar year 1981.

Reporting Period

State 7/01/80- 9/01/80- 10/01/80-
6/30/81 8/31/81 9/30/81
Alabama Al courts
Alaska All courts
California All courts
Colorado A1l courts
Connecticut AlY courts
Delaware All courts
Georgia A1l courts, except Supreme Court
the Georgia Court
of Appeals
Hawaii All courts
Kansas All courts
Kentucky All courts
Maryland All courts
Massachusetts AT1 trial courts ATT appeltate courts
Michigan All courts except Court
of Appeals
Missouri A1l courts
Montana Justice of the Peace
Court, City Court,
and Municipal Court
Nebraska Workmen's Compensation Supreme Court

Court

District Court, Probate
Court, and Municipal
Court

New Hampshire

New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina

All courts
Superior Court
District Court

All courts

Supreme Court

Puerto Rico All courts
Rhode [sland Supreme Court
South Dakota All courts

Utah AVl courts except the
Supreme Court and
Juvenile Court

Vermont All courts

under headings such as disposed cases as a
percent of filed cases, end pending cases as a
percent of filed cases, number and percent change
in pending caseload, filed cases per unit of
population, and filed and disposed cases per
Judge.

In addition, estimates of national caseload
totals are found on Tables 1 and 12. An
explanation of the estimation procedure can be
found in Appendix A.

Continuing development of the series

The Annual Report series is an evolving
product.” Given tEe nature of this newly
developing science of gathering, reporting and
analyzing state court data, additions and
refinements will be a fact of 1ife in successive
volumes of the series. Between 1975 and 1976,
the amount of data contained in the report was
greatly increased by the inclusion of data from
all limited jurisdiction courts. In the 1979
report, face sheets were added to the summary
tables to explain the type and depth of analysis
considered by the CSIM Project to be meaningful,
given the quality and completeness of the data.
In addition, over half the trial court tables
were rearranged to group those states in which
case category data could be compared. This
rearranging will continue in succeeding volumes.
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. Figure B presents a helpful
cross-reference to summary tables in previous
editions of this series. This will assist the
user to locate similar information that may have
been rearranged on the summary tables over the
years.

It is important to the long-term improvement
of the statistical series that these early
volumes in the series be circulated widely enough
to encourage reader/user ideas and commentary,
and that they be used as a vehicle for developing
solutions to problems encountered during the
statistical series production process. As each
successive volume is published, the CSIM Project
can consider the feedback subsequently received
from users of the documents, thereby further
enhancing succeeding volumes. During this
process, the availability to future researchers
of successive-year data compilations will
preserve complete time series information., The

. drawbacks occasioned by 1imitations in data

currently available are greatly outweighed by the
importance of having data available for all years
in a continuing statistical series.

It should also be pointed out that for the
third year, the data contained in this report are
available in computer-readable form. There are
five data sets: appellate caseload, trial
caseload, criminal dispositions, civil
dispositions, and traffic/other violation
dispositions. These data sets were used to
construct 32 of the 42 summary tables. This



FIGURE B:
Cross-reference to summary tables in previous editions of the Annual Report series.

Corresponding table numbers for previous reports

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

1981 APPELLATE COURT SUMMARY TABLES:
1. Caseload estimates 1 1 1 1 1 1
2. Total reported caseload 2 2 2 2 2 2
3. Caseload categories for COLR 5 3 3 3 3 3
4. Caseload categories for 1AC's 6 4 4 4 4 4
5. Civil and criminal appeals and 19 N 8 8 5 5

requests to appeal for COLR
6. Civil and criminal appeals and 20 12 9 9 6 6

requests to appeal for IAC's
7. COLR w/IAC caseload 7-10 5,6 5 5 7 7
8. COLR w/out IAC caseload n-14 7,8 6 6 8 8
9. IAC caseload 15-18 9,10 7 7 9 9
-- Number of court opinions 10 10 10
10. Time interval data 21 13 10 n 1N 1
11. Historical filing data 14, 15 11, 12 12, 13 12, 13 12
1981 TRIAL COURT SUMMARY TABLES:
12. Caseload estimates 16 13 14 14 13
13. Reported total civil trial caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14
14, Reported total criminal trial caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14
15. Reported total traffic/other violation

trial caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14
16. Reported total juvenile trial caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14
17. Civil filed and disposed 20 17 18 16 15
18. Composition of civil general

Jurisdiction filings 28 18 19 17 16
19, Composition of civil general

jurisdiction dispositions 28 19 20 18 17
20, Tort, contract, real property rights

and small claims caseload 23-26 20-23 21-24 19-22 18-21
21, Domestic relations caseload 29 27 24 25 23 22
22, Estate caseload 30 28 25 26 24 23
23. Mental health caseload 31 29 26 27 25 24
24. Civil appeals caseload 30 27 28 26 25
25. Civil trials 48 47 29 27 26
26. Criminal filed and disposed ]| 28 30 28 27
27. Composition of criminal general

Jurisdiction filings 34 29 A 29 28
28, Composition of criminal general

Jurisdiction dispositions 34 30 32 30 29
29. Felony, misdemeanor and DWI/DUI

caseload 35,36 32-34,41 31-33,40 33-35,42 31-33,40 30-32,39
30. Criminal appeals caseload 37 36 38 36 35
31. Preliminary hearing proceedings 36 35 37 35 34
32. Type of disposition for criminal cases 38 37 39 37 36
33. Criminal trials 39,48 38,47 40 38 37
34, Traffic/other violation filed and

disposed 40 39 4 39 38
35, Ordinance violation caseload 35 34 36 34 33
36. Type of disposition for traffic/

other violation cases 43 42 44 4] 40
37. Traffic/other violation trials 48 47 45 42 4]
38. Juvenile filed and disposed 42 44 43 46 43 42
39. Criminal-type petition caseload 45 44 47 44 43
40, Status petition caseload 46 45 48 45 44
41. Child-victim petition 47 46 49 46 45
42. Historical filing data 49,50 48,49 50,51 47,48 46

IAC = Intermediate Appellate Court
COLR = Court of Last Resort



year, Tables 1, 10-12, 25, 32-33, 36-37, and 42
were still compiled by hand. This number should
be reduced in future years.

The jurisdiction guide has affected several
aspects of summary table preparation for the
trial courts in this volume. Most of these will
be discussed in the face sheet accompanying each
summary table, One change, however, permeates
almost all trial court caseload summary tables.
It became clear that pending data are measured
differently among the states. This is evidenced,
for example, by the fact that in some states the
begin pending figure for 1981 does not equal the
end pending figure for 1980, while in other
states those figures are equal. In yet other
situations, the sum of begin pending cases and
new filings does not equal the sum of
dispositions and end pending cases. Several
practices may explain these discrepancies (e.g.,
how frequently are pending cases purged), an
until such discrepancies can be explained, the
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COSCA-CSIS committee approved a plan which would
continue the reporting of pending data, yet no
tonger present descriptive statistics using such
data (e.g., change in pending statistics) in the
summary tables.

The process of building toward meaningful
statistics takes time. Concurrently with
expanding and refining the Annual Report national
statistical serfes, the CSIN effort must
encourage movement toward quality and precisfon
in state court statistics. The necessarily
long-term nature of this evolutionary process
will contribute greatly to year-to-year
improvements and enhancements of the statistical
series, Given the complexity of the problems
being faced, building toward comparability,
quality assurance, and appropriate detail is a
necessary incremental process. It is in this
1ight that the CSIM Project presents the data and
analysis contained in the Annual Report, 1981,
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Partl

1981 State court caseload summary statistics

Appellate court summary statistics

In this section, tables are presented to show
the caseload of appellate courts in 1981.
Appellate courts are subdivided into courts of
last resort (the final court of appeal within a
particular state) and intermediate appellate courts
(courts whose primary work is the disposition of
initial appeals received from trial courts of gen-
eral jurisdiction or administrative agencies, and
whose decisions are usually subject to appeal or
review by a court of last resort). For purposes
of data presentation, in some tables, the courts
of last resort have been divided further into
courts of last resort in states with intermediate
appellate courts and courts of last resort in
states without intermediate appellate courts.

Data presented in the following tables are
compiled from all data that are available, both in
annual reports and in unpublished data provided by
individual appellate court clerks and state court
administrators.

Three factors restrict comparability from
state to state of these appellate court caseload
data. These are variations in court jurisdiction,
variations in case classification, and variations
in the way cases are counted.

Major variation from state to state in court
Jurisdiction among appellate courts results from
the kind and amount of discretionary jurisdiction
over initial appeals granted to courts of last re-
sort and to intermediate appellate courts. States
having both levels of appellate courts generally
direct the more difficult appeals to the court of
Tast resort, but these are not necessarily the same
types of cases in every state. Similarly, trial
courts of general jurisdiction in some states have
incidental appellate jurisdiction. These courts
may recefve a large portion of the initial appeals,
while other states that do not assign appellate
Jurisdiction to general jurisdiction courts will
have all of their appeals heard in the appellate
courts. In these states, the appellate courts
will have a much higher filing rate, but not
necessarily more workload than in those states
where appeals are heard in general jurisdiction
courts. Another variation in appellate court
jurisdiction is in the amount of discretion in
Jurisdiction granted to the court.

The second major variation in appeliate court
data arises in the classification of cases. Some
courts report only total filings with no
indication as to the types of cases included or
the proportion of the caseload each type accounts
for. Other courts report only what they have
designated as appeals. Still other courts
classify all types of cases by case category.
Often definitions are not given for the case
categories. The types of cases classified as
appeals present a difficult problem. Requests for
bail pending appeal, requests for delayed appeal,
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and petitions to stay the lower court ruling pend-
ing appeal generally are not considered appeals,
but are counted as such in some courts. The ap-
peals caseload will be inflated in these states.
Comparison of appellate caseload is difficult be-
cause of these kinds of variations in the ¢lassi-
fication of the cases being counted.

The final variation in appellate court case
data results from differences in the point at
which cases are counted, and how they are
counted. Some courts count cases as soon as the
notice of appeal is filed while others count them
at a later event, such as the filing of the record
or the filing of the appellant's brief. Courts
may inflate or deflate their caseload by the way
they count appeals of criminal convictions for two
or more defendants, by whether cross appeals are
counted as separate cases, and by the way they
count appeals granted through discretionary
Jurisdiction. Courts with discretionary
Jurisdiction sometimes report the total number of
cases filed without distinguishing between
mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction cases; or
they separate mandatory and discretionary cases
filed but do not indicate the number of requests
for discretionary review granted; or they provide
separate data for mandatory cases, discretionary
Jurisdiction granted, and discretionary
Jurisdiction denied; or they combine mandatory
Jjurisdiction cases and cases accepted for review,
but report separately the total number of peti-
tions for review filed, resulting in double count-
ing of granted petitions for review.

In trying to deal with these many variations
in case data, the Court Statistics and Information
Management Project has presented as much
information as possible about the caseload. The
Jurisdiction of each court is outlined briefly in
the court system chart for each state located in
Part II of this report. Because the deciding of
appeals is the primary function of the appellate
courts, data on appeals should be separated from
data on procedural matters. The significant
differences in the definition and classification
of cases in appellate courts have led the CSIM
staff to define appellate caseload to include as
‘cases' any appeal, any original proceeding, any
request to appeal, or any sentence review only
case.

The appellate tables that follow {Numbers 1
through 11) are sequenced from the presentation of
general data to more specific analytical tables.
The tables present general caseload, various anal-
yses of caseload, civil and criminal break-downs,
and time-to-disposition of appeals. The last table
(Table 11) presents a 7-year trend in filings for
those states reporting total case data for 5 or
more years.



TABLE 1: Reported and estimated national caseload for courts of last resort, intermediate
appellate courts, and all appellate courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization:

A1l 50 states, the District of Columbia, and
Puerto Rico have courts of last resort. Oklahoma
and Texas have two courts of last resort, one
that hears civil cases and one that hears
criminal cases.

Thirty-two states have intermediate appellate
courts. Four of these states have two
intermediate appellate courts.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

Courts of last resort in states with
intermediate appellate courts generally have wide
discretion in setting their agenda. Most appeals
are heard as a matter of right by intermediate
appellate courts and by courts of last resort in
states without intermediate appellate courts.
(The courts of last resort in Virginia and West
Virginia are exceptions.)

Total case figures are not comparable from
state to state without considering the mix of
mandatory and discretionary appeals heard by each
court, and the variety of case types included in
the jurisdiction of each court,

Yariations in case classification and definitions:

Some states report total cases processed
without any indication of case type. Other
states include, in their reported caseload, only
appeals that were decided on the merits. Some
appellate courts include all original
proceedings, while others report no original
proceedings. Some states do not distinguish
between cases and motions or other procedural
matters.

This report defines "appellate case" to
include any appeal, original proceeding, request
to appeal, or sentence review only case.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Reported cases:

The reported cases figures contain the
reported cases that were 100% complete with no
"§* footnotes. These data can be found in Tables
2, 3, and 4,

Percent of population represented:

State population figures used for all
appellate courts and courts of last resort are
from the revised 1981 Bureau of Census figures
and total 232,668,000 for the 50 states, the
District of Columbia and Puerto Rico. Bureau of
Census estimates for the population of the 32
states with intermediate appellate courts in 1981
totaled 199,838,000,

Estimated totals from Appendix A:

These figures represent the estimated data
from those states who reported less than complete
data. The estimating equations can be found in
Appendix A,

Estimated national totals:

Estimated national totals for 1981 are the
cumulative totals of all reported data that were
complete, plus the estimated data for each state
not reporting complete data. This figure for
"A11 appellate courts" is the sum of estimated
national totals from "courts of last resort" and
“intermediate appellate courts." The procedure
used to estimate incomplete or missing data is
discussed in Appendix A.

Estimated cases per judge:

This measure is used to indicate the average
number of cases filed and disposed for each
appellate judge.

There were 971 judges assigned to appellate
courts in 1981: 353 in courts of tast resort,
and 618 in intermediate appellate courts. The
estimated national totals in each of the
categories were divided by the number of judges
serving that level of court,

Estimated cases per 100,000 population:

This measure is used to indicate the
frequency with which cases are filed and disposed
in appellate courts.

Estimated cases per 100,000 population were
calculated by dividing the estimated national
totals by the appropriate population figure,
2,326.68 for all appellate courts and for courts
of last resort, and 1,998.38 for intermediate
appellate courts.

Examples of appropriate uses and techniques:

The estimates of total volume can be compared
to the estimates of total volume of cases filed
and disposed in trial courts in Table 13 to
indicate how frequently cases are appealed to
appellate courts. These figures may be compared
to the caseload of federal appellate courts to
indicate the proportion of appellate cases that
are heard in the state court systems.

Limitations on use:

Data have been aggregated in order to make
rough estimates of overall national totals, but
due to the small sample size this has been done
without regard to definitions of case categories
and units of count. The national estimates
contained in this report should be viewed only as
"ball-park” estimates, and not the exact volume
of cases in state courts.



TABLE 1:

Reported and estimated national caseload for courts of last resort, intermediate appellate
courts, and all appellate courts, 1981.
Estimated cases per judge and per 100,000 population.

Reported and estimated caseload Filed Disposed

A1l appellate courts

Reported Case$ .eeeeeccrvcccase teecsessssastsssserenans 123,767 120,805
Number of states reporting complete data ........e000ss 40 39
Percent of population represented by complete data .... 66% 65%
Estimated national totals ......cecevvenee seessessnes .o 191,000 185,000
Courts of last resort
Reported CaSeS ....eveesvsssccssocssscnces tececscassaen . 49,787 49,569
Number of states reporting complete data .......... vee 42 42
Percent of population represented by complete data ceee 74% 14%
Estimated totals from Appendix A .....ceveuee ceecvreces 15,540 16,251
Estimated national totals .....eovveeves tessesciaannas . 65,000 66,000
Intermediate appellate courts
Reported CaSeS .eceveeccsvcsccsaccss eetscsosensescacace 90,15 '8b,824
Number of states reporting complete data ........ cesree 26 25
Percent of population represented by complete data .... Nng 69%
Estimated totals from Appendix A ...... tecersseessessae 30,010 32,373
Estimated national totals .uvevescrrocescenvenenasannan 126,000 119,000

Estimated cases per judge

ATT appellate courts ... i ieiiiii it iorennnos A 197 191

Courts of 1ast resort .....cevvevevcenssvanes teseee ceee 184 187

Intermediate appellate COUrtS ....eveecvenses secesccsss 204 193

Estimated cases per 100,000 population

All appellate courts ...c.eevees teeceascestinstascsanns 82 79

Courts of 1ast resort .....coecveeenes cresvannan secseen 28 28

Intermediate appellate COUrtS ...ceveecvececoeass tveane 63 59

Note: Reported cases for all appellate courts is A state with one court reporting complete

less than the sum of reported cases for data, and one court reporting incomplete
courts of last resort and intermediate data will not be reported in "All appellate
appellate courts due to the fact that courts” but will have the complete data
states with more than one appellate court from the one court reported in the
had to report complete data for all its appropriate section (i.e., either "Courts
appellate courts in order for this table of last resort" or "Intermediate appellate
to display total state appellate caseload. courts”).
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TABLE 2: Reported appellate court caseload for all appellate courts, 1981.

Yariations in court organization:

Appellate courts are subdivided into courts
of last resort (the final court of appeal within
a particular state) and intermediate appellate
courts. This table combines data for both of
these appellate court types into one state figure.

It should also be noted that four states
(i.e., Alabama, New York, Pennsylvania and
Tennessee) have two intermediate appellate
courts, and two states ({.e., Oklahoma and Texas)
have two courts of last resort. Two courts at
any appellate level indicates specialization of
civil and criminal law,

Yariations in subject matter jurisdiction:

In some states, trial courts of general
Jurisdiction have incidental appellate
jurisdiction. These courts may receive a large
portion of the initial appeals. Other states,
however, that do not assign appellate
Jurisdiction to general jurisdiction courts will
have all appeals heard in appellate courts. In
these states, the appellate courts might have a
much higher filing rate, but not necessarily more
workload than those states hearing appeals in
general jurisdiction courts.

Sources of data:

A1l appellate courts reported at least some
caseload inventory data for 1981,

Data presented in this and the following
tables were compiled from both annual reports and
unpublished data provided by individual appellate
court clerks and state court administrators. The
sources of data for each court are shown in
Appendix B.

Reported national totals:

The reported national totals include only
data from states reporting complete data in the
inventory categories for all appellate courts in
the state.
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Number of states reporting:

Only those states that reported complete data
for all appellate courts are included in this
table. The term "state" in this and following
tables includes the 50 states, the District of
Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Percent of population represented:

State populations used for "all appellate
courts" are the revised 1981 Bureau of Census
figures and total 232,562,000 for the 50 states,
the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Appropriate analyses:

Disposed as a percent of filed. This
statistic Indicates how well all the appellate
courts in a state are disposing of cases that are
filed. This figure may be somewhat dependent on
the number of appellate judges, the number of law
clerks and other supporting personnel, the amount
of discretionary jurisdiction, and the types of
cases that can be appealed. A figure less than
100% indicates that the state appellate courts
are not keeping up with their caseload, A
statistic greater than 100% indicates that the
courts are reducing their pending caseload.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons should not be made among states
before checking for similarities and differences
among the states in the court system charts in
Part 11. When comparing the number of appeals
filed and disposed among states, also consider
the percent of the appeals that are discretionary
(i.e., the number of requests to appeal handled
by each state); the number of appellate courts in
the state; whether there 1s an intermediate
appellate court in the state; and the extent to
which some appeals are heard at the trial level.



TABLE 2:

Reported appellate court caseload for all appellate courts, 1981.

Disposed as a percent of filing. Number of courts of last resort and intermediate appellate courts. Reported
national totals with number of states reporting and percent of population represented.

A1l appellate courts Number of
courts
Disposed
as a
Begin End percent of Last Inter-
pending Filed Disposed pending filed resort mediate

Alabama ..veeeernnernnnns 1,3521 2,523t 2,5431 1,3321 10141 1 2
Alaska ...... cieesesee cresanens 847 755 863 739 114% 1 1
Arizona .....e00vu.. crecreccoas 1,758 3,579 3,2Nn 2,066 9% 1 1
Arkansas ..ceeevevccccoscoseass 544 1,614 1,549 609 96% 1 1
Californfa ...veveveecesneccans 19,452 19,439 1002 1 1
Colorado svevveeeenccanssconans 1,610 2,239 2,192 1,657 98% 1 1
Connecticut ..... 7441 1 1
Delaware ..ieececreceocnnns 278 337 348 267 103% 1 0
District of Columbia .......... 1,2561 1,663 1,313 1,6061 79% 1 0
Florida ..veevevnvecencncnnenes 9,038 15,251 15,198 9,113 100% 1 1
Georgia veveeeennenns ceeeenenas 3,898 3, 4101 1 1
Hawald ..vveececncenes veseernas 835 473 603 705 127% 1 1
Idaho ..... ceventenanen 6201 4351 3631 neal 8331 1 0
ITTIN0TS teiienenereccccnnneans 5,843 8,238 7,951 6,130 97% 1 1
Indiana ......c..... cevesoscnens 500 1,807 1,804 503 100% 1 1
) 1,168 2,187 2,173 1,247 99% 1 1
Kansas ...civeeveavsansecnsccnne 992 1,359 1,378 956 101% 1 1
Kentucky ...... 1,437 3,302 3,433 1,306 104% 1 1
Louisiana .,...... 6,215 5,499 89% 1 1
Maine c.ivevecencecnnrcnnsnnnas 407 576 608 375 106% ] 0
Maryland ....qeicevceccrccences 43 2,535 2,756 210 109% 1 1
Massachusetts{ 1 1
Michigan ..veevneeecaee 8,267 7,110 93% 1 1
Minnesota ...ce.0s 1,391 1 0
MissisSippl ceveeeeecececssvens 429 1,010 1 0
MisSOUrT .eivvverecncnnecsnenns 2,365 3,892 3,482 2,775 90% ] 1
Montana ,...... ceeene 574 515 90% 1 0
Nebraska{ ceeresecas 1 0
Nevada ..... teesaseraca vecsasen 744 719 838 633 117% 1 0
New Hampshire ....eceveeececens 244 482 416 310 86% 1 0
New Jersey ...oeeeen.. 5,4491 7,9651 7,264 6,3441 1 1
New Mexico cceecvecnacnans 1,115 1,151 103% 1 1
New York ...... 14,9651 14,3201 96%1 1 2
North Carolina ..e.ueeeee.. 2,682 2,397% 8931 1 1
North Dakotd «cceeceeese cecevsae 125 309 280 154 91% 1 0
Ohi0 veugeensns ceessssesacsssaas 10,916 11,322 104% 1 1
Oklahomal ....... cereaene 2 1
Oregon ..cevveeess 4,215 1 1
Pennsylvania ......... ceeesenes 9,9801 1 2
Puerto Rico ..... cesecscna 359 1,469 1,376 452 94% 1 0
Rhode Island «..cceevvvecoccnes 64 643 581 703 90% 1 0
South Carolfnad ..eeeeceeeoecees 1,035 810 78% 1 0
South Dakota cececoceceees 290 326 361 262 1M1% 1 0
TeNNESSEE vveveserovssansaasee . 2,608 2,596 100% 1 2
TeXas euevenns Ceeeneens cerereees 6,083' 13,5651 10, 4651 9,1801 77%1 2 1
Utah ..ccvveeees 698 577 83% 1 0
Vermont ...cevvecrcccccnsnens . 358 508 459 407 90% 1 0
Virginia c.oevececnnsecenccnses 1,08 2,257 1,935 1,363 86% 1 0
Washington ......eeveeveen 2,886 3,662 3,306 3,308 90% 1 1
West Virginia ......... 1,178 1,178 100% 1 0
HWisconsin coeveeeeene 1,41 3,216 3,167 1,460 99% 1 1
Wyoming v.eevecesee . 100 198 21 88 107% 1 0
Reported national totals* ..... 36,682 125,158 120,923 37,798 54 36
Number of states reporting* ... 27 40 39 26

Percent of population

represented* .......... cerese 35% 66% 65% 34%
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TABLE 2:

Reported appellate court caseload for all appellate courts, 1981. (continued)

For inclusion on this table, a case {s defined
as any appeal, original proceeding, request to
appeal, or sentence review only case. All
available data that are at least 90% complete
are entered in the table, and all appropriate
calculations are included. Blank spaces
indicate that either the data are unavailabie or
less than 90% complete, or the calculations are
{nappropriate. Data from Massachusetts and
Nebraska are either totally missing, or
substantially incomplete. Since Oklahoma
changed reporting years during this period,
there are no data available for 1981.

Note:

1pata are {ncomplete:

Alabama--Total state cases do not include petitions
disposed of in the clerk's office at the directfon
of the Court of Criminal Appeals, or original
proceedings and requests to appeal from the
Court of Civil Appeals.

Connecticut--Total state disposed figure does not
énclude original proceedings from the Supreme

ourt.

District of Columbia--Pending data do not include
disciplinary cases.

Georgia--Total state disposed figure does not
include the majority of requests to appeal in the
Court of Appeals.

Idaho--Total state figures do not include requests
to appeal in the Supreme Court.

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Total cases filed and
pending do not include all requests to appeal.

New York--State figures do not include original
proceedings in the Court of Appeals, or
requests to appeal in the Appellate Divisions of
the Supreme Court.
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North Carolina--State figures do not include some
original proceedings and some requests to
appeal 1n the Supreme Court.

Pennsylvania--State figure does not include
original proceedings in the Supreme Court, or
requests to appeal and original proceedings
in the Superior Court.

Texas--State figures do not include original
proceedings from the Courts of Appeals.

*Reported national totals:

The reported national totals include only data for
states reporting data in the caseload category
for all courts in the state. Only complete data
were included in the national totals. Figures
marked with an "{" footnote were not included in
the totals.

*Number of states reporting:

Reported cases for courts of last resort and "all
appellate courts" are from the 50 states, the
District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico for which
complete data were available. Reported cases for
intermediate appellate courts are from the 32
states with intermediate appellate courts.

*Percent of population represented:

State populations used for courts of last resort and
"all appellate courts" are the revised 1981
Bureau of Census estimates and total 232,562,000
for the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and
Puerto Rico.



TABLE 3: Detailed caseload categories for courts of last resort, 1981.
TABLE 4: Detailed caseload categories for intermediate appellate courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization:

Table 3 contains caseload inventory, by case
type, for the courts of last resort in the 50
states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

Table 4 contains caseload inventory, by case
type, for the intermediate appellate courts in
the 32 states that have intermediate appellate
courts.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

Major variation, in subject matter
jurisdiction results, from the kind of
discretionary jurisdiction granted to courts of
last resort and to intermediate appellate
courts, States having both levels of appellate
courts generally direct the most difficult
appeals to the courts of last resort, but these
are not necessarily the same types of cases in
every state,

Although most courts of last resort have
Jurisdiction over original proceedings,
disciplinary, advisory opinion and request to
appeal cases, intermediate appellate courts
rarely hear these types of cases.

These variations in jurisdiction make
caseload comparisons among appellate courts
extremely difficult.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

This report defines "appellate case" to
include any appeal, original proceeding, request
to appeal, or sentence review only case, and
where possible, has placed each state's case data
within these case classifications.

Some states report total cases processed
without any indication as to the type of
proceeding. Other states include in their
caseload only appeals that were decided on the
merits, Some appellate courts include all
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original proceedings, while others report none.
Some states do not distinguish cases from
procedural matters such as motions for rehearing.

Classification of the same type of proceeding
varies from state to state. For example, habeas
corpus may be reported as a separate category, or
it may be subsumed in appeals, original
proceedings, or motions.

Sources of data for each appellate court are
ound 1n Appendix B.

Appropriate analyses:

Although these tables are designed primarily
to display total caseload data, they may also be
used for some analysis. Comparisons may be made
between caseload figures of courts of similar
type, for example, between the number of
mandatory appeals filed in courts of last resort,
and those filed in intermediate appellate courts.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons should not be made among states
before checking for similarities and differences
among the courts in their subject matter
Jjurisdiction. Before total figures are compared,
check to be certain that all courts are of the
same type and have jurisdiction over and reported
data from the same types of cases. Comparisons
should not be made between courts of last resort
and intermediate appellate courts, or between
courts of last resort with and without
intermediate appellate courts. Within comparable
groups of courts, it may be safer to make
comparisons of types of cases than of the total
caseload. When comparing the number of appeals
filed, disposed, or pending among states, also
consider the percent of the appeals that are
discretionary (numbers in parentheses) and the
number of requests to appeal handled by each
state.



TABLE 3:
Detailed caseload categories for courts of last resort, 1981.

Appeals, original proceedings, requests to appeal, sentence review only, and total cases. Reported national totals with
number of states reporting and percent of population represented.

Begin pending Filed
s 3 > H > 2 > &
~E » v 4 - “ w6 5
2 T3 %- g ° . 23 o 2, Y
© o~ @ L Lo - © - - Q@ —
a 2y g& €3 2 2 28 2 ¢% a
State and court title & &5 &% 4t e 2 &5 &8 3¢ 2
Alabama--Supreme COUrt.ececeovsssvensesas X X X 576 5793 ( 59)e 351 1,018 ( §9)¢
Alaska=-=Supreme COUMt..seesacessasccceass 554 8 56 52 670 332 24 120 17 493
Arizona--Supreme COUrt.eseevossssscecssss 110 34 37 181 229 307 607 1,143
Arkansas--Supreme COurt.ceessescscoscsnss 196 11 NH 207 405 115 NH 520
California--Supreme COUrteeesesscecsesses 27 (137)¢ 800 (130)e 3,179 4,006 (267)€
Colorado--Supreme Court.vseessscsssrescee X X 59 471 185 364 417 966
Connecticut--Supreme COUMt.veccacenncssse 710 637
Delaware--Supreme COurt.seeceessosrscoces 265 13 NH 278 320 17 NH 337
District of Columbia--Court of Appeals... X X X 1,256 1,512d 151 (3) 1,663
Florida--Supreme COUPt.eessecossssssossce X X X 742 116 538 802 1,456
Georyia--Supreme COUMt..eeeeeseosconasocs 2153 162 n 4993 (199)e 852 1,356 (199)¢
Hawafi--Supreme COUrt,.oevsencrscenscanas 601 7 608 332 24 356
1daho--Supreme COUrt.ooveseseeaeeensensss 609 11 620t 361 ( 20)e 74 4351 ( 20)e
I111nois--Supreme Court,, 209 23 237 469 93 (150)¢ 132 { 9)e 1,419 1,644 (159)€
Indiana--Supreme COUrt.ceeossocooosooasnsns X X X 129 x ( 29)el X X 712 ( 34)ef
Towa--Supreme COUrt,.vveesssosssssssosase X X X X 1,029 { 28)e X X X 1,733 ( 29)¢
Kansas--Supreme COUrt...oesesssossarscses 14713 (§) 12 159 172 ( 19)¢ 32 188 392 ( 15)¢
Kentucky--Supreme COUPt.sesesesesescosoes 95 4 258 357 206 (185)e 70 652 928 (185)¢€
Louistana--Supreme COUrt.....o. 8173 (559)e 6513 2,485 3,337 (559)e
Maine--Supreme Judicial COUrteeecsscosses 365 0 NH 42 407 521 1 NH 54 576
Maryland--Court of AppealS....ceesececees 47 0 27 74 27 (129)e 29 628 684 (129)€
Massachusetts--Supreme Judicial Court.... 194 769
Michigan--Supreme COurt.eeesessscvosoanss 84 47 1,803 1,934 0 ( 98)e 57 1,892 1,949 ( 98)¢
Minnesota--Supreme COUrt seveveecrccoanes 971 116 304 1,391
Mississippi--Supreme COUrMteeeecvssosocanss 421 8 429 890
Missouri--Supreme Court..vesesescscsnesee 110 X X 194 331 267 474 1,072
Montana--Supreme COUrt, veveeeveeessansens . 4243 150 (J) 574
Nebraska--Supreme Court...eeecesecscnsens 5300 () 929J (j)
Nevada--Supreme COUrt...ccovessseosccases X X X 744 552 162 5 719
New Hampshire--Supreme COurt...ceeeacaces X X X 244 453) 29 () 482
New Jersey--Supreme COUrt.seeesossssssess 131 25 70 (146)e 7 (146)¢
New Mexico--Supreme Court...... X X 11 165 237 ( 71)e 169 204 610 ( 71)e
New York--Court of AppealS..... 708 ( 92%e X 2,619 3,32711( 92)e
North Carolina--Supreme COUMt...eusesases 3 131 ( 94)e 2 (0)e 475! 6081( 9a)e
North Dakota--Supreme COUrt..ceescscceces 125 0 0 125 284 25 0 309
Ohio--Supreme COUMt...coeeeeeccncsocosons 165 (133)e 204 1,632 2,001 (133)e
Oregon--Supreme COUMteeeooossoooscssscocnss 86 24 (1053e 240 548 812 (105)€
Pennsylrania--Supreme COUMt..eueeeseseone 246 (118)e X 888 1,1341(118)€
Puerto Rico--Supreme COUrt.seaseosssoaces 126 19 214 359 344 40 1,085 1,469
Rhode Island--Supreme Court...eesessssees 543 14 84 641 438 71 134 643
South Carolina--Supreme COUPt..eseecacess 1,017 18 1,035
South Dakota--Supreme COUrteeesssccceooss X X X 290 273 26 27 326
Tennessee--SUpreme COUrteeeeesvsrossoeocs 124 ( 78)e NH 761 885 ( 78)€
Texas--STATE TUTAL.... sveeses 4,053 0 358 4,411 2,354 (267)¢€ 8 (13)e 3,389 5,751 (280)¢
Supreme COUMteiseeesccrenscsns seseone 42 0 190 NH 232 25 ( 83)e 8 (13)e 991 1,024 ( 96)€
Court of Criminal AppealS..eeeeseneess. 4,011 NH 168 4,179 2,329 (184)€ NH 2,398 4,721 (184)¢
Utah--Supreme COUrt,..covvrcesnsrocraceans 664 34 698
Vermont--Supreme COurteseicaceesscsssecass 355 3 358 478 30 508
Virginia--Supreme Court...eeevececsscecens 263 119 659 1,041 0 (229)e X X 2,257 (229)¢e
Washington--Supreme COurt.vecesevesnssens 132 21 123 276 155 73 635 863
West Virginia--Supreme Court of Appeals.. 0 (277)e 647 531 1,178 (277)¢
Wisconsin--Supreme COurt...usessesvasoses 96 40 141 217 0 (157)€ 87 650 737 {157)¢€
Wyoming--Supreme COUrt.eesosecoscesssosse 98 3 NH 101 186 12 NH 198
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Note: For inclusion on this table, a case

Disposed End pending is defined as any appeal, original
proceeding, request to appeal, or
:':» S > § 5 3 E‘ § sentence review only case, AT1
" =3 @ 28 s " ;E @ © S < available data are entered in the
- £ ¢ €3 — - £g we <z - table., Blank spaces indicate that
9 o o S O - © @ o0 S e g [ the data are unavailable, or less
-~ O Ta c > - a -0 oa c > +»
& && &3 e 2 2 &858 &3 gt & . than 9U% complete.
NH = This case type is aot handled in this
7843 72 ( 59)e e court, )
507 22 ig (59) 68 1’2% (59) 378 lg Zg 1 2% X = The data for this case type.are known
254 302 577 1,133 85 39 67 191 to be.included in the total, but are
468 108 NH 576 133 18 N 151 unavailabte by category.
100 695 2,912 (267)¢ 3,707 (267)¢€
12 267) 107 (261)° €Cases are not included in the total to
X X 447 979 X 34 69 458 avoid double counting:
485 106 5911 862 A reguest to appeal granted is not
330 18 NH 388 255 12 NH 267 counted as a disposed request to
1,235 (3) 1,313 X X X 1,606 appe:ldor as :‘file?t?ppeali 1; ts
226 531 784 5 64 counted as a disposition only when
1,541 X X X § the resulting appeal is disposed. The
173 (§) 652 (199)e 1,430 (199) 1403  (§) 163 303 numbers of requests to appeal granted
373 24 397 560 7 567 are the figures appearing in
295 68 { 20)e 3631( 20)¢ 695 17 7121 parentheses, These numbers are not
216 133 ( 9)e1,269 (150)e 1,618 (159)e 236 22 237 495 10ata are Tncampleney O the catcutations.
; e e :
292 30 353 { 34) 695 ( 34)¢ X X X 146 Connecticut--Total cases disposed do
include original proceedings.
1,438 7 198 ( 29) 19 1,662 ( 29)e  x X X X 1,165 et
2523 () 164 E 15)e .416 g 15;9 995 (j) 19 *118 District of Columbia--Total pending
399 62 585 (185)e 1,046 (185) 87 12 140 239 cases do not include disciplinary
1,180 261 1,784 (559)e 2,990 (s59)e cases.
549 1 NH 58 608 337 0 NH 38 375 Idaho--Total cases do not include
requests to appeal.
152 29 526 (129)e 707 (129)e 51 0 0 51 Indiana-- Requests to appeal granted
720 175 do not include criminal petitions
X X 1,342 ( 98)e 1,713 ( 98)e to transfer,
114 307 Louisiana-- Oriyinal proceedings do
775 235 1,010 536 5361 not include all original juris-
diction cases,
198 240 453 891 263 X X 375 Mississippi--Total cases end pending

X X 515 do not include original proceedings.
7863 (j) 6733 (j) New York--Total cases do not include

XX X 838 X X X 633 Nooriglnal proceedings. = .
3983 18 j or arolina-- Requests to appea

L) 316 X X X 310 and total cases do not include sub-
216 68 963 (146)e 1,247 (146)e 131 28 stantial constitutional questions.
X X 136 ( 71)e 594 { 71)e X X ) 181 Pennsylvania--Total appeals do not
706 2,465 { 92)e 3,1711( 92)@ include original proceedings,
1953 % 5391 { 94)e 7341( 9a4)e 36 X Texas--Supreme Court-- Original
255 25 0 280 154 0 0 154 proceedings disposed do not include
e 1B L im)e Liss (1 gl e CERE e tn the
e e
X 468 (105) (105) X X 71 category:

X X X (118)e X (118)e District of Columbia--Total filed and
300 38 1,038 1,376 ( 170 21 261 452 disposed appeals include requests
M6 68 127 581 595 17 91 703 to appeal. ,

810 Georgia--Total appeals data fnclude
314 25 22 361 X X X 262 disciplinary cases,
Kansas--Total pending and disposed
243 NH 683 ( 78)e 926 ( 78)e appeals include original proceedings.
1,156 201 2,923 (283)e 7,099 (283)€ 2,519 0 541 3,060 Louisiana--Totals appeals include some
102 201 879 ( 99)e 1,001 ( 99)e 49 0 203 252 original jurisdiction cases. Original
.,054 NH 2,044 (184)e 6,098 (184)€ 2,470 NH 318 2,808 proceedings include some nondisciplinary

X X 577 bar matters,

43) 28 459 402 5 407 Montana--Total appeals filed include
requests to appeal.

321 1,385 (229)e 1,935 (229)e 1,363 Nebraska--Total appeals include original

130 78 622 830 143 20 145 308 proceedings,

217 647 254 (277)e 1,178 (277)¢ New Hamp:hi:e--Tota} appeals tnclude

162 e e requests to appeal,

199 ?; 533 (157) gi? (157) gé 33 ;: 133 fHorth Carolina--Total pending and disposed
appeals include disciplinary cases.
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TABLE 5: Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases

for courts of last resort, 1981.

TABLE 6: Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases
for intermediate appellate courts, 1981.

Yariations in court organization:

Tables 5 and 6 display a portion of the data
displayed in Tables 3 and 4, and the same
variations in court organization apply.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

Tables & and 6 display a portion of the data
displayed in Tables 3 and 4, and the same
variations in subject matter jurisdiction apply.

Variations in case classifications and
definitions:

The total cases column in Tables 5 and 6 is
the same as in Tables 3 and 4, and includes all
appeals, original jurisdiction cases, requests to
appeal, and sentence review only cases. Only two
case types--appeals and requests to appeal--are
displayed in Tables 5 and 6, both separated,
where data are available, into civil and criminal
categories.

These tables indicate that a significant
minority of states fail to break down appeals
into even the most general case types--civil and
criminal,

The sum of civil and criminal cases may not
add up to the figures shown for appeals and
requests to appeal in Tables 3 and 4 because
other types of appeals and requests to appeal may
be included in the total cases.

The types of cases classified as appeals
present a particular problem. Matters such as
requests for bail pending appeal, requests for
delayed appeal, and petitions to stay the lower
court ruling pending appeal generally are not
considered appeals, but are counted as such in
some courts, inflating the appellate caseload in
those states.

Courts with discretionary jurisdiction
sometimes report the total number of cases filed
without distinguishing between mandatory and
discretionary cases; or they separate mandatory
and discretionary cases filed but do not indicate
the number of requests for discretionary review
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granted. Some provide separate data for
mandatory cases, discretionary review granted,
and discretionary review denied, while others
combine mandatory cases and cases accepted for
review, but report separately the number of
petitions for review filed, resulting in double
counting of granted petitions for review.

Sources of data for each appellate court are
found in Appendix B.

Appropriate analyses:

Although these tables are designed primarily
to display the breakdown of appellate caseloads
into the civil and criminal case types, they may
also be used for some analysis. The ratio of
civil to criminal appeals may be calculated for
any court. These ratios may be compared among
courts of similar types. The ratio of civil
appeals to civil requests to appeal may be
calculated and compared to the ratio of criminal
appeals to criminal requests to appeal.

Limitations on use:

Although cases are identified as being civil
or criminal on this table, the definitions used
by the courts to make this distinction may
differ. One court may include juvenile appeals
and appeals of administrative agency cases in its
civil appeal category. Other courts may report
these cases in three separate categories, as
recommended in the Model Statistical Dictionary.
Before comparisons are made, one should check
each court profile to determine whether there is
any indication of the types of cases included in
the civil or criminal category.

For those courts that report non-civil and
criminal cases in separate categories and for
those that have jurisdiction over original
proceedings in addition to the appeals and
request to appeal cases reported here, the sum of
the figures reported for any case category on the
table will be less than the total cases figure
reported for that case category.




TABLE &:

Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases for courts of last

resort, 1981.
Begin pending Flled
Requests Requests
Appeals to appeal Appeals to appeal
Total Total
Civil Criminal Civil Criminal cases Civil Criminal Civil Criminal cases
Alaska--Supreme Court .......... 332 2224 670 301d nd 493
Arizona--Supreme Court ......... 16 66 NH NH 181 37 13 268 228 1,143
Arkansas--Supreme Court ,....... 89 98 NH NH 207 268 nuz NH NH 520
Californfa--Supreme Court ...... 0(69)e 27 ( 68)¢ 1,582 1,597 4,006 (267 )¢
Colorado--Supreme Court ........ X X X X an 47 89 X X 966
Connecticut--Supreme Court ..... 507 203 504 133
Delaware--Supreme Court ..... eee 134 13 NH NH 278 190 130 NH NH 337
District of Columbia--Court
of Appeals ....coveevosanee X X X X 1,2561 537§ 7734 {3) {(J) 1,663
Hawai{--Supreme Court .......... 360 241 608 162 170 356
1daho--Supreme Court ........... 368 159 6201 204 116 4351( 20)¢
IN1inois--Supreme Court ........ 89 57 122 1ns 469 3(77)e 13 ( 73)e 699 720 1,644 (159)¢
Indfana--Supreme Court ......... X X 0 X 129 X ( 29)e X 294 X nz2 { 34)
Iowa--Supreme Court ............ X X X X 1,029 X { 25)¢ X( 3)e X X 1,733 ( 29)¢
Maine--Supreme Judicial Court .. 288] 77 NH NH 407 384 137 NH NH 576
Maryland--Court of Appeals ..... 24 23 0 0 74 5§ (79)e 20 ( s0)e 684 (129)¢
Minnesota--Supreme Court ....... 708 263 391
Mississippi--Supreme Court ..... X X 429 5751 3041
Missouri--Supreme Court ........ X X X X 194 212 19 X X 1,072
Montana--Supreme Court ......... 3484 763 () () 574
Nebraska--Supreme Court ........ 4471 3691
Nevada--Supreme Court .......... X X 744 336 197 nse
New Hampshfre--Supreme Court ... X X X X 244 3093 973 () () 482
New Jersey--Supreme Court ......
New Mexico--Supreme Court ...... X X X X 165 219 18 X X 610 ( N)
New York--Court of Appeals ..... X ( Xx)e X ( 92)e 824 1,795 3,327%( 92)¢
North Carolina--Supreme Court .. 34 ( 72)¢ 97 ( 22)¢ 2331 2321 6081( 94)
North Dakota--Supreme Court .... X X 125 233 51 309
Puerto Rico-~-Supreme Court ..... 13 73 X X 359 46 102 X X 1,469
Rhode Island--Supreme Court .... 355 151 X X 641 309 96 X X 643
South Carolina--Supreme Court .. 622 275 1,035
Texas--STATE TOTAL ............. 423 4,001 1908 168 4,4 25( 83)e 2,329 (184)€ 991y 2,398 5,751 (280)¢
Supreme Court ..... veevenneee. 420 NH 190 NH 232 253( g3)e NH 991J NH 1,024 ( 96)¢
Court of Criminal Appeals .... NH 4,011 NH 168 4,179 NH 2,329 (184)e NH 2,398 4,727 (184)¢
Utah--Supreme Court ......eevaee 398 121 698
Yermont--Supreme Court ......... X X 358 339 126 508
Virginia--Supreme Court ........ X X 308 329 1,041 0 {167)¢ 0 ( 60)e X X 2,257 (229)¢
Washington--Supreme Court ...... 83 49 54 36 276 120 35 208 205 863
Wisconsin--Supreme Court ....... 60 36 97 44 277 0 (118)e 0 ( 39)¢ 484 166 737 (157)¢
Wyoming--Supreme Court ......... 73 25 NH NH 101 140 46 NH NH 198
Note: For inclusion on this table, a case because their data are substantially €Cases are not included 1n the total to

is defined as any appeal, original
proceeding, request to appeal, or
sentence review only case. Total
cases pending, filed, and disposed
include original proceedings and
sentence review only, as well as
all appeals and all requests to
appeal. Blank spaces indicate that
the data are unavailable, or less
than 90% complete. Courts of last
resort in the following states are
excluded from this table due to
their failure to categorize
appeals and requests to appeal

by civil and criminal cases, or

incomplete: Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Ohto, Oregon, Pennsylivania, South
Dakota, Tennessee and West

Virginia, Oklahoma changed
reporting years during this perfod,
therefore it did not report data for
1981.

NH = This case type is not handled in this

court,

X = The data for this case type are known

to be included in the total, but are
unavailable by category.
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avoid double counting:

A request to appeal granted is not
counted as a disposed request to
appeal or as & filed appeal., It is
counted as a disposition only when th
resulting appeal is disposed. The
numbers of requests to appeal granted
are the figures appearing in
parentheses in this table.

tData are tncomplete:

Connecticut--Total cases disposed do
not include original proceedings.

District of Columbia--Total pending
data do not include disciplinary
cases.



Disposed End pending

Requests Requests
Appeals to appeal Appeals to appeal
Total Total
vil Criminal Civil Criminal cases Civil Criminal Civit  Crimfnal cases
2674 2404 745 366J 134 48
35 89 NH NH 1,133 18 50 NH NH 191
266 174 NH NH 576 Nn 41 NH NH 151
78 22 1,425 {157)€ 1,487 (110)e 3,707 (267)€
X X X X 979 X X X X 458
401 84 X X 5911 610 252
214 116 NH NH 348 110 145 NH NH 267
X X X X 1,913 X X X X 1,6061
192 181 397 330 230 567
156 76 3631( 20)e 416 199 neal
102 35 628 ( 77)¢ 641 ( 73)€ 1,618 (159)¢ 67 108 116 121 495
X X 260 ( 34)€ 93 ( )¢l 695 ( 34)¢t X X 0 X 146
840 554 133 ( 26)€ 65 ( 3)e 1,662 ( 29)e X X X X 1,165
246 147 NH NH 608 270 67 NH NH 375
75 75 231 ( 79)€ 295 ( 50)e 707 (129)¢€ 33 18 0 0 51
746 189
1,010 X X 5361
130 68 X X 89N X X X X 375
X X X X 515
3351 3541
X X 838 X X 633
X X X X 416 X X X X 310
89 39 X X 1,247 (146)¢
X X X X 594 ( N)e X X X X 181
529 177 m 1,694 { 92)¢  3,1ni( 92)e
X X X (72)e X ( 22)e 7381 94)8
210 45 280 X X 154
40 78 X X 1,376 19 97 X X 452
253 117 X X 581 m 130 X X 703
810
102 4,054 8793( 99)e 2,044 (184)¢ 7,099 (283)€ 48] 2,470 203J 338 3,060
1023 NH 8793( 9g)e NH 1,001 { 99)€ 49J NH 203J NH 252
NH 4,054 NH 2,044 (184)e 6,098 (184)¢e NH 2,470 NH 338 2,808
X X 577
324 92 459 X X 407
X X 398 (167)€ 832 { 60)e 1,935 (229)e X X X X 1,363
9 39 225 202 830 109 34 56 37 308
112 50 415 (118)e 145 ( 39)e 816 (157) 66 25 48 26 198
157 42 NH NH 2 56 29 NH NH 88
aho--Total cases do not include a North Carolina--Civil and criminal District of Columbia--Civil and
small number of requests to Gpgeal. requests to appeal filed do not criminal appeals filed include
diana--Total requests to appea include substantial constitutional requests to appeal.
granted do not include criminal questfons. Total cases filed and Maine--Filed and pending civil
petitfons. disposed do not include most appeals include some appeal of
ssissippi--Civil and criminal original proceedings and administrative agency cases.
appeals filed do not include 11 substantial constitutional questions. Montana--Filed civil and criminal
unspecified cases. Total cases and appeals include requests to
pending data do not include Jexplanation of data included in the appeal,
original proceedings. category: New Hampshire--Filed civil and
braska--Filed and disposed civil Alaska--Civil and criminal appeals criminal appeals include requests
and criminal appeals do not include juvenile appeals. to appeal.
include a small number of Colorado--Civi) appeals filed Texas--Supreme Court--Appeals and
unclassified cases. include some appeal of requests to appeal cases include
w York--Total cases filed and administrative agency cases. Juvenile cases.
disposed do not include orfginal
proceedings.

27



*5i00dde ApEBa) UO|4D|AUCOSOd OpN|IDU| S1E0dde |RuiE)aD Guipusd pue pe| 14=-pue|isey

*5e5ed AJUD ARIAGL GOUPLUES OpN|DU| S|eedde (euim|sd bu|pued pue pe| |4

*sesed Apowes

VO[3 AV0D450d PUR ASuebe eA)selys uiEpe jO S eedde epniduj $(e0dde J{A}D Dujpued puw po|{3--@a0|
*s05e0 Acuete eAajjoisiuimpe JO $108dde GwWOS OPN|DU| PO (4 $|00dGR | |A)) -—OpRJIOIOD

$A1060480 BY} U| PEPNIDU] RIEP JO LO|4eRUR|IXI[

*56u§peeoosd [@U}6|I0 EPN|JU| JOU OP SOSED |@40)-~Sexey

*ediy esed AQ PO} |iuspy

BQ 40U PINOO YD |YA SOSED pLy BPNIDU| LOU Op POl S|UBAdR JOUI|LD PUR | [AID —-@)UI04|IRD

§,%49|D Oy} U] 4O PESOUS|P SUO{I}|48d OpNIDU| 4OU Op SB5EdD @101 --51veddy |RuUlw|L)
*100dde 0} $4S8NDOJ 6PN|DU| JOU Op SOSED |40 --5|08dy ||AD

®34N0) OUL 4O UOIIDBJ P Oy 4@ 821440

40 1INOQ—
30 LaNOD--BWRGR |V
1@40|cwody| eJv eieq,

GIuN| IvAvur was gy peeve OUS Ul POPAIDUL B Of UMOIN BIL BLiy BSED SIyud JO) Rpep Byl = X
*34400D S|U4 Ul PBIPURY 40U S§ BdAy esed S|uf = KN

*040|dwod 06 URYL $SO| IO ‘@iqe||eaeun

040 40P OY4 JOUL 840D |PU| SODRAS NUR(E °O|QRy Oyy U| Pesaiud esR 4P ©|QR| |eAR |1V
*1861 404 ©)1qe|jeAe
040 ©Lep OU ‘0s04048yy *pojsed sjyi Bujunp sueek Bbujjsodes pebueyd ewoye | *UISUODS|M
PUR CIURA|ASULRY ‘UL |OJRD YIION ‘NJIOL #BN ‘ueb|ud )N ‘sijesaydoessen ‘@609
‘ep|JO|3 :@48]awodU| A||R)IULISQNS S@A UMOPXEBJQ YL U| Q4EP 6ys JO ‘SesEd |8u|B)Id
PUR | |A1D 03Ul jeedde o) S4SeNndDeJ puR S|eedde Jjeys NeBLQ Of PO |9} Aeyy esneseq o(qQel

S|us wWoJy pepnioxe eses s04eys bu|ao|jo; eyy wodj SI14NOD 60| |0dde 8je|pBWIOLU| JO} e48Q
*1e0dde o) Sisenbes ||@ puUR SJeeddu ((C SO [|ea SP sesm Ajvo

ADjABS GOUOJUeS pue sbujpesdasd (eu)biso epnidou| pesods|p pue ‘pai|s ‘bujpued seses |e40)
*ose> Ajuo me(Aes eousjues .o ‘|eedde o}

+senbau ‘Gujpeesosd |eujb1uo ‘jeedde Aur Se PBU4EP S| OSED @ ‘©|Qey SIy4 UO VUOISN|DUL JO4 :6JON

000°S Pzl 625°) oLv‘z LSt vogt 66L°Z £v6 865°1 0192 010°1t v6£°lL °**°°°**sieeddy 40 Junod--uoibujysen
102449 HN HN 9910 ¥E6°L  (995°C HN HN 6L vLs°T vie’e 86’y 958°Z  ZL9’1L 0 ZL9‘L  *ttctcctetes|geddy 4O siJno)--sexef
HN HN 99L X HN X HN 658 % HN €8L H ] HN soesccrcgieaddy |QUIW|ID 4O 44NOD
HN HN 06 HN X HN X +88 HN X HN X HN HN esssesseg gaddy 40 44N0Y
0L9°1 X X X X €zL Y 9% X €8¢ X SeevetesteecIVIOL 31VIS~--80SSEUUS)L
€z8°1 HN HN 6£2°S HN HN ({1214 HN HN 8yl 180°1L 659°1 HN HN sovcsscsccsgieeddy 40 $an0D--uobeo
691°S HN HN o1’z zze'z vZv6 HN HN Le’s €82’'s st6’8g HN HN €L2°c  8L0°S Cev's HN HN CZL‘T SLO°S °ccccceccccccs|eeddy JO JUNn0Q--Ofu0
244 44 st $05 [14 124 612 zz sesserrgiveddy 4O 4JINOJ--OD [XON MON
€06°S £10°9 8£8°9 6¥2°C 8v’Z 280°S seesecerun0) JOI0ANG
40 UO|S|ALQ ©4@] }0ddy--ABSI0 MON
oov‘z -1 28 0z9‘t 166°2 €9¢ 129’1\ 0z8‘e vs9 (Y7} 1z Ls9 PLP®L  *°°°°°°°*5|@eddy 4O 4INOD--]|JINOSS W
651 ve ¥4 6¥0°Z rs1é 1%6 168°1 18 [17:] s e 191 *sieeddy 12|20ds 4O JuNOD-=puR|AJen
ovL L HN HN X 6052 HN HN €90°Z 818°2 KN HN 9zv’e g HN HN X eeesceccciooddy JO 44NOD--QUR}S|NOT
£90°1 4:4 [173 18€°2 c6v 889°1 | 7194 [1:14 €191 080°1 62 ¥9L esescrecssiveddy jO 34N0Y-—A%DI juey
[14:] X X 296 X X 196 8Ll £8L [1¢] X X **sjeaddy 4O JInOD--SESUER
z8 HN HN rzs ros tig HN HN 151 962 1714 HN HN révl  rso€ 651 HN KN rsv r£6 seseccrsscscegipaddy JO JINOD—-RMOY
341 601°1 S60°1 29 99r 1Lg ececerececsieaddy 4O JINOD--RURIPU|
$§9°¢ HN HN ol1's $25°2 €<’y HN HN €L6°T 095°€ $65°9 HN HN [-TE RS -72 A 4 (72 9£1 HN HN 196°Z LOP°T °°°°°°°°°°1un0D e4e)|eddy--5{ou] i}
;14 HN HN 14 74} 902 HN HN [1 -4} L HN HN 44 9L z KN HN Lt 80Z sesscsesncsccscssceccccosrg vaddy
40 4IN0D ©40 | POWIOIU| -~ | |CABH
L6 123 €9 €sl 114 91l v or zot 801 14 [ eecseccceetoun0) JO|JOANS BYL 4O
UO)5505 048 |6ddy=-~4Nnd | 08VUo])
661°1 HN HN X X (1A HN HN X X €Lzl HN HN 08z  r€z8 651°1 HN W X X sececetecsiceddy 40 34N0D--OPRIOIOD
HN HN 18LC 1Zvy LSl HN KN s6L’y 20Z°S 14249} HN HN (0SLy 99’y HN N 6v9°C €18°C "°°°t°*|veddy O S4INOD--C|UIO4|1€D
esy HN HN 9t L €L6 HN HN 14} (173 $60°1 HN HN €Ll 141} L€< HN KN or v6Z *s|eeddy §O {JNOJ--SEeSUANIY
SL8°t HN N 6L 198 8Kz HN HN e [24) [ 4284 HN HN 866 28 LLs°1 HN HN vi9 9L cecesercsesiveddy JO 4INO)--RUOZ |IY
12€ 8l HN 652 KN gt or HN 6% KN 292 9% HN €91 HN L z HN 6€1 HN sesececsccsgivaddy 4O 4IROD—EUSEIY
1588 X HN X HN 1286 X HN X N 1050°1 X HN X HN 1458 X HN X HN °* *s|eeddy |SUWIJD 4O 4JNOD
10vZ HN HN orZ |y HN KN (734 1134 HN N (424 16€2 HN HN 6€2 b *s|eeddy | [A|D 40 $an0D
1628 X X (174 195%°1 X X 1747 1606°1 X X [41) 19LL X X 652 seseccssecscnceqy 0L 3LVIS--oueqR)Y
S6Sed |euiw|J] {|AID jeuwiad 1)A1D §658> |QU|WIJD [EAID 1RUIWISD (141D 059D (QUIW|JD |1A1D 1CUIWIJID ||AID  S6sed jeuju|J] j|A1D IRUIWIJD 1]A1]
19401 [CITI 1940} 18401
jeedde o4 s |eeddy jeedde o4 s [eoday |wedde oy 5 | eeddy |eedde oy s jeaddy e1414 44N0O PUR BlR4S
sjsenboy s4senboy sisenboYy sisenbey
bujpued pu3l posS04s |0 [ZIXF] bu|pued ujbeg

‘Lg6L ‘Sunod aejjadde ajelpawsiui 10§ SBSED |10} PUE (JBulw IO pue [1A10) feadde 0} sysanbai pue sjeadde 10§ peojase)

‘9 3718vl



TABLE 7: Caseload for courts of last resort in states with intermediate appellate courts, 1981.

TABLE 8: Caseload for courts of last resort in states without intermediate appellate courts, 1981.

TABLE 9: Caseload for intermediate appellate courts, 1981.

Yariations in court organization:

In Tables 7 and 8, the courts of last resort
in states with intermediate appellate courts have
been separated from the states without
intermediate appellate courts, while Tables 7 and
9 together show the total appellate caseload in
those states with intermediate appellate courts.

These tables contain the same caseload
inventory data that is shown in Table 2, and the
same varifations in court organization apply to
these tables.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

The jurisdiction of each court {s outlined
briefly in the court system organization chart
for each state located in Part II of this report.

Major variation from state to state results
from the type of mandatory and discretionary
Jurisdiction over initial appeals granted to
courts of last resort and to intermediate
appellate courts., States having both levels of
appellate courts generally direct the more
difficult appeals to the court of last resort,
but these are not necessarily the same types of
cases in every state,

In some states trial courts of general
Jurisdiction have incidental appellate
Jjurisdiction, which may affect the number of
appeals filed in the appellate courts.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

Total case figures may not be comparable from
state to state,

Some states report total cases processed
without any indication as to what types of
proceedings are included. Other states include
in their caseload only appeals that were decided
on the merits. Some appellate courts include all
original proceedings, while others report none,
Some states do not distinguish appeals and other
cases from procedural matters.

Variations in counting cases:

The kind and amount of discretionary
Jurisdiction granted to courts of last resort and
intermediate appellate courts vary from state to
state. Courts with discretionary jurisdiction
sometimes report the total number of cases filed
without distinguishing between mandatory and
discretionary cases; or they separate mandatory
and discretionary cases filed but do not indicate
the number of requests for discretionary review
granted. Some provide separate data for
mandatory cases, discretionary review granted,
and discretionary review denied, while others
combine mandatory cases and cases accepted for
review, but report separately the number of
petitions for review filed, resulting in double
counting of granted petitions for review.

Courts may count cases at different stages in
proceedings. Some courts count cases when the
notice of appeal is filed. Others wait to count
cases until they are argued or submitted on
briefs. Courts which count cases at stages that
occur later in case processing will not count
those cases on which a notice of appeal is filed
but later the parties decide not to pursue the
subsequent stages,
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Sources of data for each appellate court are
ound 1n Appendix B.

Appropriate analyses:

A1l percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded to -1%.

Disposed cases as percent of filed. This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases that the court was able to dispose.
The percent is computed by dividing the number of
cases filed by the number disposed and then
multiplying by one hundred. A percent over one
hundred indicates that the court disposed more
cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload. A percent significantly less than one
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping
up with the volume of cases being filed.

End pending as percent of filed. This figure
gives the percent of the number of filed cases
that were pending at the end of the year. This
measure {s computed by dividing the number of
cases pending at the end of the year by the
number of cases filed and then multiplying by one
hundred. A value of one hundred percent
indicates that the number of cases pending at the
end of the year was equal to the number of cases
filed during the year. A value higher than one
hundred percent indicates a pending caseload
larger than cases filed, while a value lower than
one hundred percent indicates a pending caseload
smaller than the number of cases filed.

Number change in pending caseload. This
number gives the net increase or decrease in
pending caseload for the court year by
subtracting the number of cases pending at the
beginning of the year from the number of cases
pending at the end of the year. An alternative
to this calculation, subtracting the number
disposed from the number filed, was used when
pending data are unavailable or incomplete. Khen
this alternate formula was used, the resulting
number was enclosed in parentheses. A positive
number indicates that the pending caseload
increased during the year while a negative number
indicates that the pending caseload was reduced
in size. Thus, a large negative change in
pending indicates that the court is keeping the
caseload current, while a large positive change
in pending would indicate that the court has not
kept pace with its filings.

Percent change in pending caseload. This
percentage indicates the change in pending cases
relative to the number of cases pending at the
beginning of the year, and 1s obtained by
dividing the number change in pending caseload by
the number of cases pending at the beginning of
the year and then multiplying by one hundred.
(This figure cannot be calculated if the
alternative formula described above was used to
calculate the number change in the pending
caseload.) A high negative percent indicates
that the court reduced {ts pending caseload
significantly, while a high positive percent




indicates that the pending caseload increased
significantly. This measure was not computed if
the number of beginning pending cases was less
than ten.

Filed and disposed per judge. These measures
are displayed Tn appeliate court tables. If all
other factors (court jurisdiction, available law
clerks, discretionary jurisdiction, case
definition, panels in the court, etc.) are
similar, these measures permit comparison of
caseload per judge. These statistics were
computed by dividing the filed and disposed cases
respectively, by the number of appellate judges
serving that court.

The necessity for caution when making any
comparisons among states must be repeated. This
warning holds true especially for comparisons
using any of the above measures.

Filed per 100,000 population. The unit of
state population used on all court caseload
charts is 100,000, This measure compensates for
variations in state population and gives a more
realistic basis for comparison of caseloads among

31

states of various sizes. If all other factors
(court jurisdiction, discretionary jurisdiction,
case definition, etc.) are similar, the filed per
100,000 population statistic permits direct
comparisons among states of the number of filed
cases.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons should not be made among states
before checking for similarities and differences
among the states in terms of structure and
Jurisdiction identified is Part II. Comparisons
should not be made between courts of last resort
and intermediate appellate courts or between
courts of last resort with and without
intermediate appellate courts. When comparing
states, care must also be taken to insure that
state totals are used in those states with more
than one court of last resort or intermediate
appellate court. When comparing the number of
appeals filed, disposed, or pending among states,
also consider the percent of the appeals that are
discretionary (numbers in parentheses) and the
number of requests to appeal handled by each
state.
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TABLE 10: Time interval (days) data for courts of last resort and intermediate appellate

courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization:

Appellate courts in this table have been
separated into courts of last resort and
intermediate appellate courts. See Table 2 for
the number of appellate courts in each state.

Sources of data:

The source of data for individual appellate
courts are in Appendix B.

variations in case classification and
definitions:

Data on this table are apparently for appeals
decided on the merits after a full review by the
court, although this fact is not usually made
explicit in the source documents.

Variations in counting cases:

Some courts count cases as soon as the notice
of appeal is filed while others count them at a
later event, such as at the filing of the record
or the filing of the appellant's record. The
Tatter method will exclude those cases that are
withdrawn before the counting point from total
dispositions.

Appropriate analyses:

Comparison can be made of time to disposition
for courts at the same level that use the same
event for the start of the time interval. The
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time intervals used on this table are designed to
divide the entire time a case is pending into the
portion of time it is under the control of the
court and the portion over which the lawyers have
control. Comparisons can be made of the portion
of the entire time the case is pending in a
particular status with similar cases pending in
another court of the same type. Comparisons can
also be made of the length of time different
types of cases take in the same court.

Limitations on use:

Courts are grouped on this table by type of
court (court of last resort or intermediate
appellate court) and by the events used to define
the start and end of each interval. Comparisons
should be restricted to similar types of cases in
courts that use the same events for the start and
end of the interval of interest.

Although an attempt has been made to divide
the entire time a case is pending into the
portion over which the lawyers have control and
the portion the court has control, they are not
the only factors that affect the pace of
litigation. The lawyer may have to wait for the
court reporter to prepare the necessary
transcripts. The court may have to wait for
another court to make a decision on a different
aspect of the case. This table indicates the
average pace of litigation for large groups of
not necessarily homogeneous cases. A detailed
study of the pace of l1itigation should be
supported by data of far greater detail than are
available here.
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TABLE 11: Filed cases in appellate courts, 1975-1981.

Variations in court organfzation:

Appellate courts in this table have been
separated into courts of last resort and
intermediate appellate courts. See Table 2 for
the number of appellate courts in each state.

0f the 54 courts of last resort in the 50
states, District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, 46
reported trend data on appellate cases filed for
at least five years., Of the 36 intermediate
appellate courts, 33 reported trend data on
appellate cases filed for at least five years.

Sources of data:

These are found in the State Court Caseload
Statistics: Annual Report series, 1976-1987.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

The jurisdiction of each court is outlined
briefly in the court system chart for each state
located in Part II of this report. Variations in
Jurisdiction make caseload comparisons among
appellate courts extremely difficult.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

The case classifications used in the Annual
Report series are those chosen for inclusfon In
the State Court Model Annual Report and State
Court Model Statistical Dictionary. Differences
among states in what they TncTude in even the
broad category, appellate case, can make caseload
comparisons difficult from state to state. Some
courts, for example, include only appeals in
their appellate caseload. Some include original
appellate proceedings as cases, while others
exclude them. Some courts count requests to
appeal as separate cases, double-counting those
that are granted and become appeals.

Yariations in counting cases:

As fndicated in Table 10, some courts count
cases as soon as the notice of appeal is filed
while others count them at a later event. The
Jatter will exclude those cases that are
withdrawn before the counting point from total
filings.

The other variations in counting noted in
Table 10 also apply to this table.

Appropriate analyses:

The method of counting cases and the data
included for each yearly figure were kept
constant for each court. As a result, the number
and percent changes in caseloads reported in
these tables are, except where otherwise noted,
due to accrual change (usually growth) in court
filings and not to changes in the way the court
counted cases. Changes for similar courts or for
all courts within a state may be compared for
jdentical time periods.

Between 1980 and 1981 the caseload of most
appellate courts increased. Two-thirds of the
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courts of last resort experienced some rise in
their caseload. Four-fifths of the intermediate
appellate courts had increased caseloads also.
The median percent increase both for courts of
last resort, regardless of whether or not they
had intermediate appellate courts was five
percent. The median increase in caseload for
intermediate appellate courts was seven percent.

Most percentage changes in caseload were
modest. The large changes, however, may be more
interesting to study. Half of the courts of last
resort, with intermediate appellate courts, that
experienced a drop in caseload between 1980 and
1981 efther had a new intermediate appellate
court during that year or the previous year
(i.e., Hawafi, Alaska, and Arkansas) or a major
shift in jurisdiction from the court of last
resort to the intermediate appellate court (i.e.,
Texas, and Pennsylvania). Four of the remaining
five states had an off-setting increase in the
intermediate appellate court for the same period
(i.e., Arizona, Kansas, Florida, Georgia). Only
in Oregon did the caseload of both appellate
courts decline, by three percent in the Supreme
Court and by one percent in the Court of Appeals.

Similarly, most states with large increases
in the court of last resort experienced a
considerably smaller increase or a drop in the
size of the intermediate appellate court caseload
(1.e., Missouri, Kentucky and Maryland). In
Tennessee and Alabama, the caseload of both
appellate courts increased considerably.

Changes in caseload in courts of last resort
without intermediate appellate courts were
similarly distributed; with more than half
clustered between 2 percent and 8 percent. Two
of the states that fell in the upper half of the
distribution are scheduled to receive
intermediate appellate courts over the next few
years (South Carolina and Virginia).

All these comparisons consider only the
number of cases that were brought before the
court for its consideration, and do not account
for differences in the segments of the caseload.

Limitations on use:

Caseloads normally fluctuate from year to
year, so changes from one year to the next may
not be representative of the actual underlying
trend. As is noted above, the change in the
Jurisdiction of a court or the creation of an
intermediate appellate court will have a dramatic
effect on the rate and direction of change of
related courts' caseloads. Creation of an
intermediate court increases the opportunity to
file cases, so states in which these courts were
created usually show faster growth in the total
appellate caseload than that found in states that
either had an intermedfate court for the entire
interval or did not have one at all. Once the
capacity of the new court is reached, the rate of
growth may decrease. The addition of judges to
an intermediate court may have a similar though
less dramatic effect on historical caseload data
growth patterns.



TABLE 11:
Filed cases in appellate courts, 1975-1981.
Number of cases filed, and percent changes.

State and court title Cases filed Percent changes

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1980-1981 1975-1981

Courts of last resort

Alabama--Supreme Court ......... 369 510 815 667 762 846 1,018 172 { 20%) 649 (176%)
Alaska--Supreme Court .......... 315 468 613 630 656 572% 493 -79 (-143)* 178 ( 57%)*
Arizona--Supreme Court .. 905k 1,063k 1,005k 1,171k 1,093k 1,140 1,143 3( 1%) 238 { 26%)
Arkansas--Supreme Court .. . 694 584 650* 756 520 -236 (-31%) --
California--Supreme Court ...... 3,668 3,801 3,850 4,012 3,784 3,963 4,006 43 ( 1%) 338 ( 9%)
Colorado--Supreme Court ........ 553 651 735 854 941 950 966 16 { 2%) 43 ( 75%)
Connecticut--Supreme Court ..... 4091 4741 614 675 6371
Delaware--Supreme Court ........ 333 335 364 361 339 332 337 §( 2%) 4 ( 1%)
District of Columbfa--Court of
Appeals ..cveecnnesnscsnsss 1,265 1,369 1,353 1,305 1,236 1,426 1,663 237 ( 17%) 398 ( 31%)

Florida--Supreme Court ......... 1,846 2,214 2,253 2,740 2,561 1,14 1,456 -258 (-15%) -390 (-21%)
Georgfa--Supreme Court ......... 1,313 1,433 1,496 1,506 1,450t 1,580 1,356 -224 (-14%) 43 ( 3%)
Hawaii--Supreme Court ..... 194 265 316 374 338 416* 356 -60 (-14%)* 162 ( 841)*
1daho--Supreme COUrt o..voeuuess 3381 3321 374! 340f 410 4381 4351 23t 971 ( 293!
I 1inois--Supreme Court ........ 1,087 998 1,139 1,250 1,346 1,461 1,644 183 ( 13%) 557 ( 51%)
Indiana--Supreme Court ......... 430 476 466 604 646 nez 66 { 10%) .-
lowa--Supreme Court .....0oe0see 1,086 1,176 1,231* 1,490 1,507 1,620 1,733 M3 ( 73) 647 { 60%)*
Kansas--Supreme COUrt ...oeeeees 368 438 464> 443 410 392 -18 { -4%) 4 ( 73)*
Kentucky--Supreme Courtk ..... 1,199 833* 463 m 754 733 928 195 ( 27%) -271 (-233)*
Louisiana--Supreme Court ....... 1,606 1,762 2,266 2,405 2,842 3,0n 3,337 266 { 7%) 1,731 (108%)
Maine--Supreme Judicial Court .. 268 334 379 422 408 565 576 1( 21) 308 (115%)
Maryland--Court of Appeals ..... 7563 657 558 585 540 565 684 19 { 21%)
Michigan--Supreme Court ........ 974 1,045 1,503 1,636 1,470 1,850 1,949 99 ( 5%) 975 (100%)
Minnesota--Supreme Court ....... 921 9 1,001 1,117 1,391 470 ( 51%)
Mississippi--Supreme Court ..... 936 797 774 843 960 8901 --
Missouri--Supreme Court ........ 439 579 667 615 684 836 1,072 236 { 28%) 633 (144%)
Montana--Supreme Court ......... 299 409 469 517 472 494 574 80 ( 16%) 275 ( 92%)
Nebraska--Supreme Court ........ 5Nt 7161 6071 6461 6381 a1 9291 1881( 25%)1 3581( 633)1
Nevada--Supreme Court .......... 553 806 1,092 1,031 912 3 no9 <12 { -2%) 166 ( 30%)
New Hampshire--Supreme Court ... 268 273 NS 310 293 599 482 -117 (-20%) 214 ( 80 S)
New Jersey--Supreme Court ...... 11,0481 17,1641 902! 1,006 1,081 1,1081 1,127 i af ol( a1)f
New Mexfco--Supreme Court ...... 500 558 632 654 615 §77 610 33 ( 6%) 110 { 22%)
North Carolina--Supreme Court .. 520 546 465 54) 624
North Dakota--Supreme Court .... 129 150 186 208 294 309 15 { 5%) 180 (140%)
Ohfo--Supreme COUrt ..oeeececees 1,323 1,404 1,516 1,593 1,721 1,864 2,001 137 ( 73%) 678 ( 51%)
Oklahoma--STATE TOTAL .veceveeee 1,806 1,998 2,002 1,729 1,922 2,457

Supreme Court ...civeevveccnas 992 1,019 1,109 1,029 1,176 1,636

Court of Criminal Appeals .... 814 979 893 700 746 811
Oregon--Supreme Court .....ccsee 773 973 885 594 7127 834 812 -22 { -3%) 39 ( 5%)
Pennsylvania--Supreme Court .... 1,696  1,736%  1,549%  1,944%  y,8501 71,7741 71,1341k -6401(-363) 1k -5621(-333)1k
Puerto Rico--Supreme Court ,.... 1,083 1,204 1,248 1,136 1,170 1,382 1,469 87 { 6%) 386 ( 361)
Rhode Island--Supreme Court .... 347 4n 427 445 486 608 643 5 ( 6%) 296 ( 85%)
South Carolina--Supreme Court .. 276 416 487 na s 921 1,035 \M { 123) 759 {275%)
South Dakota--Supreme Court .... 218 294 288 279 319 359 326 =33 ( -9%) 108 ( 50%)
Tennessee--Supreme Court ....... 953 897 879 813 854 733 885 152 { 21%) -68 ( -7%)
Texas--STATE TOTAL .....vveeevs. 3,715 4,774 5,727 5,942 5,859 6,285 5,751k -534 { -83)k 2, 036 { s53)k

Supreme COUrt ..ovvvecrcnnerse 973 1,072 1,035 1,070 1,014 1,014 1,024 10 ( 1%) 1 ( 5%)

Court of Criminal Appeals .... 2,742 3,702 4,692 4,872 4,845 5,27 4,727k -544 (-10%)K 1, 985 ( 723)k

(continued on next page)
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TABLE 11:
Filed cases in appellate courts, 1975-1981. (continued)

State and court title Cases filed Percent changes
1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1980-1981 1976-1981

Courts of last resort
{continued)
Vermont--Supreme Court ......... 355 366 364 359 422 476 508 32 ( 7%) 153 ( 432)
Virginfa--Supreme Court ........ 1,526 1,672 1,932 1,846 1,862 2,091 2,257 166 { 8%) 731 { 48%)
Washington--Supreme Court ...... 504 589 638 654 785 767 863 6 ( 13%) 359 ( Ng)
West Virginia--Supreme Court

of Appeals ....cceeeecveans 720 878 863 ns3 1,012 1,262 1,178 -M { -7%) 458 { 64%)
Wisconsin--Supreme Court ....... 840 929 904 636* 683 137 4 ( 8%) =103 (-12%)*
Wyoming--Supreme Court ......... 129 138 146 157 177 207 198 9 ( -43) 69 ( 53%)

Intermediate appellate courts

Alabama--STATE TOTAL ........... 1,000% 12700 1,101 1,273 1,2481 1,302 11,5051
Court of Civil Appeals ....... 133 186 308 361 419 464 475
Court of Criminal Appeals .... 878! 71,0841 8531 9121 8291 838t 1,030

Alaska--Court of Appeals ....... -- -- -- -- - 69 262

Arizona--Court of Appeals ... 1,728 2,017 2,005 2,183 1,999 2,212 2,436

Arkansas--Court of Appeals ..... -- -- - -- 616 983 1,094

2031( 163}
N ( 2%)
1921( 233)
193 (280%)
224 ( 10%)
M { Ng)

4941( 4931
342 (257%)
1521( 173)1

711 ( 91%)

California--Courts of Appeal ... 9,936 10,312 11,460 12,337 12,853 14,374 15,446

Colorado--Court of Appeals ..... 858 915 1,128 1,119 1,214 1,207 1,273
Connecticut--Appeliate Sessfons
of Supertor Court ......... 173 211 199 223 138 122

Florida--Court of Appeals ...... 7,849 9,129 9,647 9,563 12,350 11,800 13,795

1,072 ( 7%)
66

1,994 ( 17%)

5,510 ( 55%)
415 ( 48%)

5,946 ( 76%)

Georgja--Court of Appeals ...... 1,754 2,132 2,000 1,969 2,031 2,542 511 ( 25%) --
Hawai{--Intermediate Court

of Appeals ...eeevecccncnns - -- -- - - 262 117 -145 (-55%) --
IMinois--Appellate Court ...... 4,135 3,973 4,381 4,411 5,732 6,603 6,594 -9 ( 03) 2,459 ( 59%)
Indiana--Court of Appeals ...... 626 777 883 896 94} 937 1,095 158 { 17%) 469 ( 75%)
Iowa--Court of Appeals ......... -- - 356 370 377 460 454 -6 ( -1%) -
Kansas-~Court of Appeals ....... - -- 370 792 816 916 967 5. ( 6%) --
Kentucky-~Court of Appeals ..... .- 615 1,922 1,57 1,863 2,267 2,374 107 ( 5%)
Louisiana--Courts of Appeal .... 2,020 2,189 2,407 2,386 2,664 2,873 2,878 5( 1%) 858 ( 42%)
Maryland--Court of Special

APPEATS tiiviiicneraceraaes 1 zasJ 1,541 1,545 1,644 1,689 1,892 1,851 -41 ( -2%)
Massachusetts--Appeals Court .., 701 6058 1,1661  1.0501 1,045  1.2100 1,269 591( s3)t 3991( a63)!
Michigan--Court of Appeals ..... 4,435 4,544 5,274 5,248 5,499 5,980 6,318 438 ( 7%) 1,983 ( 45%)
Missouri--Court of Appeals ..... 1,818 2,181 2,146 2,255 2,219 2,646 2,820 174 { 7%) 1,002 ( 55%)
New Jersey--Appellate Division

of Superior Court ......... 4,383 4,819 5,978 6,098 5,618 6,121 6,838 nr (123) 2,455 ( 56%)
New Mexico--Court of Appeals ... 514 446 576 539 517 §70 5054
New York--STATE TOTAL .......... 9,477 10,2561 10,5991 10,4531 10,8171 11,6381 s21i( eyl --

Appellate Divisions of the
Supreme COUPrt vueeesessecens 7,362 7,8261 8,384 8,418' 8,630" 9,338 7081 ( 83)i -
Appellate Terms of the
Supreme COUPt cevovevscansas 2,177 2,15 2,430 2,218 2,035 2,187 2,300 M3 ( 5%) 123 ( 6%)

Ohio--Court of Appeals ......... 6,869 7,204 7,992 7,546 7,994 8,980 8,915 -65 { -1%) 2,046 ( 30%)
Oklahoma--Court of Appeals ..... 327 418 353 449 647 496 .-
Oregon--Court of Appeals ....... 1,539 1,847 2, 348 3,106 3,456 3,436 3,403 =33 ( -1%) 1, 864 (121%)

Pennsylvania--STATE TOTAL ...... 5.023%  6.067%  6.3641  7.6921 6.933¢ 8.3181  8.8a6lk
SUPEriOr COUPt eveveevenrnvns  2.9961  3.6311  3.7001  4ld95  4.0a7f 4,523 s, 0371k

5281( 6%)1k
s14i( 11g)ik

3,823 ( 76$)'
2.0411( 68%) 1k

Commonwealth Court ........... 2,027 2.436 2,664 3,197 2,886 3,795 3,809k 14 ( 13k 1,782 ( 863 )k
Tennessee~--STATE TOTAL ......... 1,285 1,330 1,472 1,424 1,438 1,520 1,723 203 ( 13%) 438 ( 343)

Court of Appeals .....ccvoeesee 655 694 758 730 775 806 884 78 ( 10%) 229 ( 35%)

Court of Criminal queals cees 630 636 na 694 663 na 839 25 ( 18%) 209 ( 33%)
Texas--Courts of Appeals ..... .. 11,7641 1,824% 1,969 2,172 2,445 2,621 7,814k 5,1931(1983)1k  6,0501(3433)1k
Washington--Court of Appeals ... 1,819 1,777 1,996 2,093 2,243 2,752 2,799 47 ( 2%) 980 ( 54%)
Nisconsin--Court of Appeals .... -- -- .- - 1,983 2,287 2,479 192 ( 8%) --
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Note: For inclusion on this table a case is defined as any
appeal, any original proceeding, or any request to
appeal. Requests to appeal are counted when originally
filed and are not counted agafn 1f granted. All
complete data are entered {n the table. Blank spaces
indicate that the data are unavailable, or the
calculations were fnappropriate.

-= = Not applicable.

*Indicates the year the intermediate appellate court began
operation.

bparticular court or reporting system information:
Georgfa--Supreme Court--Data reported by the court prior
to 1979 do not include pending data, and it is
therefore not clear how requests to appeal which were
granted in these years were counted, Data from before
1979 may not be comparable with that reported for
years after 1979,

fData are incomplete:

Alabama--Court of Criminal Appeals--Figures do not
include petitions disposed in the clerk's office at
the direction of the court.

Connecticut--Supreme Court--Figures footnoted do not
include petitions for certification.

Idaho--Supreme Court--Figures do not tnclude requests
to appeal.

Massachusetts--Appeals Court--Figures do not include
original proceedings or requests to appeal.

Mississippi--Supreme Court--Figure for 1981 does not
include original proceedings cases.

Nebraska--Supreme Court--Figures given
include appeals and original jJurisdiction cases
only. No information is available on the number of
requests to appeal that are filed.
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New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data do not include all
motions for direct certification and motions for leave
to appeal.

New York--Appellate Divisions of the Supreme Court--Data
reported do not include original proceedings.

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Figures do not include any
original proceedings.

Superfor Court--Figures reported include appeals
only.

Texas--Courts of Appeals--Figures reported
include appeals only.

JExplanation of data included in the category:

Maryland--Court of Appeals and Court of Specfal
Appeals--Requests to appeal granted were double
counted in the data reported here for 1975 and
1976--once when the request to appeal was filed and
again when the resulting appeal was filed.

New Mexico--Court of Appeals--Figur~ for 1981 includes
interlocutory appeals, which are . ‘available for
previous years.

kadditional {nformation:

Arizona--Supreme Court--Figures given for 1975-1979 were
corrected from previous editions of this report.

Kentucky--Supreme Court--Before 1976, the court of last
resort was named” the Court of Appeals.

Pennsylvania--In 1981 the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court was changed to make 1t a "certiorari court." At
the same time, the jurisdiction of both the
Commonweal th and Superior Courts was increased. The
results of these changes are reflected in the changes
in the caseload volume of these three courts.

Texas--Courts of Appeals--The jurisdiction of this court
was expanded 1n 1981 to cover criminal appeals, in
effect creating a "new" fntermediate appellate court
under the Court of Criminal Appeals.



Trial court summary statistics

This section contains tables that display the
1981 statistical data from the trial courts. The
data cannot be found in published annual reports
alone. All published annual reports and other
available documents from the 50 states, the
District of Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico are
used. Unpublished data provided by state court
administrators or other officials are also used.

Court systems that contributed to the 1975
Annual Report have provided more data as state
court administrators have become aware of the CSIM
Project data needs. Several states that did not
submit data for the 1975 report have since changed
or improved their data systems to the extent that
they now provide data for this national
statistical series.

Trial court data received from states are
generally more detatled than appellate court
data. Although the State Trial Court Jurisdiction

Guide for Statistical Reporting has enabled staff
to make quantum leaps forward in identifying units
of count and the subject matter jurisdiction of
trial courts, some specific problems make
comparisons of the data presented in this Report
difficult. These problems are (1) the lack of
uniform case classifications; (2) lack of uniform
ways of counting cases; (3) the lack of complete
data reported by the courts; (4) questions
relating 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 1s the lack of uniformity in case
classification. Case categories and the data
classified in the case categories vary from state
to state. For example, DWI cases may be counted
with criminal cases in one state, and with traffic
cases in another state. This sort of
classification problem, however, has been
addressed in the State Trial Court Jurisdiction
Guide for Statistical Reporting.

The second problem deals with the units of
count employed to measure cases. This problem has
already been presented in the introduction to this
volume, and is examined in greater detail in
Figure C.

The third problem in comparing data from 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 of those categories. For example, a
state may report total civil and criminal data but
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not identify whether they include estate, domestic
relations or mental health. This omission
presents a problem in interstate comparisons. In
addition, there are states that are not consistent
in their reporting of data. The general
Jurisdiction court, for example, may give detailed
category breakdowns, whereas the limited
jurisdiction court may report only total civil,
criminal, and juvenile cases, or not report at all.

The fourth problem relates to questions of
validity of the data collected, both published and
unpublished. One of the major factors in data
validity is the chance of human error. Many
elements (hidden data, transposition of figures,
double counting of cases, manner used to verify
data) contribute to the scope of this problem.
Although many verification techniques have been
implemented by state court administrators and by
the Court Statistics and Information Management
Project staff to keep errors to a minimum, the
reader should understand that a verification
process does not guarantee absolute accuracy.

The final problem is variation in the subject
matter jurisdiction of the courts. In 1981, six
states, 1l1linois, Idaho, Iowa, Massachusetts,
Missouri and South Dakota, the District of
Columbia, and Guam, handled all cases in general
jurisdiction courts. In other states, such as
Florida and New Jersey, general jurisdiction
courts process only major criminal cases and major
civil actions, while other civil and criminal
cases are handled by limited jurisdiction courts.
Limited jurisdiction courts were added to this
series in 1976 in order to present a complete
picture of the trial court caseload. The 1981
state court system charts in Part Il show that the
number and types of trial courts vary from state
to state. This difference in court structure must
be kept in mind while examining the data in these
summary tables.

The reader should note that only states
reporting data that could be displayed in specific
case category tables (i.e., felony, real property
rights, status offenses, etc.) are included in
such tables. For the sake of clarity, those
states that did not report such detail are not
listed.

The following tables are sequenced from a
general overview (national caselovad totals for
courts) to the more specific caseload detail
(civil, criminal, traffic/other violation, and
Juvenile case categories and caseload).



TABLE 12: Reported national caseload (civil, criminal, and juvenile) in all trial courts, 1981.

Yariations 1n court organization:

In 1981 the number of different kinds of
trial courts in a state ranged from 1 (in states
with a single-tier trial court) to 15. Five
states (Ildaho, I1linois, Iowa, Missouri, and
South Dakota), the District of Columbia, and Guam
have no 1imited jurisdiction courts.
Massachusetts has one general jurisdiction court
with seven departments.

A court system chart for each state can be
found in Part II of this Report.

Yariations in subject matter jurisdiction:

When comparing trial court statistics, the
differences in jurisdiction both within and among
states must be examined. For example, general
Jurisdiction courts in states with single-tier
courts handle all cases from felonies and the
largest civil actions to small claims. Another
state's general jurisdiction courts may have a
criminal divisfon that handles only felony
matters (after preliminary hearings in limited
jurisdiction courts), and a civil division that
handies no civil cases involving less than
$10, 000,

Yariations in case classification and definitions:

In previous years, it was not possible to
identify the specific content of the reported
caseload of some courts. Those that reported
figures for general categories such as "civil" or
“criminal” did not further specify what types of
cfvil or criminal cases came under the court's
Jurisdiction and therefore were included in these
reported figures. For 1981, the CSIM project
completed a comprehensive survey of trial court
Jurisdiction, the Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide
for Statistical Reporting. Through this work, it
s now possible to state what types of cases are
and what types are not included in the data
reported by each court., As a result,
classification problems that have existed in the
past have been substantially eliminated.

A few problems remain, however. There are
states that are not consistent in their reporting
of data. The general jurisdiction court, for
example, may give detailed category breakdowns,
whereas the limited jurisdiction court may report
only total civil, criminal, and juvenile cases,
or not report at all.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in counting cases:

Figure C displays the existing varfation in
criminal case units of count. These figures show
that the problem of case definition in trial
courts is more acute on the criminal side. Most
states, Puerto Rico, and Guam count civil cases
in all trial courts when the petition or
complaint {s filed. The problem is more complex
in criminal cases, and {s described fully in
Figure C.

Reported cases:

The reported cases figures include all states
that reported complete data for that type of
case., For example, data would not be included
for a state that reported all civil cases for its
general jurisdiction court but incomplete data
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for one or more of its limited jurisdiction
courts.

This standard of completeness was not
followed for the criminal caseload. For 1981,
the CSIM project modified its 1ist of case types
to be included in the criminal caseload. Using
information collected for the Trial Court
Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting, 1t
was possible to {dentify 1n which figure the
court of each type of case was included, but it
was not always possible to separate the counts of
cases added to or removed from the newly defined
criminal caseload. So that there would be a
sufficient number of states reporting usable data
on which to base an estimate of the criminal
caseload, the completeness criterion was relaxed
to include in the analysis states reporting data
that were believed to be at least 90 percent
complete. States were included whose criminal
figures did not include DWI/DUI cases, or did
include a 1imited number of ordinance violations
or preliminary hearings.

Number of states reporting complete data:

This figure represents the total number of
states whose trial courts reported complete data
as defined above.

Percent of population represented by complete
data:

State population figures used are the revised
1981 Bureau of Census figures and total
232,668,000 for the 50 states, the District of
Columbia, Puerto Rico, and Guam. This was the
figure used to compute percent of population
represented by complete data for the civil and
criminal caseloads in all courts. Total juvenile
population for 1981 was estimated by the Bureau
of the Census to be 63,163. This figure does not
include Puerto Rico or Guam.

Estimated national totals:

These are the cumulative totals of all
reported state total data that were complete,
plus the estimated totals for each state for
which complete figures were unavailable. The
procedure used to estimate incomplete and missing
data is discussed 1n Appendix A.

Appropriate analyses:

The estimates of total trial court volume can
be compared to the estimates of the total
appellate volume given in Table 1 to indicate the
relationship between filings and dispositions in
trial and appellate courts. The estimate of the
total volume of civil, criminal, and juvenile
caseloads shows the relative distribution for
these three case types of cases that are brought
to the trial courts.

Limitations on use:

The estimates of case volume are based on
complete data from only a portion of the states.
It is not possible at this time to gauge the
variability of these estimates. They should be
viewed as gross, "ball park" estimates, and not
as representing the exact volume of cases in
state courts.



TABLE 12:
Reported national caseload (civil, criminal, and juvenile) in all trial courts, 1981.
Estimated civil, criminal, and juvenile cases filed and disposed in all trial courts.

Reported and estimated caseload Filed Disposed
CIVIL
ANl trial courts:
Reported Cases ....ceevveccnssaese seteseseccescsscesans 5,253,987 4,175,739
Number of states reporting complete data ......ccv00e0s 19 15
Percent of population representeg by complete data .... 35% 332
Percent of variance explained (R¢) ........... cresnscns 98% 98%
Estimated totals from Appendix A ....vieeveeccccens cees 9,503, 345 9,739,761
Estimated national totals ...cvcencccvnrceccncaccas N 14,800,000 13,900,000
CRIMINAL
A1l trial courts:
Reported CASeS cuveesvecevassaccsasssnscscccescssssons 3,946,4N 2,534,414
Number of states reporting complete data ....eeveevenns 2 15
Percent of population representeg by complete data .... 421 33
Percent of variance explained (R¢) ...ceeeevesscncacanes 63% and 99% 65% to 99%
Estimated totals from AppendiXx A ....ivvvvceececoccnoes 5,209,438 5,176,366
Estimated national totals ....cciveeevnccrncsconconnnns 9,200,000 7,700,000
JUVENILE
A1l trial courts:
Reported CaSeS ..uvivevecessvssrsccscasnoees ceesres oo 883,275 600,184
Number of states reporting complete [ 1 £: T . 36 24
Percent of population represented by complete data .... 66% 50%
Estimated totals from Appendix A ...veeevvonveccens seae 447,928 634,065
Estimated national totals ..... teeessssecessnccessrecns 1,331,000 1,234,000

Note: Data included in this table are those from the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Guam and
Puerto Rico. To ascertain the states that reported data in any category, refer to Tables
13, 14 and 16. Figures for the percent of variance explained (RZ) for juvenile estimates
can be found in Appendix A.
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TABLE 13: Reported grand total, and total civil trial court caseload, 1981.
TABLE 14: Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981.

TABLE 15: Reported total traffic/other violation trial court caseload, 1981.
TABLE 16: Reported total juvenile trial court caseload, 1981.

Yariations in court organization:

Fifty states, the District of Columbia, Guam,
and Puerto Rico have 1981 trial court data
displayed in Table 13 through Table 16.

A court organization chart for each state is
in Part II of this Report. The wide variation in
court organization from state to state can be
illustrated by comparing the District of
Columbia's single-tier court system with Georgia,
which has a number of general jurisdiction and/or
limited jurisdiction courts. These differences
in court organization determine the proportion of
total trial court caseload that will be heard in
general jurisdiction and in limited jurisidiction
courts in each state.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction:

The variations in court organization
mentioned above will also determine what
proportion of civil, criminal, traffic/other
violation, and juvenile case types are heard at
each level of court. These are the only four
tables that list every court with the relevant
subject matter jurisdiction, regardiess of the
availability of data. See the individual court
system charts in Part II for more detailed
descriptions of the case types handled in each
trial court.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

Tables 13 through 16 show only the very broad
breakdown of caseload into civil, criminal,
traffic/other violation, and juvenile cases, and
indicate with NHs the case types not handled in
each particular court. These tables give a good
overview of the way caseload is distributed among
the trial courts. The large number of blank
spaces indicates from which courts data are
unavailable or less than 90% complete for 1981.
No totals appear for a state on the state name
Tine in any of the columns unless complete data
(at least 90%) were reported by all courts
handling that case type. State totals are left
blank {f data are missing from any court in the
state.

Sources of data are indicated in Appendix B.

Yariations in counting civil and criminal cases:

Care should be taken to avoid comparing
states with data based on non-comparable units of
count. These definitions in criminal cases are
spelled out in Figure C. Check the notes at the
end of each table to identify those courts that
do not count civil cases at the filing of the
petition or complaint. Only data from those
states that count cases in the same way can be
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compared. The introduction to this volume
describes the importance of controlling for the
unit of count when comparing state data.

Appropriate analyses:

A1l percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were less
than 0% but greater than -1% have been rounded
down to -1%.

Disposed cases as percent of filed. This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases that the court was able to dispose.
The percent is computed by dividing the number of
cases filed by the number disposed and then
multiplying by one hundred. A percent over one
hundred indicates that the court disposed more
cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload. A percent significantly less than one
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping up
with the volume of cases being filed.

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population.
unit of state population used on all court
caseload charts is 100,000. This measure
compensates for variations in state population and
gives a more realistic basis for comparison of
caseloads among states of various sizes. If the
number of filings was unavailable but the number
of dispositions was available, the number of cases
disposed per unit of population was entered in
this column in place of the number of cases filed
per population unit. The use of this alternative
quantity is indicated by enclosing it in
parentheses, Population figures represent the
total state population.

If all other factors (court jurisdiction, case
definition, unit of count, etc.) are similar, the
filed per unit of population statistic permits
direct comparison among states of the number of
filed civil cases, criminal cases, traffic/other
violation cases, juvenile cases, as well as among
state totals.

The

Limitations on use:

Data that are not at least 90% complete are
not included in this table to prevent
inappropriate comparisons. The data that are
included must account for differences between the
way cases are defined and counted in different
courts. Where possible, comparisons should be
limited to those among state totals for specific
types of cases. Before making comparisons between
limited jurisdiction courts or among general
Jurisdiction courts, check the court system charts
in Part 1I of this volume for similarities in
Jurisdiction.

-
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TABLE 14:

Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981.
All courts. Begin pending, filed, disposed and end pending. Disposed as a percentage of filed and filed

per 100,000 population.
Filed
{dis-
posed)
per
Unit Disposed 100,000
State and court name Juris- of Begin End as a % popu-
diction  count pending Filed Disposed pending of filed latfon
ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL ......
Circuft Court ....... G 2-A 31,129 27,685 89% 795
DISErICt COUPt vevrurvennvnonencensanens L 2-C 10,613 107,8204 9753  2,824d
Municipal Court ..coevecnennciconsscnss L 2-C
ALASKA:  STATE TOTAL veureenns
SUPETIOr COUPt wveuevnenoereenecnccnnes G 7-A 1,557d 1,1653 75%J 3783
District Court ...ccoeeevncee veessseses L 7-C
ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL vvevevoensenconssen
Superior Court .....eeeeeees 6 4-A 8,2501 16,858 17,3131 7,3661 603
Justice of the Peace Court ..c..coeeevee L 1-C
MUNTCipal COUPt cuuveeeeesncreonooncans L 1-C 58,8871 92,7141 72,6621 77,9361 7831 3,318t
ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ©eeevenenencnnnss
CIPCUTL COUPt svevvnrnrnnevacnacnanas . 6 1-A 11,977 18,695 17,864 12,808 96% 814
Munfcipal Court .....ccc00ss. cevesecans L 1-C
Police Court and City Court ...ccceeses L 1-C
CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL ..ecevnn. 828,6571J  726,7831J ggzid  3,4251d
Superior Court ..... cesesacacestssannss G 2-A 67,515 60 564 90% 279
Justice COUrt oevvenennennan. L 2-C 64,0901  53.9051J 8431d 26513
MURTCTPAl COUPL ouvrvennervonnnonnnanns L 2-C 697.0521  612,3141J gexld  2,8811J
COLORADO: STATE TOTAL .....
DISLPiCt COUPt veueverevenaccsonness G 4-E/A 15,346 15,002 12, 414 17,389 832 506
COUNtY COUPT evvuernnononncaenanncenns L 4-C 16,4971 39, 288f 36,331 20,4541 9291 11,3251
CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL vvvecuvvencones
Superfor COUPt veveeeeseenn. G 2-A 13,4791 114,969%3  111,997¢3 14,8591  973id  3,6681d
DELAWARE: STATE TOTAL ........
SUPETTOr COUPt +vvvureoesreccncroasssan G 2-A 1,3264 3,3053 3,3004 1,313 100%d 553J
Court of Common P1eas ceceeencecacasses L 1-C
Family COUPt vvenvevennns L 2-C 230 2,616 2,583 263 99% 437
Municipal Court of Wilmington ......ce0e L 1-C
Alderman's CoUrt ...evveeeconasocncnnne L 1-C
Justice of the Peace Court ....cevvueee L 1-C 29,641 29,788 100% 4,957
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
SUPEPIOr COUPt vuvueerrecaneneonnsanacs G 2-B 4,013 28,7581 27,4971 5,3621 963t 4,s581
FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL ........ Ceevrenne . 352,4061 305,1051 8731 3,4611
CIrcuit COUPt wvveerennevecnrenncnnnane G 5-B 149,999 134,340 90% 1,473
County COUrt vevveeveeneeecncannens L 1-C 202,407 170,765 gasi 1,988
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Filed

(dis-

posed)

per
Unit Disposed 100,000

State and court name Juris- of Begin End asatd popu-

diction count pending Filed Disposed ~pending of filed lation

GEORGIA: STATE TOTAL +.ueeeenveorvannoones .
Superior COUrt ....eceveee. teesesreeenene G 7-8 54,3861  50,3981J 9331J 9761J
State Court and County COuUrt cvevecencees L 7-C
Probate COUrt ....e.cec.. D | 2-C 54,8341 4,6891 9731 YAl
Justice of the Peace Court ...... cesssess L N/A
Small Claims Court ..c..cecveecvceces cecene L N/A
Municipal Court (located in Savannah

and COTUMDUS) c.evveeeennssccnsosnsnane L N/A
Magistrate's Court ......... cesesescennes L 2-C
CIVID COUPt vvvnrrinnencencennennss veeees L N/A
Criminal Court, Municipal Court (other

locations), Recorder's Court, Mayor's

Court, City Council Court, and Police

Court veeeveeees tesceesccerscsnnanencee L N/A

GUAM:

Superior Court ....eeeccevcccnnes cesneses G N/A 675 1,394 525 869 38%

HAWAII: STATE TOTAL eevvveneneccoonccnsse 9,5451 27, 9331 27, 2021 10,2761 973t 2, 8471
CIrcuft COUPt vuvueevneeesenenseencacenes G 2-B 3, 972i 2,71 1,8721 4.8111 6931 2761
DISErICE COUPrt veueveeeneeneannoceecaneas L 2-8B 5,6731 25,2221 25. 3301 5.4651 10081 2,571

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ievvvenevecnccosanas ..

District Court ...cvceencenncnncnas ceseren G 4-8

ILLINOIS:

Circuit Court ....evveeesevcasscnacescens G 9-A

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL veveveennses ceerrenns 88,5241  182,34913 159, 4181J m,926i3  8rgtd  3,3351J
Superior Court and Circuft Court ........ G 7-A 27,4201 35.6791 35, 4551 27,9861 9931 6531
County COUPt eeevecvvencensessossocannesr L 7-B 23,40313  49,77313 47,4373 25.84413 9531 9101J
Municipal Court of Marion County ........ L 7-8 28,819J 52,5063 44,8173 36, 5083 8533 9604
Small Ctaims Court of Marion County ..... L N/A 101 1, 185 930 2651 78% 22
City Court and Town COUrt ....eveveeenes L 4-8 8,8721 43,2061 30,7791 21,3231 7131 7901

10WA:

District COurt «uveneen.. ceeeeesesneeses G 2-A 36,9321 34,1931 9331 11,2741

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL vevvvenervcanonccncnns
District Court ..o.oeveeens S - 2-E/A  7,7281 32,870 30,5381 5,2451 1,379

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL veuvvvvnerecncsnones ) , .
Circuit Court ..veveen.. teeecncesecessees G 2-A 13,604J 11,9733 883J nd
District Court c..cieeeececececccncnnnnes L 2-C

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL vvveecnerecronanss .

DISErICE COUPt 4uevuverenenerncennacananes G 11-A 386,363 8,969
City Court, Parish Court and Municipal .
Court of New Orleans .......... ceeeeens 7-B 38,3941 32,9131 8631 8911
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TABLE 14:

Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

Filed
(dis-
posed)
per
Unit Disposed 100,000
State and court name Juris- of Begin End as a % popu~-
diction  count pending Filed Disposed pending of filed lation
MAINE: STATE TOTAL ccvvcvecevccccnccanns
SUPETTOr COUPt veeveeerncerereoncrnnens G 2-A 3,7551J 6,0621J 5,75213 4,06513 95313 53513
District Court c.veveceecveccaneananans L 9-B
MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ceeeececoccccncasne 174,9301J 4, 1031J
CHrcuit COUrt veevevereoccvocsnccacocns G 2-A 17,7801 45,933 40,497 23,1713 8% 1,078
DISEPriCt COUPt vuveurvnnerenneeenennens L 2-8 128,9971J 3,026
MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL ...veevcecoes .
Trial Court of the Commonwealth ....... G 2-B 303,7091J 5,2611J
MICHIGAN: STATE TOTAL ....... cesescrence
Recorder's Court of Detroft ...ceceeeee G
District Court ..ceececercrconns . L
Municipal Court ...ceveeeccccncennonssne L
MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL .ecveeececacannne
District COuUrt vuveeeeenenns G 2-C 12,7631 10,0731 7931 32t
County Court ..ceeeeecncecnccae PR .e L 1-C
County Municipal Court teeesecesccscens L 1-C
MISSOURI: ) _
Circuit CoOUPt ..veeevcecconcasonsannane G 11-8B 81,2633 74,9553 92%J 1,645)
MONTANA: STATE TOTAL teeeeevccnncnscases
District Court .voeceveneenccsoennnacae G 7-A 1,098 3,238 2,725 1,519 84% 408
Justice of the Peace Court .veveececees L 2-C
City Court ..veeeeeveocsccncocccsconses L 2-C
Municipal Court ..ccevevenes teesraas “ee L 2-C
NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ..veeecvsocncocses
District COUrt vuvvvvneennne. ceererenes G 2-A 6,890J 5,917J 86%J 4373
COUNtY COUPt vevverenvenecnonoonaonnons L 2-B 46,3931 46,2411J 100383 2,9421J
Municipal Court ..cevvcensnccnsvcccanss L 2-C
NEVADA: STATE TOTAL ticeececcccccaccaane
District Court .icvveevenees cecscesnees G 11-A
Justice Court ..cvveceess tesseesecssens L 11-C
Municipal Court ..c.eevvveenn. ceesecrnan L 11-C
NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ......... ceas
Superior Court ..veeeecees cecesensene .e G 1-A 6,955 7,149 103% 743
District Court sieeeeescecevcacacesne vee L 1-C
Municipal Court ..... ceeeneeneas L 1-C 1,4081 1501
NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL vvvivevencnenens 445,410 410,16013 92413  6,006J
Superior Court ..ccevenenses reesnacs e G 2-B 13,382 32, 043 30,005 15,420 94% 433
County District Court ........ L 2-C 3,3911J 3,730 110313 4613
Municipal CoUrt wevevevereseovesacncons L 2-C 409,98013  376,4291J 92%13  5,5371J
NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL ..ceeeccccoccces
District COUrt ..cveevececscsasccncsans G 2-C 2,601 5,927 5,001 3,527 84% 446
Magistrate Court ....cceeevvecnconcens . L 2-C .
Bernali1lo County Metropolitan Court . L 2-C 31,0241J 2,3361J
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Filed

{dis-
posed)
per
Unit Disposed 100,000
State and court name Juris- of Begin End as a % popu-
diction count pending Filed Disposed pending of filed lation
NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL 4uivevevervesennconnns .
Supreme Court and County COUrt .......c... G 7-A 41,5871 42,0851 10151 2361
Criminal Court of the City of New York ... L 9-D 189,051 182,109 96% 1,074
District Court and City Court ......c.vue. L 2-C 210.902J 169,343 80%J 1,198]
Town and Village Justice Court .....covuee L 1-C
NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL w.euveeevnrenns 66,6541 445,679  429,55513  g2,77813  963id  7,48713
SUPEriOr COUPt wuvvuerevsencssooasncanesee G 2-A 16,605 68,685 66,564 18,726 97% 1,154
DiStrict COUPt wuvvvveeveerennnannns cevees L 3-C 50,0491  376.99413 362,99110 64,0521  963id 63331
NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL veuevereeennenens
DISELrict COUPL vuuuverenonereroosensanenns G 2-A 2964 1, 3z7J 1 32?1 2983  100%d 2023
County Court with Increased Jurisdiction . L 5-B 2,391 11,6271 1,146 2,900J 9631 1, 7671
County Justice COUPrt ...eeeeeeneness veeess L 2-C 1.0851J 2,727 2,700 1,08815  993i 4141
Municipal Court ....cevevnnannss vesssraane L 2-C
OHIO: STATE TOTAL ...... Ceereveesananeseane
Court of COMMON P1eAS +.vveeereeenoses veee G 2-E 9,963 41,076 41,492 9,547 101% 381
Munfcipal COUPrt vuveeveveonenncnones veenee L 2-C 50,5800  378.892J 380, 6867 48,7863  100%J 3,514
COUNLY COUPt vuvveneveneoonnsenceoonenes .. L 2-C 4,283J 41,939J 41,2864 4,93 98%J 389J
Mayor's Court ....... Cecssrctsestessasrens L N/A
OKLAHOMA:  STATE TOTAL vveveevencccconecnens
District Court tveveeeececcsscccnssee ceens G 9-A
OREGON: STATE TOTAL .eevverveenoncocovcnsss
Circuft Court voveeevennnns B - 5-8 20,1981 19,5491 9731 7621
District Court ..iveveeeercenverocnnnencne . L 5-B
Justice Court ........... titsacesene L 5-C
Municipal Court ..ciieeeesccnceccccansas e L 1-C
PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL teevvvenanens veee
Court of COMMON P1€aS cveveverenennes veeee G 2-A/0 18,176 89,673 78,103 39,746 87% 755
District Justice COurt ...eeeesoesees L 2-C 148, 1637 (1,252)3
Philadelphia Municipal Court ....... . L 2-C
Pittsburgh City Magistrate Court ......... L 2-C
PUERTO RICO: STATE TOTAL c.ecuveen eteranes 21,8211 74,29513 74,73913 21,3771 1oisid 2,3251d
SUPErior COUrt vevrvvereoennanss veesrerees G 1-C 13,793 21,44 21 830 13,404 1023 671
District COUPt vuvuverrnnoeeeens cererenees L 1-C 8.02815 52,8541  52.9091J 7,97313 100313 1,6541d
RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL vevevnvenennnans . 45,885J 43,580 9533 4,814
Superior Court ....... sesesssestasessasens G 4-A 5,477 . 4,178 76% 575
DiStrict COUrt vovveeeevroeeess S 1-C 40,4083 39, 402J 9833 4,240
SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ....... ceveeens 192,0381 6, os4f
CAPCUTE COUPt rivnerenrnrnonseonesncnannos G 2-A 8,00t 31,9301 33,4211 6,600 10531 1,0081
Magistrate Court ...... seesssasesarasnenas L 2-C 108 594 3, 429
Municipal Court ...eevevanees L 2-C 51,514 1,627
SOUTH DAKOTA:
Circuit Court ..ecvveeees setssecssesenanas G 2-C
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TABLE 14:

Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

FiTed
{dis-
posed)
per

Unit Disposed 100,000

State and court name duris- of Begin End as a % popu-

diction count pending Filed Disposed pending of filed lation

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL .ovuveeenranonconss

Circuit Court and Criminal Court .....,.. & 1-A 37,2131 33,3754 903! 8071
General Sessions COUPt c.vceeceneerncnnes L N/A
Municipal Court .e.cvveeeccass cevresananes L N/A
TEXAS: STATE TOTAL wecverecvernnrancnecnes
District Court and Criminal District
COUPL vevrernaneonase creeenees T 2-A 74,993 101,387 87,922 88,458 87% 687
County Court at Law and Constitutional
County COUrt .eveveecosecoccssnassncnes L 5-8 332,259 2,250
Munfcipal Court ..ccaeveecossceccscrvross L 1-C
Justice of the Peace Court .....cececnese L 1-C
UTAH:  STATE TOTAL vevvevrenvocnnneneocnnns 54,09213 3,563%J
DIStrict COUPt voveveeeereveccooseseseass G 9-A 3, saoid 3,0273 863 2334
CIrcuft COUP vveveinneneneeecocnoanceons L 9-8 9,8511 6491
Justice of the Peace Court ..ceeveuvenn.. L 2-C 40,7113 2,6821J
VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ....... Ceteeienaraans 4,5123 19,6484 19,135] 3, 2361 979 3,807
Superior CoUrt ..ovevsesssaccncescsceoans G 2-A 8 34 22 65% 7
DISErTCt COUMt vveeernenerncnsonnncsccnns G 1-E 4,504 19,6143 19,1134 3, 215J 9733 3,801
VIRGINIA: STATE TOTAL 4uveeenerenconnnoanen
CIrcuit COUPrt vuvveeneenverecsseocncecees G 1-A 64,328J 61,631J 96xd  1,185J
District COUrt .iveeeescecronncscaconsnne L 1-C
WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL sueveerenen. veeren
Superfor Court ...... cetecseransassrcsene G 7-A 16,113 15,502 933 396
District Court .veuvvnen.. O 3-C 112,848 80, 2531 gl 2,676!
Municipal Court s.veeeceeracsveennsaccnan L 3-C
WEST VIRGINIA: STATE TOTAL ..eeveeeerenens
CIrcuft COUPt vvvevereeneonccesoceseccass G 9-A 7,780] 7,7263 9,184J 6,322 193] 3964
Magistrate COUPt .uevevuvevensecrncooanes L 9-C 68,3397  131.4501 1436381 56,1511 10081 6,734
Municipal Court .cecvvecenss cecsscsascses L 1-C
WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL tvuvvervcnnencecoas
CArcUit COUPrt uvevereeereeceanoonaansess G 2-E 48,8731 45,9991 9431 1,011
Municipal Court ...civvvevevenceconancnns L 1-C
WYOMING: STATE TOTAL 4uvveveeneonnrononcns
DISErict COUrt oevvevvereneressnsoneseces G 9-A 763 1,772 1,816 719 102% 360
Justice of the Peace Court and County
Court ccveveee sectscesacesacrns veessene L 9-B
Municipal Court cecens L 1-C
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Note:

Mississipp! is not included in this table because
it did not report any criminal data in 1981, and
did not respond to questions in the Trial Court
Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting;

therefore, criminal jurisdiction information is
unavailable, Oklahoma changed reporting years
during this period, and therefore, did not report
any data for 1981. All other state courts with
criminal jurisdiction are 1isted in this table,
regardless of whether data are available. All
data that are at Yeast 90% complete are entered in
the table. Blank spaces indicate that either the
data are unavailable or less than 90% complete, or
that the calculations are 1naBpropriate. The
"filed per 100,000 population” STATE TOTAL figure
may not equal the sum of the individual state
courts due to rounding.

NH = This case type is not handled by this court.
N/A = Information is unavailable.
-- = Not applicable.

Criminal case unit of count codes:
Contents of case {number of defendants/number of
charges) - Point at which case is counted
Contents of case:

-
-

.

- OOV > w N
. « o o

-—e
.

Single defendant/single charge

Single defendant/single incident

Single defendant/single incident (maximum number
of charges)

Single defendant/one or more incidents

Single defendant/varies with prosecutor

One or more defendants/single charge

One or more defendants/single incident

One or more defendants/single incident (maximum
number of charges)

One or more defendants/one or more incidents

One or more defendants/varies with prosecutor

Varies with prosecutor/varies with prosecutor

Point at whiéh case {s counted:

At the filing of the information or {ndictment

At the filing of the information or complaint

At the filing of the complaint (warrant or
accusation?

At the assigning of a docket number

At the arraignment (first appearance)

1pata are incomplete:
Arizona--Pending and disposed data do not include

Municipal Courts.
in the Municipal Court data.

petitions for order of protection for the Superior
Court and Municipal Court.
were reported for January for the court located in
Snowflake or for December for South Tucson

In addition, no data

DWI/DUI cases are not included

California--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.
Colorado--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.
Connecticut--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.
District of Columbia--Data do not include DWI/DUI

cases.

Florida-~Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.
Georgia--Superior Court--Data do not include all

DWI/DUI cases.

-=-Probate Court--Data do not include DWI/DUI

cases.

Hawafi-~Circuit Court--Data do not include some cases

included with unclassified civil cases.

--District Court--Some misdemeanor data are

included in the ordinance violation category.
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Indiana--Superior Court--Data do not include
criminal appeals and miscellaneous criminal
cases,

--County Court--Data do not include miscellaneous
criminal cases.

--City Court and Town Court--Data do not include
data from six courts, or a small number included
in redocketed proceedings.

--Small Claims Court of Marfon County--Pending data
do not include part of nine cases that could not
be identified by case type.

Iowa--Some misdemeanors are included in a traffic
category.

Kansas--Pending and disposed data do not include
DWI/DUI cases.

Louisiana--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.

Maine--Superior Court--Data do not include DNWI/DUI
and some criminal appeals.

Maryland--Circuit Court--Pending cases do not include

adult offenses against juveniles.

--District Court--Data do not include DWI/DUI
cases.

Massachusetts--Data do not include miscellaneous
criminal cases from the Superior Court
Department, and DWI/DUI cases from the Housing
Court and District Court Departments.

Minnesota--Data do not include criminal appeal
cases.

Nebraska--County Court--Data do not include 1imited
felony cases.

New Hampshire--Data do not include 1imited felony
and DWI/DUI cases.

New Jersey--County District Court and Municipal
Court--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.

New Mexico--Bernalillo County Metropolitan
Court--Data do not include 1imited felony cases.

New York--Data do not include miscellaneous
criminal and appeals filed in the County Court.

North Carolina--Data do not include all limited
felony cases,

North Dakota--County Court with Increased
Jurisdiction--Data do not include 1imited
felony cases.

--County Justice Court--Pending data do not include
DWI/DUI cases. Filed and disposed cases do not
include limited felony cases.

Oregon--Data do not include criminal appeal cases.

Puerto Rico--Data do not include DWI/DUI cases.

South Carolina--Data do not include criminal appeal
cases.

Tennessee--Data do not include miscellaneous
criminal cases.

Utah--Circuit Court--Data do not include

miscellaneous criminal cases.

--Justice of the Peace Court--Data do not include
data from 14 justices and a few limited felony
cases.

Washington--Data do not include 1imited felony
cases.

West Virginia--Data do not include 1imited felony
cases.

Wisconsin--Data do not include most DWI/DUI or
traffic appeal cases.

JExplanation of data included in the category:

AMlabama--District Court--Data include preliminary
hearings.

Alaska--Superior Court--Data include probation
revocation hearings and sentence review only
proceedings.

{continued on next page)



TABLE 14:
Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

California--Data include some ordinance violations
and preliminary hearing proceedings.

Connecticut--Data include ordinance violation cases.

Delaware--Superfor Court--Data include
postconviction remedy proceedings.
District of Columbia--Pending data include
preliminary hearings.
Georgia--Superior Court--Data include ordinance
violation cases.
Indiana--County Court--Data include ordinance
violation cases.
--Municipal Court of Marion County--Data include
ordinance violation cases.
Kentucky--Data include postconviction remedy and
sentence review only proceedings.
Maine--Superior Court--Data include ordinance
violation cases, and postconviction remedy and
sentence review only proceedings.
Maryland--Circuit Court--Pending data include
postconviction remedy proceedings.
--District Court--Data include ordinance
violation cases.
Massachusetts--Data include ordinance violations
from the District Court Department.
Missouri--Data include ordinance violation cases
that demand a jury trial,
Nebraska--District Court--Data include civil appeal
cases and postconviction remedy proceedings.
--County Court--Data include ordinance violation
cases.
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New Jersey--County District Court and Municipal

Court--Data include ordinance violation cases.

New Mexico--Bernalillo County Metropolitan

Court--Data include ordinance violation cases.

New York--Data include ordinance violation cases.

North Carolina--Data include ordinance violation

cases. In addition, pending data also include

preliminary hearing proceedings.

North Dakota--District Court--Data fnclude
postconviction remedy and sentence review
only proceedings.

-~County Court with Increased Jurisdiction and
County Justice Court--Pending data include
preliminary hearing proceedings.

Ohio--Data include ordinance violation cases.

Pennsylvania--Data include ordinance violation

cases.

Puerto Rico--Data include ordinance violatfon cases.

Rhode Island--Data include some traffic and

ordinance violation cases.

Utah--District Court--Data include postconviction
remedy and sentence review only proceedings.

-~-Justice of the Peace-~Data include ordinance
violation cases.

Vermont--Data include ordinance violation cases.

Virginia--Data include some ordinance violation

cases, and postconviction remedy proceedings.

West Virginia--Data include postconviction remedy

proceedings.



TABLE 15:

Reported total traffic/ other violation trial court caseload, 1981.
All courts. Begin pending, filed, disposed and end pending. Disposed as a percentage of filed and filed

per 100,000 population.
Filed
Disposed  (disposed)
State and court name Juris- Park- Begin End as a ¥ per 100,000
diction ing pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL cecveccoascans
District Court .c.ceeverocccancss L 259,935 248,355 96% 6,636
Municipal Court ...ceeecececncess L
ALASKA: STATE TOTAL cievieerccenss cp
District Court ..oceavancccee e L cp
ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL svvceconcsces
Justice of the Peace Court ...... L
City Magistrate Court ...ceeevees L
ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ...... cesees
Municipal Court sicesvecacoccanse L
Police Court and City Court ceoes L
CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL c.ccveaess P
Justice COUPrt ..uoveveenenanennns L P 520,2571J 442,0141) 8531J 2,1501J
Municipal CoUrt v.eeveveneneeenns L P 15,112.97513 13,020,937 8631J 62,4611J
COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ..icvevvecces
County COUrt «vevveeeennnncecenns L 64,229J 182,321d 177,503 69,047J 973 6,149J
Municipal Court ...cceeeecsnveens L
CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL .........
Superior Court ..cveveveecccccsas G
DELAWARE: STATE TOTAL cicovconness P
Family COUPt ..vevvnvconncconnses L 154 727 790 91 109% 122
Municipa] Court of Hilmington aee L P
Alderman's COUrt .ovecevecacocans L p
Justice of the Peace Court ...... L 101,586 101,822 100% 16,988
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: . .
Superior Court oceeeecesecenenes 6 1,430 14,4063 14,3263 1,510 99%J 2,283
FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL .veceeeenaees . .
County COUPt «vvveerececcncenenes L 2,383,750 2,171,094J 913 23,4097
GEORGIA: STATE TOTAL seececvsncene
Superior Court ..eceeecessccannes G
State Court and County Court .... L 194,8961J 187,0271J 9631J 3,4971J
Probate COUrt vuueeereeennnens L 155,424d 148,199J 95%J 2,788J
Juvenile COUPt ...oeaececacacaces L
Magistrate's Court .cvoeeeveccoes L
Criminal Court, Municipal Court
(other Yocations), Recorder's
Court, Mayor's Court, City
Council Court, and Police
LT o L
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TABLE 15:

Reported total traffic/other violation trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

State and court name

Juris-~
diction

Park-
ing

End

Filed Disposed pending

Filed
(disposed)
per 100,000
population

Disposed
as a %
of filed

GUAM:
Superfor COUrt suieessecccccccsnss

37,214 22,913 14,30

62%

HAWAIT: STATE TOTAL ceveosnvcecoss
Circuit Court tieveeenceencannas .
District Court coecececcecscccene

-—o

P

800,222J 817,168  119,265]

10233 81,572d

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ..... cesetranas
District Court cooveeeacansonanss

cp

ILLINOIS:
Circuit Court ...ccvevncenee ceens

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL ......
Superior Court and Circuit
COUrt s.uceenencccocnecacssnnns
County Court ...evvvevnncccees .
Municipal Court of Marion
County ..... seesessvecssreannes
City Court and Town Court .......

- ro

© o

95,218 97,878 16,673

103% 1,74

I0WA:
District Court ...... sesessesseas

cp

742,526J

{25,613)d

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL ceveeeveccencs
District Court ..ovvevencncansane
Municipal Court ..cevvvees tsecons

277,67813 279,9761J

101%1J 11,6521d

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL seceevecness
District Court covveeeccacecocnns

cpP
cp

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ..cvevvenes
City Court, Parish Court,
Municipal Court and Traffic
Court of New Orleans ....cveeee
Justice of the Peace Court ......
Mayor's Court vcoceeeecen. ceenoes

e

585,320 475,289

81%J 31,5874

MAINE: STATE TOTAL ...ceesse ceeess
Superior COUrt ...ceecccceccccens
District Court ....... vessesanese

145,614 144,416J

9933 12,8523

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL voveevoasoss
District Court .cieeeecaces creees

MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL .......
Trial Court of the Commonwealth .

MICHIGAN: STATE TOTAL ..... veeeene
Recorder's Court of Detroit .....
District Court .ciceeecscencecsss
Probate Court ..cceceecccesscsces
Munfcipal Court .cveeveecscennaes

~—reo
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Filed
Disposed {disposed)

State and court name Juris- Park- Begin End as a % per 100,000
diction ing  pending Filed Disposed  pending of filed  population
MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ceevavensse P
County Court ..vveveecocccsssanns L P
County Municipal Court ....cc.c.s L P
MISSOURI:
Clrcuit Court cecovveescnecaances G 4
MONTANA: STATE TOTAL cicveecacenes
Justice of the Peace Court ...... L
City Court ..ocvivrveccsnsscanaas L
Munfcipal Court ...ccveveecccncee L
NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ....... cesee
County COUrt tiieccvnnvnveccsanss L
Municipal COUrt vuvevvenvennnenns L 118,942] 7,5423
NEVADA: STATE TOTAL vvieeeoccaneses
Justice COUrt ..cviceevecscroccnss L
Municipal Court sicievveecee ceene L
NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ....... cp 214,033J 22,8663
DISErict COUPt vuvvunverieennnens L cP 205,666J 21,973
Municipal COUrt ..eeeeeeeennnnnns L cP 8,367 894
NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL ..oceeeene
County District Court ..eecvevees L cp
Municipal Court ..ceveeevveccansce L P
NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL ..eeeeve..
Magistrate Court ...cceeeevececnee L 42,379 3,191
Municipal Court ....... cececnas L
Bernalillo County Metropo]itan
COUPt c.veervnrrnnosascsncnnnnn L P
NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL ceceeveceses
Criminal Court of the City of
New YOrK cevevvvecvcncecaconnee L
District Court and City Court ... L
Town and Village Justice Court .. L
NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ...... cp
District Court ..oecivesncccnnens L cp
NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL c.evev.s
District Court ....ivveeeneee cese G 481 13
County Court with Increased
Jurisdiction ...vceveceenceneen L 51,274 51,274 100% 7,792
County Justice Court ....ccvvoeee L 22,87 22,8N 100% 3,476
Municipal Court ..cc.ceceecceocees L
OHIO: STATE TOTAL .cveeeesccccenes
Court of Common Pleas ..ccveveen. G
Municipal Court c.iecevecconveces L P
County COUPt ..uvevvnoconvcncanss L
Mayor's Court ...ceoeeeeees ceeaes L
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TABLE 15:

Reported total traffic/ other violation trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

State and court name

Juris-
diction

Park-
ing

Begin
pending

Filed

Disposed

pending

Disposed
End as a %
of filed

Filed
(disposed)
per 100,000
population

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL voeeeveess
District Court ...vevvveecenene
Municipal Criminal Court of

Record ...vevvvnconnvecaneons
Municipal Court Not of Record .

OREGON: STATE TOTAL .cvevevcevens
District Court ...iiveenennanes
Justice Court ..oceeveneeee cees
Municipal Court

e

PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL ......
District Justice Court ........
Philadelphia Municipal Court ..
Philadelphia Traffic Court ....
Pittsburgh City Magistrate

Court oivvienrononsanncens o

- e

v © ©vwv

1,

384,030
396,6271

1,326,815}
655,986

47%

(i
11,659
3,301

PUERTO RICO: STATE TOTAL .......
District Court ...cv..... cecsne
Municipal Court .....cevvevenne

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ......
Municipal Court ..iecieceereess
District Court ..ccevveencens .o

SOUTH CARQOLINA: STATE TOTAL ....
Family Court ..covecocoececsees
Magistrate Court
Municipal Court ...coevvnnenaae

~rer

405,796
248,006

12,813
7,831

SOUTH DAKOTA:
Circuit Court ..ccvvvvecccrenne

cp

127,0443

126,458J

10033

18,520

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ..eoveeeee
Circuit Court and Criminal
Court ..... sesesescssascscane
General Sessions Court ........
Municipal Court ....ccveivnenns

o

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL .eveeensocens
County Court at Law and
Constitutional County Court .
Municipal Court ...ceceevenneas
Justice of the Peace Court ....

ree

20,5323

19,150

50, 356J

24,975J

130

UTAH: STATE TOTAL ..evevcaccnsee
Circuit Court .cieeveeees
Justice of the Peace Court ....
Juvenile COUrt .ocevvecaccecans

se0cee

e

© oo

473,4323
7,768

31,1883
512

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ...cvveeees
District Court ...cvveccenee cee

cp
cp

YIRGINIA: STATE TOTAL .ececeeess
Circuit Court ....vceeaeee seeae
District Court ..vceeveveonceee

cp
cP

68



Filed

Disposed (disposed)
State and court name Juris- Park- Begin End as a % per 100,000
diction ing  pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL ......... P 1,682,357d 1,377,104 8233 39,895J
District Court ..oeenveececssses L P 649,189 563,456 87% 15,395
Municipal COUrt veuvvvvevecnenes L P 1,033,168 813,656J 79% 24,5000
WEST VIRGINIA: STATE TOTAL ......
Magistrate Court ...covevvecnsss L 26,429 114,538 105,997 34,970 93% 5,868
Municipal Court .......... ceseee L
WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL vevvvoeees .
Circuit COUPt vvvuneevenncannnns G P 152,033J 148, 948J 98%J 3,206J
Municipal Court ...... eseesesees L
WYOMING: STATE TOTAL ..... cesene .
Justice of the Peace Court and
County Court ...cceveececnnass L
Municipal Court .......... veesese L

Note: Mississippi 1s not included in this table because it did

jExplanation of data included in the category:

not report any traffic/other violation data in 1981,
and did not respond to questions in the Trial Court
Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting; therefore,
intormation on traffic/other vioTation nformation is
unavailable. Oklahoma changed reporting years during
this perfod; therefore, it did not report any data for
1981, A1l other state courts with traffic/other
violation information are listed in this table,
regardless of whether complete data are available. All
data that are at least 90% complete are entered in the
table. Blank spaces indicate that either the data are
unavailable or less than 90% complete, or that the
calculations are inappropriate. The "filed per 100,000
population® STATE TOTAL figure may not equal the sum of
the individual state courts due to rounding.

P = Reported data include contested and uncontested parking

cases.

CP = Reported data include contested, but not uncontested

parking cases.

Tpata are fncomplete:

California--Data do not include some ordinance violation
cases counted as misdemeanors.

Georgia--State Court--Data do not include data from DeKalb
County.

Kansas--Data do not include juvenile traffic cases.

Pennsylvania--Some ordinance violatfon cases are included
in the criminal case count.
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California--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

Colorado--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

District of Columbia--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

Florida--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

Georgia--State Court and Probate Court--Data include
DWI/DUI cases.

Hawaii--Data include some misdemeanor cases.

lowa--Disposed data include some misdemeanor cases.

Kansas--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

Louisiana--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

Maine--Data include DWI/DUI cases and some mi{sdemeanor
cases.

Nebraska--Data include DNI/DUI cases and m{isdemeanor
cases.

New Hampshire--Data include DWI/DUI cases.

South Dakota--Data include some misdemeanor and criminal
appeal cases.

Texas--Pending and disposed data include traffic appeal
cases,

Utah--Data include some miscellaneous criminal cases.

Washington--Data include some misdemeanor cases.

Wisconsin--Data include DWI/DU] cases.



TABLE 16:

Reported total juvenile trial court caseload, 1981.
All courts. Begin pending, filed, disposed and end pending. Disposed as a percentage of filed and filed

per 100,000 population.
Filed
Disposed (disposed)
State and court name Begin End as a % per 100,000
Jurisdiction pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
Juvenile cases are counted at the filing of the petition in the following courts:

ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL ...vocvevees ces 46,491 49,130 106% 1,187
Circuit Court ....... cesasssssscess B 21,386 24,842 116% 546
District Court ..eeeveececacecasass L 25,105 24,288 97% 641

ALASKA:

Superior Court ...eceeeees R ees G 1,314 1,052 80% 319

ARIZONA:

Superior Court uueeevveeeennn.. vee G 2,668 8,4131 8, /nt 2,3101 10431 3011

CALIFORNIA:

Superior CoUrt «..ceeveveesresencses G 70,823 63,698 90% 293

COLORADO:

District Court, Denver Superior
Court, Denver Juvenile Court,
and Denver Probate Court ........ G 12,513 10,598 85% 422
DELAWARE:
Family COUPrt ceivvvecrovarscncanns . L

FLORIDA:

Circuit Court .eieeeeccecasccoancss G 63,257 64,688 102% 621

GUAM:

Superior Court ...ccovvevecrsncesss G 213 803 209 594 26%

1DAHO:

District Court ..iovivvencecennanes G 3,654 7,488 9,232 1,870 123% 781

ILLINOIS:

Circuit Court siveecrvcvesanroesass G 22,382 33,210 30,434 27,174 92% 290

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL .iveevanvennnne 18,514 26,350 25,799 19,126 98% 482
Superior Court and Circuit Court .. G 16,935 25,138 24,498 17,636 97% 460
Probate Court ........ cevececeseess L 1,579 1,212 1,301 1,490 107% 22

I0WA:

District Court .....cvcevnnnann cess G 5,496 190

KANSAS:

District Court .o.eeeeevnens. ceeens G 12,518) 10,1987 a1yl 525J

KENTUCKY: .

District Court ........ Ceerrenanees L 37,9313 31,834J 843 1,036J

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ..... coevasnes
District Court .. iiivvivecennnnns . G .

Family Court and Juvenile Court ... L 20,243 4703
City CoUrt ..ivivevnvnnransannanene L 4,159 3,757 97

MAINE:

District Court ...cevvveevocensases L 3,864 3,795 98% 34
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Filed

Disposed {disposed)
State and court name Begin End as a % per 100,000
Jurisdiction  pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL cvcovevnnnse 25,201 21,738 86% 5%

Circuit Court ........... G 6,152J 22,798 20,213 8,741J 89% 535

District Court .ioceeevnonerreane L 2,403 1,525 632 56
MINNESOTA: . .

District Court and County Court . G/L 21,8634 22,378J 102%J 534
MISSOURI: . . .

Circuit Court «.vvevnceennacnnnes G 9,269J 17,5963 17,4743 9,391 993J 3564
MONTANA:

District Court ...coceeeennees cees G 843 1,329 957 1,162 72% 168
NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL scovecevasas 5,657 358

County Court .......... teeseesens L 3,552 3,675 103% 225

Separate Juvenile Court ......... L 2,105 133
NEVADA:

District Court ..ovvveevcenenacas G
NEW HAMPSHIRE:

District Court ......cveevevnnes . L 7,428 794
NEW MEXICO:

District Court ...cieevececoances G 2,312 4,342 4,131 2,523 95% 327
NEW YORK:

Family COUPt ... viceiecacrcnncans L 12,1585 47,93 65,653 10,230 116% 272
NORTH CAROLINA: .

District Court ..evcveevecvanees L 19,013 22,21\ 319
NORTH DAKOTA:

District Court ....cvveeeennnnnnes G 5,892 895
OREGON: STATE TOTAL veeveoccvsoass 13,449 507

Circuft Court ...iiiieeeereneness G 13,386 505

County Court .....cieeevecncrnacs L 63 2
PUERTO RICO:

Superior Court ...... tsenscscscas G 1,107 6,240 5,862 1,485 942 195
SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ...... .

Family Court ..,.. Ceveenereeneens L 1,4374 9,633J 9,5703 1,5003 99%J 304J

Magistrate Court .....cveeceenees . L ’
SOUTH DAKOTA:

Circuit Court ........ ceesseesans G 1,880 274
TEXAS: STATE TOTAL veveveonscncsss

District Court ...ivieeveecocnaes G

County Court at Law,

Constitutional County Court,
and Probate Court .....ccveunn. L

UTAH:

Juvenile Court ......cocievececne L 27,080 i,784

A

(continued on next page)



TABLE 16:
Reported total juvenile trial court caseload, 1981. (continued)

Filed
Disposed (disposed)
State and court name Begin End as a % per 100,000
Jurisdiction pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
VERMONT:
District Court ..civvvnvccnneccennns G 156 1,412 1,303 265 92% 274
VIRGINIA:
District Court ..eoeevviinnnreanenns L 133,471 120,474 90% 2,458
WASHINGTON:
Superior Court ....ceeeeves cevessass G 24,424 18,587 76% 579
WEST YIRGINIA:
Circuit Court ..civieeeereannanes eee G 3,943 7,646 7,258 4,33 95% 392
WISCONSIN:
Circuit Court ..ooviunenennn. vererss G 28,336 27,425 97% 598
WYOMING:
District Court ......cvee. ceveesesees G
Juvenile cases are counted at intake or referral in the following courts:
ARKANSAS :
County COUrt ...ievevevenccnnenessss L 1,72 510
CONNECTICUT:
Superior Court ....ceeevecescscasses G 3,669 16,469 16,647 3,491 101% 525
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
Superior CoUrt ...cicieencsccranss . G 1,522 4,765 5,101 1,186 107% 755
GEORGIA: .
Superior Court and Juvenile Court .. G 31,2991 29,5701 941 5621
HAWAL1:
Circuft Court ...iveecevoasascssnass G 4,398 8,283 8,307 4,374 100% 844
MASSACHUSETTS:
Trial Court of the Commonwealth .... G 41,632 721
NEW JERSEY:
Juvenile and Domestic Relations
Court c.vveveecees ceecsrsssssesces L 14,358 113,593 113,979 13,972 100% 1,534
OHIO: . . .
Court of Common Pleas .............. G 24,9553 202,835 203,567J 24,2233 100%J 1,881J
OKLAHOMA:
District Court ...... seeeanenaens s G
PENNSYLVANIA:
Court of Common Pl1eas .......ceeee .. G 6,873 47,979 48,106 6,746 100% 404
RHODE ISLAND:
Family Court ...cecvecrcscacencsnans L 6,502 682
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Filed
Disposed (disposed)

State and court name Begin End as a % per 100,000
Jurisdiction pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ...vevenees
County Court ....couuee ceesensens L
General Sessions Court .......... L
Juvenile Court ....coveeennnncnes L

Juvenile cases are counted at different points in the process,
or the point is unknown in the following courts:

MICHIGAN:
Probate Court .....evevvvcccrcenases L

Note: Mississippi is not included in this table because JExplanation of data included in the category:
it did not report any juvenile data in 198), and Kansas--Data include juvenile traffic cases.
did not respond to questions in the Trial Court Kentucky--Data include paternity/bastardy cases.
Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting; Louvisiana--Family Court and Juvenile Court--Data
therefore, juvenile jurisdiction {nformation is include domestic relations and mental health
unavailable. Oklahoma changed reporting years cases,
during this period, and therefore, did not report Maryland--Circuit Court--Pending figures include
any data for 1981. A1l other state courts with adult offenses against juveniles.
juvenile jurisdiction are listed in this table, Minnesota--Data include adoption cases.
regardless of whether data are available. All Missouri--Data include adoption and termination of
data that are at least 90% complete are entered parental rights cases.
in this table. Blank spaces indicate that North Carolina--Disposition data include probation
either the data are unavailable or less than 90% violations.
complete, or that the calculations are inappro- Ohio--Data include juvenile traffic cases.
priate. The "filed per 100,000 population" STATE South Carolina--Data include juvenile traffic cases.

TOTAL figure may not equal the sum of the individ-
ual state courts due to rounding.

-- = Not applicable.

ipata are incomplete:

Arizona--Data do not include status petitions from
the entire state, or child victim petitions from
Maricopa County,

Georgia--Figures do not include data from Ware and
Whitfield Counties.
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TABLE 17: Civil filed and disposed for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial

courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization, subject matter
Jurisdiction, and case classification:

This table organizes the gross totals of
Table 13 into those civil cases heard by the
different court levels. Because of the
variations in court organization, subject matter
jurisdictfon, and case classificatfon,
comparisons of general jurisdiction and limited
Jurisdiction courts from state to state are
seidom appropriate.

Lack of complete data (less than 90% complete
from an individual court) is responsible for the
large number of missing states in the "All trial
courts" column on this table. In order for a
state to be included in this table, it had to
have complete filing or disposition data from all
its trial courts.

Courts that do not break their caseload down
into specific case types do generally separate
caseload into civil, criminal, and juvenile
cases. (Traffic may be reported separately or it
may be lumped into criminal caseload.)

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in counting cases do have an impact on
total caseloads., If states are not counting
cases at the same beginning and ending point,
total caseload is not comparable.
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Appropriate analyses:

A1) percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%.

Disposed as a percent of filed. Thiy measure
represents the percent of the number of filed
cases that the court was able to dispose. The
percent is computed by dividing the number of
cases filed by the number disposed and then
multiplying by one hundred. A percent over one
hundred indicates that the court disposed more
cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload. A percent significantly less than one
hundred 1ndicates that the court {s not keeping
up with the volume of cases being filed.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons can be made between courts that
count cases in the same way. The method of
counting civil cases has the greatest influence
over data reported.

Although data have been broken down into
general and limited jurisdiction courts, this has
been done to provide a flavor for the different
workloads of the different levels of trial
courts, Interstate comparisons should be
restricted to all trial courts’' figures.



TABLE 17:
Civil filed and disposed for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981.
Disposed as a percent of filed.

General jurisdiction courts Limited jurisdiction courts A1l trial courts
Disposed Disposed Disposed
as a as a as a
State percent percent percent
Filed Disposed filed Filed Disposed filed Filed Disposed filed
Alaska ceveeoreenas eee 11,465] 11,4020 100%] 13,588 15,403 -- 25,0333 26,805 --
California .ccveeeess. 563,784 437,796 78% 1,083,282 786,037 73% 1,647,066 1,223,833 74%
Colorado ..eceevesss.. 97,802 86,830 89% 80,222 66,276 83% 178,024 153,106 86%
Connecticut .......... 179,487 48,787 228,274
Delaware ....ceeeceesee 6,658 6,340 95% 43,070 40,990 95% 49,728 47,330 95%
*District of Columbia . 148,118 - -- .- 148,118
Florida c.ccoeveenanes. 293,572 271,136 92% 260,935 226,885 87% 554,507 498,021 90%
GUAM .u.vvvecenecaeaees 14,549 2,729 19% -- -- - 14,549 2,729 19%,
Hawait veveeeeeeennnss 22,640 16,8564 743d 16,907 15,992 95% 39,5473 32,8484 833J
Idaho cevvveennnncnass 52,556 60,815 116% - -- - 52,556 60,815 116%
INinois ....... seeeses 671,410 639,984 95% .- -- - 671,410 639,984 95%
Kansas ..veeeeee eesess 119,511 118,143 99% NH NH NH 19,51 118,143 99%
New Hampshire ........ 16,805 55,084 71,889
North Carolina ....... 81,803 76,225 93% 344,483 339,309 98% 426,286 415,534 97%
North Dakota .cceeeve. 12,571 12,579 100% 13,300 11,980 90% 25,80 24,559 95%
010 4uvenonosncannnss 264,2833 263,879  100%d 391,297 392,020 100% 655, 5804 655,899  1003J
South Carolina ....... 38,465J 38,909 1014 143,791 142,065 993 182,256 180,974J 99%J
South Dakota ........ . 36,3 -- -- -- 36,321
Yermont ...eceveens eee 21,333 20,986 98% 4,339 3,876 89% 25,672 24,862 97%
Virginia .....ceev.... 80,252 76,597 95% 690,441 643,610 933J 770,693J 720,2074 933
Washington ........... 116,000} 93,472] g1y 100,635 81,974 81% 216,635J 175,446J 81%J
West Virginia ........ 49,852 49,409 99% 57,105 59,264 104% 106,957 108,673 102%
Wisconsin vvoeeoee.... 323,920  333,8920 1033 NH NH NH 323,9209 333,8920 1033
Note: States are included in this table only when all courts Hawaii--General jurisdiction and all trial court data
with ¢ivil jurisdiction within that state reported include some criminal and traffic/other
efther complete filings and/or dispositions. Blank violation cases.
spaces indicate that the data are unavailable or Ohio--General jurisdiction and all trial court data
incomplete, or the calculations are {nappropriate. include postconviction remedy proceedings.
Oklahoma changed reporting years during this period; South Carolina--General jurisdiction and all trial
therefore, 1t did not report data for 1981. court data include criminal appeal cases and
postconviction remedy proceedings
*The District of Columbia Superjor Court counts its civi) Virginia--Limited jurisdiction and all trial court
cases "at issue," rather than at the filing of the complaint data include some miscellaneous criminal and
or petition. misdemeanor data.
Washington--General jurisdiction and all trial court
NH = This case type is not handled in this court. data include postconviction remedy proceedings.
-- = Not applicable. Wisconsin--Data include traffic/other violation

appeals and postconviction remedy proceedings.
JExplanation of data included in the category:
Alaska--General jurisdiction and all trial court data
include postconviction remedy proceedings.
Disposed 1imited jurisdiction court data include
proceedings other than cases.
Connecticut--General jurisdiction and all trial court
filed cases include postconviction remedy cases.
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TABLE 18: Composition of civil case filings in general jurisdiction courts, 1981.
TABLE 19: Composition of civil case dispositions in general jurisdiction courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization and subject
matter jurisdiction:

These two tables deal only with general
jurisdiction courts. In states with a
single-tier trial court (ldaho, I11inois, Iowa,
Massachusetts, Missouri, South Dakota, District
of Columbia, and Guam), all case types are heard
in the general jurisdiction court. These courts
are indicated by a "*" before their state name.
In all other states some of the trial court case
types are heard in limited jurisdiction courts.

The individual court system charts for each
state (found in Part II) must be consulted to
determine whether the figures for an individual
case type in these tables represent the complete
caseload for that case type in the particular
state,

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classifications and
definitions:

Courts that do not break their caseload down
into specific case types do generally separate
caseload into civil, criminal, and juvenile
cases. (Traffic may be reported separately or it
may be reported as a part of the criminal
caseload.) Consequently, these two tables are
easier to aggregate than later tables tl.at show
specific case types.
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Those states that reported less than 90% of
complete “total" data were excluded from these
tables.

Appropriate analyses:

Data from these tables may be used to
identify courts with similar jurisdiction and
courts that handle similar volumes of cases.

These data can also be used to compute the
distribution of types of civil cases filed in
each court. To compute the proportion of the
total filings (dispositions) for each case type,
divide the number of filings (dispositions) for
each case type by the total filings

(dispositions) for each court and multiply by 100.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons should not be made between courts
in states with a single-tier trial court (marked
with an "*") and courts in states with both
general and limited jurisdiction courts.

Comparisons can be made only between courts
that use the same unit of count for counting
civil cases. Since the data contained in these
tables are taken from only the general
Jurisdiction courts, the court system charts for
each state should be checked to determine whether
or not other courts in the state also handle the
specific case types before comparisons of volumes
of specific case types are made.



95€°9€2  [90£°€9 ) (f) g6Lot 689°8lL 8IL‘tbL  HN 1y ) (F) : setecseserecersesecct SRIY
ooy J0 u.-:oulnc_.cu>—hmc:wa
052 HN 852 HN HN HN HN HN HN HN sestesrecsescesceteett UN0Y X0
qum ot (£ (f $58°¢ 88L'9 HN (£) (f) (F)  ccceccectect un0) 3ndML)--uobadg
ﬂnmw +92 nmm_ 5 20L°2 619°8 08t ‘8L 825°%6 HN 1Y) () 906°12 ° SE3|d uowwo) JO 34N0J3--0}YQ
LS 2t stL 102 HN 66 068°S HN 0L 2’y 91§ °*°°° 34n0) 3ID§JISIQ--PIOARQ YILON
€08°1t8 ﬂomo (1) 3] ) n \ESL9E N HN () (f) N 34n0) 40}J3dNg--RUL (OUR) YIION
r298°sl 4] HN HN HN n BEZ6E CTTotcTttTtttttttt 34n0) A3Un0)
pue 34N0) wAAdNG--AJ0L MY
(BLEEY 69942 (6 (f) (f) n 692 61 HN () N 113 B 34R0] 3443S4(--024 X3 MIN
9EL°68 9zl 2e An, HN (f) 1£2°2¢ HN (£) (f) : 34N0) 40}43dng--AISJIL MIN
508°91 (9v8’8 HN HN HN 656°L HR () (6) (£} °°°° 34n0) Joquadng--3a1ysdury maN
1826°2¢ czietL 5 (f) n HN L' R HN () (F) () Teestetet U0 321435 4(--RYSRUGIYN
686°82 £85°9 265 295°¢ £80°6 HN 65 098°S §9pL Tttt 34M0) 3D14ISHQ--PURIUOY
r19€€°622 nnno 002 f) (f) €622t (f) oLt‘al (n () (€) SesteTeTet 3uN0) ILNDUL)-~ |INOSS Ly
0802 (f) HN (F) (£) (f) °° 34003 32}43510--BIOSSUULH
pre‘eLy  e00°89l $80°¢ 800°L5 Lp0° 1S n (F)  cecceccestecces y3easUOWLO) 3Y3
30 34N0) PR ~~SIJISNYILSSPY,
9£€°SL £9€8°6 f065‘2L  (000°E (F) () T 34N0) 34N24L)--puelhaey
2L08 rleo’z pLete KN (f 95¥° L #16°1 »e++* 34n0) J04Jadng--aujel
rv20° 1L ﬂns— 82z (f) stz 98 16LE6E HN () (£) () 34n0) 3§N2uaL)--Kyanguay
Lisetl 068°t 80% tet'e 29 2L 800°0¢ oLt cle‘ot SLL6E LIS*Y "t 34n0J 3D143sig--sesuey
Smﬂ 851t RS 62 KN 16 6Lpe 182962 652°SL (r) (f) (f) TeTeTecseTetT 3AND) 3D34ISI(Q--UMOIs
10SL°L12 €65 Y (F n (£)  creccececctecoetet un0) 34N24L)
pue 34n0) Lovgua:mnumcmvvcu
ol lL9  reBbIES2 199" LY 988°6 £€5 b2l $50°502 (r (F)y  ce=cvec** 34n0) 34N3SL)--S}0UL(L]s
955125 feEL L1 1850°L  peze (0 rest'y L16°€EL Lez'el " (£ WPPLL TTTTTTeettt 3un0) 301435 10--0Uepls
[O¥9°22 FIvLL [Y{ VAT Bt T4 N 996°L 1669721 34N0) I4N3I}J--} jeMRY
6v5v1L Le'y 1S€ HN HN L2ett 216°2 £15°S SL (0 (N **** 34n0) 4ojaadng--weny,
fos8‘szl ple2'8t  [y256°12 (F) HN HN 1169°59 HN N n (f) 34n0) J4ojadng--ebuoag
2L5'€62  r162°89 (F) 128°sl 6£B° 1S HN Ls‘sl £19°62 €90°12 "°°TUCTTTC 34N0) 3PN244)--BPJIOL4
sit‘svl [e68°'S 144 98 soLlL 092‘y 10€°6 06v‘v2  jEES°20L (f) (F)  cooceemseeececescoeceeence 3un0g
40142dNG--4qQUN [0 O 34415 k0s
99L°¢ (2€6°1L $0b 16€2 61S HN 28 HN 4065 193] (F)  ccecrenmreseecece 3un0) Jdoydadng
268°2 o2y, HN HN HN 89tz HN HN (r) (f) (f) seececececeere LU3DURY] §O 34003
859°9 r9SE<2 o 16€2 61S 89p°2 28 KN (F) () (£ setteeececcc YI0L 3LVIS--d4EMR(3Q
pL8y 6L nwoo 9§ 43] L9¢ 82 HN $50°92 Ly 06 648°S (r (f) 34n0) £0}43dNS--3N343J3UU0J
tee2 HN HN HN HN HN HN ez HN HN serceesescescestotes 2uN0) JAIOY
18 °s6 :z S86°S 0L$ 2L 6lL°L L2e°2 HN ¥89°8 S6€°22 680°S °°°° 34n0) 331eqOJg JIAUIQ pue
€34N0) I JUSANE UA3AUIEQ *34N0Y
J40}J43dNS 43AUBQ “34N0J 3OS QO
208°L6 HN §86°S 04§ VA 61L°L Leetey HN $00°t1L $6€°22 680°S °°°°TUCCtctt V104 31VIS--0peJ40(0)
+8L°€9§ nmn@ 102 626°t1 98L°¢ 6LL°%9 HN 61L°L (f) 0/6°08 °°°°°*" 34n0) 40}43dNg--vjuUL0}} (0]
S9L‘6y  [SPS°L HN HKR T 868°L 69¢°2¢ HN (f N (F) 272" 34n0g ajeqouq pue AJasueyy
91,°82 91L°82 HN X HN HN HN HN X X X *° 34n03 34AMLY
188°LL StSL £5e° 1L 868°L 69€°2€ Teevecesecee yi0l 31VLS--SESURNY
}LES 68 [068°LYy (N (o 0858 1£906€ HN n (n 4] seeeececcc 34N0) J0)J3dNG--RUOZ LAY
(stvo Ll HN 6.8 b2 686 898°9 HN 96t 0g2°1 988  °*T°°tttctt 3un0) JojJadng--eysely
(€18’se o9t 82 HN () HN HN €SE° LY HN (f) (f) (F) 34N0) 3}N344)--Rueqe Ly
LBALD FEIVY [TIYE) Leaddy yieay 910353 suojlead  swied S3yb 4 30043409 340
te3og -seyoun shoaue Lejudy J43sawog 1 (ews K3aadoad 3313 I4NOD puw IS
-139SIN Le3Y

Pal4s sased L}A})

'S811068)B2 9SED [IAID) "UN0D PUE 8B)S

‘1861 ‘SUN02 uonoipsun{ [esauab ui sbuljy ased |1A1D Jo uoisodwo)

81318Vl

78



*sbuypasdoud Apawau uo}3dpAuodysod

3pN|ouy SISEI (JALD (B0} PUB {}A}LD PI4JSSeLOUR  “SISED
Y313y |Pjuam pue uojidope apniouL RILP IIWISI--USUOISIN
*sbu|paadoad Apawad uo0§IdjAU0IISOd Ipnidu) eyeg--uoIbulysep

*s6uipaadodd Apamsd uo0}3djAu0I3ISOd Bpn|du}

LEA}D [©303 PUR [1A}D P3}S}SSRIIUN  °34N0) 3IR34 Ay} SO 3IISNP Ayl
wody s|eadde OAOU 3p 3PNIOU} L1AED PI}LSSRLIUN puUR JJOL--yeIN
*Su0§3}33d ILJUSAN( WEIDJA-PLIYD 3PN|OU} eIRP--SBXI]

*sbujpaasoad

*sbupaacosd Apamau uo}3o4Au0ISOd BWOS 3pNLdU BIRE--AYINIUIY

*sBuypaadoad Apawdd u0}3IFAUOIISOd JWOS IPN{JU} BIRQ--BMO]
*sqeadde afjuaanf awos apn|du}

*S3sed Y3 |eay |ejuaa Sapn|dou} I3eISI--Oyepl
*S3SED J}jjedy
pu® [euymidd AWOS 3PN(OUf S3SeI [LALD {103 pue pajjjsseldun

*S3SPD YIleay {PIUdE BPN|JUL SISEI SUOFIV(3L D}ISAWOQ-~} LOMRH
*sbufJeay UO§3BI0AdL UO}IRGqOUd

3pN|JU} S3SEI [}A}D [P0} PUR [JA}D Snodue||3dSn--0 64039

Aew s evadde (1A}

Apamad u0}3I3AU0IISOd puR SISED [RULEAD SNOBUR|(3IS|M *sbujpaadoad
aWos apn{ou} e3eqg--34n0) A43dUBY) PUR JINOY I FNDJ})--3ISSAUUBYL Apawad uoL324AU0I3S0d 3pN{ouL BIRP [JA}D 1BIO01--3ND}IIBUUO)
*sbuipaadsoad Apamad uo}3djAu0ISOd 3pn|du} eIRG--0LY0 *Aa063302

*sbupaaroad Apawdsd UO}3IIJAUOIISOE apN|dU} BIRJ--0J XY M3AN

*s6upaadoad Apamad uo§3I4AUOIISOd BpNdUL BIEP [FA}D RIOL--B)SRLY

*sbujpaasoad Apawdd uOIIJAUOIISOE BPR(OUL BIEP |}ALD |BI0OL--RWRqRlY
:K10633eD> 3Yy3 uy papniou} eyep jo covuucu—nan

. Pa}4ISSRIIUN Y3 UL P3PN|OUL 34 SISED [1A}D SNO3uR([3IS)IA
awos *suoj3dope 3pnidoui JOU Op SIS SUOJIR|L I43sImOQ--eibuoay
: *K1062303 pagsisse(oun ay3 uj
papn{oul aue sased sjybys A3addoad (eas awoS--eLqQUN0) JO IJ14ISEQ
*£4063302 pajjpsse|oun Y3 U} PIPRLOU} JB 34N0) JOjuadng
Y3 uj sased saybja f3uadodd (edu pue s|eadde swoS--ademe |dg
*K3uno) edodjJeyy wodj eIep uojidope
pN{JU} J0U Op SISED [JA}D |PI0OF PUR SUOJIR|IL I}ISAWOQ--RUOZ Iy
1933 dwodul aue ejeq,

‘ejep Ijesd

3yl Ul papR{dU} 3L SISEI SUOLIV|SJ I}ISIMOP AWOS--ULSUOISEM
*K106330> patpsseoun

8y} U} PIPN|OU} LB SISED SUOLIR|AJ D)ISamOp MWoS--eLuLbagp
*K10633ed pajyisseoun

3yl U} PIPNIOU} IJLB SBSEI SUOJIV(AS I{ISIDOP IOG--JUOCULIIA
s A106330) pajsisseoun

Y3 U} papN{du} a4e SISED SUOIIR{DL D}ISAUOP BUWOS--STXIL
*Kiob3a3ed [}ALD

Pa}44SSRIOUN By} U} PAPN[JU} LR SISED IILISI SWOS--PU||04R) YIJON

*s3sed |gadde |JA}D 3pn|oUl J0U Op eIeQ--RYSRULQaN
*$ased s3ybr4 (ejuaued Jo uopjeuluLIY pue

uojydope ‘y3|eay |PIUIW IPN|OU} I0U Op SISED {JALD {€JO01--}JNOSSIY
*juainJedag 34n0) 40143dng Y3 wouy SIS

L}A}O SNOSUR|3OSW 3PN|OU} JOU Op SISED [LALD [RI01--SIASNYDOLSSEY
*Asobaged

paLsisse(oun ayy uj papn|ou} aue sased feadde {jAld awoS--pue|liey
“kiobajed {jA}d

PatsSSeLOUN Y3 UL PIpNLOU} 3de sased ApJae3seq/A}judazed--auLeN

*349YMIS |?
$3J4N02 UOL3D4pSanf pajLuLl AQ p4eay 3q pLNOM 3BY} SISED Bde
pRO|3SeD JA§9Y3 U} PAPNLOUL OS ‘WAYY 4IPUN SIUINOD UOLIIIPS|ANf PIFjug
OU 2ABY SIAN0D 3S3YL °IJN0I [B}u43 J4I}3-3|6uUls © dARY S3ILIS ISAYl«

*34n03 s1y3 Aq pajpuey 3Jou s} adAy ased SLyl = HN

*sajou300) ., 9Y3 U} P3ILIPUl IS|IMIBYIO SSAun Aaobazed
paL4SSeLoUN 3yl up papniou} sj adA} ased eyl Iey3 saedpul siyl = (f)

*K10b33ed> AqQ 3qe|jeaeun auae
¢1e303 3Y3 U} P3PNLOU} 3q 03 umouy 3Je 3dAY ISed SIYJ 40) eIep AY = X

79

*K106338D [ 1A} patjLsse|oun
Y3l U} papniouj ate sased Apo3sna/iLoddns awos--ARONJudY
-A10b633e2
PajjISSRIouUN 3yl U} PIPN|OU} AR YOiyM SIsed Apariseq/A3jusajed
pue uoj3dope 3pn(ou} J0U SI0P SUOLIVI D§ISMOJ--PBMO]
*K1063105 PIIaRIOpPaJ ay} uj SISed awos IPN{dU} Jou Op EIeQ-~BURIPU]
*£4062302 Pajs}sSLLIUN 3Yy U} Papndou} aJe sieadde swos--spoutq(l
*K1063382 pajpSSeLOUn 3y Uyl pIpN|Ou} I4e 53403 SWOS--OYep]
*K106330 paLJISSRIOUN 3y) U} PIPNIdU} dde
sased sivadde }A}D pue 3RISI *SUOLIVLI OJISIWOP JWOS--| }RMRH
*SIUIM LUIWOD UOJIRJIQ3UL 3PN{DU| SISED YI{WIY (RIUSY--RURIUOK

°34n03 A3Un0j pue 34N0) 3WILANG 404

M3N PUR “3un0) J0}J3ANS A3SJ3p MAN *I4N0) 40143dNS BLQUN|O) 4O
30143510  $,3NSS| 3B, JUNOD S3UN0D BULMO( (04 dYL ‘pauedwod buiaq
$34n02 Aue J40j JWRS IYY S| PIIUNOD S| ISED [JA}D © ydpum 3@ Julod
Y3 3ey3 aJnsul 03 uaRe3 aq pinoys aued (eidads g6l 404 eIEP
340434 J0U PP 3} *3403343Y) ‘pojdad syl Bupanp saeak bupisodaa
pabueyd ewoye(y0 °340day SfY3 $O0 I] I4ed UL PIILIOL SIABYD WILSAS
3J4N0D 330IS YT U} PILIIIUSPL 3Q UBD UOLIIISEANL SEYT YIiM SILNOD
303§  "919|dwod $06 34 Py} BIRP BARY 10U PP 40 ‘5adAy Ised
LEASD 3d0dad AL (ed}s)0ads J0u pip 3qe} Siy3 wody pajIjuo SIS
*339{dwod 06 ueyld SSI| 4O I|qe|}RARUN 4R EBIRP AYI ey} IIES|pU}

s3oeds Nue(g °3|qe3 SLYl u} pau3Iuld aJe 333 (duwod 306 ISeIL e

*s6upaadosd Apasda uojp3djauoIlsod
34e yojym sbuj|ls |e303 aARY JRYF SIIPIS WOL) RIEP I|QRLeAR LY 30Ny

3pn1ou} S3sed |JA}D €303 PUR [}ALD PA}JLSSBLOUN-~|4NOSS K

f026°€2E  (OVY'69 (F) (N (f) (895°2y  (269°8E ozz'eLl () () (F)  °°r°ctect 34n0) 34NOML)--UISUOIS M
258°6y  roS2°LE o't (N HN 4] (f) (£ *c°°* 34n09 3INOLL)--RLULDALA ISON
£000°9LL KN rcl6‘s 599°1 9665 9et vl 890°0S HN §52°8 8p. 8l 616°L **** 34n0) Jopsadns--uolbuiysen
2s2'08  rLeL'0Y N S6°2 n £ 18€L°SE HN 2€8 (f) (€)  cveeccoccr 3un0) 34Nd41)--BRULBALA
06v'€El  (EIS'E HN HN 256 HN 1%0°L 8.6°L KN (f) (F)  cromcceceetcteotet 3un0) 3D1M3S1O
£8°L (S6L% 82 LLe HN HN 1E0E‘E HN N (f) (r Tttt 34n0) Jojuadng
£ee 12 [80L°L 82 LLE 256 10SEY 8L6°L °* V101 31VLS--IUOULIAA
P62S €€ rLL24St 698 vt HN $02 43] £5LL *** 24n0) 3ID44ISIQ--Yeip
[0S IVE  (ESV'VY 198‘0t HN n c192L°s8L  HN 158 206°8¢ 869°82 * 34n0) 32443540-~SEX3L
(S0€°LE HN £S5 0/0°¢ 25 ez 9zl le HN 206°1L 292°S 565 sreceer 340y A43duey)y
0E0‘¥ HN 0€2 LOE 92 €Ll 599°2 HN 85 682 282 34n0) A31nb3 pue meq
(962°¢€S HN £929°1L s€8°L 174 96 192°82 HN 909 6L2°'¢ 69L°LL TTeTTOt 3am0) IINOMLD
*eeectt Y100 31V1S--93SSAUUIL
12e'9e  (2v6's n 18§ 8vs ‘Y 666°¢1 (F) (f) () **° 34N0) 34Nd4})--030%Q YINOSy
HN ols‘el HN 995°2¢ HN 009°6 L19‘e 09L°¢ *°° 34n0) Jotuadng--0d1Y 0343Nd




HN 921 HN . 140073 J01J3adNG--0D4y 0343Ng
015°512 v 9 (F (f) Lz'ot L6v ‘8t L€£°221  HN n n n : TTrtete sedd
uouwoj 4o us:ounuc_.cm>—hm:cwm
ot HN HN oftL HN HR HN HN HR BN HN sesvesssessscecacett N0 XO)
£905°82 n n t02‘9 HN (F) (f) $*eTettt 34n0) 3LA3L})--uobaug
1648°€92 cL8 S SE6°2 seb’s 0v0°SL 90%°96 HN (f) (f) ** Se3ald uowro) JO 3.UN0)--0iyQ
64521 HN 65¢ 161 HN S8 £48°S HN 0L vy 159 Tt 34n0) 39143S|(--B30NRQ YIJON
szzfoL £S6E2t (£) n N 10E8°€E (0 HN () () (6 *** 34n0) J40L4dANS--BUL|OIR) UYIJON
£226°‘vl (€) KN HN b5 L9 KN (f) 32n0) 4A3uno)
pue 4no) wew.a:muux.:; MIN
c168°vd h2y e (£) (r () () vl HN (£) () e 34N0) 3D34ISHQ--0D XY MIN
86b°L8 [801°€E () HN () 9pL1E HN (€) () 34n0) 40443dNng--£3sSU3( MIN
£95° L1 £S0p°8 HN KN HN HN 291°6 HN (f) 0N 34n0) Jo}43dng--adysduwey May
129992 cle9col (f) n HN 1£8°s1 HN (£ (€} (r) $TTtet 34N0J 30143S |G--RASCAQIN
900°‘t2 HN X X L6y 905°2 16€£°8 HN X X X STttt 3uN0) ID4ISLQ--RuRIUOY
£1548°502 roggiost  (f) () 898° Ll (f) lue‘st ¥y (£ (£) SetTTTeSC 2UN0Y ILNDLL)-~ fUNOSS Iy
clezstl §9L°2 FAR M X 1$26°8€ () (r) eesseesesseeses g3 RIMUOU0) IYI
30 JUN0) [PLAY--SJJISNYILSSPH,
1292°29 99t (€59 2t n () HN Tesettetet 3uM0) 3ENML)--pue (Adey
065°L r2v0:2 KN HN 18902 KN (r e L $28°L  cccctcctcctt 14n0) Jotuadng--3ugey
(869°69 (616°22 (f) 13U 6L plsy:8€e HN (f) (f) () 34N0) 3EN3UE)--AADNJUI)Y
epLigllL feel 65 (€) (f) teL‘e 9/6°01 102°0¢ 10L°%1 (r) (f) (f) * 34n0J 321435{Q--sesuey
£12v6°251 cEvecLe HN 916 9SL*¢ 155282 $69°tL () (€) (£) STeteterCt 34N0) 304435 ((--PMOI,
18€0°602  18.2°09 (f) (f) 1299°2¢ n (f) () AL A VL LR YUETTE
pue 34n0j Lo.:unawnuu:o—vzu
¥86°6€9  rpesieez 10Lb42€ 96L°6 200°LLL 65°1L61 (r) (f) * 34N0) 3HN34L)--S10UL | L]
518°09 r8ee sl FLsLiL (8te 0 o129 94591 LLe“at () (f) (SLB°L  STUUUTUUTUCC 34m0) 30143S10--OUePly
£958°91 [£66 r908°1 181 (0 LT 1816°6 Teestetteett 34N0) 3ENOUL)--|jEMER
62L°2 20b -1 HR HN 9% sesecesestett 34N0) J0443dNS--wWENDy
resLe9olL roz2e‘2¢e (r) HN KN 149285 HN (f) (f) () . 34n0) L0tuadng--2464039
oL L2 FE9L1L9 () 9lE ‘st 2Ly HN 960°91 9v‘82  [2l'6l 34n0J 34N044)--0p LU0
19E‘EL rLvs's 650°1 r44 08lL°2 805°L 00452 1 189°001 (f) (f) Sosssserecersrescsesectete 34N0)
Lo_gunam--awass_oo 30 32143510y
$99°¢ 0669°t 22 1092 VS HN v22 HN 191s (f) N *°°°t 34n0) JotJadng
9/9°2 (Ste KN HN HN 19242 HN HN (f) (f) (f) ° A4dduRy) 4O 34N0)
ove*9 friece 2 1092 £b5 1922 v22 HN serceecsccct Y101 3UVIS--3deme|ag
nmoe S5 (f) vLzt 092 HN geL se +9L°S () (F) 7t 34N0) 40L43dNS--3NI133UU0Y
909°2 HN HN HN HN HN HN 909°2 HN HN sestsssscesesecs 4N0) 433N
t22°t8 xz 0L9°s 919 bL9°2 €€8°S v98°LE HN 982°L £40°02  862'¢ 34N0) 338Q044 J3AU3Q puB
¢34N0) ILIUIAND 43AUBQ *3I4N0)
40}43dNg JBAUBQ “34N0) 1D}43S A
05898 HN 019‘s 9l9 v9°2 £€8°S $98° L€ HN 268°6 €¥0°02  862°'¢  °°°°°TTUCCC TWAOL 31VIS--0PRJO|0)
96L°LEY r0/8°s2l  21p°clL ve2'y 8(8°19 HN et (f) 565°0L *°°* 34n0) JojuadNg--RLUL04} |R)
nwwm 9 HN HN 169562 HN (f) (F) (F) 34n0) 33eqO44 pue AJ3duey)
929°0¢ 929°0¢ HN X HN HN HN HN X X X tee STttt AN0) 31N2MLD
prlsie HN 169562 TVI0L 31viS--Sesuexydy
1468798 ﬂooo 1 () 4] 158 2Lt $p92:LE HR n (F) (f) 34n0) 40}43dng--eu0Z)Ay
reop’ it X X 13) rle0‘t 4489 X X X X seecceteter 3un0) JojJadng--BYSELY
(S2€°9L nNNQ Lz KN (fn HN HN 86b '8y HN n n 13 setetetTtot 34N0) 3PNdME)--RURQRLY
L3ALD pat3Ls L1ALD readdy yiesy 33L3IS] Suoile(ad suie(d S3ybja 35043U0) 340}
L1e30g -se|oun snoaue {e3uay J13sauwog L Leus K3jaadouad 91313 34n0I pur 3Ies
- L39Sty Leay

p3sSOdsS [p Sased |}AL)

'S811063]180 8SED INID) 'UNOJ PUB 9)B)S

"L86L ‘SHNOD uoRdIPsLN| [e1auab ul suonisodsip ased |IAID Jo uolsodwo))

‘61 318VL

80



*sbuipaadosd Apamad uoj3d4AuoI3sod pue sivadde
9444043 DWOS IPN[OUf SISEI [[A}D |BIOF pu® PILJ)SSBLOUN  “SISED
y3(eay Le3uaw pue uojydope apn(duj SISBI IIRISI--ULSUOISIN
*sbujpasdsoud Apawas uo}3dpauorysod
3pn{ou} eIEP [}A}D B0 PUR LFA}D SNOIURL{IDS|W--UoIBULySeN
*sbujpaadoad Apawas u0}IdJAU0IISOd 3PN |IuL [EALD {©30]1--Yye3)
*S3SeD [ FUIANF WIIDFA-PLIYD
WOS IPN{IU} SISED [[A}D PO PUR SUO}IR[AA I}ISAUOG--SEXIY
*s|eadde jeupmisd apnyduj ejeg--uobaug
*sbujpaasoud Apawas u0§3dLAU033SOd 3pn|Ju} eIRG--0LYQ
*s6uipaadoud Apawad UOLIIFAU0IISOd 3pN|doUL BIRG--0D|X3| MIN
*SJUSWY {UWOD UO|IR}UGIU} BPNLIU} SISED Y [RAY [PIUIY-~RURUOKH
*sbupaadosd Apaumd uo}3djAU0I3SOd 3pN|dUl eIeQ-~INOSS |
*s3sed y3eay
LeIUMD puR IIVISI IPN(OU} SISED [}A}D SNOBUR] |IISW--pue|Adey
*sbupaadsoud Apawsa
U0130)au03S0d 3pN(duU} BIEP AL |RI0OF puP paL}SSe(duf--A3oNJud)y
*sbujpaadsoud
Apamda uoy3Id§Au03sod 3pn|ouy eIRP {ALD |RIOF pUR P4 |SSe|OUf--BMO]
*$9S@D 3403 SNOAUR||IOSIW BWOS
IPNIDUL LEALD SNOJURL|IISHY °Sieadde 3| LudAnf 3wos apn|ou} Aew
sieadde {)A}) °Sased yIeay |RIuID IPN|OU} BIEP IIRISI--0YeP]
*S3ISED UOIR|O}A J3Y30/d}33043
pue {eUjW}LD IWOS IPN|OU} |[JA}D |RI0OT PUR [}ALD pALJESSeRLOUN
*SISED YILPIY [PIUSE IPN|JUj SUOLIR|DJ I}3ISWO(Q--}LeMRH
*sbutaray uoj3ed0A34 uopjeqoad apniouy ejeg--eLbaoay
*sbupaadoud
Apawaa uop3a4Au0sod 3pn|du} SBSEI (LALD PIj4iSSe|dun--3nd}393uu0)
*s3ased |eadde pue suojye|ad
J4ISHOD dWOS IPN{OUL OS|® SISED | LALD PItJISSELOUN--RLULOS LRI
*S3aspd y3(eay |e3uam pue uoj3dope apnioul Sased ajeIsy--eAsely
*sbuypaasosd Apawdda uo0j3dpAU0IISOd Ipn|duU} e3eQ--eweqely

:A2063180 3yl Uy papn(ou} eIep o uoijeuedxap

*S3SPD IILISA YILM PIPNIUL 4P SUOPIB[IL D}ISAWOP SWOS--ULSUOIS{N
"S3ISVD [LA}D

P3}JLSSEOUN U} PAPR(OUL 34° SUOJIR[3L D}ISAWOP BwoS--uolbuiysem
*$3s5®d

LEALD P3}JLSSRLOUN U} PIPA|OUL 3P SUO}IR(3U D33S3WOP BwoS--eLuLbagp
*sased

LIALD P3LJISSRIOUN UL PIPN|OU} 3J® SUO}IL(BJ D}ISAVOP SWOS--JUOULIIA
*Kaobayed [}Aa}d

pPapJ}SSeIOUN 3yl U} PapN|du} 34e S3SRI SUOLIR(|AJ OI}ISAWOP BLOS--SBXI)
*Ka0633@d (LA}

P3j41SSRIOUN Y3 UL PIPN{OU} 4P BIEPp DILISD DWOS--BU} {0JB) YIJON
*s|eadde (RujmpLd Y3 {M paJUNOD

34e yojym sieadde {§A}d apn|du} 30U Op SISED |FALD (BIOL--BYSBUQAN
*sased saybrua |ejuaued jo

uoljeuliidl pue uojidope ‘y3(eay (PIUW SPN|JU} JOU Op PIB(--1J4NOSS Y
*$350 Joutw Jo Apoysnd pue juaede BujAj|

“SUO1343SIP IPN|OU} I0U OP SISLI SUOLIR|3J I}3ISAWOJ--S333SNYOeSSPY

*svadde (§A§> 3SOUW 3pN|OU}L J0U Op SISED |}A}D |LIOL--puR|AieK

*Akaobazes
PajJISSeIouUNn Y3 U} PIpN{dU} e SISEI SUOJIB|3IJ D}ISIANOP BOS--dujey
*Aa0633@d paijgssedun
3yl U} PIPN|OU} A4 SISPD SUOIRIAL I§ISHEOP AWOS--AYONJudY
*sased ajeysd pue
SUOLIR (3L D}ISAHBOP DWOS IPN{dU} J0U Op SIS [}A}D (e30] “Auobajed
P34 ISSELOUN 3yl U} PIPNIDOU} 3Le SUOLIR[IL I}ISMEOP IWOG~-BMO]
» SIS PIIIND0PAL, IPN|OUL JoU Op s3dAY 3sed JwoS--euelpul
* k1063303
PaLsLSSR|OUN 3Y3 UL PApPN|dU} due s[eadde LJALd BWOS--S|LOUL| (]
*A41063385 PatLsse(oun ay3 U} papn(ou} aJde SIJ03 WOS--Oyep]
*S3seI (LALD p3LgisseLoun
Ul PApN[OU} 3JP SISEI IINISI Pul SUOLIR|I4 D}ISAWOP MOS °SISed
[$A}O SNO3UR||3ISIW Ay Ut papn|du} ade sieadde dwos--Lpemey
‘S3SED {JA}D PILJISSRIOUN Y3 M pIIJ0dad
34l yYopym “suojidope apniduy 30U Op SucjIR|3J d}3SawoQ--e 64039
*SISED UO}IBpJRIAL
LeJU3W IPNJUL J0U Op [ALD |B30) °Au0633€D paljLsse|oun ay3
UL papnou} aJe sased SIY6id A3dadoud |Rad AWOS--RIQUNL0) 4O 32LUISHQ
*$3SPI [ |A}D PALJLSSE(OUN Y |M pIJUOdad
adJe sased |eadde |§A}d pue s3ybia A3Jadosd (34 BwoG--3ueme|ag
*s3ased uojadope apn|ou}
30U Op S3SED SUOLIR(3J I}3SAWOQ--34N0) 3IBQOJJ PUR AU3IDZURY)--SESURYLY
*A3uno) edodtJely wodj suogydope
BpNLOU} J0U Op $3SBI [ALD |0 PUR SUOJIR|AJ I}3SAWOG--PUOZ LAY
*$3sed 3INISI 4O
JJed ade yorym ‘suoj3dope 3pnidou} 30U Op SUOFIR|AA I}ISAEOQ--BYSRLY
:933dwodouy aae eyeq,

*343YM3S |3 SIUNOD UOIIDPS|LNf pazjwLl AQ pJeay 3q pnom
0y} S3SED JPAY $IUN0D IS3Y] “IAN0CD (B}J4Y JI13-I(DULS © BARY $3IPIS ISAYLy

°34Nn02 s}yl Aq pajpuey 3ou s} 3dAy ased Sy = HN

°$330U3004 £, SUI U} PIILILPUL ISLMUBYIO SSALun *Auobajed
PI}J§SSeOUN Y3 U} PIPN(dU} S| adAy ased ayy eyl SIedIpuy SsiyL = (f)

‘le303 3yl U} PIPN{OU} 3Q 03 umouy aue 3dA3 ased Syl J0j BIEp IY] = X

*34n0) A3un0) pue 3J4N0Y

3wdudng YJOX MIN pu® “34n0) J0pJ3dng Aasuap MmN *34n0) Jopsadng
°LQUNLO) JO 1D}43S)q :,3NSS} 3@, IuUNOd S3Lnod Bumo|ioy ayp
*paJedwod 6uiaq $34n0d Aue 40 JweS 3y} S| PaUNCd S| ISED [LALD
® YojyM 3o Jujod Dyl LY 3unsul 03 UIXeY 3Q PLNOYS 3Jed |e}dadS

*{861 403 e3ep Ju0daa
10U PP 3} “3404343y3 ‘potadd Builuodad spyy bupanp sueal Buijsodas
pabueyo ewoyex0 °340day sjy3 40 1] Ided U} PaIRIO| SIJRYD WIISAS
34N0D 33eIS BYI UL PILJLIUID) 3Q URD UOLIDLPSIANE SLYL YILM SILNOD
9303§  °9131dwod 06 3Je eyl eIRP 340d34 30U PP 40 ‘sadhy ased
L4ALD 340d34 A[1RD}3403ds Jou PIp 3(qel S|yl WOLH PIIIJWO SALYS
*939(dwod 306 UPYI SSA| 40 I[QR|LPARUN 3JR PIEP IYJ IeY} dILILpU}
sadeds yue(g *I|QeI SIYI U} PaJLITUD 3JP 233|dwOd $06 ISP 3P dde
Yotys suoy31sodsyp {e303 ABY JBY3 SIILIS WOJS PIRP I|QR|LRAR ||y :93ION

r268°€EE (856° 1L () (f) (f) £25€°9% 192€ '8¢ 952°2L1 (N (f) (f) Tesssceee UN0Y IINIULG--ULSUOIS LN
60b ‘6t (852 LE 196°2 {f) HN (F) () (f) ceses 32007 31N2U})--BLULBALA ISIN
(2L €6 0620°LL  Slp*S 1801 n (f) (£l 0¥ HN 8l6°s €62°LL  €2L'9  °t°t°Ct 34n0) J0}43dng--uoibujysen
165°9¢ (68 ‘6€ n $oL°2 (f) (f) 1820°¢E HN 916 (F) (r) Tessresces 34N09 3NDALY--RLUBALA
(80°cl cL2E HN HN ovs HN 08L ove‘s HN (f) (r) seessertectececete 2uN0) 3ID443S O
668°L (2Ll X4 SEE HN HN 1G9E°E HN (f) (F) (r) seevecrs 34n07 JOju3dNg
986°02 £665°L L2 1% 0obS HN (SYL'Y ove's oo Tetec VL0l IUVIS--IUCULIIA,
(ESE“6L X X £60°1L 906°2 X HN X (qY) X . ceeter 3uN0) 304435 HE--YeIN
(692°22¢ OEL LY 68€°€E HN fn £1885°08L  HN 864 6L1°26  90H°92 *°°C°**T 34N0J ID}JISIQ (PUIWLJD
pu® 34noj 39}43S}(Q--Sexay
(850°‘8 (f (N 1v5°9t Y] n (N TTUTC 34N0) 3NdL4)--BI0NRQ YINOS

81



TABLE 20: Tort, contract, real property rights and small claims filings and dispositions for trial

courts, 1981.

Variations in court organi2ation and subject
matter jurisdiction:

Caseload in this table is from both general
jurisdiction and limited jurisdiction courts.
The same case types may be handled in different
courts from state to state, Only state totals
can be compared. To facilitate comparisons, the
states in these tables have been grouped into
three categories: those states where a court has
exclusive jurisdiction over a case type and where
it submitted complete data; those states where
more than one court handles a case type and each
court submitted complete data; and those states
that reported incomplete data from any one of
these courts with that case type jurisdiction,

The court system charts in Part II should be
consulted for a brief summary of the jurisdiction
of each court.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

The COSCA CSIM Committee has chosen to
classify cases according to subject-matter rather
than the remedy sought. This makes categories
such as "law" and "equity" difficult to
reclassify unless the particular court can report
specifically the kinds of cases included.

For this reason, this new table combines
torts, contracts, real property rights, and small
claims cases into one table. Small claims are
simply torts, contracts and real property rights
cases that are handled by summary procedures.
States with small claims procedures will probably
have a smaller tort, contract and real property
count than states without such procedures. In
addition, some states report one figure for
torts, contracts and real property rights cases.
These cases are reported in the unclassified
category. In most instances, the state and court
totals are the comparable figures.

Only states reporting data that could be
displayed in the specific case type are included
in these tables, and then only if the data are
90% complete. Many courts do not break data down
beyond the broad civil, criminal, traffic, and
Juvenile categories.

Variations in counting cases:

Caseload cannot be compared among courts that
do not count cases at the same beginning and end
point. Those states that do not count cases at
the filing of the petition or complaint are
indicated by an "*" at the end of the table.
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Appropriate analyses:

All percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%,

Disposed cases as percent of filed, This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases of which the court was able to
dispose. The percent is computed by dividing the
number of cases filed by the number disposed and
then multiplying by one hundred. A percent over
one hundred indicates that the court disposed of
more cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload. A percent significantly less than one
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping
up with the volume of cases being filed.

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population.
unit of state population used on all court
caseload charts ts 100,000. This measure
compensates for variations in state population
and gives a more realistic basis for comparison
of caseloads among states of various sizes. If
the number of filings was not available
{indicated by an "i" footnote in the profiles in
Part I1) but the number of dispositions was
available, the number of cases disposed per unit
of population was entered in this column in place
of the number of cases filed per population unit,
and the use of this alternative quantity was
indicated by enclosing it in parentheses. If all
other factors (court jurisdiction, case
definition, etc.) are similar, the
filed-per-unit-of-population statistic will
permit direct comparisons among states of the
number of filed cases. For civil cases in trial
courts, this measure will indicate, among other
things, the propensity to litigate among the
citizens in a given state.

The

Limitations on use:

In this table, only the STATE TOTALS can be
compared in those states where more than one
court has jurisdiction over the case type.

Comparisons can be made between the data
reported for a state where an individual court
has exclusive jurisdiction over the type of case
and the STATE TOTALS for states where more than
one court has jurisdiction. Comparisons can not
be made for states reporting incomplete data.
Comparisons should be made only between those
cases that use the same unit of count for
counting civil cases.
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TABLE 21: Domestic relations caseload for trial courts, 1981.

TABLE 22: Estate caseload for trial courts, 1981.

TABLE 23: Mental health caseload for trial courts, 1981.
TABLE 24: Civil appeals caseload for trial courts, 1981.

Variations fn court organization and subject
matter jurisdiction:

Caseload in these tables are from both
general jurisdiction and 1imited jurisdiction
courts. The same case types may be handled in
different courts from state to state. Only state
totals can be compared. To facilitate
comparisons, the states in these tables have been
grouped into three categories: those states
where a court has exclusive jurisdiction over a
case type and where it submitted complete data;
those states where more than one court handles a
case type and each court submitted complete data;
and those states that reported incomplete data
from any one of these courts with that case type
Jurisdiction.

The court system charts in Part II should be
consulted for a brief summary of the jurisdiction
of each court.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

The COSCA CSIM Committee has chosen to
classify cases according to subject-matter rather
than the remedy sought, This makes categories
such as "law" and "equity" difficult to
reclassify unless the particular court can report
specifically the kinds of cases included.

Even with use of the Model Statistical
Dictionary case definitions, the classitications
vary from state to state. Domestic relations,
for example, may include all family matters in
some states while other states report only
divorce actions as domestic relations cases.

Some states count support and custody matters
in their juvenile caseload, whereas the
classification used here places these matters in
domestic relations caseload. In other states
support/custody 1ssues are counted as separate
cases, while other states treat support/custody
jssues as part of marriage dissolution cases.

Only states reporting data that could be
displayed in the specific case type are included
in these tables, and then only if the data are
90% complete. Many courts do not break data down
beyond the broad civil, criminal, traffic, and
juvenile categories.

Variations in counting cases:

Caseload cannot be compared among courts that
do not count cases at the same beginning and end
point. Those states that do not count cases at
the filing of the petition or complaint are
indicated by an "*" at the end of each table.
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Appropriate analyses:

All percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%, A1l percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%,

Disposed cases as percent of filed, This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases of which the court was able to
dispose. The percent 1s computed by dividing the
number of cases filed by the number disposed and
then multiplying by one hundred. A percent over
one hundred indicates that the court disposed of
more cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload. A percent significantly less than one
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping
up with the volume of cases being filed.

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population. The
unit of state population used on all court
caseload charts is 100,000. This measure
compensates for variations in state population
and gives a more realistic basis for comparison
of caseloads among states of various sizes, If
the number of filings was not avaflable or was
not complete (indicated by an “{" footnote in the
profiles in Part II) but the number of
dispositions was available, the number of cases
disposed per unit of population was entered in
this column in place of the number of cases filed
per population unit, and the use of this
alternative quantity was indicated by enclosing
it in parentheses. If all other factors (court
jurisdiction, case definition, etc.) are similar,
the filed-per-unit-of-population statistic will
permit direct comparisons among states of the
number of filed cases. For civil cases in trial
courts, this measure will indicate, among other
things, the propensity to litigate among the
citizens in a given state.

Limitations on use:

In these case type tables, only the STATE
TOTALS can be compared in those states where more
than one court has jurisdiction over the case
type.

Comparisons can be made between the data
reported for a state where an individual court
has exclusive jurisdiction over the type of case
and the STATE TOTALS for states where more than
one court has jurisdiction. Comparisons can not
be made for states reporting incomplete data.
Comparisons should be made only between those
cases that use the same unit of count for
counting civil cases.



TABLE 21:

Domestic relations caseload for trial courts, 1981.
Courts reporting domestic relations caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed.  Filed per 100,000 population.

Filed (dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Begin End as percent 100,000
pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
COMPLETE STATE TOTALS

Exclusive court jurisdiction:

Alabama--Circuit Court . 47,353 48,498 102% 1,209

Alaska--Superior Court ............ teeeseensene 6,868 6,3871 1,667

*District of Columbia--Superior Court cesessanes 8,750 9,301 7,508 10,543 81% 1,474

Guam--Superior Court ....cceeeaee cesseas cereses 1,715 2,912 680 2,232 23%

Idaho--District Court .....ccocevecse ciescacane 8,774 13,917 16,576 6,115 119% 1,451

IMinois--Circuit Court ....... teersssasssarens 59, 894 124,533 117,042 63,294 94% 1,086

Kansas--District Court ........... 8, 9541 30,008 30,207 8,758i 101% 1,259

Massachusetts--Trial Court of the Conmonwealth 51,047 38,9241 884

Montana--District Court ...vceveecnnnnes cesenas 4,979 9,083 8,391 5,671 92% 1,145

New Mexico--District Court ....... 6,613 19,249 19,427 6,435 101% 1,449

North Dakota--District Court ........ seessensas 5,890 5,843 99% 895

Ohig--Court of Common Pleas ..... 94,528 96,406 102% 877

Pennsylvania--Court of Common Pleas .....cee... 42,702 144,168 122, 337 64,533 85% 1,214

Washington--Superior Court .....c.cveeeecaannes . 50,068 40, 0131 1,187

Not exclusive court jurisdiction:

Arkansas--STATE TOTAL ...ccveeevacnennns teseaes . 34,564 1,505
Chancery and Probate COUrt.......oeevennsn. 17,131 32,369 29,5691 18,2651 1,410
County Court ........ Getesecsnsesesssscanns 2,195 96

Colorado--STATE COURT .. ..ivieccocrnnccncnccnns 42,327 37,864 89% 1,428
District Court and Denver Juvenile Court .. 42,327 37,864 89% 1,428

Connecticut--STATE TOTAL ...vieeveccroeccnnnnns 28,994 925
Superior Court ...cviesscrcccsnccnccceeeese 13,012 26,054 25,728 13,338 99% 83
Probate Court ...... ceseaee ceresias 2,940 94

Delaware--STATE TOTAL ..... ceeerresertasaeanaas 4,392 18,250 18,279 4,363 100% 3,052
Superior Court ...eeeeeceeense cessens cevaan 208 82 224 66 273% 14
Family Court ...ccovvvcenene 4,184 18,168 18,055 4,297 99% 3,038

Nebraska--STATE TOTAL ....vevvveveccnsocaoncnce 22,381 17,078 76% 1,419
District Court .....c.... teteresrescsesanne 21,116 15,831 75% 1,339
County Court ..iveiereeccancocesncancnnonses 1,265 1,247 99% 80

New Hampshire--STATE TOTAL .......0c0ne ceesseas 10,909 1,165
Superior COUrt tvieveeessnecesceceraconanne 7,959 9,162 115% 850
Probate COurt ....cceveinvenccnconconconnes 2,000 214
District Court ..cccevnvncanse teseceeresane 950 101

New Jersey--STATE TOTAL ..iiciveerieencnencnonnse 26,810 122,584 122,318 27,076 100% 1,656

*Superior Court (Chancery Division) ........ 19,913 32,237 31,146 21,004 97% 435
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court ..... 6,897 90,347 91,172 6,072 1013 1,220
New York--STATE TOTAL ..evvvveccccnns cesasenane 357,542 (2,031)
*Supreme Court ........... eeestennesceeranns 67,544 (384)
Family Court ...... tetesercctrrctsaraces . 46,020 296,384 287,161 41,764 97% 1,684
Surrogate’s Court .oeeveevevacenes creesenes 2,837 {16)

Puerto Rico--STATE TOTAL ..vivvvvecrrncccvncnss 13,848 35,751 35,643 13,956 100% 1,119
Superior Court ....... teeecsasesersones eeee 13,481 32,566 32,445 13,602 100% 1,019
District Court ........ teeseerecssnsessrenn 367 3,185 3,198 354 100% 100
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(continued on next page)



TABLE 21:

Domestic relations caseload for trial courts, 1981. (continued)

FiTed [dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Begin End as percent 100,000
pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
INCOMPLETE STATE DATA
Ar12ona--Superior COUrt «.v.ueveeenerennncass 24,3821 39,0671 37,2641 26,1851 9531 1,3981
Georgia--Superior Court ... . 65,6911 58,2641 8931 1,1791
HawaT1=<CIrcutt Court voeeeeueruenncnes 10,13513 12,69913 9,9181J 12,91613 7831J 1,294
Towa--DIStrict COUPt vuveevvnunneeennns 29,2841 28,2551 1,0101
Kentucky--Circuit COUPt uvvvuerennrneernoons 39,3791 38,4511 9831 1,075t
District Court ...cceeeevecenes cevences
Maine--Superior COUPrt vvveeeeeeeeeennsonnenns 2,281 2,2771 2,0481 2,5101 9031 20t
DIStrict COUrt ciececevececocrssororsonnee 7,742 8,454 109% 683
Probate Court ......... ceesranene ceveeae .
Minnesota--District Court and County Court .. 38,5791 30,4551 6,731 793} 9421
North Carolina--Superior COUrt ...cceveveesss
District Court ..coeeenee cestencrssesana 65,779 62,127 94% 1,105
Oregon--Circuit Court ........... ssessssscane
County Court ...vievevecesasccscscocns ces 2 1
Rhode Is1and-~Family COUFt vueveereeossenens 6,021 6321
South Carolina--Family Court .......... ceeess 12,681 44,6073 43,4623 13,8264 97%J 1,4084
Magistrate COUrt ...veeveercecarcnsccncns
Tennessee-~Circuit Court ...ceocececreccccces 28,261 613
Law and Equity Court ........ veteesreeans 2,665 58
Chancery Court ......... resses vessecasaas 21,126 458
General Sessions COUrt ...vvevverccnaanes
County Court ....eeecesascescccnnecscnne .
Juvenile Court ..vevevecccsscsasannne cees
Texas--District Court .......... cevnne ceeeeas 122,11713  185,1261J 180,5881J 127,25513 9831J 1,25413
County Court at Law and Constitutional
County Court ,..c.eee teessesresasassnes
Vermont--Superior COUrt veeuueeeeneeess. veees  2,6541 3,303! 3,3651 2,5923 10231 6401
District Court vieesssceanscscecasocacanns 2,023 1,047 780 2,290 74% 203
Probate Court veuivivesreeccevooacssncaanse 150 921 925 146 100% 179
Virginfa=<Circutt CoUrt veveveeeeeneenneannes 35,7381 34,0281 9531 6581
District Court ...... Cieveercesncernnenes 69,705J 57,488J 823 1,284J
Wisconsin--Circuit Court .cccecveveccocenes . 38,6921 38,3261 9931 8161
Note: States omitted from this table did not specifically Kansas--Pending data do not include adoption data.

report domestic relations cases.

State courts with

this jurisdiction can be identified in the state court
system charts located in Part II of this Report.

Oklahoma changed reporting years during t
therefore, 1t did not report data for 1981,

s period;
A

available data that are at least 90% complete are

entered in the table.

Blank spaces indicate that

either the data are unavailable or less than 90%
complete, or that the calculatfons are inappropriate.

* = These courts count civil cases "at issue" as opposed to the

filing of the petition or complaint,

iData are incomplete:

Alaska--Disposed cases do not include adoption cases.

Arizona--Data do not include adoption cases from

Maricopa County.

jExp

Arkansas--Chancery and Probate Court--Disposed and pending

cases do not include adoption cases.

Georgia--Data do not include adoption cases.
Hawaii--Some domestic relations cases are included in the

unclassified civil category.

Iowa-~Data do not include adoption and paternity/

bastardy cases.

In addition, disposed cases do not

include family in need of assistance cases.
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Kentucky--Data do not include al) support/custody cases.

Maine--Superior Court--Data do not include paternity/
bastardy cases.

Massachusetts--Disposed cases do not include desertfons and
1iving apart, and custody of minors data.

Minnesota--Data do not include adoption cases.

Rhode Island--Data do not include paternity/bastardy
cases.

Texas--District Court--Data do not include annulments and
paternity/bastardy cases. .

Vermont--Superior Court--Data do not include paternity/
bastardy cases.

Virginia-~-Circuit Court--Data do not include adoption and
paternity/bastardy cases.

Washington--Disposed cases do not include adoptions.

Wisconsin--Data do not include adoption cases.

lanation of data included in the category:

Hawaii--Data include mental health cases.

South Carolina--Data include some miscellaneous civil
cases {e.g., change of name cases).

Texas--District Court--Data include some miscellaneous
civil and child-victim petitions.

Virginia--District Court--Data include some
miscellaneous criminal and misdemeanor cases.



TABLE 22:
Estate caseload for trial courts, 1981.
Courts reporting estate caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. Filed per 100,000 population.

~Filed (dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Begin End as percent 100,000
pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
COMPLETE STATE DATA
Exclusive court jurisdiction:
Alaska--Superior Court ..........e.. 989 1,014 240
Arizona--Superior COUrt .....evvecevsscccesssss 26,820 8,580 7,112 28,288 83% 307
Arkansas--Chancery and Probate Court cecessssae 7,898 344
California--Superior Court ,....c..ece.e ceseses 64,779 61,878 96% 268
Connecticut--Probate Court ....vececesccccovane 43,428 1,386
Delaware--Court of Chancery ...cecceescecenccae 6,820 2,468 2,261 7,027 92% 413
*District of Columbia--Superior Court .....ceee. 4,651 4,260 2,180 6,731 51% 675
Florida--Circuft Court ...vievevecaassanes 61,839 44,727 862 509
Guam-=Superior Court ...veeeecescvcccsas eeseses 1,203 1,427 46 1,381 3%
Idaho--DiStrict COUPt ceuvevenvecncoccnnsenanes 48,6593 4,158] 6,210 2.6074 149%J 434J
Iowa--District Court ....... teesssscssscsansrnse 24,192 835
Kansas=-=District Court ..vevecceceocrvcosnnocss 12,362 10,976 89% 519
Massachusetts--Trial Court of the Commonwealth, 57,008 53,332 94% 388
Missouri--Circuit Court ....icvvevenvanacneesss 31,689 12,293 11,868 32,176 97% 249
Montana--District Court ...... cessvecssssescsss 6,495 3,562 2,506 7,154 70% 449
Nebraska--County Court ..... cesessesessssecnnans 10,445 10,540 101% 662
New Hampshire--Probate CoUrt ...cccoseeecsnnnce 12,561 1,342
Ohio--Court of Common P1eas .....e.cceeeeesnes. 83,928 78,480 75,040 87,648} 96% 728
Pennsylvania--Court of Common Pleas ......sees. 1,395 18,689 18,49 1,593 99% 157
South Dakota--Circuit CoOurt ceeceseeceecccenane 4,548 663
Utah--District Court ........ sececcsccaccncenns . 3,746 2,906 . 78% 247
Vermont--Probate Court ..veevieveccoccaes ceevens 11,532} 2,893 2,435 11,9907 84% 561
Washington--Superior Court ........ seccscssne . 14,436 . 342
Wisconsin-=Circuit Court ....cceeevcescenccncce 42,568] 46, 352J 109%J 898J
Not exclusive court jurisdictfon:
Colorado--STATE TOTAL ......c0vveue cevere 7,N9 5,833 76% 260
District Court and Denver Probate Court 7,719 5,833 76% 260
Kentucky~~STATE TOTAL .iciveecevnoennnncsananne 26,899 21,679 81% 734
District Court .oveverreccererocconeccanens 26,813 21,600 81% 732
Circult Court sveeevececccacss sesesssnctanss 86 79 92% 2
New York--STATE TOTAL ..cveeveecees cerevosnsonse 77,290 (439)
Family COUPt .ievvaraveveccnansassansonnnne 250 474 674 151 142% 3
Surrogates’ Court c.viveveeerenenns cene 76,616 (435)
North Dakota~-STATE TOTAL ..ceceveceses . 3,737 2,516 67% 568
District Court ..... teeseecsscssssansacens . 99 85 86% 15
County Court with Increased Jurisdiction .o 2,044 1,217 60% 31
County Probate Court ...ceeveesrceccnscecase 3,993 1,594 1,214 4,373 76% 242
Oregon--STATE TOTAL siceevcceccocsss teesseccras 7,025 6,415 9% 265
Circuit COUrt tieceecercncesoosccnccanncss . 6,788 6,201 9% 256
District Court ....cc.e cences tescssscancsns 73 64 88% 3
County Court ...vveveerceccasces cesscssssns 164 150 91% 6
Minnesota--STATE TOTAL ...oveeecesccncanaanae . 19,659 10,007 10,817 15,302 108% 244
County Court, District Court and Probate
Court covvvvees terscessenss seesssceessses 19,659 10,007 10,817 15,302 108% 244

{continued on next page)
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TABLE 22:
Estate caseload for trial courts, 1981. (continued)

Filed (dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Begin End as percent 100,000
pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
INCOMPLETE STATE DATA
Hawaif--Circuit COUrt cuvevunvuvnveeveaeeees  7,6931 1,9641 1,4041 8,2531 Nl 2001
Indiana--Superior Court and Circuit Court .. 70,6111 2517713 2356114 72.24313 94313 46013
PrODALE COUPL woeereveneerneenonsececnss 3,864 1147 8664 4.145 763J 214
North Carolina--Superior COUrt .....oceveees 50,2351 36,7531 33,8301 53,1581 92%1 6171
Tennessee--Law and Equity Court .......c0000 173 4
Chancery Court ..... cetseerercrnenansane 2,34 51
Circuit Court s.oveeveeesnnsans tessesease 96 2
Probate COUrt s.iveesvvevessoccsasscecsss
County Court .ecevececcases teeresnne
General Sessions CoOurt ...cceeveecvenaece

Note: Blank spaces indicate that efther the data are
unavailable or less than 90% complete, or that the

calculations are {nappropriate.

this Report.
this period;

States omitted from
this table did not specifically report estate cases.
State courts with this jurisdiction can be identified
in the state court system charts located in Part Il of
Oklahoma changed reporting years during
therefore, it did not report data for 1981.

Indiana--Superior Court and Circuit Court--Data include
some cases reported as redocketed.

North Carolina--Some estate cases are included in an
unclassified category.

Ohio--Pending data do not include minor's settlement cases.

Vermont--Pending data do not include cases commenced prior
to January 1, 1970,

jExplanation of data included in the category:

* = These courts count civil cases "at issue" as opposed to at

the filing of the petition or complaint.

iData are incomplete:
Hawaii--Data do not include some estate cases reported
in an unclassified category.
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Alaska--Disposed cases include adoption and mental
health cases,

Idaho--Data include mental health cases.

Indiana--Data include adoption cases.

Wisconsin--Data include adoption and mental health
cases.



TABLE 23:
Mental health caseload for trial courts, 1981.

Courts reporting mental health caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. Filed per 100,000 population.

FiTed {dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Begin End as percent 100,000
pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
COMPLETE STATE DATA
Exclusive court jurisdiction:
Alaska--Superior Court «vi.eeeeeceee tesscsane .o 242 59
Arizona--Superior Court . ceeresvearsaraans 857 {31)
Arkansas--Chancery and Probate Court ........ .o 1,353 59
California--Superior Court ...iccovceccnsvacses 3,786 4,234 112% 16
Delaware--Superior Court ....cieceoeeccaccncas . 125 519 543 101 105% 87
*District of Columbia--Superfor Court ......... 1,106 161 175
Florida--Circuit Court ..coceerearoccncees cease 15,827 15,316 97% 155
IMi{nois--Circuit Court ...... cecsssseenns veeee 1,742 9,886 9,796 1,898 99% 86
Iowa--District Court ..... cereenenes cesssasns . 3,756 (130)
Kansas-~-District Court ....ceeeecsoncasnarscncesns 3,131 3,131 100% 13
Kentucky-~Circuit Court ........s teetscsrencnns 2,415 2,414 100% 66
Maine--District Court ....eevaceesocarosanoes 682 737 108% 60
Massachusetts--Trial Court of the Commonwealth 3,085 2,765 90% 53,
Montana--District Court ...... Ceerecenenenens .. 284 532] 491J 3659 9234 673
New Hampshire--Probate Court .....ceeveeacneese 258 28
Ohio--Court of Common P1eas ...eceeeevecconas . 8,619 8,435 98% 80
Pennsylvania--Court of Common Pleas ......... .o 107 10,193 10,21 89 100% 86
South Dakota--Circuit Court ....ceevoees cheseas 581 85
Utah--District Court ..... secscsesrsseseannns .o 869 1,093 126% 57
Washington--Superior Court ...ceveeececeeneas .e 5,996 142
West Virginia--Circuit Court ......cceceeeene .o 553 3,047 2,961 639 97% 156
Not exclusive court jurisdiction:
Colorado--STATE TOTAL ..vcevevncconncccaccnes e 1,295 2,12 2,674 1,408 99% 91
District Court and Denver Probate Court ... 1,295 2, N2 2,674 1,408 99% 9
Connecticut--STATE TOTAL .vcevveesconncanans vee 1,556 50
Superior Court ........ ceeesssssnsecscsaans 70 248 260 58 105% 8
Probate Court ....... seescsesseesonseanss . 1,308 42
North Dakota--STATE TOTAL .....ciiecercnccecees 1,078 1,078 100% 164
County Court with Increased Jurisdiction .. 966 966 100% 147
County Justice Court ........ tedesesscacnns 112 112 100% 17
Oregon--STATE TOTAL .icovesecsccarcocsccscanans 3,857 146
CIrcuit COUrt cevevveeaccrvosavcosssncnsss 3,854 145
County Court ...eeevecocnces sesesscsssneres 3 1
Vermont=-STATE TOTAL +euvuevrurennneensonnans 170 952 540 582 57% 185
District COUPt .iiveeecrecsasncccoccncacass 169 952 540 581 57% 185
Probate Court ...oceess sesssessesseassasen 1 0 0 1 0
Minnesota--STATE TOTAL ...ciiviinsceccannnnes . 695 2,165 1,671 557 77% 53
District Court, County Court and Probate
COUPt tiiivnnrvsssnocssnsasconncccncnns .o 695 2,165 1,67 557 77% 53
INCOMPLETE STATE DATA
New York--Family Court .ceececcocssrcsccsnncnns 3 25 38 6 152% 1
Tennessee~--Circuit Court ....... cesesessesesnas 374 8
Chancery Court ..... N ces 452 10
Law and Equity Court ....cceveenncvenane cee 26 1
County Court ....co00ss tessrsssesesesesne ve
General Sessions Court .....eeeecennccsnnes
Juvenile Court ...eeevvvcecscecnccess oo
Note: Blank spaces {ndicate that either the data are = This court counts its civil cases "at issue" as opposed to

unavailable or less than 90% complete, or that the
calculations are inappropriate, States omitted from
this table did not specifically report mental health
cases. State courts with this jurisdiction can be
identified in the state court system charts located in
Part II of this Report. Oklahoma changed reporting
years during this period; therefore, it did not report
data for 1981.
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at the filing of the petition or complaint.

jExplanation of data included in the category:
Montana--Data include inebriation commitments.



TABLE 24:

Civil appeals caseload for trial courts, 1981.

Courts reporting civil appeals of trial court cases and appeal of administrative agency caseload.

Disposed as a percent of filed.
Filed per 100,000 population.

Filed (dis-
Disposed posed) per
State and court title Appeal Begin End as percent 100,000
type pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
COMPLETE STATE TOTALS
Exclustive court jurfsdiction:
Connecticut--Superior Court ....... eee A 1,599 767 1,214 1,152 158% 24
*District of Columbia--~Superior Court . A 438 86 122 402 142% 14
Idaho--District Court vuoveveveeassnss A-T 290d 329J 348J 2nd 10633 34
Iowa--District Court ......... P | 94 976 104% 32
Kansas--District Court .ccoeoveeneenee A-T 408 17
North Dakota--District Court ......... A-T 201 19 95% 3
Yermont--Superior Court ....oeveveeeee A-T 346 7 335 328 106% 61
Washington--Superfor Court ....coeeeee A-T 1,665 1,081 65% 39
Not exclusive court jurisdiction
Minnesota--District Court and County
COUrt sevveccnnrsevnvevccsveccnsacass A=-T 1,2 692 62% 27
INCOMPLETE STATE TOTALS
Exclusive court jurisdiction:
Alaska--Superior Court ..... ceeeesseae A-TH 155 38
California--Superior COUrt ........... Al-T 12,513 11,016 88% 52
Delaware--Superior COUrt .....eeeeeee. A-T 343t 2391 2601 3221 10931 401
Florida--Circuit Court vueeuuen... ceee AlT 933 1,080 116% 9
Hawafi--Circuit Court .......... ceeees A 40! 221 181 441 823! 2!
M inois--Circuit Court ..evvveveenee. A 104,9871 41,467} 32,4700 112,831 7831 3621
Kentucky--Circuit Court vuveeeeesesen. Al-T 501 344 67% 14
Maine--Superior COUrt .....ceeeveeeess Al-T 155 321 289 187 90% 28
Maryland--Circuit Court ooeeeeevesess A-T 3,0001 701
Montana--District COUrt ....eeeeucsess A-T! 1,465 185
South Dakota--Circuit Court ...o...... A-TH 220 32
West Virginfa--Circuit Court ......... A-T 504 2,160 2,027 537 98% m
Not exclusive court jurisdiction:
Colorado--District Court and Denver
Superior Court ........ sesecesoraess AT 570 616 108% 19
County Court ....... teesesesanans .1
Nebraska--Workmens Compensation Court. A 85 244 221 108 9% 15
District Court ..... cererene veeess Al-TI
Ohio--Court of Common Pl1eas .eeeveeo.. A 3,150 2,702 2,938 2,914 109% 25
Court of C1aims v.ovveveeenernsass. Al
Oregon--Tax COUrt sieeescecessssssasss A 125 258 130 253 50% 10
Clrcuit Court ..uvvevenvennnnen... AlT
Puerto Rico--Superior Court .c.e.ee... A-T 157 14 105 193 74% 4
District Court ....coveveeevecene. A 10 7 14 3 200% 1
Tennessee--Circuit Court cveeveveeeess A-T 7,835 170
Law and Equity Court seveevevneees A-T 307 7
Chancery Court ..cevceennancennsas A-T 3,070 67
General Sessions COUrt .v.eccv.s.. Al
County COUPt vvuveeneneenonss ceee. Al
Yirginfa--Circuit Court .....cecveevee A-T 2,945 2,164 73% 54
District COUrt .vveeveeennnns veess Al
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Note: Blank spaces indicate that efther the data are
unavailable or less than 90% complete, or that the
calculations are {nappropriate. States omitted from
this table did not specifically report civil appeal
cases, States with this jurisdiction can be identified
in the state court system charts located in Part II of
this Report. Oklahoma changed reporting years during
this period; therefore, it did not report any data for
1981,

*This court counts cases "at issue" as opposed to at the
filing of the petition or complaint.

Appeal type code:

A = The reported data represent appeal of adminfistrative
agency cases,

Al = The court has jurisdiction over appeal of
administrative agency cases, but the data are
unavailable.

I = The reported data represent appeal of trial court cases,

T! = The court has jurisdiction over appeal of trial court
cases, but the data are unavailable.
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ipata are incomplete:

Delaware--Data do not include some appeals that are part
of the unclassified civil cases.

Hawaif--Data do not include some appeals that are part of
the unclassified civil cases.

IMlinois--Data do not include some appeals that are part
of the unclassified civil cases.

Maryland--Data do not include some appeals that are part
of the unclassified civil cases.

JExplanation of data included in the category:

Idaho--Data may include some juvenile appeals.



TABLE 25: Civil jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1981.

Variations in court organization and subject
matter jurisdiction:

The “+" symbol under the heading "case type"
indicates what case types are reported for each
piece of trial data. An “"o" symbol indicates
that the reported figures do not include that
case type. These breakdowns were made to
facilitate comparative analysis among courts and
case types. Both general jurisdiction and

1imited jurisdiction courts are included.
Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classifications and
definitions:

Both the case categories and the data
classified in each case category vary from state
to state. The CSIM case types focus on
subject-matter rather than on the remedy sought.

VYariations in counting both cases and trials:

Caseload cannot be compared among courts that
do not count cases in the same way. An "*"
indicates those courts that count civil cases “at
issue” as opposed to at the filing of the
petition or complaint,

The definitions used by each court to count
trials are indicated in a separate column.
Comparisons can be made between courts that count
trials in the same way.

Appropriate analyses:

A1l percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were
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less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%.

Trials as a percent of dispositions.
Dividing the number of trials conducted by the
total number of cases disposed of for the
appropriate case type results in the trial rate
for that case type for the court,

Jury trials as a percent of dispositions.
Dividing the number of jJury trials conducted by
the total number of cases disposed of for the
appropriate case type results in the jury trial
rate for that case type for the court.

Jury trials as a percent of trials. Dividing
the number of jury trials by the total number of .
trials conducted for that case type results in
the proportion of trials that are trials by jury
for that case type for the court.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons on these tables must be
restricted to the court level, and must be
controlted for case type, unit of count, and
trial definitions. State totals have not been
computed in order to avoid any temptation to
compare “apples and oranges."”

Care should also be taken to compare only
those courts that share similar rules regarding
the availability of jury trials. For example,
some states make it more difficult for a criminal
defendant to waive a jury trial than other
states. Similarly, in some states both parties
to civil litigation must agree to a jury trial,
while in other states one of the parties can
demand a jury trial.
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FIGURE C: Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and state.
FIGURE D: Minimum statutory definitions of a felony, by state.

Criminal case unit of count. The CSIM Project
has always been concerned about the fact that
states prosecute cases in substantially different
ways, and that this ultimately has an impact on
the way such cases are counted by the courts.
Since the publication of the 1975 volume of this
series, some effort has been made to identify the
various methods of counting criminal cases for
each state court. The two predominant methods
were either a defendant count, or a charging
document count. Since charging documents could
have one or more defendants, it was assumed that
courts using charging documents would have fewer
per capita criminal cases than those states who
reported cases using the actual number of
defendants. Therefore, states were grouped
according to their units of count.

The Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for
Statistical Reporting revealed several problems
with that method of counting criminal cases.
First, counting the number of charging documents
is insufficient as a measure of counting cases
unless one knows the possible contents of such
documents. For example, when multiple defendants
are involved in the same crime, {s it common
practice to have one or more than one defendant
per document? In addition, when there are
multiple offenses per incident, does common
practice call for a single charging document for
all offenses or a separate document for each
offense?

0f equa! importance to the contents of a
charging document in counting criminal cases is
the point in the process when a criminal case is
counted. The two predominant points are at the
filing of the complaint, and the filing of the
information or indictment. Since the filing of
the complaint occurs much eariier in the process
than the filing of the information or indictment,
courts that count cases at the filing of the
complaint should have a much higher caseload than
courts which wait until the information or
indictment before counting cases.

Figure C presents information on all
dimensions of the criminal unit of count: the
point in the process at which c¢riminal cases are
counted; and the number of defendants per case
and the contents of charging documents. This
information has been organized into the following
typology. The contents of the cases (i.e., the

number of possible defendants and charges) are
represented by the numbers one through eleven.

The point in the process at which a case is
counted is represented by the letters A through E.

Criminal case unit of count codes:
Cantents of case (number of defendants/number of
charges) - Point at which case is counted
Contents of case:

1. Single defendant/single charge

2. Single defendant/single incident

3. Single defendant/single incident (maximum
number of charges)

4, Single defendant/one or more incidents

5. Single defendant/varies with prosecutor

6. One or more defendants/single charge

7. One or more defendants/single incident

8. One or more defendants/single incident
(maximum number of charges)

9. One or more defendants/one or more
incidents

10. One or more defendants/varies with
prosecutor

11. Varies with prosecutor/varies with
prosecutor

Point at which case is counted:

A. At the filing of the information or
indictment

B. At the filing of the information or
complaint

C. At the filing of the complaint (warrant
or accusation)

D. At the assigning of a docket number

E. At the arraignment (first appearance)

The combination of these two dimensions of the
criminal unit of count is presented for each
court when criminal data are presented.

Defining felonies. Figure D illustrates the
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variation that exists among the states regarding
the statutory definition of a felony. Although
the overwhelming majority of states define
felonies by possible sentences exceeding
approximately one year in the state prison,
almost one-third of the states define a felony as
crimes with possible sentences of: substantially
less than a year; two or more years; or with no
minimum sentence length.



FIGURE C:
Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and by state.

Contents of Charging Document
Single Single
General/ Number of Defendants incident incident
limited One (set # of (unlim- One

Juris- Point of counting Single or more Single charges ited # of or more
STATE: diction a criminal case defendant defendants charge per case) charges) incidents
ALABAMA:
Circuit Court G Indictment X X
District Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X {No data reported)
ALASKA:
Superfor Court G Indictment X
District Court L Complaint X
ARTZONA:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X
Justice of the Peace
Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
KRKANSAS:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
City Court, Police Ct. L Complaint X X
CACIFORNTA:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
Justice Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
COLORADO:
District Court G First appearance for some X
counties/information for
cases coming up from County
Court.
County Court L Complaint/summons X
CONRECTICUT:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
DELAWARE:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
Family Court L Complaint X X
Justice of the Peace Ct. L Complaint X X
Court of Common Pleas L Complaint X X
Municipal Court of
Hﬂmin?ton L Complaint X X
Alderman’s Court L Complaint X X
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
Superior Court G Complaint/information/ X X
indictment
FLORTDA: Information/Tndictment
Circuit Court G or sworn complaint X (Prosecutor decides)
County Court L Complaint X X
GEORGIA:
Superior Court G Indictment/accusation X
State Court and County
Court L Accusation X
Magistrate Court L Complaint X X
Probate Court L Accusation X X
Justice of Peace Court L No data reported
Municipal Court L No data reported
Civil Court L No data reported
Small Claims Court L No data reported
Recorder's Court,
Mayor's Court, Muni-
cipal Court, City
Council Court,
Police Court,
and Crim. Ct. L No data reported
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General/
Timited
Juris-

Point of counting

Number of Defendants

Contents of Charging Document

Single

Single

incident incident
(set # of (unlim- One

ited # of or more

STATE: diction a criminal case defendant defendants per case) charges) incidents
HAWAII:
Circuit Court G Complaint/indictment X X" (Most serious
charge)
District Court L Information/complaint X X (Most serious
charge)
IDAHO:
District Court G Information X X
Magistrates Division G Complaint X X
ILLINOIS:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X
INDTANA:
Superior Court and G Information/indictment X (may not be
Circuit Court consistent)
County Court L Information/complaint X {may not be
consistent)
Municipal Court of L Information/complaint X (may not be
Marion County consistent)
City Court and Town L Information/complaint X X
Court (may not
be con-
sistent)
TOWA:
District Court G Information/indictment X X
KANSAS:
District Court G First appearance/ X X
information/indictment
KENTUCKY:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Complaint X X
LOUISTANA:
District Court G Information/indictment Varies Varies
City Court and Parish
Court, and Municipal
Court and Traffic
Court of New Orleans L Information/complaint X
MAINE:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Information/complaint X
MARYLAND:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Citation/information X X
WMASSACHUSETTS:
Trial Court of the
Commonweal th: G
Superior Court Dept. G Information/indictment X X
Housing Court Dept. G Complaint X X
District Court Dept. G Complaint X X
Boston Municipal Ct. G Complaint X X
MICHIGAN:
Circuit Court 6 Information X X
Recorder's Court
of Detroit L Warrant X X
District Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
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FIGURE C:

Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and by state. (continued)

Contents of Charging Document

Single Single
General/ Number of Defendants incident incident
1imited One (set # of (unlim- One
Juris- Point of counting Single or more Single charges ited # of or more
STATE: diction a criminal case defendant defendants charge per case) charges) incidents
MINNESOTA:
District Court G Complaint X X
County Court L Complaint X X
County Municipal Court L Complaint X X

MISSISSIPPT:

Data are unavailable

MISSOURI:
Circuit Court G Complaint/information Not consistent statewide (depends on prosecutor)
indictment
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 consistently
District Court G Information/indictment X X observed statewidc
County Court L Information/complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
NEVADA:
District Court G Information/indictment Varies Varies, depending on prosecutor
Justice Court L Complaint Varies Varies, depending on prosecutor
Municipal Court L Complaint Varies Varies, depending on prosecutor
NEW HAMPSHIRE:
Superijor Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
NEW JERSEY:
Superior Court (Law
Division and
Chancery Division) G Accusation/indictment X X
County District Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
NEW MEXTCO:
District Court G Complaint X X
Magistrate Court L Complaint X X
Bernalillo County
Metropolitan Court L Complaint X X
NEW YORK:
Supreme Court G Information/indictment X X (may vary with
prosecutor)
County Court G Information/indictment X X (may vary with
Criminal Court of the prosecutor)
City of New York L Docket number X X
District Court and
City Court L Complaint X X
Town Court and Village
Justice Court L Complaint X X
NORTH CAROLINA:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Complaint/summons X X (2 max)
NORTH DAKOTA:
District Court G Information/indictment X X (may vary)
County Court with In-
creased Jurisdiction L Complaint/information X Yaries
County Justice Court L Complaint X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
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Contents of

Charging Document

Single Single
General/ Number of Defendants incident incident
limited One {set # of (unlim- One
Juris- Point of counting Single or more Single charges ited # of or more
STATE: diction a criminal case defendant defendants charge per case) charges) incidents
ORIO:
Court of Common Pleas G Arraignment X X
County Court L Warrant/summons X X
Municipal Court L Warrant/summons X X
Mayor's Court L No data reported
OKLAHOMA:
District Court G Information/indictment X X
OREGON: .
Circuit Court G Complaint/indictment X (Number of charges not consistent statewide)
District Court L Complaint/indictment X (Number of charges not consistent statewide)
Justice Court L Complaint X {Number of charges not consistent statewide)
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
PENNSYLVANIA: Information/docket
Court of Common Pleas G transcript X X
District Justice Court L Complaint X X
Phita. Municipal Court L Complaint X X
Pittsburgh City
Magistrates Court L Complaint X X
PUERTO RICO:
Superior Court G Accusation X X
District Court L Complaint X X
RHODE ISLAND:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Complaint X X
SOUTH CAROLINA:
Circuit Court G Indictment X X
Magistrate Court L Warrant/summons X X
Municipal Court L Warrant/summons X X
SOUTH DAKOTA:
Circuit Court G Complaint X X
TENNESSEE:
Circuit Court and
Criminal Court G Information/indictment Not consistent statewide
General Sessions Court L No data reported
Municipal Court L No data reported
TEXAS:
District Court and
Criminal District Court G Information/indictment X X
Constitutional County
Court L Complaint/information X Varies
Munfcipal Court L Complaint X X
Justice of the Peace Ct. L Complaint X X
UTAH:
District Court G Information X X
Circuit Court L Information/citation X X
Justice of the Peace
Court Citation X X
VYERMONT:
Superior Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court G Arraignment X X
YIRGINIA:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X
District Court L Warrant/gunmens X X
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FIGURE C:

Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and by state. (continued)

Contents of Charging Document
Single Single

General/ Number of Defendants incident incident
limited One (set # of (unlim- One
Juris- Point of counting Single or more Single charges ited # of or more
STATE: diction a criminal case defendant defendants charge per case) charges) incidents
WASHINGTON:
Superior Court (o] Information X X
District Court L Complaint/citation X X (2 max)
Municipal Court L Complaint/citation X X (2 max)
WEST VIRGINIA:
Circuit Court G Information/indictment X X
Magistrate Court L Warrant X X
Municipal Court L Complaint X X
WISCONSIN:
Circuit Court G Initial appearance X X
Municipal Court L Complaint/citation X X
WYOMING:
District Court 6 Information/indictment X X
County Court and
Justice of the
Peace Court L Complaint/information X X
Municipal Court L Citation/complaint X X

Source: Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting.
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FIGURE D:
Minimum statutory definitions of a felony, by state.

No Less than One year 2 years
State minimum* 1 year ) year plus a day or more

Alabama X
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

€ > > ><

Colorado 6 months
Connecticut X
Delaware X
District of Columbia

Florida

> X

Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

I11inois X
Indiana

> 2 > ><

lowa X

Kansas X

Kentucky X
Louisiana X

Maine X

Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan X

Minnesota X
Mississippi -- data are unavailable

> >

Missouri X
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

[~ & 4

nknown

New Jersey X
New Mexico X
New York X
North Carolina X
North Dakota X

Ohio 6 months

Ok 1ahoma X

Oregon X

Pennsylvania 5 years
Puerto Rico 6 months

Rhode Island X

South Carolina 3 months

South Dakota X

Tennessee X

Texas X

Utah

Yermont X

Yirginia

Washington

West Virginia X
Wisconsin

Wyoming X

b I S

*In many jurisdictions, felonies are defined by statutes, not by length of
sentence.

Source: Trial Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting.
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TABLE 26: Criminal filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction,

and all trial courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization, subject matter
Jurisdiction, and case classification:

v

This table organizes the gross totals of
Table 14 into those criminal cases heard by the
different court levels. Because of the
variations in court organization, subject matter
jurisdiction, and case classification,
comparisons of general jurisdiction and limited
Jurisdiction courts from state to state are
seldom appropriate.

Lack of complete data (less than 90% complete
from an individual court) is responsible for the
large number of blanks in the "All trial courts®
columns on this table, as well as for states
missing from the table. In order for a state to
be included in this table, it had to have filing
or disposition data that are at least 90%
complete from all its trial courts.

Courts that do not break their caseload down
into specific case types do generally separate
caseload into civil, criminal, and juvenile
cases. (Traffic may be reported separately or it
ma3y be lumped into criminal caseload.)

Sources of data are found in Appendix 8.

Variations in counting cases do have an impact on
total caseloads. If states are not counting
cases at the same beginning and ending point,
total caseload is not comparable (see Figure C).
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Appropriate analyses:

All percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%. All percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%.

Disposed as _a percent of filed. This measure
represents the percent of the number of filed
cases that the court was able to dispose. The
percent is computed by dividing the number of
cases disposed by the number filed and then
multiplying by one hundred. A percent over one
hundred indicates that the court disposed more
cases than were filed, thus reducing pending
caseload, A percent significantly less than one
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping
up with the volume of cases being filed.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons can be made between courts that
count cases in the same way. The method of
counting criminal cases has the greatest
influence over data reported. Consult Figure C
for a listing of the groups of courts that count
criminal cases in the same way.

Although data have been broken down into
general and limited jurisdiction courts, this has
been done to provide a flavor of the different
workloads of the different levels of trial
courts. Interstate comparisons should be
restricted to all trial courts' data.



TABLE 26:

Criminal filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981.

Disposed as a percent of filed.

General jurisdiction courts

Limited jurisdiction courts

A1l trial courts

Disposed Disposed Nisposed

Unit as a as a as a
State of percent percent percent

count Filed Disposed filed Filed Disposed filed Filed Disposed filed
California vueveeeese.  2A-2C 67,515 60,564 90%  761,1821 666,2191 gsxi  828,6571 726,7831 88% 1
CO10rado «.oeeeree.os. 4E/A-4C 15,002 12,414 831 39.2881 36,3311 92%i 54,2907 48,7451 903
District of Columbia , 28 28,7581 27,4971 96% 1 - - .- 28,7581 27.4971 9641
F1Orida veeeeeeeseeses  5B-1C 149,999 134,340 90%  202,4071 170,7651 gagl  352.4061 305.1051 8741
GUAM veoveeeonverncnns N/A 1,394 525 38% -- -- -- 1.394 525 38%
Hawaii cevevecnoscones 28 2,nn 1,872i 6931 25,2221 25,3301 100%1 27,9331 27,2021 97%1
Indiana seveeeeeseesss  TA-7B 35,6797 35, 14551 99%1  146.6701J 123,9631J 8s%id  182,3491J 159, 418‘J g7%1J
[OWA veevennncroncnaes 28 36,9321 34, 11931 93y 1 -- -- -- 36,9321 34,1931 93y
KaNSAS seeeecvorencnns 2EA 32,870 NH NH NH 32.870
LOUiSiana s.eeeevsses. 11A-7B 386,363 38,3941 32,9131 86l 424,7571
Maryland see.......... 2A-2B 45.933 40,497 883  128,9971J 174.9301J
Massachusetts ..eeeceee 28 303,7091J ) . -- -- -- 303,7091J . .
MiSSOUMT veeesnrnvonns 118 81,2633  74,955] 92%J .- -- -- 81,2633 74,955] 92%J
New JErSey n..vveseses  2B-2C 32.043 30,005 941 413, 37le 380,1591J 92213 445.4101J 410, 1601J 9231J
North Carolina ....... 2A-3C 68,685 66,564 97%  376,9941J 362,9911J 96%1J 445.67913 429.55513 9631J
Puerto RicO sivevscans 1C 21,841 21,830 102% 52,85410 52,9091J 100% 74,2953 74,7391J 101%1J
Rhode Island .eeeesese  4A-1C 5,477 4,178 76% 40,408J  39,402J 98%)  45,885)  43,580J 95%J
South Carolina ,...... 2A-2C 31,930% 33, 421i 10551 160,108 192,0381
Utah civeeeeeennansess  9A-9B 3,530  3,027] 862d 50, T5621] 54,0921] .
VErmoNt sevesesesseses  2A-1E  19,648J 19.1351 974 NH_ NH_ NH 19,6481 19,135) 97%J .
West Virginia .o...... 1A-1C  7,726]  9,184J 119%  131,450% 143,6381 1091 13917613 152,8221] 110%1]

Note: Blank spaces indicate that the data are unavailable
or less than 90% complete, or the calculations are
inappropriate, Oklahoma changed reporting years
during this period; therefore, it did not report

data for 1981.

= Not applicable.
NH = This case type is not handled in this court,
Unit of count--The general jurisdiction code comes before
the hyphen, and the limited jurisdiction courts after the
hyphen,

Criminal case unit of count codes:
Contents of case (number of defendants/number of
charges) - Point at which case is counted.

Contents of case:

1, Single defendant/single charge

2, Single defendant/single incident

3. Single defendant/single charge (maximum number
charyes)

4, Single defendant/one or more incidents

5. Single defendant/varies with prosecutor

6. One or more defendants/single charge

7. One or more defendants/single incident

8. One or more defendants/single incident (maximum
number of charges)

9. One or more defendants/one or more incidents

10, One or more defendants/varies with prosecutor

11, varies with prosecutor/varies with prosecution

Point at which case 1s counted:

A. At the filing of the information or indictment

B. At the filing of the information or complaint

C. At the filing of the complaint (warrant or
accusation)

U. At the assiyning of a docket number

E. At the arraiynment (first appearance)

Tpata are incomplete:

California~-Limited jurisdiction and all trial courts
data do not include DMI/DUI cases.

Colorado--Data for limited jurisdiction and all trial
courts do not include DWI/DUI cases.

District of Columbia--Data do not include
DMI/DUI cases.

Florida--Data for limited jurisdiction and all trial
courts do not include DMI/DUI cases.

Hawaii--Data for all courts do not include some cases
that could not be separated from the unclassified
cateyory,

Indiana--General jurisdiction court data do not
include criminal appeals and miscellaneous
criminal cases. Limited jurisdiction court data do
not include some miscellaneous criminal cases and
some cases that could not be separated from other
unclassified cases..

Jowa--Some misdemeanor cases could not be separated
from the traffic/other violation data,

(continued on next page)



TABLE 26:
Criminal filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. (continued)

Louisiana--Limited jurisdiction data do not
include DMI/OUI cases.

Maryland--Limited jurisdiction data do not include
DWNI/DUI cases.

Massachusetts--Data do not include some limited felony
and DMI/DUI cases.

New Jersey--Limited jurisdiction court data do not
include DWI/DUI cases.

North Carolina--Limited jurisdiction court data do not
include all limited felony cases.

Puerto Rico--Limited jurisdiction court data do not
include DMI/DUI cases,

South Carolina--General jurisdiction court data do not
include criminal appeal cases,

Utah--Limited jurisdiction court data do not include
miscellaneous criminal cases from the circuit court
and limited felonies from the Justice of the Peace
Courts,

West Virginia--Limited jurisdiction court data do not
include limited felony cases from the Magistrate
Court and DWI/DUI cases from the Municipal Court,

JExpianation of data included in the category:

California--Limited jurisdiction and all trial courts
data include some ordinance violations
and preliminary hearings proceedings.
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Indiana--Limited jurisdiction data include
some ordinance violation cases.

Maryland--Limited jurisdiction data include ordinance
violation cases.

Massachusetts--Data include some ordinance violation
cases,

Missouri--Data include ordinance violation cases that
demanded jury trials from municipal judges,

New Jersey--Limited jurisdiction court data include
soime ordinance violation cases.

North Carolina--Limited jurisdiction court data
include ordinance violation cases.

Puerto Rico--Limited jurisdiction courts include
ordinance violation cases,

Rhode Island--Limited jurisdiction and all trial court
data include traffic cases not handled by the
Administrative Adjudication Division and ordinance
violations.

Utah--General jurisdiction court data include
postconviction remedy and sentencing review only
proceedinys., Limited jurisdiction court data
include ordinance violations from the Justice of the
Peace Courts.

West Virginia--General jurisdiction court data include
postconviction remedy proceedinys,



TABLE 27: Composition of criminal case filings in general jurisdiction courts, 1981.
TABLE 28: Composition of criminal case dispositions in general jurisdiction courts, 1981.

Yariations in court organization and subject
matter Jurisdiction:

These two tables deal only with general
Jurisdiction courts. In states with a
single-tier trial court (Idaho, I11inois, Iowa,
Massachusetts, Missouri, South Dakota, District
of Columbia, and Guam), all case types are heard
in the general jurisdiction court. These courts
are indicated by an “*" before their state name.
In all other states, some of the trial court case
types are heard in limited jurisdiction courts.

The individual court system charts for each
state (found in Part I1I) must be consulted to
determine whether the figures for an individual
case type in these tables represent the complete
caseload for that case type in the particular
state.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classifications and
definitions:

Courts that do not break their caseload down
tnto specific case types do generally separate
caseload into civil, criminal, and juvenile
cases, {Traffic may be reported separately or it
may be reported as a part of the criminal
caseload.) Consequently, these two tables are
easier to aggregate than later tables that show
specific case types.
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Those states that reported less than 90% of
complete “total" data were excluded from these
tables.

Appropriate analyses:

Data from these tables may be used to
{identify courts with similar jurisdiction and
courts that handie similar volumes of cases.

These data can also be used to compute the
distribution of types of criminal cases filed in
each court. To compute the proportion of the
total filings (dispositions) for each case type,
divide the number of filings (dispositions) for
each case type by the total filings

(dispositions) for each court and multiply by 100.

Limitations on use:

Comparisons should not be made between courts
in states with a single-tier trial court (marked
with an "*") and courts in states with both
general and limited jurisdiction courts.

Comparisons can be made only between courts
that use the same unit of count for counting
criminal cases. Since the data contained in
these tables are taken from only the general
Jurisdiction courts, the court system charts for
each state should be checked to determine whether
or not other courts in the state also handle the
specific case types before comparisons of volumes
of specific case types are made.
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TABLE 29: Triable felony, limited felony, misdemeanor and DWI/DUI filings and dispositions

for trial courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization and subject
matter jurisdiction:

Caseload in this table is from both general
jurisdiction and limited jurisdiction courts.
The same case types may be handled in different
courts from state to state. Only state totals
can be compared among these states using the same
unit of count. The court system charts in Part
11 should be consulted for a brief summary of the
jurisdiction of each court. States reported in
this table include all courts with jurisdiction
over these criminal case types.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

Both the case categories and the data
classified in the case categories vary from state
to state. Because such problems exist for these
and all other case categories, the case types
used in this Report are those chosen for
inclusion in the State Court Model Annual Report
and State Court Model Statistical Dictionary.

Even with use of the model case types,
however, caseloads are not comparable if state
statutes vary as to the types of criminal cases
classified as felonies or misdemeanors. Certain
drug offenses, for example, may be serious
felonies in one state but only misdemeanors in
another.

Only states reporting data that could be
displayed in the specific case types are included
in this table, and then only if the data are at
least 90% complete. Many courts do not break
data down beyond the broad criminal category.

In past volumes of this series, separate
tables were presented for the various case types
consolidated into this table. However, since
DWI/DUI cases can be either felonies or
misdemeanors, and with the introduction of the
new limited felony category, the presentation of
separate tables would not present a complete
picture of either felonies or misdemeanors.
Therefore, this table was developed to provide a
more comprehensive look at the total state
offense caseload. Unless otherwise indicated,
these figures do not include appeals.

Variations in counting cases:

The various units of count in criminal cases
are identified in the column labeled "unit of
count." A description of these units can be
found in Figure C.

Appropriate analysis:

All percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0% have been rounded up
to 1%, A1l percentage calculations that were
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less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%X.

Disposed cases as percent of filed. This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases of which the court was able to
dispose. The percent is computed by dividing the
number of cases disposed of by the number filed
and then multiplying by one hundred. A percent
over one hundred indicates that the court
disposed of more cases than were filed, thus.
reducing pending caseload. A percent
significantly less than one hundred indicates
that the court is not keeping up with the volume
of cases being filed. This figure was not
computed when the filed and disposed figure were
not comparable.

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population. The
unit of state population used on all court
caseload charts is 100,000. This measure
compensates for variations in state population
and gives a more realistic basis for comparison
of caseloads among states of various sizes. If
the number of filings was not available but the
number of dispositions was available, the number
of cases disposed per unit of population was
entered in this column in place of the number of
cases filed per population unit, and the use of
this alternative quantity was indicated by
enclosing it in parentheses. Population figures
represent the 18-year-old-plus state population.
If all other factors (court jurisdiction, case
definition, etc.) are similar, the
filed-per-unit-of-population statistic will
permit direct comparisons among states of the
number of filed cases.

Limitations on use:

Only STATE TOTALS can be compared in those
states where more than one court has jurisdiction
over the case type. Comparisons can be made
between the data reported for a state with an
individual court that has exclusive jurisdiction
over the type of case, and the STATE TOTALS for
states where more than one court has
jurisdiction. Comparisons should be avoided for
states not reporting data for one or more courts
that have jurisdiction over the case type.

Comparisons should be made only between those
cases that use the same unit of count for
counting criminal cases. ,

It should also be noted that any change(s) in
the caseload of a court may not indicate a change
in the actual "offense-rate" within a state, but
may merely reflect changes in the criminal code,
law enforcement policies and/or citizen reporting
rates--among other things. These data should
only be used for court management measures.



IV U ssnuy 2600 0y

== -~ HN HN HN HN HN HN Y/N  tocseeea 34n03 suie() Leus
e == RN HN RN HN HN HN YN * ney 33v34 33 yo asnp
(€2t (36 1689°p \PEB Y == == 689°¢ [43: 38 HN HN HN HN 2 - SrTeete qun0) 93PQ0ug

- - (€) {r) £1%19°¢¢  ry990%9g HN HN o S A AR 14n0)
o ’ £3uno) pue 1Jn03 atesg

FI¥BE'L o166 F1868°05 4985 pg -~ -- () () £189°ST  r8b0* 41 Y HN 148 gegye 8¢ JTTecece 3unog JoJadag

8EE° L€ - T WI0L 31viS *¥194039

™ DT et veccerenan. 14n0) hwcsou
85 *****e* 35009 I~y 10074

15092 ,xpp 1S9L°0LT 0v%207  -- S9L°0LT  fop©20z HN HN HN
X X

Seeestaan. 14103 401 sadng
~UVIgRNT0D 40 1J14)S10

2SL° Lt 1§22 s 1€s‘e 0by £82°¢

TS 1001 8862 rpgegy . (0 () r88°62  r1v9°62  wy HN 3L 7 3n09 33eag au3 Jo asyqsnp
RN HN HN LUl el B R 14007 S, ueuwsap|y
HN HN ) S S SRR c0um:_.=_:3

30 1u4noy 1ed 151uny

009 266  g8g5°e 9192 -- -- HN HN £85°2 91g°2 HN HN KN HN 32 JTTTUON 2un0g £ qwey
15592 (186 LEBP'OT (2001 -- -- HN HN Le0°0t 952°01 | gpyp 19vp KN HN T *eeeee gpapy uouw) Jo 3ungs
[xA V] £%30T roog‘e rrir‘e -~ -~ KN HN () (%) HN HA FODE'E  ppIyee v-2 Stretteese 3un0) Jotsadng

T II0L 3Lvis LA LA k]

£694°901 C68E 401 --;u:“vuy_zou

£1828°1 ry926 fLIEE 9E i 8gz° 6 -- -~ (9S6°0€  rete‘ee 34n0) Ajunog
-~ -~ HN HN HN HN Lv0°11  gog'er Y/3-y cereesecen. N0y 131435y
- -~ £9S6°0c  ret6'ge SLets Sle'g LYOT1  gogegy TTUTT W01 3wy 1 0GY3010)

(1026°€ 11388 p,p1cep1g £1250° 269  -- -~ O10/01S  r82p*/s5  ryogtagr (v29°611 N HN SilliliiTeer 3un0) (edyoyuny
£10%  ¢(3v8 ,506°gg ri060°vg - - C69S°9Y  rr98'ys pogeey r9z2*s HN HN IT0ett 3un03 an(ysnp
rs9¢ %06 [Y1€*8S fee6'vg - -~ () (r) HN HN HN HN CVIE*8S  re66°pg TTTUT 30n0) J0y sadng

== -~ 16£5°95g £262°2¢9 rov9° Lot ross‘gzy rhle*gs ££66° 49 Tttt ovi0L 31vis ‘YINYDAIY)

HN HN HN HY 7L 134m03 £213 pue 1un0y aoy oy

1€14¢e HN HN Pt SERARAEEER] 34n0) (edyaquny

PPl 296 rpggest £569°81 - - () tey (BEB‘Y  rogy*y HN HN [920°ET  (Gg5°pT v-1 LouiTIeeete qunog 1qnouyyg
£920°ET  [595% 41 T WAOL 31w csyswyngy

1209°Y %60 20947, e'te - - 1299°2L  \T1°16  wy HN HN N Ib terereresede g im0y 1ed 1o1uny

-- 1€2T'61  [(G15°12 HN HN I7T 7Tttt 33039 AUl Jo sasiqsnn

LOEL BRL0T /8S5°ST  pagtyy £902 fziz HN HN 19 15§ HN HN WIE'ST  ygecpy Y-y ot "1t*T 1m0y Jogsadng
909 212 1258°16  [18z°c1r WIE'ST  (rgetyq T W00 31V tynozrey

(222*51 HN HN J7L TTereteesecas 2 inog EETRLENT)
X KN HN 208 188 VoL tteteeeeceies 4 n0] 40143dng
208 PET T TUTTTTTTWWIOL 31wis cwsyry

858 N 1] 8 BT £€9¢ r€9€¢ HN HN X
re9e

-- KN HN HN HN 72 teereeeeess 4009 tedtotuny
(066°c  rx¢6 F028°L0T rer9*0yy  -- -- (r) () £028°L01 pe19¢011 () (r) HN HN P BERAREL Tttt n0) 13y435g
HN HN V=2 "teceee qunog 34N22 4 )~ ~yuyay Iy
Uoiiel  Pa[1; pase S0 patsy Pasodsi g pajig pasodsig — pajpg P3sadsi@  payyg P3s06s10  pagiyg 3unoy
-~ndod Jo g —_— —_— -_— —_— —_— Jo 91343 34n05 pue 31038
006001 e sp P24y sse dug 1n0/1mMa JOUR3WRPS L)y Auotag pagwyy Auo(aj ajqeyuy 3tup
4ad  pasod
{pasod -sia
-stp)

Po{ 14
S12303 3unos/azesg

) sbuiy SIEIS Doy jo Jusoisd e sp Pasodsip oy S/ejo} unoo pue a|S
(saseo Na/imag pue Joueswspsiwy ‘Auoysy Jo voneuquios Aue S8pnouy
Payisseloun usym) 18U paysseoun PUB ING/iIma Joueawapsiw “Auoyey paliwi “Auojsy gyqey 10} s85B0 pasodsip PU® pajyy jo saquinpy

1861 ‘SUNod ey Joy Suomisodsip pue s6ujy INAQ/ImQ pue doueswapsiw ‘Auojey Pajwy) ‘Auojsy aiqensy
6C 37gvyL

120



(36ed 3xau uo panuijuod)

[190S°L [1%26 (162v°9LE ,086°60v r62v°9LE [086°60 X X X X HN KN 92 *trteecrrtecec 3un0) (edidiuny
129 (L3010 [(OELSE £ L6ETE roeL'e ri6e‘e X X X X HN HN -2 ° 34n0) 3I24J43s10 Auno)
£€S %£6 6S0° L2 101462 -- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN §50°£2 101762 8-g *teteterterccc 3uno) Jopdadng
Cy101°8 (1326 (b2 (0P £p2iv‘evt  (6S1°08E  [ILE‘ElY §50°£2 10162 TeTtC WI0L 3AVLS  GA3SHIL MIN

-~ - () r80%° 1 HN HN J-1 ctetectecces quno) (ediojung
. . - - (f rL1v L2 N HN J-1 seececceececr 34009 30143S1Q
LES %201 2Lt 2s9°t -- - HN HN HN HN HN HN L2Le 259°¢ y=1 c°fceccecttec 3un0) JorJadng
-- - () 152882 L't 259°¢ Tt V101 31VIS i 3UIHSAWYH MIN
-- - HN KN J-2 *CtUcttecctct 3un0) qedioiuny
f160°t (%001 (Ive*9t (€6E°9y  [Ive‘9y  [(€6E°9Y X X X X HN HN -2 - sesecceece un0) Auno)
cocY r%€8  rL€0°¢ £9.8°y rLEO Y r9L8‘t X X X X HN HN X X ¥-2  °°°° N0 321435 L0--WISYYEIN
£L52°2 (%68 (99€°2L [€92°18 [99g‘eL  re9z‘1g X X X X X X X X 811 °°°°°° 3Jn0) ILNOJLI--TYNOSSIW
-- -- (B1€°L6  (289°001 HN HN veerstres un0) (RdyOLUNK
. M A3uno) pue uno) £A3uno)
1337 364 €£0°01 €9.°21 -- -- HN HN 0102 809°2 HN HN €90°8 SS1°01 J-g °CrUCttctcertttt 3une) 32pJasiq
r82€°66  [062°€0T €90°8 S51°01 Se*tT qYWLI0L 31VIS  CYIOS3INNIW
£€86°522 166€°62 X 1689°12 g=Z TCCtUCCCtet y3|RaMuUOUO) BUd
40 3JN0J | By f--S11ISAHIVSSYM
-- -- £L66°821 HN HN g-g CCUCtttetetTCt 3un0) IMAISI
rLEE‘T (%8B [(€8L°9E  [2EL°T¥  [€BL°9E  [2EL°l¥ HN HN X X HN HN X X ¥=2 °°°TCC 39Nn0) 3NOJL)--ONYTANYH
-- -- 189€°92  125°9¢ HN HN g-6 *CTUCCUtTUCTC 24n0) 101U3SUQ
£19%9 £1%56 (1$66°¢ [ ¥82°S -- -- (1861 r€00'2 HN HN 800°€ 182°¢ y-2 Cttcecctetettt 34n0) Jotuadng
r14Se°82 r1v25°82 800°€ 182°¢ SettettUTT YI0L 3IVAS  GINIVW
16621 %98 (£16°2€  v6E‘SE -- -- £16°2¢ p6t ‘8¢ HN HN HN HN §-f ccUcctcrteectccccctt suedluQ
i M3N §O 14n0) edidLuny
pue 3JN0) ySided *uno) £11)
-- -- N HN Y-T1  °°°° 34103 331J3S10--YNYISINOT
-- -- HN HN J-2  TeetttetttTCC 3un0) 19L4ISIQ
£00S r268  (E¥S*IT  (L00°El  -- -~ HN HN (r) () HN HN revs 1l rL00°€l Yy=Z et 14N0) 3ENIJLD--ANINININ
-- -- 15b* rL95° L1 082°'sT  (f1) (re) cUL6°2T  (121°21  ¥/3-2 °°°°°"°* 34N0J IDLJ3IS1Q--SYSNVN
-- -- 1EES°21  \9PE‘PT  (/BE‘2T  /90°€T r196°¢ r991‘8 v-2 Ssttec 3un0) I01J3510--YMD]
JOTT T (814 (6LL°0E  (902°€V  6LL°0E  902°¢d X X X X HN HN HN HN 8-p °° 3Jn0J umMol pue 3u4no) £11)
C6VEY %58  [LIB'bY  [905°25  fL18°vy  [905°2S X X X X X X HN HN g-f cccecctectecceretcct £un0)
; ) uofJdey jo 3J4no) |edidLuny
(62T (356  [LEV'LY  (ELL6%  CLEPSLY  [ELLi6Y X X X X X X HN KN g-f cccccceccccccce 3uno) Auno)
916 %66 Sty SE 649°S€E 869°L1 £95°91 X X WSLOLT 9TT'eT HN HN X X y=f tctcectececteccececs Wn0)
ILNDJ1) pue 3un0) JoLL3adng
£1¥59°0 158 [8LP°8ST (1¥9T°181 Steecttc YI0L JLYLS  CYNVIONT
LHN (HN 960°vy S6L°TY ¥-6 Tt 24N0) IENDJL)--SIANITTI
-- -- 1ST12°T1T |0£E°0T  (1€8°92  (B6E‘EZ 192°¢ 20¢‘¢ 8-y °*°°°T°® 14n0) ID1J3ISI0--0HYO]
1886°C %001 0€€°SZ  y222°Sse -- -- 11p°¢ 2Ii‘e 106912 (128°12 682 682 HN BN g-2 CCCetetttUUTC 3un0) 044ISL
WWLE 1369 1£28°1 10€9°2 .- -- 10€ 182 \OvE (1€ HN HN VA1 201 116292 §-g °"TtUTCTUUTUTTCT un0) 3ndgl)
1296°€ 1386 (L6142 1258°L2 -- -- tIvpie 10p1°E 1006°12 (2e1°22 682 682 VAN (16242 Terteeett WI0L 3LVLS  CTIVMVH
8v2‘e %8¢ §2S v6e‘ 1 -- -- HN HN 09% £€50°1 HN HN S9 1vE V/N °°ctcetcc 14n0) JoiJadng--wyn9
-- - HN HN HN HN Y/N "*°°° 14n0) 331104 pue
£94n0) [ tounod A3L) “31Jno)
s ,JoAey “1Jn0) S,J3pJ0I3Y
¢(suoL3ed0{ J3Yio) 314no)
ledioung 34009 {euiwly)
- —_— 188 [YIY] s LY {_\’. [EE R R RERNNRNENTERNN] ...L:OJ .;>.)

121



ceccccsccrens

- T~ e -y Ly ov o iud o HN -2 34n03 edidtuny
(62v°1 (XSOl (IZb'EE  (OE6°IE  (IZV'EE  (OE6°IE X X X X HN HN X X Y-2  TTTUCtUTeteceds 4n0) 3indgL)
r265°‘8 (BECZ61 (I2v°EE  (0E6°1E €459 €L5°9 © WI0L 31VIS  :YNITIO¥YI HLROS
rPy9°S (%86  20v°6€ 8OV OV -- -- () (r) r69v 2e  (SLv°EE €€69 ££6°9 HN HN J-1 *UrtUrUereecttc 3unR0) 1914181Q
£S9¢ £%$9L 841 cLLv's r€89 r1o6 X X X X HN HN S6v°€ 95y v-y testteer qun0) JoLJadng
(609 %56  (0BS‘€EV  rS88'SY €89 c106 X X r69v°2€  rsivioe £€6°9 £€6°9 s6v°€ 9.5t TTOWI01 3EVES  ONVIST 300HY
(1549°2 (3001 (60625 (95825 -- -- rOE9‘Et  (SIS'EP  6L2°6 6L2°6 HN ] 3-1 400D 39143510
(5801 £3201 (0E8'12 rivv i2 -- - HN RN r205°6 r21's HN HN gzz 2l 62€*2t 2-1 * 34n0) JotJuadng
£109L°€ (13101 ((6EL°bL 562 bL 2€2°€S  189°2S 6£2°6 6£2°6 82221 62€°21 . WI0L 3LVIS  0J1¥ 0LH3Nd

p— — ﬂQWN-Nﬁ HN IZ UlN S0 0000000000 c0sts e .uL:OU
) s3jes3sibey £119 uhungsing
-- -- () () r€2L°0E  (BLO°EE HN HN 22 ctrceeet seescers quno)
) ) ledtotumy eiud(ape|iud
c(s89°1) rLe9‘spl 2Ly X £016° $01 X HN HN J-2  °°°° 34n0) 3d13IsSNP 32143SLQ
tvig (258  r9€L°09  r89L°TL  (9€L°09 (89L°UL X X X X HN HN X X Q/y-2 cctrtertctetecsscrces spayd
uouwo) JO 3JN0J--YINVATASNNIA
-- - HN HN HN HN J=1 **fttcreretc quno) (ediatuny
- — N HN 3-g *teteretereest 14n0g 3ar3snp
(S2v 6L  (1SB°6L X X X X KN KN 8- T 34003 I214351Q
S$0°1 %6 6v5°61 861°02 -- -- HN HN HN HN HN KN 6%5'61  861°02 8-S *** 34n07 3Lno4L)
6v5°61 861°02 * V101 3LVLIS  INOD3YO
-- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN VY/N coceretetecers un0) s, J0hey
rIvs (186  982‘1v  (6£6°1¥ -- -- 959°¢1 PLUST  992°62  (vBE*S2 99g* 1 18€°1 HN HN 2-2 . ©**°* 34n0) £3uno)
£S88° (3001 [989°08¢ (268°8LE -- -- 68/°€L  9£6°vL r215°'882 [660°S8Z  SBE‘B  [S8'ST HN HN 2-2 T 34n0) |edidLuny
0€S 3101 26b‘ 1y 9.0 1t -- -- HN HN HN HN HN KN 26Y° 1Y 9L0°TH 3-2 °°°°t sea|d uowwo) jo 3Jno)
£1556°S 13001 (yv9¥°€9v (L06°19y ~-- -- 1SPP°88  LOTI°06  (9LL°E1E (€8V°0TE  1SL°61  gE2*02 b3 20 SN T{ M 0 STTetettttt WA0L 3IVIS  GOIHO
-- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN -2 et **° 34no) |edioruny
-- -- () () r00L'2  rr2L'2 HN HN 3-2  °t°tttt 34n0) 3di3sne Auno)
-- -- () () r9P1TT  rr29°11 HN HN g-§ “tfttetctertect wolldIpSpunp
i i paseaJsu] uiim 14n0) A3uno)
0s2 %66 v521 2921 -- - HN HN 1€ 62 HN HN €221 €€2°1 Y-Z CtteterttUtUUYS| | un0) 30143StQ
XA ¢ £€2°1 Tt V101 31VIS  VLIOWYQ HAINON
£1L2L°8 1306 (y166°29€ (1v66°9LE [;166°29¢ C1v66°9LE X X X X X X HR HN J-¢ e TTTT 14n0) 12L43S L
166 %46 ey 26L°2% -- -- KN KN HN HN HN HN e 1y 2612 v-Z Tttt 1Jnoj JoLJadng
FLLVL'6 1396 Cy2E€°400 [198L° 610 £,166°29€ r1v66°9L€ we'ty 26lew * Y104 31VIS  SYNINOYYD HLHON
-- - HN HN -t - ** 34n0)
9213Snp 3be || LA puR uMO)
r029°t %08 CEVE‘691 (206°01Z [EYE691 (206°012 X X X X X X HN HN J=g tcrectreterersesccecs qun0)
’ £31) pue 3un0) 13t43s1Q
25h°1 %96 601°281  1S0°681 601°28l  150°681 X X X X X X HN HN a-6 °° TTTTT AJ0L MBN 40
4313 343 jo 2u00) (eurwi )
61¢ %101 S80°‘2v  (8§°‘ly  -- - (f) (f) HN HN HN HN ($80°2%  rL8S°Ty Yol totetcsccrcserecsccc 94n0)
£3uno) pue 14n0) awaudng
rS80°2t  L85°1Y STTUUCC OUWL0L 3IVIS  SNYDA MIN
-~ -- 62v°‘8 1565422 HN HN 2-2 * 34n0) velglodcaiay
i A3uno) oyt eusag
-- -- viv'e 00482 KN HN -2 °rtettttttt auno) ajesisifiey
£159 c3¥8  r100°S £126‘S c100°s £126°S HN HN X X HN HN X X Jm2  TtUertectcecc uno) 19t43S1Q
r100°s £L26°S £Ep8° 11 STTCC WLOL 3LVIS  G02IX3IW M3N
uotiel pa|ty pasodsiq pa|tq pasodsiy paii4 pasodsig palid pasodsiq  patid PasocsiQ  pa[t4 pasods|q  patt4 3Un0j

-ndod 40 % 30 3|3ILT 34002 pue 3lelS
000°001 e se paLjisseqoun 1n0/1M0 JOURBWAPS tW Auoaj paijjwin Kuotajg ajqetdy Lun

4ad  pasod
(pasod ~S|0
-sip)
P34

S1®303 34n0d/a303S

(PanuRUO) *LgEL ‘SLNOD [els 4O} suofisodsip pue sbully INQ/IMA pue Joueawapsiw ‘Auojo) paywi| ‘Auoje; ajqens

‘6¢c 3718Vl

122



(abed 3xau uo panujjuod)

*sased Ina/ImN
SpnN|oul 30U Op S{e3I0Y JJNO) (ed|dLuny pue 3JJNC) 3d1ISNP--BLUJOSL|R)
°S3JN0D UDABS WOJJ B|Qe|LeAe age ejep
Ou pue “S3J4n0d Jnoy wod} Buyss|w due e3ep 3u0S--34N0) |RdYdLUNKW--SPSULYLY
*s3ouLdaJd om) wody Burssiw
3Je RIPP SYJUOW JO 3{dNOd y--34n0) [ed|djUNY pUR BIR3AG AY3 30 $3I|ISNp--
*£10633e2 patyisse|doun ayy
UL papn|ouj aJe e3ep JOURAMDBPSIW pue AUO|3d§ BWOS--3JN0) JOLI3ANG--PUOZ LIy
:833|duwoduy adse ejeq,

(9doueseadde 3sJuyy) Juawubjeduse ay3 ¥y  °3

Jagunu 33xd0p e jo hujufigsse ayy vy  °qQ

(uogjesndoe 40 Jueduem) Juie |dwod ay3 4o Buy|tsy 3yx Iy °*)
juyeidwod Jo0 uojjewyojuUy By jo Bupyty 3yl Wy  °Q
JUBWIdLpU} 4O uoLjRWIOjUL 3Yd 40 Fui|ty Byl Wy
$PaUNOD S| 3SED YIDLyM 3B JUL04

403INJ3504d YItM SILJIRA/I0NI3SOJd YItM SALJRA °TT

J03N23504d YJLM SB}JBA/SIURPUISIP BJOW JO du) *0T

SJU3PLOU| BJOW JO BUO/SIURPUISAP BJOW JO 3L} °6

(sabJeyo jo Jaqunu wnwixew) JUIPLOUL I(Buis/sjuepuayap auow JO Uy °Q
quapiouy a|buls/S3uepudjap adow Jo 3u) °*f

afJeyds aibuis/sjuepuajgap asow 40 dug °9

403N23504d y|M S3|JeA/JURpUIRP B BULS °G
SJUBPIIUL BJOW 4O 3uo/Juepudyap ajhuys °p
(sabueyd jo saqunu wnwixew) 3bseys abuis/juepuagap ahuls g
juapioul ajbuis/juepuagap a(buls °z
abaeys a|buys/quepuagap afuls °f
18502 JO S3UBW0)
pajunod sy ases
YoLym 3@ Juiod - (Sabueyd O JaQUNU/SIUBPUILBP 4O JIQUNU) 3SEI 4O SIUIIUO)
$S3p0J JUNOD JO JJun ISED [BUWLI)

*aiqeo| |dde 104 = --

*kaofajed £q ajqe|jeaeun aJse Inq *Auohaes
paLjisse|doun ay3 ut papnidut aq 03 umouy aJe adkl ased siy3 Joy ejeq = ¥
®3J4Nn0d Syl ul papuey Jou sy adAk3 ased Syl = KN

“1861 J0) e3ep 340d3s 30U PLP I}
‘a40j348Y3 1poyuad syl bulanp suseal Buyjuodas pafueys ewoye %9 “IJ0day
SiUl JO 11 3Jed ul pajedo| SIJeyd waishs JJN0O IS Y U| PaLyLIuaPYL
3Q UeD SUOLIDLPSLJN[ 3SOYF Yilm S3JN0d 3eys  *sadhky ases ajels Jofew
9s3y) oju| pajededas aq A||njfujuesw p(nod ejep ayj jeyl Aem e uy elep
leujuityd J1ay3 340d3a $14n0d Aue 3AeY J0U Pip 3|QR3I S)Y3 WOJS Pa}ILwo
saje3s  °ajejudouddeu} ase suojle|nd(eD 3y3 JO ‘333|dwOd %06 Y $$3|
JO 3d|Qe[}eARUN 3Je BlRP AU JBYI|d eyl 3jedipu| sadeds yuetqg ‘3|qel
3yl U} paJojuad 3Jse 333 |dwod %06 ISe3| I 3ue jJeyl elep 3|Qe|LeAR |lY :dION

-- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN 271 - 34n0) (ediotuny
- - HN HN g9-6 14n0) Ajunoj pue
3J4N0) 30834 3ul JO 3INISNP
£12s r%20T 918°t reLL - - HN HN HN HN HN HN 9181 reLLn V-6 "°tctctctetet u4n0) IdWIISLQ
£918°1 reeLcn SteSTCC VIOL 31VIS  ONIWOAM
-- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN 01 "ccrrcetcttt 3uno) (edLdLung
-- -- 19 (c) r008°2¢  r2L2°¥E 661°CT  109°1 3-2 tUtecctcrtertt 3un0) 3LNOSL)
£008‘2€  rel2‘ve 661°E1 109t 1 STt VLI0L 3IVIS  INISNOJSIM
-- -- HN KN HN HN HN HN 2-1 3Jn0) (edidtuny
-- - () () (ETL°9ET 1Lyl HN HN 2-6 14n0) a1eJ1sifiey
£2SS r%611 ¥81°6 r92L L rv81'6 r92L L X X X X HN HN X X ¥Y/N ° 34n0) ILNDJL)--YINIOYIA 1SIM
- == 621°¢L SS101 HN HN HN HN J-€ *cctececcccct uno) (edidwuny
- - 128 £ 3 9%2°92 0v6°19 209498 HN HN J=g °rtetertetetetC 1unoj 10235 U0
¢0S r205°st F4 2 A1 | -- -- HN HN HN HN HN HN r205°s1 oSt y-f c°tfctccctetct 13un0) Jorsadng
- - evse 10v°9¢€ £205°S1 2vb st S0t AVI0L 31VIS  NOLONIHSYM
r€06°6L2 [vOT“162 X X X X HN HN -1 °° IN0J IdL43S LA
r260°1 o1y ey - -- HN HN 9962 HN HN r608°8E vy oY v-1 © 14n0) 3LN4L)
r608°8¢ l22 17 ° VLI0L 31VIS  VINIDUIA
- - () () (062°91  (£65°91 £28°2 120'c -1 ** 34n0) 19141s 10
6 %59 22 e -~ HN HN HN HN HN HN 2z 149 V-2 34n03 Joisadng
womw.wﬁ r€65°91 L1v8°2 §50°¢ V101 3LIVIS  :INOWY3A
- == WLL8'E [1vE8°9E HN HN J-¢ ° 1Jn0) 3dead 3yl jo Idlasnp
rveo* 1 £L9L°6 rL9L°6 X X X HN HN g-6 °°TCtctCCCTtCCC 1unO) 1NdJL)
cove r98 c2v8‘e c€82°‘¢ revg‘e rege’e HN HN X X HN HN X X ¥=6 **°°°°*° 14N0) I21JISIQ  :HYLN
- - HN HN HN HN J-1 * 34n0j 3de3ad 3yl jJo 3dxnasnp
-- - HN HN HN HN 2-1 34n0) (edidtuny
185°2 c¥89°L52 048°192 - == 299°¢9 veLt68 ﬁwwo.qaﬂ 9E1°8LT  HN HN HN HN 8-S ceesseteet wn0O)
A3uno) {eUOLINILISUOD)
pue el 3@ 14no) Auno)
026 %8 1€4°28 142°56 b - 1200 6SLY 020°¢ 9%9°¢ HN HN 199° UL 2[8°28 v-2 IJN0Y 3IDLJISLQ
[BULWLI) PUR 3JN0J 13143SLQ
-- -- S0.°L9 €6V ¥6 199°1¢ 2828 SOTOTTUTTT OAVI0L 3IVAS SWXIL
-- - KN KN HN HN L7 R © 34n0) (edidLuny
-- -- HN HN HN HN V/N °°°°° 34n0) suolLssas |eJauan
rL29‘ce r98S°€ X X X X Y-11 °°°°°°"°°° 14n0) [PutwLI)
puB 34N0) 1LNDJL)~-3I3SSINN3L
- (C) () ri2ecta r.1Qa'Q Rac*> wcatz A= T N0Y 11INDJ LYY IOYHA HINNS

123



*s|eadde (euwdd apniouy eyeq--6uiwokp
°$3se3 IN0/IMD 3WOS IPN|OUL SJIOURIWBPS L --ULSUOISLM
°s3sed ING/IMQ 3PN{IU| SIOURIWIPS LW --3JN0) 3IRJLS LAeH--
*sbuipaadrosd Apawds u01I31AUOIISOd pue SISPI (RULE|SD SNOJUR| (IS (L
pue (eadde |euimidd 3pn(duy eIRQ--3J4N0) FIN3I1)--BLULBILA ISAM
*sased |eadde (euiwyad apniou} eeg--uojbuiysepy
°S3SeD UOLIR(OLA BDURLLPJO 3IPN[OU| BIRQ--3J4N0) 3IILJIS G-~
*seadde |eujmwpdd 3wOS IpN(duy SILUO|3S PIsOds|Q --3J4n07) atnogy--eputfiap
°S3SeD UOLIR[OLA AJURUEPJIO pue ING/IRQ APN|JU| SJOURIRPS LY --JUOWIIA
*suoje |0tA
BDURULPIO 3PN|JU| SJOURINRPS (K --3JN0) 3IRA4 3yl O 3d|ISNP--
“S3SeD |PUJWIJSD SNROIUL( |IISLW 3PN{OU| BIR(--3JNOY ININISL)-~
*sbuipaacosd ApaunJ U043ID1AUDI3S0d pue K(UO MBLADJ BIuaUAS
pue ‘sased |eadde |eujwj4d 3wWOS IPN(du| €IBQ--3JN0Y 12143150~ -yeIN
*sased |eadde {eujwiJd apnidui eieq--sexay
*s|eadde awos 3pnidul B3IRG--1JN0) 3| NOJL)--33SS3UUI]
*sieadde pue ING/IRQ @pN(OU} SJOURIEIPSIN --B10%RQ YINOS
©S350) |RUjWIJD SNOBUR | |IISEW IPNLIUL BIRQ--34N0) J)}NDJ|)--RUL |OJR) Y3NoS
°$3sed JNQ/ING Pue uOyIe|04A 3URULPIO
$313j043 3WOS APN|IU} $ISED |P0] PUR SJIOURIWDPS 4N --3J4N0) 3I1J43S LQ--
"sqeadde |eulmiyd 3apn{du} B3eQ--3JN0) 404J3dNS--pue |S] 3pouy
°SUOJIL|O}A IDURULPJIO 3PN{JU|-©3RG--3JN0Y 1I|JIS |G-~
*s|eadde (eujmiad
8pN|doul $3sed |03} PUR SJOURIADPS | --3J4N0) JO}J3ANG--02 1Y 03Jang
“SUOLJIR|OLA dDURULPJIO 3pN|du} eIe@--5IJRJIsihey A31) ybungsitd--
*s3sed [NA/INQ 3PN|ouy SIOURPIWAPS LN --34N0) (ed|Djuny eLyd|3pe|Lyd--
°SUOLIR|O)A 3DURLLPJO 3PN|DU} BIRQ--3J4N0) 3ILISNP 3D1J3S 10~
°S3sSeD |RUWIJSD SNOBUR| |3DS M
pue teadde apn|ouy 0s|e eje(--Sed{d UOUMWO) SO 34NOJ--R LURA|ASUUI
*S3SEJ UYL |0LA 3IURULPJO 3pN|dul ejeQ--uobaug
“S3ased UOLIR|OLA 3DuURUPJIO pue S{eadde apn(du| ejeg--o0Lyg
*sase> peadde pue JnA/IRQ 9PN{JU} SJOURBUDPS LM --e30%C(0 YIJON
“S3SeD UOLIR|OLA JDURULPJO BPN|JU| BIRQ--BUL{0JR) YIJON
©S3SED UOKIR|OJA IDURULPJO 3PN |5U} BIR(Q--32N0) 3ID143S L0~
“sased INQ/INQ 3pn(dui SIJUOL3S I|qRid] --3JN0) AJUNO)-~YJOA MBN
“S3seI UOLIe|0}A
IJURUPIO 3PN|DU} SJOURINRPS I --3J4N0) ue3| |0doJIaW AIUNO) O} |} [PUJBg-~
*sieadde |eujwidd IPN{dUf RIRQ--34N0) ID1JISLG--0D | X3 MaN
°SISPD UOEIP|OLA IDURULPJIO 3pN|dU} RIRG--A3SJBP MIN
°sased ING/ING SWOS IPN|JU| SJOURIUBPS kN --3J |ysdwey may
"S3SeJ UO|JR|0}A IIUBULPIO IPN{DU} BIeQ@--34Nn0) AJUnO)--
*sbu}padadsold Apawdd u0L3I1AUOIISOd pue
SIS |PUjW}Id SNOBUR] IS BWOS 3PN{dU} BIRQ--34N0) 3I}J1S|Q--eYSeJIqaN
°sased (eadde (euymjdd apnjouy
eIep P3|} ‘UOLILPPE U] “SUCLIR|OLA IDUBULIPJO 3IPN|DU} BICP | |Y--LJNOSS LW
°SUO|JR|O4A BDURLLPIO IPN|DUL RIe(--34N0) AIUND)--BIOSIUU I
°SUOLIR{O}A BIURUIPIO APN|IU| ©IEP PaALJ}SSE{DUN--SI3ISNYILSSeY
°SUO§IR|OLA IJURULPJO BPN|DU} BIRE--1JNO) 1D1J3S|Q-~
*sieadde pue
{PUBLJD SNOJUR | {IIS W BPN|IU} BIRP P} |SSR [DUN-=-3J4N0] 334N3J1)--pue |Kuey
*sased |eadde |eujwidd apnidu| ejeQ--3uley
°sbuipaadosd Aluo magaad 3d5uaUas pue ApamdJ uO0}3II4AUOISOd
pue ‘sased JOURIWIPSLW 3pn|dUj e3ep Auo|d4 --34N0J 34N2JL1)--AYInjuaN
*sased |eadde |eujmidd Apn{du} SISEI JOURIWIPS JW pasods|Q--
*sased Auoyaj pajjwj| awos apn|ouy Auoiaj I|qed) --sesuey
*$3se2 ING/INQ BuoS BpN{du| SIIUO|d4 --BMO]
©S9Se UOJIR|O}A 3dURULPIO
8pN|du} °IRQ--AJUN0) UOLJRK JO 3JN0) |edyduny pue 3Jn0) AIUNO)--eue|pu]
°SBSED UO|IR{O0}A JIURULPJIO IPN|JU} S3ISED JOURIUDBPS LN --OUeP]
‘sase> InA/IMQ
8WOS 3IPN|JU} eJep JOURAUBPS §i§ --3JN0) AUNO) pue J4NOY d3e3S--
°Suoj3e (oA dJuRUlpJO AJUNOD pue s3sed INA/INQ dwos *sieadde
Leujmiad apn(du} S3ased 1303 pue JOURIWBPS LN --3JN0) JojJadng--e6u0ay

“S3se> |eu|MpJd SNO3UP|(3IStW 3wWOS ApN|duy ©IeQ--3J4N0) IINDJI)--BPLJo 4
°$3ased INQ/IMI 3pn{du| e1ep JOURIMBPSIW --3JN0) 3I834 Yl 4O 3d|1snp--
‘0AOU
3p sqeadde apniouy 0S{e suc|31SOdS|p ‘UOLIIPPR U]  *S3SeD (eUlmLJD
SNO3UR [ |23S¢W pue JOuRNBPSEW 3pn du} sbui|L4--34n07 10143dNg--3semMe(ag
©$8S8D UOLIR|OLA 3JURLIPJIO IPN|DU4 SISED PaLyiSSe|IUN--IND{3IBUU0)
*seadde
{PUBILID OAOU 3p 2pN|JU} BIRP JOURIWPSIN --14N0) AIUNO)--0pPeI0|0)
*S3SED UOYIL|OIA IDURULPJO 3WOS IPN{IUL ©ILP JOUPIUDPS LW
°SJ3jsueJ} JAY0 pue ‘JIA0 punoq sased sbujseady Kieuywypasd
apn{dou} sased Auo|ay pajiwly --34n0) (RAEIJUNK PUB 3JJNOY 3313SN(-~
°s3sed INA/IMG apn{du} eiep Auo(|dj 3(QRiJl --14N0) JO}JIANS--0LUI0SL|R)
*sase) |eadde |eulwiad apniouy
s|ejol °sased (eadde |eujmysd pue INQ/IRA 3PN{OU} S35 JOURIWIPS LW
°sased INA/IRQ 3wos apn(ouy e3ep AuO|34 --34n0) JENdJL1)-~SeSURYJY
*s3seo
Joue3w®pS|w pue Auoydj 8pN|Ju| BIEP P3|4|SSE|DUN--3IN0) J01J3dNG--RUOZ | Iy
©S3SED UOJIR|OLA IDURULPJIO BPN{DU| S3SED JOURIUWDBPS LW --3JNOJ 321435 |0--
*sbuipaasosd Aluo majAad 2IU3UAS pue
sbujseay uop3e20A34 UojIRqodd BpN|dU| $1R303 34n0)  *sBuypaasosd Kluo
A3LAJJS 33UdUAS pue sbujseay voLIed0A3s LOLIRqoJd Se [(3Im se ‘s eadde
(eujuisd ‘JOURIWRPS jwW BPN|JU| BIBP PA}J|SSEDUN-=34N0) JO]JAENG--BXSE |y
*sbujaeay Aoeujwiqasd pue 100/IM0 “Auoiay
paljui| apn(du} Sased |e30} PuP JOURIUBPS N --34N0) 321J3SL(--RWRQR |y
:As0637e2 3y3 ul papniouy eiep jo0 :o_uc:u_axun

*32e3d 3yl jO SIILISNP 61 30 SET1 Aq papiaoad asam eaeg--yean
"SJOURIUDPS JW 2 SSB ) IPN|OU} J0U Op eIeQ--RI0%RE YINOS
°53ased [NG/ING 3PN|IJU} J0U Op e3e(--34N03 324J3S1(G--024Y 03Jang
*3400)
s ,JoARW 3yl wWoJy SISED BPN|DU| J0U Op S3SED I3L3IS (IO} pue ING/IMG --OLyQ
*sased Auoiaj pajguwl| | |® 3pn(dou|l 30U Op eleQ--BUL|0Je) YIJON
*sased ING/IRQ @pn{du| J0u Op eIeQ--K3sJap MaN
*K10633e3 parjysseoun
8yl U} papnidut ade sased INQ/ING pue AKuo|dj 3wWOS-~-S333SNYILSSEY
*sased INA/IRQ apnidul jou
Op SaSeY (030) °*BIBP DiSJRJUF YI4M PapN|du| 3JP SJOURIWDBPSfW SWOG--3IU| el
°$3s5e2 INQ/ING 2PN|duUl 30U Op BIRQ--3J4N0J A3 1)--eURLSLNOT
*ajqeileaeun aue ejep Auo|3j pajiwl| awoS--sesuey
*ejep Au0|dj YILM papniou| aJe
S3sed INI0/ING 3WeS °PIeP D)J4edY YILM P3PN|JUl AU SJOURIUBPS LW 3WOS--BPMO]
*sfuypaadosd
Palayl0pad woJdy pajeJdedas aQq 30U PLNOD Ydjym S3ased jo J3qunu
€ pue SIJN0J XIS wody Buyissiw aue e3e@--3JN0) uMOl pue 34n0) A31)--
*fuofazen
PalyIsse|oun ayy uL papn(ou| aJe SJIOURBWBPSIW 3WCS--3J4N0) JO}Jsadng--eueipu]
*Kluo A3uno) 300) 4O} 3|Qe|leAR aJe ejep Auoidy pajimy --S|oul|{]
‘eqep 3S3aY3 YItM papn|du| J0U ase Sased ING/IMRQ AwoS--oyep]
*s3sed
UOLIR(OLA IDURULPIO YI|M PIJUNOD 3JR SJOURIWDPS JU 3WOS--34N0) 394J3S1Q-~
"JUN0D | 1ALD PaLJIsSSeiduNn
8yl U} pajunod ade AJobajes yoea wouy S3SED AWOS--34N0) FENIJ {J-~| |PMEY
°s3sed ING/IRA @pPN|dou} I0U Op eIRQ--3JN0) 3eqOJd--
*s3sed ING/IRC LLe 3pnidu} 30U Op eILP JOURIUDPS W
*A3uno) q|eNa@ wosy 3|qe|{eAvun aJe e3eQ--14n0) AIUN0) pue 4N0) 3LIG--
°$3sed ING/IMA L@ apn{dou} J0uU Op S$3SeD |BI0[--34N0) JO}JAENRS--0Fu0aYy
°s3sed ING/IMG 8pN{duy J0U Op S3SeD |RI01--BpPiUOL4
*qunod bujJseay Auseuwy(aad
83Ul U} 135S B4R SIIUOIS PIIIWL| BWOS--SBA|J UOUWO) JO JJNCJ--3JeMe (3]
*Ksohayro
P34 ISSRIOUN 3Y] U| PapN(duf 3JB SISPD JOURBWIPSW pue AuO|d4 --INI13I3LUOY
*s9sed AU0(dj pajjwl| awos 3pn{duy 3ou
Oop e3ep |e30L °Sased ING/ING 3pN|Oul 30U Op S${3I03 34N0) AJUNG)--0PRIO(0)

(panunuod) L g6l ‘SHNOD [ely Joj suonisodsip pue sBully NA/IMA PUE Joueswspsius ‘Auois) paywi| ‘Auoie; ajqer |

‘6¢ 319v.L

124



TABLE 30: Criminal appeals caseload for trial courts, 1981.
TABLE 31: Preliminary hearing proceedings for trial courts, 1981.

Variations in court organization and subject
matter jurisdiction:

Caseload in these tables is from both general
Jurisdiction and limited jurisdiction courts.
The same case types may be handled in different
courts from state to state. Only state totals
can be compared among these states using the same
unit of count. To facilitate comparisons, the
states in these tables have been grouped into
three categories: those states where a court has
exclusive jurisdiction over a case type and where
it reported complete data; those states where
more than one court handles a case type and each
court submitted complete data; and those states
where data from any one of the courts with that
casetype jurisdiction are incomplete. The court
system charts in Part II should be consulted for
a brief summary of the jurisdiction of each court.

Sources of data are found in Appendix B.

Variations in case classification and definitions:

For the first year, limited felonies (e.g.,
those felonies that are finally disposed in
Timited jurisdiction courts) are counted with the
regular felony count, and not with the
preliminary hearing data. The preliminary
hearing count in this table represents only those
felonies that are likely to also be counted in
general jurisdiction felony counts (e.g., in this
table preliminary hearings include such things as
cases bound over, etc.). The case categories and
the data classified in the case categories,
however, vary from state to state.

Because such problems exist for these and all
other case categories, the case types used in
this report are those chosen for inclusion in the
State Court Model Annual Report and State Court

Mode! Statistical Dictionary.

Even with use of the model case types,
however, caseloads are not comparable if state
statutes vary as to the types of criminal cases
classified as felonies or misdemeanors. Certain
drug offenses, for example, may be serious
felonies in one state but only misdemeanors in
another.

Only states reporting data that could be
displayed in the specific case types are included
in the tables, and then only if the data are at
least 90% compliete. Many courts do not break
data down beyond the broad civil, criminal,
traffic, and juvenile categories.

Variations in counting cases:

Each of these tables has a column indicating
the unit of count. This distinction is
highlighted further in Figure C of this Report.

Appropriate analysis:

All percentage calculations that were less
than 1% but greater than 0X have been rounded up

to 1X. A1l percentage calculations that were
less than 0% but greater than -1% have been
rounded down to -1%.

Disposed cases as percent of filed. This
measure represents the percent of the number of
filed cases of which the court was able to
dispose. The percent is computed by dividing the
number of cases disposed of by the number filed
and then multiplying by one hundred. A percent
over one hundred indicates that the court
disposed of more cases than were filed, thus
reducing pending caseload. A percent
significantly less than one hundred indicates
that the court is not keeping up with the volume
of cases being filed. This measure was not
computed if the filing and disposition data were
not comparable.

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population. The
unit of state population used on all court
caseload charts is 100,000. This measure
compensates for variations in state population
and gives a more realistic basis for comparison
of caseloads among states of various sizes. If
the number of filings was not available but the
number of dispositions was available, the number
of cases disposed per unit of population was
entered in this column in place of the number of
cases filed per population unit, and the use of
this alternative quantity was indicated by
enclosing it in parentheses. Population figures
used in the criminal tables represent the 18-year-
old-plus state population. If all other factors
{court jurisdiction, case definition, etc.) are
similar, the filed-per-unit-of-population
statistic will permit direct comparisons among
states of the number of filed cases.

Limitations on use:

In these criminal case type tables, only
STATE TOTALS can be compared in those states
where more than one court has jurisdiction over
the case type. Comparisons can be made between
the data reported for a state with an individual
court that has exclusive jurisdiction over the
type of case, and the STATE TOTALS for states
where more than one court has jurisdiction.
Comparisons should be avoided for states not
reporting data for one or more courts that have
Jjurisdiction over the case type.

Comparisons should be made only between those
cases that use the same unit of count for
counting criminal cases.

It should also be noted that any change(s) in
the caseload of a court may not indicate a change
in the actual "offense-rate" within a state, but
may merely reflect changes in the criminal code,
law enforcement policies and/or citizen reporting
rates--among other things. These data shoulid
only be used for court management measures.
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TABLE 30:
Criminal appeals caseload for trial courts, 1981.

Courts reporting criminal appeals caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed.

Filed per 100,000 adult population.

Filed (dis-
Unit Disposed posed) per
State and court title of Begin End as percent 100,000
Count pending Filed Disposed pending of filed population
COMPLETE STATE DATA
Exclusive court jurisdiction:
Arizona--Superior Court ....ccceeeeennne 4-A 49 1,805 1,726 570 96% 91
California--Superior Court ......cv000ee 2-A 2,522 2,250 89% 14
Delaware--Superior Court ....cvveereeces 2-A 191 44
Florida--Circuit Court ...coveevevaeens . 5-B 514 505 98% 7
Idaho--District Court ........eene. veee.  G-B 793 102J 95J 86 933J 164
Towa--District Court ....ccvevvnnnnnnnns 2-A 1,353 1,312 97% 65
Kansas--District Court ......... cevesees 2-E/A 1,018 43
Kentucky--Circuit Court .....ivveevueees  2-A 597 430 72% 23
Massachusetts--Trial Court of the
Commonwealth ....ccoveevvane Creeeane 2-B 26,642 616
Missouri--Clircult Court ......covveennee 11-8 2,589 . (57)
Nebraska--District Court ....... 2-A 2,004d 1,880J 933J 178
New Hampshire--Superior Court ... 1-A 3,303 3,422 104% 486
New Jersey--Superior Court .....ccevee.. 2-B 695 2,942 2,950 687 100% 54
North Caro