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I M P O R T A N T  

Ye have provlded an evaluatlon sheet at the end 
of this publlcatlon. 
Improvlng future reports if you canplete and 
return It at your convenlence. 
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State Court Caseload S ta t i s t i c s :  Annual 
continues the ser ies  containing -?+? s t a t  s t  ca caseload data provided by s t a t e  court 

administrators. This volume i s  a resu l t  of the 
cooperative e f for t  between the National Center 
for  State Courts and the Conference of State 
Court Admlnistrators (CDSCA) t o  develop w i t h i n  
the Center a repository of s t a t e  court caseload 
s t a t i s t i c s .  The e f fo r t  i s  funded by the Bureau 
of Justice S ta t i s t i c s  of the United States 
Department of Justice. 

This edition of the Annual Re ort streamlines 

comparative caseload information. The individual 
s t a t e  data from which the summary tables were 
derived are available i n  machine-readable form 
from the Inter-University Consortium fo r  
Polit ical  and Social Research a t  the University 
of Michigan. 
machine-readable form i s  an asset  t o  a l l  people 
conducting research on s t a t e  courts. 
s t a f f  are available to  respond t o  any questions 
about the d a t a .  

The Court S t a t i s t i c s  and Information 
Management Project (CSIM) continues to  expand the 
scope of i t s  ac t iv i t i e s  and capabili t ies,  
s h i f t i n g  i t s  focus from data collection and 
publication to  the analysis of these data for  the 
benefit of the courts conanunity. This Ayual 
Report se r ies  will continue to  be the principal 

the data presentation by + disp ay ng only 

The availabil i ty of data i n  

Project 

The Conference of State Court Administrators 
(COSCA) continues to  support the e f for t s  of the 
National Center for  State Courts t o  gather, 
analyze, and disseminate s t a t i s t i ca l  information 
on s t a t e  court systems. Policy control and  
direction of the National Center's Court 
S t a t i s t i c s  and Information Management Project i s  
exercised by a committee composed of s t a t e  court 
admi n i  s t ra tors ,  court data processing personnel , 
a t r i a l  court administrator, and a representative 
from the academic community. 

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

contained w i t h i n  t h i s  Re o r t  will greatly improve 
s t a f f ' s  ab i l i t y  to c o n d k o p h i s t i c a t e d  analysis 
of court management data and encourage research 

We 

T h i s  year 's  continued automation o f  the d a t a  

source of comparative s t a t e  court caseload 
information. Each year, the comparability of 
data reported i n  the ser ies  has improved. This 
year 's  compilation of a Trial Court Jurisdiction 
Guide for  S ta t i s t ica l  Reporting has enhanced 
significantly the comparability of the data. 

The National Center has been assisted i n  d a t a  
gathering for  the production of the Annual Report 
by s t a t e  and local-level court personnel from 
across the country. The leadership of COSCA and 
especi a1 ly the COSCA-CSIS Comni t t ee  , now chaired 
by Walter Kane of Rhode Island, have helped guide 
project s ta f f  i n  t he i r  search fo r  ways to  make 
these data more useful. 

Edward 8. McConnell , 
Executive Director 
National Center fo r  State Courts 

by making caseload data available t o  researchers 
i n  machine-readable form. (See the introduction 
for  de ta i l s ) .  

report to pay close attention to a l l  indications 
of  the compl eteness and  comparabi 1 i t y  of data, 
and  t o  read the introduction to  the report where 
the methodoloqy used to construct the report is  
discussed. Face sheets for  the sununary tables 
further outline the sources of data, the 
rationale behind some of the sumnary s t a t i s t i c s ,  
and  minimum limitations tha t  should be considered 
i n  interpreting the data. An inspection of the 
current edition and the previous editions of  t h i s  
report should demonstrate to the reader t ha t  the 
quality and  quant i ty  o f  court-related data 
continue t o  improve. 

As always, we must caution the reader of t h i s  

Walter J .  Kane. Chairman 
COSCA-CSIS Comi t t ee  
Conference of State Court 

Administrators 

i i i  
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Highlights 

The development and produc t ion  o f  t h i s  Annual 
Re o r t  se r ies  i s  a s c i e n t i f i c  process a im-  

The Court S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  Management 
P ro jec t  o f  t he  Nat ional  Center f o r  S ta te  Courts 
I s  a r e l a t i v e l y  new e f f o r t ,  funded by the  Bureau 
o f  J u s t i c e  S t a t i s t i c s ,  whose purpose i s  t o  gather 
aggregate s t a t e  caseload data i n  o rder  t o  
i d e n t i f y  na t i ona l  pa t te rns  i n  c o u r t  business and 
b e t t e r  understand the  var ious s t a t e  c o u r t  
systems. This process i s  discussed f u r t h e r  i n  
the  i n t roduc t i on .  

e a r l i e r  p a r t  o f  t h i s  century, when the  f i r s t  
na t iona l  compi la t ion  o f  caseload data was 
attempted. Some gross volume data are  displayed 
i n  t h i s  repo r t  f o r  a l l  appe l la te  courts,  f o r  most 
o f  the  t r i a l  cour ts  o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and 
f o r  many o f  the t r i a l  cour ts  o f  l i m i t e d  o r  
special  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  For the  f i r s t  t ime the 
v a l i d i t y  and r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  the  t r i a l  c o u r t  data 
has been v e r i f i e d  through coord ina t ion  w i  t h  the  

- 8 7 -  o t a  n ing  comparable data on the  s t a t e  courts. 

Data a v a i l a b i l i t y  has improved from the  

' recen t l y  completed T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide 
f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Reportinq. However, the v a l l d i t y  
and r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t he  appe l la te  data has n o t  y e t  
been ascertained. 

and I n f o n a t i o n  Management P ro jec t  (CSIM) s t a f f  
and the  Conference o f  S ta te  Court Administrators 
C S I S  Comnittee was requ i red  t o  develop a 
methodology f o r  d i sp lay ing  nationwide s t a t e  c o u r t  
caseload f o r  the  f i r s t  annual repor t ,  publ ished 
i n  1979 t o  cover the  1975 cou r t  year. The second 
annual r e p o r t  ({.e., 19761, publ ished I n  1980, 
added data f r o m  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts. 
t he  t h i r d  e d i t i o n  o f  the  Annual Re o r t  ser ies,  

r e f l e c t  recomnendations made by members of  a 
Methodological Review Panel. The sumnary 
s t a t i s t i c s  presented i n  t h i s  seventh annual 
r e p o r t  r e f l e c t  the s t a t e  o f  the  a r t  i n  c o l l e c t i n g  
and repo r t i ng  s t a t e  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  and are 
presented i n  a format designed t o  increase t h e i r  
comparabil 1 ty. 

notes necessar i l y  abound. The summary tab les  i n  
t h i s  annual repo r t  do n o t  permi t  extensive, 
va l i d ,  d i r e c t  comparisons o f  caseload among 
s ta tes  w i thout  ca re fu l  examination o f  a l l  o the r  
fac to rs  invo lved i n  assur ing t h a t  the  data are 
comparable. Var ia t ions  i n  data a v a i l a b i l i t y ,  
c o u r t  organizat ion,  sub jec t  matter j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  
d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  case types and u n i t s  o f  count, 
repo r t i ng  periods, and the  degrees o f  
completeness and accuracy o f  data a l l  combine t o  
make c r o s s - j u r i  sd i c t i ona l  comparisons extremely 
complex. 
general terms i n  the  i n t roduc t i on  t o  the  repor t .  
A " l i m i t a t i o n  on ana lys is "  sec t ion  can be found 
i n  the  face sheets accompanying each sumnary 
table.  

Comparisons among the  1981 data contained i n  
t h i s  r e p o r t  and the  1975 through 1980 data 
contained i n  the  f i r s t  s i x  repo r t s  i n  t h i s  ser ies  
should be made on ly  a f t e r  ca re fu l  examination o f  
the  above mentioned fac to rs .  Any e f f o r t s  t o  
compare t h i s  year 's  data w i t h  previous years '  
must account f o r  two important changes 
implemented dur ing  1981 : the  impact o f  t he  
Court  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  
Report inq; and the  e f f e c t  o f  d e f i n i t i o n a l  changes 

Substan t ia l  e f f o r t  by the  Court S t a t i s t i c s  

I n  

the  summary tab les  were extens __rf_ ve y rev ised t o  

For the reader o f  t h i s  document, caut ionary 

These v a r i a t i o n s  are  discussed i n  

approved by the  COSCA-CSIS committee. These 
changes are  discussed i n  g rea ter  d e t a i l  i n  the  
1 ntroduct lon.  

w i t h  I t s  own purpose. The summary s t a t i s t i c a l  
t ab les  i n  Pa r t  I were constructed from ind i v idua l  
c o u r t  p r o f i l e s  f o r  a l l  the  s ta tes  (i.e., see 
Appendix C). The overwhelming m a j o w  p f  these 
data was obtained from the  annual repor ts  
publ ished by each o f  the i nd i v idua l  states.  
There are  some unpublished data, however, which 
are  provided by the s ta tes  dur ing  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  
I n  pas t  years, these ind i v idua l  s t a t e  p r o f i l e s  
were provided i n  Par t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Report. This 
year, however, Pa r t  I 1  cons is ts  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  
system char ts  exc lus ive ly .  
t ab les  present the  most complete and comparable 
o f  the  data elements, the s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  
were viewed as redundant and dispensable i n  an 
e f f o r t  t o  c rea te  a more succ inc t  volume. 

This two-part s t ruc tu re  f o r  the document 
requ i red  i t s  preparat ion t o  proceed i n  stages. 
F i r s t  an overview cou r t  o rgan iza t ion  c h a r t  and an 
i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  were prepared f o r  
each s t a t e ' s  appe l la te  and t r i a l  courts.  Data 
were then compiled i n t o  nationwide inventory  
s t a t i s t i c s  (begin pending, f i l e d ,  disposed, and 
end pending). The inventory  s t a t i s t i c s  were 
separated where poss ib le  i n t o  broad case category 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s .  

Several general observations can be made 
about the 1981 s t a t e  cou r t  caseload data. F i r s t ,  
i n  add i t i on  t o  the increase i n  ava i l ab le  data, 
the  number o f  cases f i l e d  i n  the cour ts  has a l so  
increased from 1980 t o  1981. 
est imates i nd i ca te  t h a t  the  number o f  cases f i l e d  
per  judge has increased. Most t r i a l  cour ts  a l so  
repor ted  increases i n  the  number o f  f i l i n g s  from 
1980 t o  1981. Second, the cour ts  have managed t o  
handle t h i s  increase i n  f i l i n g s  f a i r l y  we l l  w i t h  
most cour ts  disposing between 90 and 100 percent 
o f  the  number o f  cases f i l e d .  A few cour ts  
disposed more cases than were f i l e d .  
d i s p o s i t i o n  ra tes  o f  l ess  than 100 percent, 
however, mean t h a t  most cour ts  a re  adding t o  
t h e i r  pending caseload. 
pending caseload, most had increases o f  l ess  than 
20 percent. F i n a l l y ,  f o r  cour ts  repo r t i ng  
pending and f i l e d  data, the  number o f  cases 
pending a t  the  end o f  the  year as a percent o f  
the  number o f  cases f i l e d  was l e s s  than 60 
percent f o r  most cour ts  o f  l a s t  reso r t ,  l e s s  than 
90 percent f o r  most intermediate appe l la te  cou r t s  
and f o r  c i v i l  caseload i n  most t r i a l  courts,  l ess  
than 50 percent f o r  c r im ina l  caseload i n  most 
t r i a l  courts,  and less  than 50 percent f o r  
j u v e n i l e  caseload i n  most t r i a l  courts.  

The composit ion o f  the  caseload o f  the cour ts  
i s  a l so  o f  i n te res t .  
the  data ava i l ab le  i nd i ca te  t h a t  approximately 55 
percent o f  the  appeals f i l e d  i n  1981 were c i v i l  
appeals. For the t r i a l  cour ts  i n  1981 the 
caseload estimates i n d i c a t e  t h a t  o f  the  cases 
f i l e d ,  approximately 14.8 m i l l i o n  were c i v i l  
cases, 9.2 m i l l i o n  were c r im ina l  cases, and 1.3 
m i l l i o n  were j u v e n i l e  cases. 

The c o u r t  system char ts  i n  P a r t  11 are  
he1 p f u l  references because they i n d i c a t e  the  
organ iza t ion  and sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  
the  cour ts  i n  each state.  

This repo r t  i s  d i v ided  i n t o  two par ts ,  each 

Since the  summary 

The caseload 

The 

For cour ts  repo r t i ng  

I n  the  appe l la te  courts,  
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Courts S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  Management 
P r o j e c t  

The Annual Re o r t  ser ies  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  
caseloa + s t a t  s t  cs i s  the  product of  the  
cont inu ing  cooperat ive e f f o r t  between the  
Conference o f  S ta te  Court Admin is t ra to rs  (COSCA) 
and the  Nat ional  Center f o r  S ta te  Courts (NCSC). 
F inanc ia l  management, p r o j e c t  management, and 
p r o j e c t  s t a f f i n g  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a re  assumed by 
the Court S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  Management 
(CSIM) Pro jec t ,  fo rmer ly  c a l l e d  the  Nat ional  
Court S t a t i s t i c s  P ro jec t  (NCSP) o f  t he  NCSC. 
COSCA, through i t s  Court S t a t i s t i c s  and 
In fo rmat ion  Systems Committee, provides general 
p o l i c y  review, guidance, and con t ro l  over a l l  
p r o j e c t  a c t i v i t i e s .  
Bureau o f  Jus t i ce  S t a t i s t i c s .  

The goals o f  the  Court S t a t i s t i c s  and 
In fo rmat ion  Management P ro jec t  a re  t o  c o l l e c t ,  
compile, analyze and disseminate comparable s t a t e  
c o u r t  caseload s t a t i s t i c s ,  and t o  he lp  s ta tes  
improve the  q u a l i t y  o f  the  data by a s s i s t i n g  the  
s ta tes  i n  reso lv ing  t h e i r  s t a t i s t i c a l  problems. 
The Annual Re o r t  se r ies  responds d i r e c t l y  t o  the  

caseload data from t h e  50 s ta tes  the  D i s t r i c t  o f  

The se r ies  i s  funded by the  

f i r s t  goa _Tb_e_ y compi l ing a l l  a v a i l a b l e  s t a t e  c o u r t  

Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico. I 

Dynamics o f  improvement 

suggestions f o r  improvement o f  t h i s  s t a t e  c o u r t  
caseload s t a t i s t i c a l  se r ies  have come from many 
sources, and have provided the  c r e a t i v e  s t imu lus  
needed t o  assess cu r ren t  CSIM P ro jec t  e f f o r t s  and 
t o  map f u t u r e  d i rec t i ons .  

Cont inuat ion o f  evo lu t ionary  improvement i n  
t h i s  s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies  rests,  u l t i m a t e l y ,  upon 
the  a b i l i t y  o f  the  C S I M  P ro jec t  t o  ma in ta in  a 
p roduc t ive  dialogue and f l ow  o f  ideas among the  
producer-compilers o f  the  Annual Re o r t ,  i t s  data 
sources, and i t s  end u s e r s d v e m e n t  i n  
s t a t e  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  has a1 ready been achieved, 
b u t  much remains t o  be done. 

Dur ing compi la t ion  o f  the Sta te  of  the  A r t  
and the  1975 Annual Report, a s tagger ing  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  problem r e s u l t e d  from the  
mu l t i t ude  o f  terms being used by the  s ta tes  t o  
r e p o r t  t h e i r  caseloads. 
model annual r e p o r t  and a s t a t i s t i c a l  d i c t i o n a r y  
o f  terms f o r  c o u r t  usage became obvious. These 
docunients, publ ished i n  1980, a re  t o  be used as 
t o o l s  t o  a s s i s t  the  s ta tes  i n  Improving t h e i r  
s t a t i s t i c s .  Such improvement should eventua l l y  
be r e f l e c t e d  i n  f u t u r e  annual reports.  - 

H i s t o r i c a l  development. Ideas and 

The need f o r  bo th  a 

The Sta te  Court Model Annual. ReportZ i s  a 
f l e x i b l e  working o u t l i n e  o f  c r i t i c a l l y  needed, 
bas ic  management data t h a t  should, as a minimum, 
be inc luded i n  s t a t e  c o u r t  annual repor ts .  The 

1Repet i t ion  o f  "50 states,  the  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico" becomes very 
$umbersome. Throughout the  r e s t  o f  t h l s  repor t ,  

r e p o r t i n g  u n i t s  t h a t  inc lude the  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico. 

s ta tes"  and "cou r t  systems" w i l l  be used f o r  t he  

2National Court S t a t i s t i c s  Pro jec t ,  Nat ional  
Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, S ta te  Court Model Annual 
Report (Wil l iamsburg, VA, 19801. 

model i d e n t i f i e s  the  k inds  o f  data and the types 
o f  d i  sp1 ay reau i  red  t o  meet management needs. 
The S t a t e  Court Model S t a t i s t i c a i  D i c t i o n a r ~ ~  
i s  a companion document which provides comnon 
terminology, d e f i n i t i o n s ,  and usage f o r  repo r t i ng  
c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  t r a f f i c ,  j uven i l e ,  and appe l la te  
caseload inventory  and manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  as 
presented i n  the  model annual repor t .  The 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s t ruc tu re  and d e f i n i t i o n s  serve as 
models o f  p re fe r red  terminology and meanings f o r  
purposes o f  statewide and na t i ona l  comparison. 
The f i r s t  e d i t i o n  o f  t he  d i c t i o n a r y  covers those 
data elements essent ia l  f o r  c l a s s i f y i n g  c o u r t  
caseload inventory  and manner o f  d ispos i t ion .  A 
supplement t o  the  d i c t i ona ry ,  publ ished i n  1984, 
conta ins  rev i s ions  o f  those terms t h a t  experience 
has demonstrated needed improvement, as we l l  as 
add i t i ona l  data element se ts  f o r  c o u r t  caseflow 
(events i n  case processing) which a re  needed t o  
determine s ta tus  o f  pending cases. 

Both o f  these documents must be viewed as a 
l o g i c a l  f i r s t  step i n  promoting comparable c o u r t  
s t a t i s t i c s .  
t ime t o  a f f e c t  t h e i r  r e p o r t i n g  systems o r  the  
na t iona l  Annual Re o r t s  be fore  1981. 
Neverthel-ect w i l l  be no t iceab le  i n  
each succeeding na t i ona l - l eve l  Annual Re o r t  
because the  C S I M  P r o j e c t ' s  t e c h d n c e  
e f f o r t  i s  interwoven w i t h  the  Annual Re o r t  
na t iona l  s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies.  & 
accomplished by he lp ing  s ta tes  adopt the  

They were n o t  a v a i l a b l e  t o  s ta tes  i n  

suggestions i n  the  Model Annual Report and Model 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D ic t i ona rx  and by p roac t i ve  
I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e  systems t h a t  
cou ld  b e n e f i t  f r o m  techn ica l  assistance d i r e c t e d  
a t  he lp ing  reso lve  e x i s t i n g  methodological 
problems o f  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s t ruc tu re ,  
terminology, d e f i n i t i o n  o f  l o c a l  da ta- repor t ing  
procedures, and data hand1 ing / t rans format ion  
procedures. To the  ex ten t  t h a t  such techn ica l  
assistance suggestions a re  adopted, i n d i v i d u a l  
s ta tes  d i r e c t l y  b e n e f i t  and the  Annual Re o r t  

r e l a t e d  t o  the  annual r e p o r t  i n  t h a t  i t  conta ins  
the  types o f  o rgan iza t iona l  i n fo rma t ion  most 
o f t e n  sought by c o u r t  admin is t ra to rs  and 
researchers. 

na t i ona l  s t a t i s t i c a l  se r ies  i n d i r e c t  _r$lfr y ene 1 ts. 
S ta te  Court  Organization, 19804 i s  a l so  

Th Court Case Management In fo rmat ion  System 
Manual f was produced j o i n t l y  by t h e  Nat ional  
C o u r t s t a t i s t i c s  P ro jec t  (now CSIM)  and the  Sta te  
J u d i c i a l  In fo rmat ion-  Systems Pro jec t  t o  p rov ide  a 
methodology f o r  b u i l d i n g  a c o u r t  in fo rmat ion  
system t h a t  would p rov ide  the  data needed f o r  
both d a i l y  c o u r t  operat ions and longer- term case 
management, resource a l l oca t i on ,  and s t r a t e g i c  
planning. 

3National Court S t a t i s t i c s  Pro jec t .  Nat ional  
Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, State-Court  Model 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D ic t i ona ry  (dashington, D.C.: U.S. 
Government P r i n t i n g  Of f i ce ,  1980). 

4National Court  s t a t i s t i c s  Pro jec t ,  Nat ional  
Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, S ta te  Court 
Organization, 1980 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. 
Government P r i n t i n g  Of f i ce ,  1982). 

5 C l  i f f o r d  and Jensen, Court  Case Management 
In fo rmat ion  Systems Manual (mli amsburg, 
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, 1983). 
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I 

T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S ta t3s t i ca l  Report in . The automation o f  the 
database requ i red  a gree o f  p rec i s ion  i n  coding 
every data element t h a i  was unavai lab le w i t h  the- 
1979 and 1980 databases. The s t a t i s t i c a l  
p r o f i l e s  f o r  those years suffered from 
imprec is ion and ambiguity t h a t  a f f e c t e d  the 
q u a l i t y  o f  data. For example, I n  previous years 
general terms were used t h a t  d i d  n o t  s t a t e  what 
types o f  cases were includedll in categor ies such 
as " c i v i l "  and "other c i v i l .  
n o t  have been used t o  make comparisons among 
courts. A t  t h a t  p o i n t  i t  was c l e a r  t h a t  a major 
e f f o r t  would be needed t o  i d e n t i f y  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
the subject  mat ter  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and methods o f  
count ing cases i n  the s t a t e  courts. Th is  e f f o r t  
would be undertaken I n  two stages. The cu r ren t  
stage has focused on problems r e l a t e d  t o  counting 
cases I n  the t r i a l  courts, and has culminated i n  
the  pub l i ca t i on  o f  t he  T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  Stat1 s t i c a l  Report i  n9.O In format i  on 
from t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide has been 
incorporated i n t o  the database f o r  1981. Work on 
the j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide has convinced s t a f f  o f  an 
essent ia l  l l n k  between the guide and the 
p rov id ing  o f  comparable data. Stage two involves 
the  preparat ion o f  an appel la te  c o u r t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide f o r  the 1983 appe l l a te  c o u r t  
database. 

The impact o f  the T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t i ng  has been 
profound. The f o l l o w i n g  i n s i g h t s  exp la in  
d i f f e rences  between 1981 data repor ted i n  t h i s  
volume, and those data repor ted i n  previous 
e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  series. This guide has now 
enabled s t a f f :  

These terms should 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

t o  more d e f i n i t i v e l y  c l a s s i f y  a s ta te ' s  
caseload and d isposi  t i o n  data i n t o  standard 
C S I M  case types (e does a s tate:  repo r t  
OWI/DUI w i t h  i t s  d d n a l  o r  t r a f f i c  
caseload; Inc lude park ing w i t h i n  i t s  t r a f f i c  
count; separate appeals i n  the t r i a l  cour ts  
from o r l g i n a l  f i l i n g s ;  etc. 1; 
t o  i d e n t i f y  proceedings t h a t  one c o u r t  may 
count as cases, b u t  t h a t  do n o t  comport w i t h  
any standard C S I M  case types (e.g., o r i g i n a l  
complaints o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  law cases; 
l i cense  t o  bear arms; etc.); 
t o  improve s i g n i f i c a n t l y  our understanding as 
t o  the  completeness o f  a data element by now 
being able t o  exp la in  the  omission o f  a case 
type from a s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e .  I n  past  
vo l  umes we coul d n o t  d e f i  n i  ti ve ly  exp la in  why 
a case type was n o t  inc luded i n  a s ta te ' s  
p r o f i l e .  
because: ( a )  the c o u r t  d i d  n o t  have 
j u r i s d i c t i o n ;  (b )  t he  c o u r t  had j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  
b u t  the data were unavailable; o r  ( c )  the 
c o u r t  had j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  b u t  the data were 
co l lapsed w i t h  t h a t  o f  another case type. We 
can now exp la in  the  nature o f  "missing data;" 
t o  understand the  var ious methods used i n  
counting c r im ina l  cases. I n  previous volumes 
c r im ina l  cases were separated i n t o  two basic 
u n i t s  o f  count--based on whether the cou r t  
counted the defendant o r  charging document. 
The j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide has a l e r t e d  us t o  the 
inadequacies of counting, f o r  example, the 
number o f  charging documents. We need t o  
know the  contents o f  t he  charging 
document--the number o f  defendants and the 
number o f  charges/incidents. 

It could have been excluded 

For example, i f  

C C l l f f o r d  and Roper, T r i a l  Court J u r l s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report in 
Nat ional  Center f o r  State Cour&, 1985). 

m 1 i  amsburg, 

two defendants went on a crime spree i n  which 
they robbed a shop, assaulted a customer and 
murdered a c le rk ,  a d i f f e r e n t  number o f  cases 
would be repor ted depending on the c r im ina l  
u n i t  o f  count: 

Number 
o f  cases 

S ta te  A--one IndIctment can have only  
one defendant and one charge: 
2 defendants x 3 charges each = 

State B--one ind ic tment  can have on ly  
one defendant and unl  i m i  t e d  
charges: 
2 defendants x 1 s e t  o f  

State C--one ind ic tment  can have un l im i ted  

6 

un l  i m i  t ed  charges = 2 

5. 

6 .  

number o f  defendants and unl i m i  t e d  
charges: 
1 se t  o f  defendants x 1 se t  o f  

I n  addi t ion,  f o r  the f i r s t  t ime t h i s  p r o j e c t  
has b u i l t  i n t o  the c r im ina l  u n i t  o f  count t he  
p o i n t  i n  the process when the  c r im ina l  case 
i s  counted. For  example, fe lony cases may be 
counted a t  the f i l i n g  o f  the complaint, o r  o f  
the in format ion l tnd ic tment .  Many fe lony 
cases drop ou t  o f  the process between these 
two events. Therefore, the fe lony case count 
w i l l  vary s i g n i f i c a n t l y  depending on the 
p o i n t  i n  the  process a t  which i t  i s  counted. 
These new u n i t s  o f  count are i l l u s t r a t e d  f o r  
each o f  the s t a t e  cou r t s  i n  F igure C ( located 
j u s t  before Table 26); 
t o  def ine more accurate ly  the p o i n t  dur ing 
the  j u d i c i a l  process where a t r i a l  i s  
counted, G, the v o i r  d t re ,  the 
i n t roduc t i on  o f  evidence o r  the verd ic t .  
Once again many cases drop ou t  o f  the t r i a l  
process between the  v o i r  d i r e  and ve rd i c t .  
Therefore, the t r i a l  count w i l l  vary 
S i g n i f i c a n t l y  depending on the  t r i a l  
d e f i n i t i o n ;  and 
t o  i d e n t i f y  and c o r r e c t  double countlng 
problems t h a t  resu l ted  from the d i f f e r e n t  
repo r t i ng  methods used by some s ta tes  i n  
presenting t h e i r  data. 

un l im i ted  charges - 1 

Other in format ion obtained through the 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide l e d  t o  several changes I n  the 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  cases. A l l  o f  these changes 
are implemented, f o r  the f i r s t  time, I n  t h i s  1981 
volume. These changes should be considered when 
comparing t h i s  volume t o  previous years, and can 
be sumnarized b r i e f l y  as fol lows. 
I. Renaming case types: 

1. Criminal-type offense j u v e n l l e  cases 

2. 

3. 

4. 

are now c a l l e d  cr iminal - type p e t l t i o n s ;  
Status offense j u v e n i l e  cases are now 
c a l l e d  s tatus p e t i t i o n s ;  
Non-offense j u v e n i l e  cases a re  now 
c a l l e d  c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s ;  and 
T r a f f i c  cases are now c a l l e d  
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l  a t i o n  cases, which 
includes ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  as wel l .  

11. Case type terminology el iminated: the 
fo l l ow ing  terms have been e l iminated and the 
cases r e d i s t r i b u t e d  among new case types 
which w i l l  be def ined l a t e r :  
"law," "equity" and "other" case types. The 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide found the term "other" 
inc luded a whole ar ray o f  cases i nc lud ing  
some t h a t  belong t n  other  CSIM case types 
and some t h a t  df not. Two new terms w i l l  
replace "other: miscellaneous and 
uncl ass i  f i ed .  

f o r  example, 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

111. New case type categor ies:  
" M i  scel  1 aneous" case tvoes i nc l  ude 
those cases t h a t  canno't' be ca tegor ized  
i n t o  one o f  t he  standard CSIM case 
defdni t ions.  This i s  one o f  the  terms 
t h a t  rep1 aces "other. 'I 
Group o f  cases t h a t  cannot be placed 
i n t o  s p e c i f i c  CSIM case ca tegor ies  w i l l  
be grouped und$r the  term 
"unc lass i f ied .  This i s  the  second of  
two terms t h a t  replaces "other. " 
Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s  i s  a new 
category ex t rac ted  from the  category 
"o ther  t r a f f i c "  used i n  previous 
ed i t ions .  
Pa te rn i t y lbas ta rdy  I s  a new case type 
subd iv is ion  w i t h i n  the  major r e p o r t i n g  
case type o f  domestic re la t i ons .  Th is  
new category was c rea ted  i n  response t o  
an inc reas ing  demand f o r  such 
1 n fo rmat i  on. 
Previous volumes o f  t h i s  se r les  t r e a t e d  
fe lon ies  f i l e d  i n  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cour ts  as the  t o t a l  sum o f  fe lon ies .  
The j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide has discovered 
tha t ,  i n  some states,  a s i g n i f i c a n t  
number o f  f e lon ies  a re  o r i g i n a l l y  f i l e d  
and f i n a l l y  disposed o f  i n  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts. I n  previous 
volumes, fe lon ies  f i n a l l y  disposed o f  
i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  were n o t  
counted i n  the  t o t a l  fe lony  count. 
This undercount o f  f e l o n i e s  has been 
remedied w i t h  the c r e a t i o n  o f  a new 
case type c a l l e d  l i m i t e d  felony. A 
l i m i t e d  fe lony  i s  a fe lony  t h a t  i s  
permanently disposed o f  (=, through 
a g u i l t y  plea, dismissal ,  e tc . )  i n  a 
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  court .  

I V .  Case types moved t o  o the r  major case 
categor ies : 
1. DWUDUI cases were moved from the  t r a f f i c  

t o  the  c r im ina l  caseload. 
2. Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  were moved from the  

c r im ina l  t o  the  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
caseload. 

3. Extraordinary w r i t s  were combined w i t h  
m i  scel 1 aneous cases. 

V. Proceedinas removed from the  caseload count: 
1. 

2. 

3. 

Sentence review on ly  proceedings were 
removed from the  case1 oad count. 
Pos tconv ic t ion  remedy proceedings were 
removed from the  caseload count. 
Pre l im inary  hear ings t h a t  resu l ted  i n  a 
fe lony  being bound over o r  otherwise 
t rans fe r red  t o  another c o u r t  were removed 
from the  caseload count t o  avo id  double 
count ing  f e l o n i e s  i n  a statewide count. 

Uses o f  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  data 

data, as i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  CSIM pub l i ca t ions ,  
S ta te  Court Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  The Sta te  o f  
t he  A r t  and Coyrt  Case Management In fo rmat ion  
3;stems hapual', a re  (1) opera t iona l  ( a i d i n g  i n  
t e execut on o f  r o u t i n e  day-to-day a c t i v i t i e s  a t  
t he  l o c a l  l e v e l  1; ( 2 )  management (dec is ion  making 

The f o u r  major uses o f  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  

'National Court  S t a t i s t i c s  Pro jec t ,  Nat ional  
Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, S ta te  Court C a s e u  
S t a t i s t i c s :  The Sta te  o f  the  A r t  (Washington, 
b.C.: U.S. Government P r i n t i n g  Of f i ce ,  1978). 
C l i f f o r d  and Jensen, Court Case Management 
In fo rmat ion  Systems Manual m l i a m s b u r g ,  
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S ta te  Courts, 1983). 

a t  the  s t a t e  o r  l o c a l  l e v e l  concerned w i t h  
Improvement o f  the  c o u r t  process and system-wide 
e f f i c i e n c y  i n  the  use o f  c o u r t  resources); ( 3 )  
i n t e r n a l  p lann ing  and research (goal  s e t t i n g  and 
p o l i c y  p lann ing  t o  e s t a b l i s h  long-term programs 
and i d e n t i f y  evo lv ing  problems); and ( 4 )  i n d i r e c t  
c o u r t  uses (dec i s ion  making by those ou ts ide  the  
cou r t s  concerned w i t h  p o l i c y  making o r  research 
about c o u r t  operat ions).  
c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  requ i re  d i f f e r e n t  l e v e l s  o f  
d e t a i l  and analysis,  b u t  t he  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  
d e t a i l e d  s t a t i s t i c s  i s  dependent upon the  
s t a t i s t i c a l  r e p o r t i n g  system used a t  t he  s t a t e  o r  
l o c a l  l eve l .  This annual r e p o r t  r e s t r i c t s  i t s  
scope t o  the  l e v e l  o f  d e t a i l  c u r r e n t l y  ava i l ab le  
from s ta te - l eve l  r e p o r t i n g  systems. 

Operational decis ions a re  made a t  t he  l o c a l  
l e v e l  and requ i re  d e t a i l e d  i n fo rma t ion  on a 
case-by-case basis.  
d a i l y  and cannot be based upon year-end s u n a r y  
s t a t i s t i c s  such as those contained i n  t h i s  1981 
repor t .  

Management decis ions can be made a t  e i t h e r  
the  s t a t e  o r  l o c a l  l e v e l  and r e q u i r e  aggregation 
o f  d e t a i l e d  i n fo rma t ion  used f o r  opera t iona l  
decis ions. 
t h a t  needed t o  determine the  s ta tus  o f  t he  
prepara t ion  o f  t he  reco rd  f o r  appeal o r  t o  
generate except ion repor ts ,  a re  gathered by some 
s t a t e  repo r t i ng  systems. This k i n d  o f  
informat ion,  however, i s  a l so  case s p e c i f i c  and 
too  d e t a i l e d  t o  be compiled 
and used f o r  nat ionwide comparisons. I n  cont ras t ,  
s ta te - l eve l  sumnary s t a t i s t i c s  a re  use fu l  f o r  
management purposes i n  areas such as: comparisons 
of t ime lapses i n  case processing t o  e s t a b l i s h  
noms o r  guides; analyses t o  determine assignments 
of  judges needed t o  r e l i e v e  backlog; analyses t o  
determine the  need f o r  add i t i ona l  judges, support 
personnel, o r  f a c i l i t i e s ;  and analyses t o  de ter -  
mine the  impact o f  an in te rmed ia te  appe l l a te  
c o u r t  on the  s t a t e  system. 

c e r t a i n  management data na t i ona l l y ,  t he  1981 
Annual Re o r t  has concentrated on un i fo rm ly  

avai  lab1 e case processing t ime data f o r  appe l l  a t e  
courts.  Caseload and case processing are  major 
components o f  c o u r t  workload. The CSIM P r o j e c t  
has de f ined workload t o  mean a l l  cou r t - re la ted  
mat te rs  t h a t  consume t ime and e f f o r t  (hence, 
pure ly  admin i s t ra t i ve  and m i n i s t e r i a l  func t ions  
are  a l so  inc luded as workload). Measurement o f  
c o u r t  workload per se i s  n o t  d i r e c t l y  addressed 
i n  t h i s  repor t ,  b u t  caseload inventory  data and 
data regarding the  number o f  t r i a l s  a re  p a r t i a l  
i n d i c a t o r s  o f  j u d i c i a l  a c t i v i t y .  The data 
presented i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  r e f l e c t  the  quan t i t y  o f  
management data ava i l ab le  from each s t a t e ' s  
r e p o r t i n g  system i n  publ ished and unpubl Ished 
reports.  

I n te rna l  p lanning and research, as w e l l  as 
p lann ing  and research by those ou ts ide  the  c o u r t  
system, requ i re  a much wider range o f  data and 
ana lys is  than operat ional  and management 
decisions. The in fo rmat ion  necessary f o r  these 
purposes o f t e n  includes n o t  on l y  an aggregat ion 
of  data on caseload and caseflow, b u t  a l so  
s p e c i f i c  data regarding s ta tus  o f  cases, as w e l l  
as in fo rmat ion  on c o u r t  operations, j u d i c i a l  
budgets, ac t ions  p r i o r  t o  f i l i n g  a case, and 
ac t ions  a f t e r  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  a case. O f  i n t e r e s t  
t o  some i n d i v i d u a l s  w i t h i n  and ou ts ide  the  c o u r t  
system are  s tud ies  on a wide range o f  o the r  
subjects, such as the  e f f e c t  and c o s t  o f  
1 i t iga t i on ,  b a i l  a v a i l a b i l  i ty and un i  f o rm i t y  
i nc lud ing  recognizance/lO% b a i l  programs, the  
v a l i d i t y  of  case weight ing techniques, sentence 
d i s p a r i t y  pa t te rns ,  the  e f f e c t s  o f  p lea  

The var ious  uses o f  

These dec is ions  must be made 

Caseflow management data, such as 

I n  response t o  the  recognized need f o r  

+ c ass y ng caseload data and on compi l ing 
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nego t ia t i on  on caseloads, and the  impact o f  
l e g i s l a t i o n  on c o u r t  management. To answer these 
quest ions i s ,  however, beyond the  c a p a b i l i t i e s  o f  
most s t a t e  o r  even l o c a l  c o u r t  in fo rmat ion  
systems. Basic in fo rmat ion  on caseload and 
caseflow i s  adequate f o r  many o the r  planning and 
research Issues where the  l e v e l  o f  needed d e t a i l  
I s  n o t  as high. These l a t t e r  k inds  o f  issues 
Include, f o r  example, case f i l i n g  and d l s p o s i t i o n  
t rend  analysis,  caseload composit ion analysis,  
ana lys i s  o f  reversa l  rates,  t ime lapse ana lys is  
t o  e s t a b l i s h  norms and guides, and fo recas t i ng  o f  
caseload volumes t o  determine resource and 
f a c i l l t l e s  needs. 

Scope o f  the  data i n  the  annual r e p o r t  ser ies  

The f i r s t  annual r e p o r t  (1975) presented 
ava i l ab le  caseload data f o r  s t a t e  appe l la te  
cour ts  and t r i a l  cour ts  of general j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  
and f o r  se lec ted  categor ies ( j uven i l e ,  domestic 
re la t i ons ,  probate, and mental hea l th )  i n  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts. The second annual r e p o r t  
(1976) again presented ava i l ab le  data f o r  
appe l l a te  cour ts  and cour ts  o f  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and a l so  inc luded a l l  ava l l ab le  
caseload data f o r  a l l  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
courts.  As data from each c o u r t  l e v e l  become 
more complete, f u t u r e  aggregation o f  t r l a l  cou r t  
caseloads should become more meaningful. 

The 1976 r e p o r t  was expanded t o  inc lude 
Puerto Rfco. Data from Guam were added f o r  the  
1977 c o u r t  year. The scope o f  f u t u r e  repo r t s  
w i l l  be broadened t o  i 'nclude American Samoa and 
t h e  V i r g i n  Is lands  when these data become 
avai  1 ab1 e. 

The 1979 and 1980 Annual Re o r t s  made major 
advances i n  e l i m i n a t i n g  __rQ__ repe t  t veness i n  
p resent ing  data elements i n  the  sumnary tables,  
and i n  o rgan iz ing  the  data i n  the sumnary tab les  
by I t s  completeness and comparabi l i ty .  

Th is  r e p o r t  r e f l e c t s  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  as i t  ex is ted  i n  1981. The reader, 
however, should keep i n  mind t h a t  c o u r t  systems 
are  n o t  s t a t i c  e n t i t i e s .  For example, i n  1979, 
Connecticut consol idated i t s  t r i a l  courts, 
e l i m i n a t i n g  I t s  Juven i le  Court and Court o f  
Common Pleas and s h i f t i n g  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  
i t s  Super ior  Court. The d o l l a r  amount l i m i t s  o f  
c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  have changed i n  many courts. 
Since c o u r t  o rgan iza t iona l  o r  j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  change over time, cau t ion  should 
be exercised i n  at tempt ing t o  compare the  data i n  
t h i s  1981 r e p o r t  w i t h  e a r l i e r  data o r  w i t h  more 
c u r r e n t  data. 

I n  add i t i on ,  spec ia l  care must be taken when 
comparing the  data i n  t h i s  1981 volume w i t h  
previous e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  ser ies.  
events a f fec ted  the  1981 data: there  were major 
changes i n  c l a s s i f y i n g  the  data (=, ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s  were moved from the  c r im ina l  caseload 

Two major 

t o  the  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  category);  and the 
T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  

%b? Both o f  these f a c t o r s  w i l l  be 
e o r t i n  was used f o r  t he  f i r s t  t ime i n  coding 

discussed i n  g rea ter  d e t a i l  l a t e r  i n  t h i s  
in t roduc t ion .  
data a re  t h e  most comparable o f  the  ser ies.  

S u f f i c e  i t  t o  say t h a t  the 1981 

Data c o l l e c t i o n  

Data sources. The sources of  data f o r  the  tab les  
presented i n  t h i s  se r ies  a re  the  publ ished annual 
repo r t s  provided by the  s ta tes  and unpublished 
s t a t i s t i c a l  mater ia l  requested o f ,  and suppl ied 
by s t a t e  c o u r t  admin is t ra to rs  and appe l la te  c o u r t  
c le rks .  (Appendix B o f  t h i s  r e p o r t  i d e n t i f i e s  

the  sources o f  data from each s ta te . )  Add i t iona l  
re levan t  in fo rmat ion  was secured from appropr iate 
personnel i n  each s ta te .  Telephone contac t  and 
f o l l  ow-up correspondence were used t o  co l  1 ec t 
miss ing  data, con f i rm the accuracy o f  ava i l ab le  
data, and determine the  l ega l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  
each cour t .  
the  number o f  judges per c o u r t  o r  cou r t  system 
( f rom annual reports,  o f f i c e s  o f  s t a t e  cou r t  
administrators,  and appe l la te  c l e r k s )  ; the  s t a t e  
popu la t ion  (based on Bureau o f  the  Census 1981 
rev i sed  estlmates); other 1981 demographic data 
( taken from the  S t a t i s t i c a l  Abstract  o f  the  
Uni ted States: 19818); and special  
c h a r a c t e r i s t k s  regarding subject  matter 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and cou r t  s t ruc tu re .  

underwent major rev i s ions  t o  r e f l e c t  
j u r i s d i c t f o n a l  changes i d e n t i f i e d  by the Trial 
Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  
Repor t i  np. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  data. A l l  s t a t e  c o u r t  
s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  prepared by CSIM s t a f f  were 
submitted f o r  review and v e r i f i c a t i o n  t o  the 
appropr ia te  s t a t e  cou r t  admin i s t ra to r ' s  o f f i ce .  
An add i t i ona l  check was provided through the  
cooperation o f  the  National Conference o f  
Appel late Court Clerks (NCACC), which I n v i t e d  
C S I M  s t a f f  t o  submit appe l la te  cou r t  data f o r  
revlew and v e r i f i c a t i o n  t o  the appropr late c l e r k  
o f  the appe l la te  cou r t  i n  each state.  This 
process a l so  included fol lowup by C S I M  s t a f f  
through telephone o r  l e t t e r  con tac t  w l t h  the 
s t a t e  personnel. All o f  the 53 s ta tes  and 
t e r r i t o r l e s  covered by t h i s  repo r t  v e r i f i e d  the  
data f o r  1981. F i n a l l y ,  the format, content, and 
l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  data tab les  have been reviewed and 
approved by the COSCA C S I S  Committee, which 
guides the  Court S t a t l s t l c s  and Informat ion 
Management Project .  

i n  t h i s  repor t ,  a g rea t  deal o f  e f f o r t  was 
expended by C S I M  P ro jec t  s t a f f  i n  c o l l e c t i n g  
missing data, whether from publ ished o r  a n c i l l a r y  
sources, i n  de f i n ing  terminology, and i n  
i d e n t i f y i n g  categor ies i n  which cases should be 
placed. I n  o ther  words, data contained i n  t h i s  
repo r t  cannot be rep l i ca ted  s o l e l y  from ava i l ab le  
publfshed mater ia l .  
extensive data-gathering e f f o r t ,  l a r g e  gaps 
remain i n  the  data co l lec ted .  

A1 though attempts t o  reconc i le  obvious 
discrepancies i n  repor ted  data were made, the 
CSIM P ro jec t  s t a f f  d i d  n o t  have the  resources t o  
assess the  under ly ing  v a l i d i t y  o r  accuracy o f  t he  
data received from the  states. For example, the  
publ ished cumulative case s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  
appe l la te  cour ts  o r  f o r  t r i a l  cour ts  f requent ly  
d i d  n o t  balance w i t h  repor ted  t o t a l s  w i t h i n  each 
category. 

Types o f  data included. As a r e s u l t  o f  the  f a c t  
t h a t  few s ta tes  repo r t  data su i tab le  f o r  a l l  
k inds  o f  p lanning and research purposes, and 
because most s ta tes  repo r t  on l y  c e r t a i n  types of 
data, the  NCSP i n i t i a l l y  chose t o  inc lude i n  the  
na t iona l  ser ies  on ly  those kinds o f  data t h a t  
e i t h e r  were already f a i r l y  w ide ly  ava i l ab le  o r  
cou ld  be made ava i l ab le  w l thout  r e q u l r l n g  undue 
e f f o r t .  Enough s ta tes  repor ted  t rend  data, 
caseload by category, number o f  reversals,  and 
t ime- to -d ispos i t ion  data t o  warrant I nc lus ion  of 
these top i cs  i n  t h i s  repor t ,  and some pre l im inary  

In fo rmat ion  was c o l l e c t e d  concerning 

Each s t a t e  p r o f i l e  and cou r t  system c h a r t  

I n  order t o  produce the s t a t l s t t c s  contained 

Yet, even a f t e r  t h i s  

8U.S. Bureau o f  the Census, S t a t i s t i c a l  
Abstract  o f  the  Uni ted States: 1981 fl ashi ngton, 
b.C.: U.S. Government P r i n t i n g  Of f l ce ,  1981). 

8U.S. Bureau o f  the Census. S t a t i s t i c a l  .... _ _  
Abstract  o f - t h e  Uni ted States: 1981 fl ashi ngton, 
b.C.: U.S. Government P r i n t i n g  Of f l ce ,  1981). 

6 



analyses can be made. For those s ta tes  n o t  
supply ing bas ic  data, "no t /ava i lab le"  e n t r i e s  i n  
the  sumnary tab les  draw a t t e n t i o n  t o  the  missing 
data. I n  the  past, a l l  data supp l ied  by a state,  
complete or not, were en tered  i n  the  sumnary 
tables.  Beginning i n  1979, on l y  data t h a t  a re  
complete (or a t  l e a s t  90% complete f o r  a case 
category) a re  displayed i n  t h e  sumnary tables. 
Th is  was done t o  f a c i l i t a t e  comparabi l i ty .  

Many cu r ren t  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  data, as 
i nd i ca ted  by footnotes i n  the  sumnary tables,  
must be considered be fore  summary tab les  can be 
cons t ruc ted  t o  make comparisons among cour ts  or 
states.  
o f  I n t e r s t a t e  data i n  1981 include: c o u r t  
organizat ion,  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 
d e f i n l t l o n ,  u n i t s  o f  count, completeness, 
accuracy, and r e p o r t i n g  periods. 

Var ia t ions  t h a t  l i m i t  t he  comparab i l i t y  

Var ia t ions  i n  r e p o r t i n g  periods. As i nd i ca ted  on 
p r o f i l e  headings and i n  F igure  A, most s ta tes  
r e p o r t  data by-calendar year; many r e p o r t  by 
f i s c a l  year, however, and a few r e p o r t  appe l la te  
c o u r t  data by c o u r t  term. Therefore, the  t ime 
spans covered i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  a re  n o t  always 
d i r e c t l y  comparable. 

r e p o r t i n g  per iods o f  approximately un i fo rm 
length,  the  s t a r t i n g  and ending dates f o r  the  
r e p o r t i n g  per iods vary bo th  w i t h i n  and among 
states.  D i f fe rences  i n  r e p o r t i n g  per iods have 
l l t t l e  e f f e c t  on cumulat ive data elements such as 
f i l i n g s  and d ispos i t ions ,  s ince  no mat te r  when 
the  r e p o r t i n g  pe r iod  began and ended, the  data 
cover one complete year. Pending data a re  

r e a t l y  a f fec ted ,  though, s ince  they represent a 
'snapshot" i n  t ime and can vary g r e a t l y  depending 
on when t h a t  snapshot was taken. F igure  A 
d isp lays  the  ac tua l  r e p o r t i n g  per iods f o r  a l l  
cou r t s  n o t  using the  calendar year  f o r  the  
r e p o r t i n g  period. 

A1 though data i nc l  uded i n t h i s  r e p o r t  cover 

Data d isp lay  

Case ca te  or c l a s s i f f c a t i o n s .  CSIM case 
-for t h i s  198r r e p o r t  a re  those 
chosen by the  C O X A  CSIS Committee f o r  i n c l u s i o n  
i n  the  Sta te  Court Mod;lDpnyal Repor:hand State 
Court Model S t a t i s t i c a  c t  onary. ese case 
ca tegor ies  appear as p r i n c i p a l  headings i n  the  
summary tab les  i n  P a r t  I, and i n  each s t a t e ' s  
system c h a r t  i n  Pa r t  I f .  The CSIM main headings 
are  ca tegor ies  used un i fo rm ly  f o r  a l l  the  
states.  For example, a s t a t e ' s  "app l i ca t i on  f o r  
leave t o  appeal" was c l a s s i f i e d  under the  CSIM 
category o f  "request t o  appeal" i n  a l l  tables.  
These appear, where appropr iate,  as footnotes t o  
the  summary tables.  

Format used. Summary Tables (Par t  I ) .  
Complete data from each s t a t e  p r o f i l e  were 
t rans fer red  i n t o  summary tab les  designed t o  
d i sp lay  the  k inds  o f  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  cou ld  be 
aggregated. 
two major sec t ions  (appe l l a te  and t r i a l )  t o  
r e f l e c t  the  two major l e v e l s  o f  courts. 

r e s o r t  ( t h e  f i n a l  c o u r t  o r  cou r t s  o f  appeal 
w i t h i n  a s t a t e )  and in te rmed ia te  appe l l a te  cou r t s  
( t he  cou r t  or cour ts  i n  which the  pr imary work i s  
the  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  i n i t i a l  appeals rece ived from 
t r i a l  cou r t s  o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  or 
admin i s t ra t i ve  agencies, and i n  which some 
decis ions are  sub jec t  t o  appeal or review by a 
c o u r t  o f  l a s t  reso r t ) .  For purposes o f  
d i sp lay ing  data, the  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  have 
been d i v ided  i n t o  two groups: those i n  s ta tes  
- w i t h  Intermediate appe l la te  cou r t s  and those i n  
s ta tes  w i  t hou t  intermediate appe l l  a t e  courts. 

The summary tab les  are  d i v ided  i n t o  

Appel late cour ts  inc lude bo th  cou r t s  o f  l a s t  

With few exceptions, t h i s  d i v i s i o n  convenient ly 
separates cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  according t o  
whether they have almost complete d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  s ta tes  
w i thou t  in te rmed ia te  appe l l a te  cou r t s  genera l l y  
have 1 i t t l e  or no d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  
a l though the re  are exceptions, such as V i r g i n i a  
and West V i rg in ia .  

For purposes o f  t h i s  repor t ,  a t r i a l  c o u r t  i s  
considered t o  be a c o u r t  of general j u r i s d i c t i o n  
i f  i t  meets one o f  the  f o l l o w i n g  c r i t e r i a :  

--The i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  considers It a general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  court .  

--Felony cases are  t r i e d  and fe lony  sentences 
glven f o r  a l l  types o f  fe lony  cases. 

--The m g e s  o f  the  c o u r t  a re  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  judges s i t t i n g  on temporary 
assignment. 

A l l  o the r  t r i a l  cou r t s  a re  c l a s s i f i e d  as 
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  

I n  the  1975 Annual Re o r t  t he  s ta tes  were 
arranged a l p h a b e d  sumnary tables.  
I n  1976 the  t r i a l  cour ts  hand l ing  c r im ina l  cases 
were grouped according t o  the  way i n  which 
c r im ina l  cases were counted i n  each cour t .  I n  
the  1979 repor t ,  a f u r t h e r  evo lu t i on  i n  the  
grouping o f  s ta tes  has been added t o  a l l  t r i a l  
cou r t  case type  tab les  (except j u v e n i l e )  i n  o rder  
t o  place together  those cour ts  t h a t  have s i m i l a r  
sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  T r i a l  c o u r t  case 
type tab les  are  a l so  arranged i n  t h i s  volume as 
fol lows: 

Complete s t a t e  data: 
1. Exclusive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  States 

2. Not exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

where one c o u r t  has exc lus ive  case type 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

States where two or more cou r t s  have 
case type j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Incomplete s t a t e  data: 
3. States where one or more cou r t s  have 

case type j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  b u t  complete 
data are n o t  repor ted  by one or more 
courts. 

Footnotes. Standard foo tno te  headings 
spec i f y ing  the  completeness and q u a l i t y  o f  t he  
data are used on a l l  summary tab les  and w i l l  
cont inue t o  be used i n  the  Annual Re ort ser ies.  
I f  more in fo rmat ion  on the  d d  i n  the  
summary tab les  i s  needed, the  user should con tac t  
t h i s  p r o j e c t  a t  the  Nat ional  Center f o r  S ta te  
Courts t o  ob ta in  ln fo rmat lon  concernfng 
i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  s t a t i s t l c a l  p r o f i l e s .  

Court system char t s  (Pa r t  11). A f t e r  the  
1981 case data ava i l ab le  from each s t a t e  were 
c l a s s i f i e d ,  a p r o f i l e  o f  t he  cou r t s  i n  each s t a t e  
was constructed. See Appendix C f o r  a p ro to type 
o f  the  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  used i n  the  1981 data 
co l l ec t i on .  These s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  a re  no 
longer  pub l i shed i n  these volumes. They now 
serve as worksheets f o r  compi la t ion  o f  t he  data 
base. Each s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t  f o r  1981 
dep ic ts  the  organ iza t ion  o f  t he  c o u r t  system 
w i t h i n  the  s ta te ,  t he  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and rou te  o f  
appeal f o r  each cour t .  t he  number o f  judges, and 
in fo rmat ion  on the  types o f  t r l a l s .  
become P a r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  repor t .  

These cha r t s  

Data i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

Several devices a re  used i n  the  sumnary 
tab les  f o r  analyzing the  caseload data. 
measures se lec ted  f o r  use vary according t o  the  
data being analyzed and a re  exp la ined i n  the  face 
sheets accompanying each group o f  sumnary tab les  

The 
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FIGURE A: 
Reporting periods for state courts not using the calendar year 1981. 

Report ing Period 

State 7/01/80- 9/01/80- 10/01/80- 
6/30/81 8/31/81 9/30/81 

A1 abama A l l  cour ts  
A1 aska A l l  cour ts  
Ca l i  f o r n i  a A l l  cour ts  
Colorado A l l  cour ts  
Connecticut A l l  cour ts  
Del aware A l l  cour ts  
Georgia A l l  courts,  except Supreme Court 

Hawaii A l l  cour ts  
Kansas A l l  cour ts  
Kentucky A l l  cour ts  
Maryland A l l  cour ts  
Ma ssac huset t s A l l  t r i a l  cour ts  A1 1 appe l la te  cour ts  
M i  ch i  gan A l l  cour ts  except Court 

o f  Appeals 
Missouri A l l  cour ts  
Montana Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace 

Court, C i t y  Court, 
and Municipal Court 

Mor kmen ' s Compensa t i on 
Court 

Court, and Municipal  
Court 

t he  Georgia Court 
o f  Appeals 

Nebraska 

New Hampshire D i s t r i c t  Court, Probate 

New Jersey A l l  cour ts  
New Mexico A l l  cour ts  
North Carol ina Superior Court Supreme Court 

Puerto Rico A l l  cour ts  
Rhode Is land Supreme Court 
South Dakota A l l  cour ts  
Utah A l l  cour ts  except t h e  

Vermont A l l  cour ts  

Supreme Court 

D i s t r i c t  Court 

Supreme Court and 
Juven i le  Court 

under headings such as disposed cases as a 
percent  o f  f i l e d  cases, end pending cases as a 
percent o f  f i l e d  cases, number and percent change 
i n  pending caseload, f i l e d  cases per u n i t  of 
populat ion,  and f i l e d  and disposed cases per 
judge . 
t o t a l s  a re  found on Tables 1 and 12. An 
exp lanat ion  o f  t he  es t imat ion  procedure can be 
found i n  Appendix A. 

I n  add i t ion ,  est imates o f  na t iona l  caseload 

Cont inuing development o f  the  se r ies  

p r o d u c t . d a t u r e  o f  t h i s  newly 
developing sclence o f  gathering, r e p o r t i n g  and 
ana lyz ing  s t a t e  c o u r t  data, add i t i ons  and 
ref inements w i l l  be a f a s t  o f  l i f e  i n  successive 
volumes o f  the  ser ies.  Between 1975 and 1976, 
the  amount o f  data contained i n  the  r e p o r t  was 
g r e a t l y  increased by the  i n c l u s i o n  o f  data from 
a l l  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  I n  t h e  1979 
repor t ,  face sheets were added t o  the  sumnary 
tab les  t o  exp la in  the  type and depth o f  ana lys is  
considered by the  CSIM P ro jec t  t o  be meaningful, 
g iven  the  q u a l i t y  and completeness o f  the  data. 
I n  add i t ion ,  over h a l f  the  t r i a l  c o u r t  tab les  
were rearranged t o  group those s ta tes  i n  which 
case category data cou ld  be compared. 
rear rang i  ng w i  11 cont inue i n succeedi ng vol umes. 
As more i s  learned about the  q u a l i t y  o f  t he  data, 
more s p e c i f i c  suggestions w i l l  be given f o r  t h e i r  

The Annual Re o r t  se r ies  i s  an evo lv ing  

This 

proper use, along w i t h  warnings t o  he lp  avo id  
t h e i r  abuse. Figure B presents a h e l p f u l  
cross-reference t o  sumnary tab les  i n  previous 
e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  ser ies.  This w i l l  a s s i s t  the  
user t o  l oca te  s i m i l a r  in fo rmat ion  t h a t  may have 
been rearranged on the  summary tab les  over the  
years. 

I t  i s  important t o  the  long-term improvement 
o f  the s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies  t h a t  these e a r l y  
volumes i n  the  ser ies  be c i r c u l a t e d  w ide ly  enough 
t o  encourage reader/user ideas and comentary,  
and t h a t  they be used as a veh ic le  f o r  developing 
so lu t i ons  t o  problems encountered dur ing  the 
s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies  product ion process. As each 
successive volume i s  published, the CSIM P ro jec t  
can consider the feedback subsequently rece ived 
from users of the  documents, thereby f u r t h e r  
enhancing succeeding volumes. During t h i s  
process, the  a v a i l a b i l i t y  t o  f u t u r e  researchers 
o f  successive-year data compi lat ions w i l l  
preserve complete t ime ser ies  informat ion.  The 
drawbacks occasioned by l i m i t a t i o n s  I n  data 
c u r r e n t l y  ava i l ab le  are g r e a t l y  outweighed by the  
importance o f  having data ava i l ab le  f o r  a l l  years 
i n  a cont inu ing  s t a t i s t f c a l  series. 

I t  should a l so  be pointed ou t  t h a t  f o r  the  
t h i r d  year, the  data contained i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  a re  
ava i l  able i n  computer-readable form. 
f i v e  data sets: appe l la te  caseload, t r i a l  
caseload, c r im ina l  d isposl  t ions ,  c i v i  1 
d ispos i t ions ,  and t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
d ispos i t ions .  These data sets were used t o  
cons t ruc t  32 o f  the 42 sumnary tables.  

There are  

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

Correspond1 ng tab1 e numbers f o r  p rev ious  repo r t s  

1980 - 1979 - 1978 - 1977 - 1976 - 1975 - 
1981 APPELLATE COURT SUmARY TABLES: 

1. Caseload est imates 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2. To ta l  repor ted  caseload 2 2 2 2 2 2 
3. Caseload ca tegor ies  f o r  COLR 5 3 3 3 3 3 
4. Caseload Categories f o r  IAC's 6 4 4 4 4 4 
5. C i v i l  and c r im ina l  appeals and 19 11 8 8 5 5 

6. C i v i l  and c r im ina l  appeals and 20 12 9 9 6 6 

7. COLR w / I A C  caseload 7-1 0 5,6 5 5 7 7 
8. COLR w/out I A C  caseload 11 -14 7.8 6 6 8 8 
9. I A C  caseload 15-18 9.10 7 7 9 9 -- Number o f  c o u r t  opinions 10  10 10  
10. Time i n t e r v a l  data 21 13 10 11 11 11 
11. H l s t o r i c a l  f i l i n g  data 14, 15 11, 12 12, 13 12, 13 12 

requests t o  appeal f o r  COLR 

requests t o  appeal f o r  IAC's 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~~~ 

1981 T R I M  COURT SUWMRY TABLES: 

12. Caseload est lmates 16 13 14  14 13 
13. Reported t o t a l  c i v i l  t r l a l  caseload 17-1 9 14-1 6 15-1 7 15 14  
14. Reported t o t a l  c r lm lna l  t r i a l  caseload 17-19 14-1 6 15-1 7 15 14  
15. Reported t o t a l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

t r i a l  caseload 17-1 9 14-1 6 15-1 7 15 14 
16. Reported t o t a l  j u v e n i l e  t r i a l  caseload 17-1 9 14-16 15-1 7 15 14 

17. C i v i l  f l l e d  and disposed 20 17 18 16 15 
18. Composition o f  c i v i l  general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  f i l i n g s  28 18 19 17 16 
19. Composition o f  c l v i l  general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  d i spos i t i ons  28 19 20 1 8  17 
20. Tort .  contract ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and small c la ims caseload 23-26 20-23 21 -24 19-22 18-21 
21. Domestic r e l a t i o n s  caseload 29 27 24 25 23 22 

22. Es ta te  caseload 30 28 25 26 24 23 
23. Mental h e a l t h  caseload 31 29 26 27 25 24 
24. C i v i l  appeals caseload 30 27 28 26 25 
25. C i v i l  t r i a l s  48 47 29 27 26 
26. Cr lminal  f i l e d  and disposed 31 28 30 28 27 

27. Cmposi t i o n  o f  c r lm ina l  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  f 11 ings  34 29 31 29 28 

28. Compost t i o n  o f  c r im ina l  genera1 

29. Felony, misdemeanor and DWI/DUI 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

j u r i s d l c t i o n  d i spos i t i ons  34 30 32 30 29 

casel  oad 35.36 32-34.41 31 -33.40 33-35.42 31 -33.40 30-32.39 
30. C r i m l  na l  appeal s casel  oad 37 36 38 36 35 
31. Pre l lm lnary  hear ing  proceedings 36 35 37 35 34 

32. Type o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  f o r  c r im ina l  cases 38 37 39 37 36 
33. C r l m i  na l  tri a1 s 39.48 38.47 40 38 37 
34. T r a f f l d o t h e r  v i o l a t l o n  f i l e d  and 

disposed 40 39 41 39 38 
35. Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  caseload 35 34 36 34 33 
36. Type o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  f o r  t r a f f i c /  

o the r  v i o l a t i o n  cases 43 42 44 41 40 

37. T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  t r i a l s  48 47 45 42 41 
38. Juven i le  f i l e d  and disposed 42 44 43 46 43 42 
39. Cr lmlnal  -type p e t i t i o n  caseload 45 44 47 44 43 
40. Status p e t i t i o n  caseload 46 45 48 45 44 
41. Ch i l d -v i c t im  p e t i t l o n  47 46 49 46 45 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

42. H i s t o r l c a l  f i l i n g  data 49.50 48.49 50,51 47.48 46 

I A C  = Intermediate Appel late Court 
COLR - Court  o f  Las t  Resort 
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year, Tables 1, 10-12, 25, 32-33, 36-37, and 42 
were s t i l l  compiled by hand. This number should 
be reduced i n  f u t u r e  years. 

Tlie j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide has a f fec ted  several 
aspects o f  sumnary t a b l e  p repara t ion  f o r  the  
t r i a l  cour ts  i n  t h i s  volume. Most o f  these w i l l  
be discussed i n  the  face sheet accompanying each 
summary table.  One change, however, permeates 
almost a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload sumnary tables.  
It became c l e a r  t h a t  pending data a re  measured 
d i f f e r e n t l y  among the states. This I s  evidenced, 
f o r  example, by the  f a c t  t h a t  i n  some s ta tes  the  
beg in  pending f i g u r e  f o r  1981 does n o t  equal the  
end pending f i g u r e  f o r  1980, wh i l e  i n  o ther  
s ta tes  those f i g u r e s  are  equal. 
s i t ua t i ons ,  the  sum o f  begin pending cases and 
new f i l i n g s  does n o t  equal t he  sum o f  
d i spos i t i ons  and end pending cases. Several 
p rac t i ces  may exp la in  these discrepancies l e  

u n t i l  such discrepancies can be explained, the  

I n  y e t  o ther  

how f requen t l y  a re  pending cases purged), an $-I 

COSCA-CSIS comnittee approved a p lan  which would 
cont inue the repo r t i ng  o f  pending data, y e t  no 
longer present desc r ip t i ve  s t a t i s t t c s  using such 

change I n  pending s t a t t s t i c s )  i n  the  

The process o f  b u i l d i n g  toward meaningful 
data summary (9 t a  les.  

s t a t i s t i c s  takes t ime.  Concurrently w i t h  
expanding and r e f i n i n g  the  Annual Re o r t  na t iona l  
s t a t i s t i c a l  series, the  C S I l E f 5 d h  
encourage movement toward qual t t y  and p rec i s ion  
i n  s t a t e  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s .  The necessar i ly  
long-term nature o f  t h i s  evol u t i ona ry  process 
w i l l  con t r i bu te  g r e a t l y  t o  year- to-year 
improvements and enhancements o f  the  s t a t i s t t c a l  
ser ies.  Given the  complextty o f  the problems 
be ing  faced, buf l d t n g  toward comparabil i ty, 
q u a l i t y  assurance, and appropr ia te  d e t a i l  i s  a 
necessary tncremental process. It I s  I n  t h i s  
l i g h t  t h a t  the CSIM P ro jec t  presents the  data and 
ana lys is  contained i n  the  Annual Report, 1981. 
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Part I 
1981 State court caseload summary statistics 

Appellate court summary statistics 

I n  t h i s  sect ion,  tab les  are  presented t o  show 
the  caseload o f  appe l l a te  cou r t s  i n  1981. 
Appel late cour ts  a re  subdivided i n t o  cour ts  o f  
l a s t  r e s o r t  ( t h e  f i n a l  cou r t  o f  appeal w i t h i n  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e )  and in te rmed ia te  appe l la te  cou r t s  
(cour ts  whose primary work i s  t he  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  
i n i t i a l  appeals rece ived from t r i a l  cour ts  of  gen- 
e r a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  admin i s t ra t i ve  agencies, and 
whose decis ions are  usua l l y  sub jec t  t o  appeal o r  
review by a c o u r t  o f  l a s t  reso r t ) .  For purposes 
o f  data presentat ion,  I n  some tables,  the  cour ts  
o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  have been d i v ided  f u r t h e r  i n t o  
cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  s ta tes  w i t h  intermediate 
appe l la te  cou r t s  and cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  
s ta tes  w i thou t  intermediate appe l la te  courts.  

Data presented i n  the  f o l  1 owl ng tab1 es are  
compiled f r o m  a l l  data t h a t  are ava i lab le ,  bo th  i n  
annual repo r t s  and i n  unpublished data provided by 
i n d i v i d u a l  appe l l a te  c o u r t  c l e r k s  and s t a t e  c o u r t  
administrators.  

Three f a c t o r s  r e s t r i c t  comparab i l i t y  from 
s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  o f  these appe l la te  c o u r t  caseload 
data. 
va r ia t i ons  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  and v a r i a t i o n s  
I n  the way cases are  counted. 

Major v a r i a t i o n  f r o m  s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  i n  c o u r t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  among appe l la te  cour ts  r e s u l t s  from 
the k i n d  and amount o f  d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over i n i t i a l  appeals granted t o  cou r t s  o f  l a s t  re -  
s o r t  and t o  in te rmed ia te  appe l la te  courts.  States 
having bo th  l e v e l s  o f  appe l la te  cour ts  genera l l y  
d i r e c t  t he  more d i f f i c u l t  appeals t o  the  c o u r t  o f  
l a s t  reso r t ,  b u t  these are  n o t  necessar i l y  the  same 
types o f  cases i n  every state.  S im i la r l y ,  t r i a l  
cour ts  o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  some s ta tes  have 
inc iden ta l  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  These cour ts  
may rece ive  a l a r g e  p o r t i o n  o f  the  i n i t i a l  appeals, 
wh i l e  o ther  s ta tes  t h a t  do n o t  assign appe l la te  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  w i l l  
have a l l  o f  t h e i r  appeals heard i n  the  appe l la te  
courts. I n  these states,  t he  appe l l a te  cou r t s  
w i l l  have a much h igher  f i l i n g  ra te ,  b u t  n o t  
necessar i l y  more workload than i n  those s ta tes  
where appeals a re  heard I n  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  
courts. Another v a r i a t i o n  i n  appe l l a te  c o u r t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  i n  the  amount o f  d i s c r e t i o n  i n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  granted t o  the court .  

The second major v a r i a t i o n  i n  appe l l a te  c o u r t  
data a r i ses  i n  the  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  cases. Some 
cour ts  r e p o r t  on l y  t o t a l  f i l i n g s  w i t h  no 
i n d i c a t i o n  as t o  the  types o f  cases inc luded or 
the  p ropor t i on  o f  the  caseload each type accounts 
fo r .  Other cou r t s  r e p o r t  on l y  what they have 
designated as appeals. S t i l l  o ther  cour ts  
c l a s s i f y  a l l  types o f  cases by case category. 
Often d e f i n i t i o n s  are  n o t  given f o r  t he  case 
categor ies.  The types o f  cases c l a s s i f i e d  as 
appeals present a d i f f i c u l t  problem. 
b a i l  pending appeal, requests f o r  delayed appeal, 

These a re  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  

Requests f o r  

and p e t i t i o n s  t o  s tay  the  lower c o u r t  r u l i n g  pend- 
i n g  appeal genera l l y  a re  n o t  considered appeals, 
b u t  a re  counted as such i n  some courts.  The ap- 
peals caseload w i l l  be i n f l a t e d  i n  these states.  
Comparison o f  appe l la te  caseload i s  d i f f i c u l t  be- 
cause o f  these k inds  o f  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  the  Glass i -  
f i c a t i o n  o f  the  cases being counted. 

data r e s u l t s  from d i f fe rences  i n  the  p o i n t  a t  
which cases are counted, and how they are  
counted. Some cour ts  count cases as soon as the  
n o t i c e  o f  appeal i s  f i l e d  w h i l e  o thers  count them 
a t  a l a t e r  event, such as the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  record  
o r  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  appe l l an t ' s  b r i e f .  
may i n f l a t e  o r  d e f l a t e  t h e i r  caseload by the  way 
they count appeals o f  c r im ina l  conv ic t ions  f o r  two 
or more defendants, by whether cross appeals a re  
counted as separate cases, and by the  way they 
count appeals granted through d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Courts with d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  sometimes r e p o r t  t he  t o t a l  number o f  
cases f i l e d  w i thout  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  between 
mandatory and d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases; o r  
they separate mandatory and d i sc re t i ona ry  cases 
f i l e d  b u t  do n o t  i n d i c a t e  the  number o f  requests 
f o r  d i sc re t i ona ry  review granted; o r  they provide 
separate data for mandatory cases, d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i  s d i c t l o n  granted, and d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  denied; o r  they combine mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases and cases accepted f o r  review, 
b u t  r e p o r t  separately the  t o t a l  number o f  p e t i -  
t i o n s  f o r  review f i l e d ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  double count- 
i n g  o f  granted p e t i t f o n s  f o r  review. 

I n  t r y i n g  t o  deal w i t h  these many v a r i a t i o n s  
i n  case data, the  Court  S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  
Management P ro jec t  has presented as much 
in fo rma t ion  as poss ib le  about the  caseload. The 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t  i s  o u t l i n e d  b r i e f l y  i n  
the  c o u r t  system c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  l oca ted  i n  
Par t  I 1  o f  t h i s  repor t .  Because the  dec id ing  o f  
appeals I s  the  pr imary func t i on  o f  the  appe l la te  
courts,  data on appeals should be separated from 
data on procedural matters.  The s i g n i f i c a n t  
d i f f e rences  I n  the  d e f i n i t i o n  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
o f  cases i n  appe l la te  cou r t s  have l e d  the  CSIM 
f t a f f  t o  de f ine  appe l l a te  caseload t o  inc lude as 
cases' any appeal, any o r i g i n a l  proceeding, any 

request t o  appeal, o r  any sentence review on ly  
case. 

The appe l la te  tab les  t h a t  f o l l o w  (Numbers 1 
through 11) a re  sequenced from the  presenta t ion  o f  
general data t o  more s p e c i f i c  a n a l y t i c a l  tables.  
The tab les  present general caseload, var ious anal-  
yses o f  caseload, c i v i l  and c r im ina l  break-downs, 
and t ime- to -d ispos i t ion  o f  appeals. 
(Table 11) presents a 7-year t rend  i n  f i l i n g s  f o r  
those s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  t o t a l  case data f o r  5 o r  
more years. 

The f i n a l  v a r i a t i o n  i n  appe l l a te  c o u r t  case 

Courts 

The l a s t  t a b l e  
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TABLE 1 : Reported and estimated national caseload for courts of last resort, intermediate 
appellate courts, and all appellate courts, 1981. 

Variations i n court organization: 

All 50 s t a t e s ,  the District  of Columbia, and 
Puerto Rico have courts of l a s t  resort. Oklahoma 
a n d  Texas have two courts of l a s t  resort ,  one 
that hears c iv i l  cases and one tha t  hears 
criminal cases. 

courts. Four of these s ta tes  have two 
intermediate appellate courts. 

Thirty-two s ta tes  have intermediate appellate 

variations i n  subject matter jurisdiction: 

Courts of l a s t  resort  i n  s ta tes  with 
intermediate appellate courts generally have wide 
discretion i n  sett ing the i r  agenda. Most appeals 
are heard as a matter of right by intermediate 
appellate courts and by courts of l a s t  resort  in 
s ta tes  without Intermediate appellate courts. 
(The courts of l a s t  resort  i n  Virginia and West 
Virginia are exceptions. 1 

s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  w l t h o u t  considering the mix of 
mandatory 'and discretionary appeals heard by each 
court, and  the variety of case types included i n  
the jurisdiction of each court. 

Total case figures are not comparable from 

Variations in case classification and definitions: 

Some s t a t e s  report total cases processed 
wfthout any indication of case type. Other 
s ta tes  include, i n  the i r  reported caseload, only 
appeals tha t  were decided on the merits. Some 
appellate courts include a l l  original 
proceedings, while others report no original 
proceedings. Some s ta tes  do not distinguish 
between cases and motions or  other procedural 
matters . 
1 ncl ude any appeal , or i  g i  nal proceedi ng , request 
to appeal, o r  sentence review only case. 

T h i s  report defines "appellate case" to 

Sources of data are found i n  Appendix B. 

Reported cases: 

The reported cases figures contain the 
retorted cases that were 100% complete w i t h  no 
" j  footnotes. These data can be found In Tables 
2, 3, and 4. 

Percent of population represented: 

State population figures used for  a l l  
appellate courts and courts of l a s t  resort  are 
from the revised 1981 Bureau of Census figures 
and total  232,668,000 f o r  the 50 s ta tes ,  the 
District  of Columbia and  Puerto Rico. Bureau of 
Census estimates for the population of  the 32 
s ta tes  w i t h  intermediate appellate courts i n  1981 
totaled 199,838,000. 

Estimated to ta l s  from Appendix A: 

These figures represent the estimated data 
from those s ta tes  who reported less  than complete 
data. 
Appendix A. 

The estimating equations can be found i n  

Estimated national totals:  

Estimated national to ta l s  for 1981 are the 
cumulative to t a l s  of a l l  reported data that were 
complete, plus the estimated d a t a  f o r  each s t a t e  
not reporting complete data. 
"All appellate courts" i s  the sum of estimated 
national t o t a l s  from "courts of l l las t  resort" and 
"1 ntermediate appell a te  courts. 
used to  estimate incomplete or  missing data i s  
discussed i n  Appendix A. 

Estimated cases per judge: 

number of cases f l led  and disposed for each 
appellate judge. 

courts i n  1981 : 353 in courts of l a s t  resort ,  
and 618 in intermediate appellate courts. The 
estimated national to ta l s  in each of the 
categories were divided by the number of judges 
serving that level of court. 

Estimated cases per 100,000 population: 

frequency with which cases are fi led and disposed 
i n  appellate courts. 

calculated by dividing the estimated national 
t o t a l s  by the appropriate population figure, 
2.326.68 for  a l l  appellate courts and for courts 
o f  l a s t  resort ,  and 1,998.38 for intermediate 
appellate courts. 

Examples of appropriate uses and techniques: 

to the estimates of  total volume of cases f i l ed  
and disposed i n  t r i a l  courts in Table 13 t o  
indicate how frequently cases are appealed t o  
appellate courts. 
t o  the caseload of federal appellate courts t o  
indicate the proportion of  appellate cases t h a t  
are heard i n  the s t a t e  court systems. 

Limitations on use: 

rough estimates of  overall national to ta l s ,  b u t  
due to the small sample size th i s  has been done 
without regard to definitions of case categories 
and units of count. The national estimates 
contained i n  t h i s  report should be viewed only as 
"ball-park" estimates, a n d  not the exact volume 
of cases i n  s t a t e  courts. 

This figure for 

The procedure 

This measure i s  used to  indicate the average 

There were 971 judges assigned t o  appellate 

This measure i s  used t o  indicate the 

Estimated cases per 100,000 population were 

The estimates of total  volume can be compared 

These figures may be compared 

Data have been aggregated in order to make 
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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 est imated caseload Fi 1 ed Disposed 

A l l  appe l l a te  cour ts  
........................................ 123,767 Reported cases 120,805 

Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  complete data 40 39 
Percent of popu la t ion  represented by complete data .... ............................. 185,000 Estimated na t iona l  t o t a l s  191,000 

Reported cases ........................................ 49,787 49,569 
Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  complete data .............. 42 42 
Percent o f  popu la t ion  represented by complete data .... 
Estimated t o t a l s  from Appendix A ...................... 15,540 16,251 
Estimated na t i ona l  t o t a l s  ............................. 65,000 66,000 

Reported cases ....................................... 96.1 52 
Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  complete data .............. 26 25 
Percent o f  popu la t ion  represented by complete data .... 
Estimated t o t a l s  from Appendix A ...................... 30,010 32,373 
Estimated na t iona l  t o t a l s  ............................. 126,000 119,000 

.............. 
66% 6 5% 

Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

74% 7 4% 

Intermediate appe l l a te  cour ts  
86,824 

71 % 6 9% 

Estimated cases per judge 

A l l  appe l la te  cou r t s  .................................. 197 191 
Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  184 187 
Intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  204 193 

A l l  appe l l a te  cour ts  .................................. 82 79 
Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  ................................. 28 28 
Intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  ......................... 63 59 

................................. ......................... 
Estimated cases per 100,000 popu la t ion  

Note: Reported cases f o r  a l l  appe l la te  cou r t s  i s  
l e s s  than the  sum o f  repor ted  cases for 
cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and in te rmed ia te  
appe l l a te  cour ts  due t o  the  f a c t  t h a t  
s ta tes  w i t h  more than one appe l la te  c o u r t  
had t o  repo r t  complete data f o r  a l l  i t s  
appe l l a te  cou r t s  I n  order f o r  t h i s  t a b l e  
t o  d isp lay  t o t a l  s t a t e  appe l la te  caseload. 

A s t a t e  w i t h  one cou r t  repo r t i ng  complete 
data, and one c o u r t  r e p o r t i n g  incomplete 
data w i l l  n o t  be repor ted  i n  " A l l  appe l la te  
courts' '  b u t  w i l l  have the  complete data 
from the  one cou r t  repor ted  i n  the  
appropr ia te  sec t ion  (i.e. , e i t h e r  "Courts 
of 1 a s t  r e s o r t "  or " lntermedi a t e  appe l la te  
cour ts "  I .  
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TABLE 2: Reported appellate court caseload for all appellate courts, 1981. 

Var la t lons  I n  c o u r t  organlzat lon:  

o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  ( the  f i n a l  c o u r t  o f  appeal w i t h i n  
a p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e )  and Intermediate appe l la te  
courts.  
these appe l l a te  c o u r t  types I n t o  one s t a t e  f lgure .  

(1.e.. Alabama, New York, Pennsylvania and 
Tennessee) have two 1 ntennediate appe l l  a te  
courts,  and two s ta tes  (&, Oklahoma and Texas) 
have two cour ts  o f  l a s t  resor t .  Two cour ts  a t  
any appe l l a te  l e v e l  i nd l ca tes  special  I t a t i o n  o f  
c l v l l  and c r im ina l  law. 

Appel late cour ts  a re  subdlv lded i n t o  cour ts  

Thls t a b l e  combines data f o r  bo th  o f  

It should a l so  be noted t h a t  f o u r  s ta tes  

Var la t ions  I n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d l c t t o n :  

I n  some states,  t r i a l  c o u r t s ' o f  general 
j u r l s d i c t i o n  have Inc iden ta l  appe l l a te  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  These cour ts  may rece lve  a l a rge  
p o r t i o n  o f  the  l n l t i a l  appeals. Other states,  
however, t h a t  do n o t  assign appe l la te  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts  w i l l  
have a l l  appeals heard i n  appe l la te  courts.  I n  
these states,  t he  appe l la te  cour ts  might have a 
much h igher  f l l i n g  ra te ,  b u t  n o t  necessar i l y  more 
workload than those s ta tes  hear ing  appeals i n  
general j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts. 

Sources o f  data: 

A l l  appe l la te  cour ts  repor ted  a t  l e a s t  some 
caseload inventory  data f o r  1981. 

Data presented i n  t h i s  and the  f o l l o w i n g  
tab les  were compiled from both  annual repo r t s  and 
unpublished data provided by i n d l v i d u a l  appe l l a te  
c o u r t  c l e r k s  and s t a t e  cou r t  administrators.  The 
sources o f  data f o r  each c o u r t  are shown I n  
Appendix 6. 

Reported na t lona l  t o t a l s :  

The repor ted  na t iona l  t o t a l  s t nc l  ude on ly  
data from s ta tes  r e p o r t l n g  complete data i n  the  
Inventory  ca tegor ies  f o r  a l l  appe l la te  cou r t s  i n  
the  s ta te .  

Number o f  s ta tes  repor t lng :  

Only those s ta tes  t h a t  repor ted  complete data 
f o r  a l l  appe l la te  cour ts  a re  inc luded I n  t h l s  
table.  The term "s ta te"  i n  t h l s  and fo l l ow ing  
tab les  includes the  50 states,  the  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, and Puerto Rlco. 

Percent o f  popu la t ion  represented: 

S ta te  populat lons used f o r  "a1 1 appe l la te  
cour ts "  a re  the  rev lsed 1981 Bureau o f  Census 
f i gu res  and t o t a l  232,562,000 f o r  t he  50 states,  
the  D i s t r l c t  o f  Columbia, and Puerto Rico. 

Appropr late analyses: 

s t a t j s t i c  ind ica tes  how we l l  a l l  the  appe l la te  
cour ts  I n  a s t a t e  a re  dlsposing o f  cases t h a t  a re  
f i l e d .  This f i g u r e  may be somewhat dependent on 
the  number o f  appe l la te  judges, the  number o f  law 
c l e r k s  and o ther  support ing personnel, the  amount 
o f  d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and the types o f  
cases t h a t  can be appealed. A f i g u r e  l e s s  than 
100% ind l ca tes  t h a t  t he  s t a t e  appe l la te  cour ts  
a re  n o t  keeping up w i t h  t h e i r  caseload. A 
s t a t i s t i c  g rea ter  than 100% ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  
cour ts  a re  reducing t h e l r  pending caseload. 

Disposed as a percent o f  f i l e d .  Thls 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Comparisons should n o t  be made among s ta tes  
be fore  checking f o r  s l m l l a r t  t i e s  and d l f fe rences  
among the  s ta tes  I n  the c o u r t  system char ts  I n  
Par t  11. When comparlng the  number o f  appeals 
f i l e d  and dlsposed among states,  a l so  consider 
the  percent o f  the  appeals t h a t  are d i  sc re t lonary  (k, the  number o f  requests t o  appeal handled 
by each s ta te ) ;  the number o f  appe l la te  cour ts  i n  
the  state;  whether there  i s  an Intermedlate 
appe l l a te  cou r t  i n  the  s ta te ;  and the  ex ten t  t o  
which some appeals are heard a t  the  t r i a l  l eve l .  
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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 . 

A1 abama ....................... 
A1 aska ........................ 
Arizona ....................... 
Arkansas ...................... 
C a l i f o r n i a  .................... 
Colorado ...................... 
Connecticut ................... 
Delaware ...................... 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia .......... 
F l o r i d a  ....................... 
Georgia ....................... 
Hawaii ........................ 
Idaho ......................... 
I 1  1 i noi  s ...................... 
Indiana ....................... 
Iowa .......................... 
Kansas ........................ 
Kentucky ...................... 
Louisiana ..................... 
Maine ......................... 
Mary1 and ..................... 
Massachusetts4 ................ 
Michigan ...................... 
Minnesota ..................... 
Miss i ss ipp i  ................... 
Missouri ...................... 
Montana ...................... 
Neb r a  s k a i  ..................... 
Nevada ........................ 
New Hamshire ................. 

A1 1 appel l  a t e  cou r t s  

Eegi n End 
pending F i  1 ed D i  sposed pending 

1. 3521 2. 5231 2. 5431’ 1. 3321 
847 755 863 739 

1. 758 3. 579 3. 271 2. 066 
544 1. 614 1. 549 609 

1. 610 2. 239 2. 192 1. 657 

278 . 337 348 267 
1. 256’ 1. 663 1. 313 1. 6061 
9. 038 15. 251 15. 198 9. 113 

3. 898 3.4101 
835 47 3 603 705 
6201 4351 3631 71 21 

5. 843 8. 238 7. 951 6. 130 
500 1.807 1. 804 503 

19. 452 19. 439 

7444 

Disposed 
as a 

percent  o f  
f i l e d  

1 01 %i 
114% 

91 % 
96% 

1 om 

~~ 

Number o f  
cou r t s  

Last  I n t e r -  
r e s o r t  mediate 

1 2 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 

98% 

103% 
79% 

100% 

1 1 
1 1 
1 0 
1 0 
1 1 

127% 
8 3%’ 
97% 

100% 

1 1 
1 1 
1 0 
1 1 
1 1 

1. 168 2. 187 2. 173 1. 247 
992 1. 359 1. 378 956 

1. 437 3. 302 3. 433 1. 306 
6. 215 5. 499 

407 576 608 375 

99% 
101% 
104% 
89% 

106% 

1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 0 

431 2. 535 2. 756 21 0 

8. 267 7. 710 
1. 391 

429 1.010 

109% 

93% 

1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 0 
1 0 

2. 365 3. 892 
574 

3. 482 
51 5 

2. 775 

744 71 9 838 633 
244 482 41 6 31 0 

90% 
9 m  

117% 
86% 

1 1 
1 0 
1 0 
1 0 
1 0 

New Jersey .................... 
New Mexico .................... 
New York ...................... 
North Caro l ina ................ 
North Dakota .................. 

5. 4491 7. 9651 7. 264 6. 3441 
1. 115 1. 151 

14. 9651 14. 3201 
2. 6821 2. 397’ 

125 309 280 154 

103% 
96%i 
89161 
91 % 

1 1 
1 1 
1 2 
1 1 
1 0 

Ohio ......................... 10. 916 11. 322 104% 1 1 
Oklahoma; ..................... 2 1 
Oregon ........................ 4. 215 1 1 
Pennsyl vani a .................. 9. 9801 1 2 
Puerto Rico ................... 359 1. 469 1. 376 452 94% 1 0 
Rhode I s land  .................. 641 643 581 703 90% 1 0 

South Carol I na ................ 1. 035 81 0 78% 1 0 
South Dakota .................. 290 326 361 262 111% 1 0 
Tennessee ..................... 2. 608 2. 596 1 om 1 2 
Texas ......................... 6. 0 8 d  13. 5 6 d  10. 4 6 d  9. 180i 77x1 2 1 
Utah .......................... 698 577 83% 1 0 ....................... 0 Vermont 358 508 459 407 90% 1 

V i  r g i  n i a  ...................... 1. 041 2. 257 1. 935 1. 363 86% 1 0 
Washington 2. 886 3. 662 3. 306 3. 308 90% 1 1 
West V i  r g i  n i  a ................. 1. 178 1. 178 100% 1 0 
Wisconsin ..................... 1 . 411 3. 216 3. 167 1. 460 99% 1 1 
Wyoming ....................... 101 198 21 1 88 107% 1 0 

Reported nat ional  t o t a l s *  ..... 36. 682 125. 158 120. 923 37. 798 54 36 
Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng*  ... 27 40 39 26 
Percent o f  popul a t i  on 

represented* ................ 35% 66% 65% 34% 

.................... 
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TABLE 2: 
Reported appellate court caseload for all appellate courts, 1981. (continued) 

Note: For i n c l u s i o n  on t h l s  table,  a case i s  def ined 
as any appeal, o r i g l n a l  proceedlng, request t o  
appeal, o r  sentence revlew on ly  case. A l l  
ava i l ab le  data t h a t  are a t  l e a s t  9oX complete 
a re  entered i n  the  table,  and a l l  appropr iate 
ca l cu la t i ons  are  included. Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  unava l lab le  o r  
l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  the  ca l cu la t i ons  are 
Inappropr iate.  Data from Massachusetts and 
Nebraska are  e i t h e r  t o t a l l y  mlssing, o r  
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  incomplete. Since Oklahoma 
changed r e p o r t i n g  years dur ing  t h i s  period, 
t he re  are  no data ava l l ab le  f o r  1981. 

IData  are  incomplete: 
Alabama--Total s t a t e  cases do n o t  i nc lude  p e t i t i o n s  

disposed o f  i n  the  c l e r k ' s  o f f l c e  a t  the  d i r e c t l o n  
o f  the Court o f  Cr iminal  Appeals, o r  o r l g l n a l  
proceedings and requests t o  appeal from the  
Court o f  C i v i l  Appeals. 

Connecticut--Total s t a t e  d l  sposed f i g u r e  does n o t  
i nc l  ude o r i g i n a l  proceedings from the  Supreme 
Court, 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Pending data do n o t  inc lude 
d l s c l p l l n a r y  cases. 

Georgia--Total s t a t e  disposed f i g u r e  does n o t  
Inc lude the  m a j o r i t y  o f  requests t o  appeal i n  the  
Court o f  Appeals. 

Idaho--Total s t a t e  f i gu res  do n o t  inc lude requests 
t o  appeal i n  the  Supreme Court. 

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Total cases f l l e d  and 
pending do n o t  Inc lude a l l  requests t o  appeal. 

New York--State f i gu res  do n o t  I nc lude  o r l g l n a l  
proceedings I n  the  Court o f  Appeals, o r  
requests t o  appeal I n  the  Appe l la te  D iv j s jons  o f  
the  Supreme Court. 

North Carol ina--State f i gu res  do n o t  inc lude some 
o r l g l n a l  proceedlngs and some requests t o  
appeal i n  the  Supreme Court. 

Pennsylvania--State f i g u r e  does n o t  inc lude 
o r l g l n a l  proceedlngs I n  the  Supreme Court, o r  
requests t o  appeal and o r l g l n a l  proceedlngs 
i n the  Super1 o r  Court. 

Texas--State f i gu res  do no t  inc lude o r i g l n a l  
proceedlngs from the  Courts o f  Appeals. 

*Reported na t iona l  t o t a l s :  
The repor ted  na t iona l  t o t a l s  inc lude on ly  data f o r  

s ta tes  repo r t i ng  data i n  the  caseload category 
f o r  a l l  cour ts  i n  the s ta te .  Only complete data 
were inc luded i n  the  na t iona l  t o ta l s .  Figures 
marked w i t h  an "in footnote were n o t  inc luded i n  
the  to ta l s .  

Reported cases f o r  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and " a l l  
appe l la te  cour tsn  are  fran the  50 states,  the  
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, and Puerto Rico f o r  which 
complete data were avai lable.  Reported cases f o r  
intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  a re  from the  32 
s ta tes  w l t h  intermediate appe l la te  courts.  

*Percent o f  popul a t l o n  represented: 
S ta te  populat ions used f o r  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 

" a l l  appe l la te  cour ts "  a re  the  rev lsed 1981 
Bureau o f  Census estlmates and t o t a l  232,562,000 
f o r  the  50 states,  the  D l s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, and 
Puerto Rico. 

*Number o f  s ta tes  repor t ing :  
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TABLE 3: Detailed caseload categories for courts of last resort, 1981. 
TABLE 4: Detailed caseload categories for intermediate appellate courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  cou r t  organizat ion:  

Table 3 contains caseload inventory,  by case 
type, f o r  the cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  the  50 
states,  the D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, and Puerto Rico. 

Tab1 e 4 contains casel oad inventory  , by case 
type, f o r  the intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  i n  
the 32 s ta tes  t h a t  have in te rmed ia te  appe l la te  
courts. 

o r i g i n a l  proceedings, wh i l e  o thers  r e p o r t  none. 
Some s ta tes  do n o t  d i s t i n g u i s h  cases from 
procedural matters such as motions f o r  rehearing. 

C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  the  same type o f  proceeding 
va r ies  from s t a t e  t o  state.  For example, habeas 
corpus may be repor ted  as a separate category, o r  
i t  may be subsumed i n  appeals o r i g i n a l  
proceedings, o r  motions. 

Var ia t ions  i n  sub jec t  matter j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Major va r ia t i on ,  i n  sub jec t  mat te r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  resul ts, f rom the  k i n d  o f  
d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n  granted t o  cour ts  o f  
l a s t  r e s o r t  and t o  intermediate appe l la te  
courts. States having bo th  l e v e l s  o f  appe l la te  
cour ts  genera l l y  d i r e c t  the  most d i f f i c u l t  
appeals t o  the  cour ts  o f  l a s t  reso r t ,  b u t  these 
are n o t  necessar i l y  the  same types o f  cases i n  
every state.  

A1 though most cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  have 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over o r i g i n a l  proceedings, 
d i sc ip l i na ry ,  advisory op in ion  and request t o  
appeal cases, intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  
r a r e l y  hear these types o f  cases. 

These va r ia t i ons  i n  j u r i s d i c t i o n  make 
casel oad comparisons among appel 1 a t e  cour ts  
extremely d i f f i c u l t .  

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t i o n s :  

This r e p o r t  def ines "appe l la te  case" t o  
inc lude any appeal, o r i g i n a l  proceeding, request 
t o  appeal, o r  sentence review on ly  case, and 
where possible,  has placed each s t a t e ' s  case data 
w i t h i n  these case c lass i f i ca t i ons .  

Some s ta tes  r e p o r t  t o t a l  cases processed 
w i thout  any i n d i c a t i o n  as t o  the  type o f  
proceeding. 
caseload on ly  appeals t h a t  were decided on the  
meri ts.  

Other s ta tes  inc lude i n  t h e i r  

Some appe l la te  cour ts  inc lude a l l  

Sources o f  data f o r  each 
found i n  Appendix B. 

l a t e  c o u r t  a re  

Appropr iate analyses: 

Although these tab les  a re  designed p r i m a r i l y  
t o  d i sp lay  t o t a l  caseload data, they may a l so  be 
used f o r  some analysis.  Comparisons may be made 
between caseload f i gu res  o f  cour ts  o f  s i m i l a r  
type, f o r  example, between the number o f  
mandatory appeals f i l e d  i n  cour ts  o f  l a s t  reso r t ,  
and those f i l e d  i n  in te rmed ia te  appe l la te  courts. 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Comparisons should n o t  be made among s ta tes  
before checking f o r  s i m i l a r i t i e s  and d i f fe rences  
among the  cour ts  i n  t h e i r  sub jec t  mat te r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Before t o t a l  f i gu res  are  compared, 
check t o  be c e r t a i n  t h a t  a l l  cour ts  a re  o f  the 
same type and have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over and repor ted  
data from the  same types o f  cases. 
should n o t  be made between cou r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
and intermedlate appe l la te  cour ts ,  o r  between 
cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  w i t h  and w i thout  
intermediate appe l la te  courts.  Wi th in  comparable 
groups of courts,  i t  may be sa fe r  t o  make 
comparisons o f  types o f  cases than o f  the t o t a l  
caseload. When comparing the  number o f  appeals 
f i l e d ,  disposed, o r  pending among s ta tes ,  a l so  
consider the  percent o f  the  appeals t h a t  are 
d i sc re t i ona ry  (numbers i n  parentheses) and the  
number of  requests t o  appeal handled by each 
state.  

Comparisons 
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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 F i l e d  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  

U 

E 

cal - a  

- 0  L L  

cn 

m u  
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o a  

Alabama.. Supreme Court ................... 
A I  aska.. Supreme Court .................... 
Arizona.. Supreme Court ................... 
Arkansas.. Supreme Court .................. 
California.. Supreme Court ................ 
Colorado.. Supreme Court .................. 
Connecticut.. Supreme Court ............... 
Del aware.. Supreme Court  .................. 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Court o f  Appeals ... 
Florida.. Supreme Court ................... 
Georgia-Supreme Court ................... 
Hawaii.. Supreme Court .................... 
Idaho.. Supreme Court ..................... 
Ill inois.. Supreme Court  .................. 
Indiana.. Supreme Court ................... 
Iowa.. Supreme Court ...................... 
Kansas.. Supreme Court .................... 
Kentucky- . Supreme Court .................. 
Louisiana.. Supreme Court ................. 
Maine.. Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court ............ 
Maryland.. Court o f  Appeals ............... 
Massachusetts.. Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court .... 
M i  nneso t a.. Su preme Court 
M i  s s l  s s l p p l  .. Supreme Court ............... 
M i  s s ou r 1 ..Supreme Court .................. 
Montana.. Supreme Court ................... 
Nebraska.. Supreme Court .................. 
Nevada.. Supreme Court .................... 
New Hampshire.. Supreme Court ............. 
New Jersey.. Supreme Court ................ 
New York.. Court o f  Appeals ............... 
North Carolina.. Supreme Court ............ 
North Dakota.. Supreme Court .............. 
Ohio.. Supreme Court ...................... 
Oregon.. Supreme Court .................... 
Pennsyliania.. Supreme Court .............. 
Puerto Rlco.. Supreme Court ............... 
Rhode Island.. Supreme Court  .............. 
South Carolina.. Supreme Court ............ 
South Dakota.. Supreme Court .............. 
Tennessee.. Supreme Court ................. 
Texas-STATE TOTAL ....................... 

Supreme Court .......................... 
Court o f  Cr iminal  Appeals .............. 

Utah.. Supreme Court ...................... 
Vermont.. Supreme Court ................... 
Virginia.. Supreme Court .................. 
Washington.. Supreme Court ................ 
West Virginia.. Supreme Court of  Appeals .. 
Wisconsin.. Supreme Court ................. 
Wyoming-Supreme Court ................... 

Mi c h i  yan.. Supreme Court .................. ................ 

New Mexico.. Supreme Court ................ 
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507 22 148 68 745 379 10 28 1 418 
254 302 577 1,133 85 39 67 191 
468 108 NH 576 133 18 NH 151 
100 695 2,912 (267)e 3.707 (267)e 

X X 447 979 X 34 69 458 
485 106 59 li 862 
330 18 NH 348 255 12 NH 267 

1,2353 (j 1 1.313 X X X 1,6061 
226 531 784 1,541 X X X 664 

7731 ( j )  652 (199)e 1,430 ( i 9 9 ) e  i4uJ (j) 163 30 3 
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Note: F o r  i n c l u s i o n  on t h i s  tab le ,  a case 
i s  def ined as any appeal. o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. request t o  appeal. o r  
sentence review o n l y  case. A l l  
a v a i l a b l e  data are entered i n  t h e  
tab le .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
t h e  da ta  a re  unavai lable,  o r  l e s s  
t h a n  90% complete. 

court .  
NH = Th is  case t y p e  I s  n o t  handled i n  t h i s  

X = The da ta  f o r  t h i s  case type.are known 
t o  be inc luded i n  t h e  t o t a l ,  b u t  a re  
u n a v a i l a b l e  by category. 

eCases are n o t  inc luded i n  t h e  t o t a l  t o  
avo id  double count ing:  

A request t o  appeal granted i s  n o t  
counted as a disposed request t o  
appeal o r  as a f i l e d  appeal. 
counted as a d i s p o s i t i o n  o n l y  when 
the  r e s u l t i n g  appeal i s  disposed. The 
numbers o f  requests t o  appeal granted 
are  t h e  f i g u r e s  appearing i n  
parentheses. These numbers are  no t  
inc luded i n  any o f  the  c a l c u l a t i o n s .  

Connect! cu t - -To ta l  cases disposed do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Total pending 
cases do no t  i n c l u d e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  
cases. 

Idaho--Total cases do n o t  i n c l u d e  
requests t o  appeal. 

Ind iana- -  Requests t o  appeal granted 
do no t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  p e t i t i o n s  
t o  t r a n s f e r .  

Louis iana- O r i y i n a l  proceedings do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  o r i y i n a l  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n  cases. 

M i s s i s s i p p i - - T o t a l  cases end pending 
do n o t  i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

New York--Total cases do n o t  Inc lude 
o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

Nor th  Caro l ina- -  Requests t o  appeal 
and t o t a l  cases do no t  i n c l u d e  sub- 
s t a n t i a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  quest ions.  

Pennsyl vania--Total  appeals do no t  
i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

Texas--Supreme Court--  O r i g i n a l  
proceedings disposed do no t  i n c l u d e  
d i  s c l p l i n a r y  cases. 

I t i s  

i o a t a  a re  incomplete: 

JExp lanat ion  o f  data inc luded i n  t h e  
c a t  ego r y  : 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Total f i l e d  and 
disposed appeals i n c l u d e  requests 
t o  appeal. 

Georgia--Total  appeals data i n c l u d e  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

Kansas--Total pending and disposed 
appeals i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

Lou is iana- -Tota ls  appeals i n c l u d e  some 
o r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. O r i g i n a l  
proceedings i n c l u d e  some nond isc ip l  l n a r y  
b a r  matters. 

E(ontana--Total appeals f i l e d  i n c l u d e  
requests t o  appeal. 

Nebraska-Total appeals i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  
proceedings. 

New Hampshire--Total appeals i n c l u d e  
requests t o  appeal. 

Nor th  Caro l ina- -Tota l  pending and disposed 
appeals i n c l u d e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
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TABLE 5: Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases 

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

for intermediate appellate courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  organizat ion:  

Tables 5 and 6 d isp lay  a p o r t i o n  o f  the  data 
displayed i n  Tables 3 and 4, and the  same 
va r ia t i ons  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  apply. 

Var ia t ions  i n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Tables 5 and 6 d i sp lay  a p o r t i o n  o f  t he  data 
displayed i n  Tables 3 and 4, and the  same 
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  apply, 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  and 
d e f i n i t i o n s :  

The t o t a l  cases column i n  Tables 5 and 6 i s  
the  same as i n  Tables 3 and 4, and includes a l l  
appeals, o r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases, requests t o  
appeal, and sentence review on ly  cases. Only two 
case types--appeal s and requests t o  appeal --are 
displayed i n  Tables 5 and 6, bo th  separated, 
where data a re  ava i lab le ,  i n t o  c i v i l  and c r im ina l  
categories. 

These tab les  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  a s i g n i f i c a n t  
m i n o r i t y  o f  s ta tes  f a i l  t o  break down appeals 
i n t o  even the  most general case t ypes - -c i v i l  and 
c r im ina l .  

add up t o  the  f igures  shown f o r  appeals and 
requests t o  appeal 
o ther  types o f  appeals and requests t o  appeal may 
be included i n  the  t o t a l  cases. 

The types o f  cases c l a s s i f i e d  as appeals 
present a p a r t i c u l a r  problem. Matters such as 
requests f o r  b a i l  pending appeal, requests f o r  
delayed appeal, and p e t i t i o n s  t o  s tay  the lower 
cou r t  r u l i n g  pending appeal genera l l y  a re  n o t  
considered appeals, b u t  are counted as such i n  
some courts,  i n f l a t i n g  the  appe l la te  caseload i n  
those states.  

Courts w i  t h  d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
sometimes r e p o r t  the  t o t a l  number o f  cases f i l e d  
w i thout  d i s t i ngu ish ing  between mandatory and 
d i sc re t i ona ry  cases; o r  they separate mandatory 
and d i sc re t i ona ry  cases f i l e d  b u t  do n o t  i n d i c a t e  
the number of  requests f o r  d i sc re t i ona ry  review 

The sum o f  c i v l l  and c r im ina l  cases may n o t  

i n  Tables 3 and 4 because 

granted. Some provide separate data f o r  
mandatory cases, d i sc re t i ona ry  review granted, 
and d i sc re t i ona ry  review denied, wh i l e  others 
combine mandatory cases and cases accepted f o r  
review, b u t  repo r t  separately the  number o f  
p e t i t i o n s  f o r  review f i l e d ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  double 
count ing  o f  granted p e t i t i o n s  f o r  review. 

Sources o f  data f o r  each appe l la te  c o u r t  are 
found i n  Appendix B. 

Appropr iate analyses: 

A1 though these tab les  are  designed p r i m a r i l y  
t o  d isp lay  the breakdown o f  appe l l  a t e  caseloads 
i n t o  the  c i v i l  and c r im ina l  case types, they may 
a l so  be used f o r  some analysis.  The r a t i o  o f  
c i v i l  t o  c r im ina l  appeals may be ca l cu la ted  f o r  
any court .  These r a t i o s  may be compared among 
cour ts  o f  s i m i l a r  types. The r a t i o  o f  c i v i l  
appeals t o  c i v i l  requests t o  appeal may be 
ca l cu la ted  and compared t o  the  r a t i o  o f  c r im ina l  
appeals t o  c r im ina l  requests t o  appeal. 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Although cases are  i d e n t i f i e d  as being c i v i l  
o r  c r im ina l  on t h i s  tab le ,  the  d e f i n i t i o n s  used 
by the  cour ts  t o  make t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  may 
d i f f e r .  One c o u r t  may inc lude j u v e n i l e  appeals 
and appeals o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  agency cases i n  i t s  
c i v i l  appeal category. Other cour ts  may r e p o r t  
these cases i n  th ree  separate categor ies,  as 
recommended i n  the  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D ic t ionary .  
Before comparisons are  made, one should check 
each c o u r t  p r o f i l e  t o  determine whether there  i s  
any i n d i c a t i o n  o f  the  types o f  cases inc luded i n  
the  c i v i l  o r  c r im ina l  category. 

c r im ina l  cases i n  separate categor ies and f o r  
those t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over o r i g i n a l  
proceedings i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  the  appeals and 
request t o  appeal cases repor ted  here, the  sum o f  
the  f i gu res  repor ted  f o r  any case category on the  
t a b l e  w i l l  be l e s s  than the t o t a l  cases f i g u r e  
repor ted  f o r  t h a t  case category. 

For those cour ts  t h a t  r e p o r t  n o n - c i v i l  and 
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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. 

F i l e d  

Requests 
Appeal s t o  appeal 

To ta l  
C i v i l  Cr iminal  cases Criminal  C i v i l  

301 j 3 l j  493 
37 73 268 228 1,143 

268 117 NH NH 520 
0 ( 69)e 27 ( 68)e 1.582 1.597 4.006 (267)f 

47J 89 X X 966 
504 133 
190 130 NH NH 337 

5373 7733 (j 1 (j) 1,663 

Begin pending 

Requests 
Appeals t o  appeal 

To ta l  
C i v i l  Cr iminal  C i v i l  Cr iminal  cases 

3323 222d 670 
16 66 NH NH 181 
89 98 NH NH 207 

Alaska--Supreme Court  .......... 
Arizona--Supreme Court ......... 
Arkansas--Supreme Court  ........ 
C a l i  fornla--Supreme Court  ...... 
Col orado--Supreme Court  ........ 
Connecticut--Supreme Court  ..... 
Del aware--Supreme Court ........ 
D i s t r I c t  o f  Columbia--Court 

of Appeals ................ 

X x x x  471 
507 203 
134 131 NH NH 278 

X X X X 1,2561 

Hawaii --Supreme Court  .......... 
Idaho--Supreme Court  ........... 
Il l inois--Supreme Court  ........ 
Indiana--Supreme Court  ......... 

360 241 608 
368 159 6201 
89 57 122 115 469 

X x o x  129 

162 170 356 
204 116 435i(  201: 

3 ( 771e 13 ( 73)e 699 720 1,644 (159) 
x ( 2 9 P  X 294 X 712 ( 34)' 

Iowa--Supreme Court  ............ 
Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court . . 
Mary1 and--Court o f  Appeals ..... 
M i  nnesota--Supreme Court  ....... 

X X X X 1.029 
288j 77 NH NH 407 
24 23 0 0 74 

X X 1,733 ( 29)' 

684 (129)' 
NH 576 ( 3)e NH 3843 137 

708 263 1,391 

X ( 25)e 

5 ( 79)e 20 ( 50)e 

Mlssisslppi--Supreme Court ..... 
M I  ssour i  --Supreme Court ........ 
Montana--Supreme Court ......... 
Nebraska--Supreme Court  ........ 

X X 429 
X x x  X 194 

5751 

348j 
4471 

21 2 
304l 
119 

763 
3691 

Nevada--Supreme Court  .......... 
New Hampshire--Supreme Court  ... 
New Jersey--Supreme Court ...... 
New Mexico--Supreme Court  ...... 

X X 744 
X x x x  244 

X x x  X 165 

336 197 71 9 
3093 97J (j 1 ( j )  482 

21 9 18 X X 610 ( 71)' 

New Yo&--Court o f  Appeals ..... 
North Carolina--Supreme Court  . . 
Nor th  Dakota--Supreme Court  .... 
Puerto Rico-Supreme Court  ..... X X 125 

13 73 x X 359 

Rhode Island--Supreme Court  .... 
South Carolina--Supreme Court . . 
Texas--STATE TOTAL ............. 

Supreme Court ................ 
Court  o f  Cr iminal  Appeals .... 

Utah--Supreme Court  ............ 

355 151 x x  641 

42j  4,011 1 9 d  168 4.411 
42j  NH 1 9 d  NH 232 
NH 4,011 NH 168 4,179 

309 96 X X 643 
622 2 d (  83)e 2,329 275 (184)e 991j 2,398 5,751 1,035 (280)( 

NH 1,024 ( 96)( 
2d( O 3 I e  2,329 (184)e NH 2,398 4,727 (18416 NH 

NH 991j 

398 121 698 

339 126 508 Vennont--Supreme Court ......... 
V i  rginia--Supreme Court ........ 
Washington--Supreme Court ...... 
Wisconsin-Supreme Court  ....... 
Wyoml ng--Supreme Court  ......... 

X X 358 ~~ ~~. .~~ 

X X 308 329 1.041 0 (167)e 35 0 ( 60Ie 208 X x 2.257 (229)f 
205 863 

140 46 NH NH 198 

83 49 54 36 276 120 
60 36 97 44 277 0 ( 1 1 8 P  0 ( 391e 484 166 737 (15716 
73 25 NH NH 101 

Note: For i n c l u s i o n  on t h i s  tab le ,  a case 
i s  de f ined as any appeal. o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, request t o  appeal, o r  
sentence review on ly  case. To ta l  
cases pending, f i l e d .  and disposed 
inc lude o r i g i n a l  Proceedings and 
sentence review only, as  we l l  as 
a l l  appeals and a l l  requests t o  
appeal. Blank spaces i nd i ca te  t h a t  
the  data a re  unavai lable,  o r  l e s s  
than 90% complete. Courts o f  l a s t  
r e s o r t  i n  the  fo l l ow ing  s ta tes  are  
excluded from t h i s  t a b l e  due t o  
t h e i r  f a l l u r e  t o  ca tegor ize  
appeals and requests t o  appeal 
by c i v i l  and c r im ina l  cases, o r  

because t h e i r  data a re  subs tan t i a l l y  
lncompl ete:  A1 abama , F1 or ida,  
Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South 
Dakota, Tennessee and West 
V i rg in ia .  Oklahoma changed 
repo r t i ng  years dur ing  t h i s  per iod,  
there fore  i t  d i d  no t  repo r t  data f o r  
1981. 

NH = This case type i s  no t  handled i n  t h i s  

X = The data f o r  t h i s  case type are  known 
court .  

t o  be included I n  the t o t a l ,  b u t  a re  
unavai lable by category. 

eCases are no t  included i n  the  t o t a l  t o  
avoid double counting: 
A request t o  appeal granted i s  no t  
counted as a disposed request t o  
appeal o r  as a f l l e d  appeal,. It 4s 
counted as a d i spos i t i on  on ly  when t h  
r e s u l t i n g  appeal i s  disposed. The 
numbers o f  requests t o  appeal granted 
are  the  f igures  appearing i n  
parentheses i n  t h i s  tab le .  

Connecticut--Total cases disposed do 
no t  inc lude o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

O i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Total pending 
data do no t  inc lude d l s c l p l i n a r y  
cases. 

toe ta  a re  incomplete: 



Disposed End pending 

Appeals 
Requests 
t o  appeal 

Requests 
Appeals t o  appeal 

To ta l  To ta l  
v i 1  Cr iminal  C i v i l  Cr iminal  cases C i v i l  Cr iminal  C i v i l  Cr im ina l  cases 

2673 2 4 d  745 3 6 d  1 J  41 8 
35 89 NH NH 1.1 33 18 50 NH NH 191 

266 174 NH NH 576 91 41 NH NH 151 
78 22 1.425 (157)e 1,487 (110)e 3.707 (267Ie 

X X X 
401 84 X 
21 4 116 NH 

X 
X 

NH 

979 X X X X 458 
591 1 61 0 252 
348 110 145 NH NH 267 

X X X X 1,313 X X X X 1 , 606i 

192 181 397 330 230 567 
156 76 363i( 20Ie 416 199 71 21 

X X 260 ( 34Ie 93 ( 695 ( 34Iei X X 0 X 146 
102 35 628 ( 77)e 641 ( 731e 1,618 (159Ie 67 108 116 121 495 

840 554 133 ( 26)e X X X X 1,165 65 ( 3)e 1.662 ( 29Ie 
375 246 147 NH NH 608 2 7 d  67 NH NH 

75 75 231 ( 79Ie 295 ( 50)e 707 (129)e 33 18  0 0 51 
746 189 

130 68 X 
X X X 

3351 3541 

1.010 X X 536i 
X 891 X X X X 375 
X 51 5 

X X 
X X X 

89 39 X 
X X X 

X 
X 
X 

838 
41 6 

1,247 (146)e 
594 ( 7 l ) e  

529 177 771 1.694 ( 92)e 
X X X ( 72)e x ( 221e 

21 0 45 
40 78 X X 

3.1711( 92Ie 
734 i (  94)e 
280 

1,376 

253 117 X X 

1023 4,054 8793( 991e 2.044 (184)e 
I 0 2 j  NH 8793( 99)e NH 
NH 4,054 NH 2,044 ( l 84 )e  

X X 

581 
81 0 

7,099 (283)e 
1,001 ( 99)e 
6.098 (184)e 

577 

X X 633 
X X X X 31 0 

X X X X 181 

X X 154 
19  97 X X 452 

41 1 130 X X 703 

49 j  2.470 2033 338 3.060 
4 4  NH 2033 NH 252 
NH 2,470 NH 338 2,808 

324 92 459 X X 407 
X X 398 (167)e 832 ( 60)e 1,935 (229Ie X X X X 1 ,jij 

91 39 225 202 830 109 34 56 37 308 
66 25 48 26 198 

157 42 NH NH 21 1 56 29 NH NH 88 
112 50 415 (118)e 145 ( 39)e 816 (157) 

aho--Total cases do n o t  inc lude a 
m a l  1 number o f  requests t o  ap ea1 . 
dlana--Total requests t o  appeal 
granted do n o t  inc lude c r im ina l  
pe t i t i ons .  
ss i ss ipp i - -C lv i l  and c r im ina l  
appeals f i l e d  do no t  inc lude 11 
unspeci f ied cases. To ta l  cases and 
pending data do n o t  inc lude 
o r i g l n a l  proceedings. 
braska--Fi led and disposed c i v i l  
and c r im ina l  appeals do no t  
inc lude a small number o f  
u n c l a s s i f i e d  cases. 
d York--Total cases f i l e d  and 
disposed do n o t  inc lude o r i g l n a l  
proceedings. 

North Carol t na - -C iv i l  and c r im ina l  
requests t o  appeal f i l e d  do n o t  
inc lude subs tan t ia l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
questions. To ta l  cases f i l e d  and 
dfsposed do no t  inc lude most 
o r i g i n a l  proceedings and 
subs tan t ia l  cons t i  t u t i o n a l  questions. 

jExp lanat ion  o f  data inc luded i n  the  
category: 
Alaska--Clvt l  and c r im ina l  appeals 

inc lude j u v e n i l e  appeals. 
Colorado--Civ i l  appeals f i l e d  

inc lude some appeal o f  
a d n i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Clvll and 
c r im ina l  appeals f i l e d  inc lude 
requests t o  appeal. 

Maine--Filed and pendlng c i v l l  
appeals i nc lude  some appeal o f  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

Montana--Filed c i v i l  and c r im ina l  
appeals inc lude requests t o  
appeal. 

New Hampshire--Filed c i v i l  and 
c r im ina l  appeals i nc lude  requests 
t o  appeal. 

Texas--Supreme Court--Appeal s and 
requests t o  appeal cases inc lude 
j u v e n i l e  cases. 
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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. 

Var ia t ions  I n  c o u r t  o rganf ra t lon :  

I n  Tables 7 and 8, the  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
i n  s ta tes  w i t h  intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  have 
been separated from the  s ta tes  w l thou t  
in te rmed la te  appe l la te  courts, wh i l e  Tables 7 and 
9 together show the  t o t a l  appe l la te  caseload i n  
those s ta tes  w i t h  in tenned ia te  appe l l a te  courts. 

These tab les  conta in  the  same caseload 
inventory  data t h a t  I s  shown i n  Table 2, and the  
same v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  apply t o  
these tab1 es. 

va r ia t i ons  i n  sub jec t  matter j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

The j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t  I s  o u t l l n e d  
b r i e f l y  i n  the  c o u r t  system organ iza t ion  c h a r t  
f o r  each s t a t e  l oca ted  i n  Pa r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  report .  

Major v a r i a t l o n  from s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  r e s u l t s  
from the  type o f  mandatory and d i sc re t i ona ry  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over f n l t i a l  appeals granted t o  
cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and t o  intermediate 
appe l la te  courts.  States having bo th  l e v e l s  o f  
appe l l  a t e  cour ts  general l y  d i  r e c t  the  more 
d l f f l c u l t  appeals t o  the  c o u r t  o f  l a s t  resor t ,  
b u t  these are  n o t  necessar i l y  the  same types o f  
cases i n  every s ta te .  

I n  some s ta tes  t r i a l  cour ts  o f  general 
j u r l s d l c t i o n  have Inc iden ta l  appe l la te  
j u r l s d l c t i o n ,  whlch may a f f e c t  the  number o f  
appeals f i l e d  I n  the  appe l la te  courts.  

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t l o n s :  

To ta l  case f i gu res  may n o t  be comparable from 
s t a t e  t o  state.  

Some s ta tes  r e p o r t  t o t a l  cases processed 
w i thou t  any l n d l c a t l o n  as t o  what types o f  
proceedings are  included. Other s ta tes  l n c l  ude 
I n  t h e i r  caseload on ly  appeals t h a t  were declded 
on the  meri ts.  Some appe l la te  cou r t s  inc lude a l l  
o r i g i n a l  proceedings, wh i l e  o thers  r e p o r t  none. 
Some s ta tes  do n o t  d i s t i ngu ish  appeals and o ther  
cases from procedural matters. 

Var ia t ions  I n  count ing  cases: 

The k i n d  and amount o f  d i sc re t l ona ry  
j u r l s d l c t i o n  granted t o  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 
in te rmed ia te  appe l la te  cour ts  vary from s t a t e  t o  
state.  Courts w i t h  d isc re t lonary  j u r i s d l c t l o n  
sometimes r e p o r t  t he  t o t a l  number of  cases f i l e d  
w l thou t  d i s t l n g u ~ s h l n g  between mandatory and 
d i sc re t i ona ry  cases ; o r  they separate mandatory 
and d i sc re t l ona ry  cases f i l e d  b u t  do n o t  i n d i c a t e  
the  number o f  requests f o r  d i sc re t i ona ry  review 
granted. Some provide separate data f o r  
mandatory cases, d i sc re t i ona ry  review granted, 
and d l sc re t l ona ry  review denled, wh i l e  o thers  
combine mandatory cases and cases accepted f o r  
review, b u t  r e p o r t  separately the  number o f  
p e t i t l o n s  f o r  review f i l e d ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  double 
count ing  o f  granted p e t l t l o n s  f o r  review. 

proceedings. 
n o t i c e  o f  appeal i s  f i l e d .  Others w a i t  t o  count 
cases u n t i l  they are  argued or submitted on 
b r i e f s .  Courts which count cases a t  stages t h a t  
occur l a t e r  i n  case processing w i l l  n o t  count 
those cases on whlch a n o t l c e  o f  appeal i s  f i l e d  
b u t  l a t e r  the  p a r t i e s  decide n o t  t o  pursue the  
subsequent stages. 

Courts may count cases a t  d i f f e r e n t  stages I n  
Some cour ts  count cases when the  

Sources o f  data f o r  each appe l la te  c o u r t  a re  
found i n  Appendix 6. 

Approprl a te  analyses: 

A l l  percentage ca l cu la t l ons  t h a t  were l e s s  
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t l ons  t h a t  were 
l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded t o  -1 %. 

Disposed cases as percent o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents the percent o f  the number o f  
f i l e d  cases t h a t  the c o u r t  was ab le  t o  dlspose. 
The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  the  number o f  
cases f i l e d  by the  number dlsposed and then 
m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent over one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  dlsposed more 
cases than were f l l e d ,  thus reducing pending 
caseload. A percent s i g n l f l c a n t l y  l e s s  than one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping 
up w i t h  the  volume o f  cases being f i l e d .  

End pending as percent o f  f i l e d .  Thls f l g u r e  
gives the  percent o f  the number o f  f l l e d  cases 
t h a t  were pending a t  the  end o f  the  year. 
measure i s  computed by d l v l d l n g  the  number o f  
cases pending a t  the  end o f  the  year by the  
number o f  cases f i l e d  and then mu1 t l p l y l n g  by one 
hundred. A value o f  one hundred percent 
Ind ica tes  t h a t  the  number o f  cases pending a t  t he  
end o f  t he  year  was equal t o  the  number o f  cases 
f i l e d  dur lng  the  year. A value hlgher than one 
hundred percent Ind ica tes  a pending caseload 
l a r g e r  than cases f i l e d ,  wh i l e  a value lower than 
one hundred percent 1 ndlcates a pending caseload 
sinal 1 e r  than the  number o f  cases f l l  ed. 

This 

Number change i n  pending caseload. This 
number gives the  n e t  increase o r  decrease i n  
pending caseload f o r  the  c o u r t  year by 
subt rac t ing  the  number o f  cases pending a t  t he  
beglnnlng o f  the  year from the  number o f  cases 
pending a t  the  end o f  the  year. An a1 te rna t i ve  
t o  t h i s  ca lcu la t ion ,  sub t rac t l ng  the  number 
disposed from the  number f i l e d ,  was used when 
pendlng data a re  unava l lab le  o r  incomplete. When 
t h i s  a1 te rna te  formula was used, the  r e s u l t l n g  
number was enclosed i n  parentheses. A p o s i t i v e  
number Ind ica tes  t h a t  the  pending caseload 
increased dur ing  the  year wh i l e  a negat ive number 
Ind lca tes  t h a t  the pending caseload was reduced 
I n  s ize.  Thus, a l a r g e  negat lve change I n  
pending Ind ica tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  I s  keeplng the  
caseload cur ren t ,  wh i l e  a l a rge  p o s i t i v e  change 
i n  pending would Ind i ca te  t h a t  the c o u r t  has n o t  
kep t  pace w i t h  I t s  f i l l n g s .  

Percent change i n  pending caseload. Thls 
percentage ind lca tes  the change i n  pendlng cases 
r e l a t l v e  t o  the number o f  cases pending a t  the 
beginning o f  the  year, and Is obtained by 
d i v i d i n g  the  number change I n  pending caseload by 
the number o f  cases pending a t  the  beginning o f  
the year and then mu1 t l p l y l n g  by one hundred. 
(Thls f l g u r e  cannot be ca lcu la ted  i f  the 
a l t e r n a t l v e  formula described above was used t o  
ca l cu la te  the number change i n  the pending 
caseload. 1 A h lgh  negative percent Ind ica tes  
t h a t  the c o u r t  reduced I t s  pending caseload 
s i g n l f l c a n t l y ,  wh i le  a h igh  p o s i t i v e  percent 
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i nd i ca tes  t h a t  the pending caseload increased 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y .  
the number o f  beginning pending cases was l e s s  
than ten. 

This measure was n o t  computed i f  

F i l e d  and disposed per  judge. These measures 
are displayed i n  appe l la te  cou r t  tables. I f  a l l  
o ther  f a c t o r s  ( cou r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  ava i l ab le  law 
c le rks ,  d i sc re t i ona ry  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 
d e f i n i t i o n ,  panels i n  the court ,  e tc . )  are 
s imi 1 ar, these measures permi t  comparison o f  
caseload per judge. These s t a t i s t i c s  were 
computed by d i v i d i n g  the f i l e d  and disposed cases 
respec t ive ly ,  by the  number of appe l l a te  judges 
serv ing  t h a t  court .  

The necessi ty f o r  cau t ion  when making any 
comparlsons among s ta tes  must be repeated. This 
warning holds t r u e  espec ia l l y  f o r  comparisons 
using any o f  the above measures. 

F i l e d  per 100,000 populat ion.  The u n i t  o f  
s t a t e  popu la t lon  used on a l l  c o u r t  caseload 
charts.  i s  100,000. 
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  popu la t ion  and gives a more 
r e a l  i s t i c  bas is  f o r  comparison o f  caseloads among 

This measure compensates f o r  

s ta tes  o f  var ious sizes. I f  a l l  o ther  fac to rs  
( c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  d l  sc re t ionary  j u r i s d i  c t l on ,  
case d e f i n i t i o n ,  etc.)  a re  s im i la r ,  the  f i l e d  per 
100,000 popu la t ion  s t a t i s t i c  permits d i r e c t  
comparisons among s ta tes  o f  t he  number o f  f i l e d  
cases. 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Comparisons should n o t  be made among s ta tes  
before checking f o r  s i m l l a r i  t i e s  and d i f fe rences  
among the  s ta tes  i n  terms o f  s t ruc tu re  and 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i d e n t l f i e d  i s  P a r t  11. Comparisons 
should n o t  be made between cou r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
and intermediate appe l l a te  cour ts  o r  between 
cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  w i t h  and w i thou t  
i n t e m d i  a t e  appel 1 a te  courts.  When comparing 
states,  care must a l so  be taken t o  fnsure t h a t  
s t a t e  t o t a l s  a re  used i n  those s ta tes  w i t h  more 
than one cou r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  o r  intermediate 
appe l l a te  court .  When comparing the  number o f  
appeals f i l e d ,  disposed, o r  pending among states,  
a l so  consider the  percent o f  the  appeals t h a t  a re  
d i sc re t i ona ry  (numbers i n  parentheses) and the  
number o f  requests t o  appeal handled by each 
s ta te .  

31 



w u  e o  Y e  

w w  L L  
m w  

0 w m  U L  

c w  m n  
L E  m a  - 
m w  
o m  a W  

or m c  

0 u .  
m r  
m a  
w u  

0-@ W C  

L e m  
0 -  e 
m m .r 
L w u  
o m 9  

u n  

a 

n w -  

w m  
55 z 
E X W  

c c -  
W L V  

r c u  

O b  
orno m c  
0.- x 
aL c m m m  
- w  
u n e  a .C 

m m  
.r u m w  
- L O  

.C 

m w a  o n -  

m c -  
E5: 

w u  - w  n v  m a  

d 
W W 

m - 0  

N "  

N 

n lnh 

U m 
0 
c 

0 4 
Y 

L 
o m  c 

W -  

m w  
0 
u w  r U e )  

W E  

we 
w 3  *. L 

m h  
C U -  
*r w c 
u m o  
c o  a a c  

- .r 
m u  
a a  a m  

a o  

2 2 :  
v u  

w -  
- 4 ( n  n o  
a m a  o m @  
0 -  u v  
o w  ..- u m 
O C  z z :  
o v  
u u  w o u  
- c c  
e m 0  
0'- v 

o m  
42 

w w .r 
C Y  u c u  4 -  

C L  

m a  

.- m 

N h 

=. 
c.( 

. . .  
- 4  

. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  .u . . . .  .u . L  . . . .  .L .a . 
; : ; t r%3 ;  
~ u ~ a v a  
a ~ a o  o w a  
o a o v w v ~ ~  

v w.€w?!v  
w W S ' , & " W  I 1 5  L a  L j l  I 
~ w ~ a c n a i  L 
n L a a  I a I a 
a a a c n  I cnu a 
c n a c n  I m I acn 
I c n l  I..- I V  I 
I I l m c o -  I m i m m ~ v u m  
~ m c m ~ m v u  m o C L  L w .- n m n r ( m . -  O E  L 
m m r x - - c o  

v o v  

Z Z > > 3 S S C  

. . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . .  
; :;; : : 
L U ~ L  .u 
a t - 0 3  . L  
o a v o u a  
v o  V L O  

v w  a v  

a L a n E L  
a a72 2 2 
m I .- m c n  I - . r o c  I v) 
=n.- c a I m 
L m-- m m  
0 3 - 0  I C  
w m - c a m  m x - - - x  

7 %  I z 

0-- 
w m m  

- a a  v m m  
.r 0 u 
0 u .- 
E m u -  

3 % :  

U'Y 

32 



n 

0, 

W m 

0 h 

h (0 

.( O 

4 

4 I 

.( 

I- 
m 

.( m 

2 

h W N 

OD 
O m 

h m m 

2 
N 

v) 

co 
v) 
m 

m I - m m  

O 
w N 

10 U r, 

In 

4 
m 

P 
N 

0 m m 

.+ I . .  

. L  

. a * .  

. O  .u 

. v  L . u a  .- L 0 

. m a v  
;';sal 
L -  E 
a n a l ?  
S z : l n  ~a 

E E i Z i  
L L I -  
a n i  n 
3z2.: 

z g r r  

alalav) 

I l o m  
1 1 m m  
oblal.- 
s e e m  
m -  E m 

m h  N h m  4 
r. 

. . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . .  .u . 
. . . L u  . .  . a L  

e o a  
e.- S U O  V 

G C  z a l  

k Z C f I $  
O U ~ L W  
v O Q L  

w g v Z ?  
1 , 8 : ?  
&%:et: 
a v ) a - u  
v) I a s 0  

c m m m  
m m u x c  
u ~ m  e, 

; f ig :  

h N m  m c o z  

r s c  
r , l  

c 

NN m m  

r -  
N m  w 
dh m 
h m  v) 

% 
0 N 

Y 

4 

r 
o h  m 
N O  N w u  u 

comw z m u ,  

. - -  
Y Y  

4 

. .  

.c . 

. O .  

.u . . L .  

. a .  . O .  
u v .  
L I .  
a i .  o m .  v .r . n .  
@ E .  

. .  

E <  i 
av - 
3L y: 

1 L2 

I O -  1 4  

w u a l  ~ u n  
m -  
m u  

a n  
--a 
al ..- 

Nl.3 N 
Lno w 
O h  N 

.mmY)m 

. . . . .  . . . . .  

C O N  0,U 

NU m h  
N 

NN 

2% 

@ @  u 4  4 m  

QIN 
O N  m 

s s  m w  

e.( o w  m m  

h m  o w  
*1 

4 

al 

N N 

m m  m m  

- m 
Y 

-0: 
4 

al 

m N 
N 

c o h  O m  

N 

Y 

-2 

c o r ,  
m a  

4 

. .  . .  . _  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . . . .  . . L . .  . . O . .  . . . .  . . e . .  . . L . .  . . O . .  . .U  . . .u . 
U L a l  .u 
L a E  . L  
a o a l  .a 

. v  U 

* . a .  

o v  c& . O  

ala i t  
~ n m  . L  m a . , -  . n 
3- c m  a 
v) I .r-v) 
I I m m  I 
I I L a l  I 

u . r . - a m  
SL'P.'' 
€ Y $  5 
w . r  al * 
> > I  I 

U 

bl 

m c  m a  
L O  
o a  
c 
m m  a l e  

m- 

o m  ual 

0 m a l  u c  

w Y C  .. L al 
m c  
E O  3 

- 0 )  

a a c  

n.- au 

a u  

g s 3  
o m 0  
u .- v c  
4 3 0  - 9 ..- n u  a UV- o m m  
w o  v a  
w w m  - u .r 
0 C O  

m o m  u o m  
u u m  - c w  
m a l  
u m u  
0- c 
u a  

0 0  alalu 
T U  u c m  

Ill- 
C L  

O r  

> a  

.- ms 

a a- - o a  
c a  
- 0 0  

% 3 .  
u a a l  

4 . 8 9  
4.8 O U O  
c m a l  

al- 
L W L  

L m  

01 a..- 
m u  

ZU In 
V 
m 

33 



.C w m m  w 

c 
N 

2 

c 
m m d 

.C 

m 
m W 

c 
U 

- 
8e W 

c 
m 0 

2 s  :: 
w m  

Urn W N  

m e  
1% 

.C 

O O N  
NOID 
- O N  

w m d  
. . .  

In d 

% 
m 
d 
d 

W * 
m. 
m 

m m  h m  

m d  
0. w. 

m m  d 

dh 
c u m  

u m N N 0  
tu d m d  N m m o  

O d d P I  

d h I 1 1 4  I N  I I 1 0 - N  l m d u  
S '9 2%". 
d u m * u  
d d 

C V I  o u  - e  
alu 9 
" * E V  a-- 3 
u a  c 
m a  5 

a . . . . . . . .  I . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  
. w .  . . . .  
. L .  . . . .  : I :  : : : :  is i i 
* . L  . w . .  .a e n  . a  e 
.A= * a  

.b . w  .*. .La 

. O  .E  . O  .C . . " .  m m  

.u .V) : 2 :  : 

u c  J m .  a*. . u - w  - 1 - 4 0  

e o  . O  :zgal 

I-.- .a .a*. u o  :e :.:of 
kw . w  e - u a  
I C ,  .u . O L O  
I a u a u ~ . a v  

x -  L C  L m 0 I 
L - a -  a u u  I 
o w o w o  I C  + au aux I o 

. . . . .  

0- . 
C U I  . m  . v  
WT : € : I %  

3% B $;? 
Z zoo 

. . V I . .  . . .  

. . - . . . e .  
. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . .  . . C  . 
. .UI . * .a e m .  . . C .  . m w m m .  
. . . .  : :,2 :o  : 
. e a a  m- n- w ; 

c e -5  b: 0 :: O g- 
w > -  U L O L S k  - E o  u a u  
c - ~ u ~ a v a  I -  
U v u L a O  I o I L c a o u i v u w  
v l ~ c  o v  I a I a a 
I o o v  I 1 . -  I v a  
I I I m c o - m  
a v u  I a a ~ u e ,  
E L L  a c m  o m v b  a a a x o c b  L w o 
n c o N a .- o c a v u  a..-y-- E 

u u a u v u v  c . - L L 4 0 0  

w 
U 

U 

U 

c 

c 

a 
V 

V 

a 
a 
U 

U I/> 

34 



35 



TABLE 10: Time interval (days) data for courts of last resort and intermediate appellate 
courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  organizat ion:  

Appel late cour ts  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  have been 
separated i n t o  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 
intermediate appe l l a te  courts. 
the  number o f  appe l la te  cour ts  i n  each state.  

See Table 2 f o r  

Sources o f  data: 

The source o f  data f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  appe l l a te  
cour ts  are i n  Appendix E. 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and 
def i n l  t ions :  

Data on t h i s  tab le  are apparent ly f o r  appeals 
decided on the mer i t s  a f t e r  a f u l l  review by the  
court ,  although t h i s  f a c t  i s  n o t  usua l l y  made 
e x p l i c i t  i n  the  source documents. 

Var ia t ions  i n  count ing cases: 

Some cour ts  count cases as soon as the  n o t i c e  
o f  appeal i s  f i l e d  wh i l e  o thers  count them a t  a 
l a t e r  event, such as a t  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  record  
o r  the f i l i n g  o f  the  appe l lan t ' s  record. The 
l a t t e r  method w i l l  exclude those cases t h a t  a re  
withdrawn before  the  count ing p o i n t  from t o t a l  
d ispos i t ions .  

Appropr iate analyses: 

Comparison can be made o f  t ime t o  d i s p o s i t i o n  
f o r  cour ts  a t  the  same l e v e l  t h a t  use the  same 
event f o r  the  s t a r t  o f  the  t ime i n t e r v a l .  The 

t ime i n t e r v a l s  used on t h i s  t a b l e  a re  designed t o  
d i v i d e  the  e n t i r e  t i m e  a case i s  pending i n t o  the  
p o r t i o n  o f  t ime i t  i s  under the  con t ro l  o f  the  
c o u r t  and the  p o r t i o n  over which the  lawyers have 
cont ro l .  
o f  the  e n t i r e  t ime the  case i s  pending i n  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  s ta tus  w i t h  s i m i l a r  cases pending i n  
another c o u r t  o f  the  same type. 
a l s o  be  made o f  the  l e n g t h  o f  t ime d i f f e r e n t  
types o f  cases take i n  the  same cour t .  

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

c o u r t  ( c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  o r  in te rmed ia te  
appe l l a te  c o u r t )  and by the  events used t o  de f i ne  
the  s t a r t  and end o f  each i n t e r v a l  . Comparisons 
should be r e s t r i c t e d  t o  s i m i l a r  types o f  cases i n  
cour ts  t h a t  use the  same events f o r  t he  s t a r t  and 
end o f  the  i n t e r v a l  o f  i n t e r e s t .  

A1 though an at tempt has been made t o  d i v ide  
the  e n t i r e  t ime a case i s  pending i n t o  the  
p o r t i o n  over which the  lawyers have con t ro l  and 
the  p o r t i o n  the  c o u r t  has con t ro l ,  they a re  n o t  
the  on ly  fac to rs  t h a t  a f f e c t  t he  pace o f  
l i t i g a t i o n .  
c o u r t  repo r te r  t o  prepare the  necessary 
t ransc r ip t s .  
another c o u r t  t o  make a dec is ion  on a d i f f e r e n t  
aspect o f  the  case. Th is  t a b l e  i nd i ca tes  the  
average pace o f  l i t i g a t i o n  f o r  l a r g e  groups o f  
n o t  necessar i l y  homogeneous cases. A d e t a i l e d  
study o f  t he  pace o f  l i t i g a t i o n  should be 
supported by data o f  f a r  g rea ter  d e t a i l  than a re  
ava i l ab le  here. 

Comparisons can be made o f  the  p o r t i o n  

Comparisons can 

Courts a re  grouped on t h i s  t a b l e  by type o f  

The lawyer may have t o  w a i t  f o r  t he  

The c o u r t  may have t o  w a i t  f o r  
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TABLE 11: Filed cases in appellate courts, 1975-1981. 

Vartat tons I n  c o u r t  organtrat ton:  

Appel late cour ts  I n  t h i s  t a b l e  have been 
separated i n t o  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 
Intermediate appe l la te  courts. See Table 2 f o r  
the  number o f  appe l la te  cour ts  I n  each state.  

Of the  54 cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  I n  the  50 
states,  O t s t r t c t  o f  Columbia, and Puerto Rtco, 46 
repor ted  t rend  data on appe l la te  cases f t l e d  f o r  
a t  l e a s t  f i v e  years. 
appe l l a te  courts,  33 repor ted  t rend  data on 
appe l l a te  cases f i l e d  f o r  a t  l e a s t  f i v e  years. 

Sources o f  data: 

These are  found i n  the  State Court  Caseload 

O f  the  36 i n te rmed ia te  

S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report ser ies,  1976 -1 981 . 
Var la t ions  t n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

b r i e f l y  i n  the  cou r t  system c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  
l oca ted  i n  Pa r t  I1 o f  t h i s  repor t .  
j u r t s d i c t t o n  make caseload comparisons among 
appe l la te  cou r t s  extremely d t f f t c u l t .  

The j u r i s d t c t t o n  o f  each c o u r t  i s  ou t l t ned  

Var ia t ions  i n  

Var ia t tons  i n  case c l a s s t f l c a t t o n  and de f i n t t t ons :  

The case c l a s s t f t c a t t o n s  used I n  the  Annual 
Re o r t  se r ies  a re  those chosen f o r  i n c l u s ~  -r;es t e t a t e  Court Model Annual Report and State 
Court Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D ic t ionary .  D i e c e s  
among s ta tes  i n  what they inc lude I n  even the  
broad category, appel 1 a t e  case, can make case1 oad 
comparisons d i f f i c u l t  from s t a t e  t o  state.  Some 
courts,  f o r  example, tnclude on ly  appeals I n  
t h e t r  appe l la te  caseload. Some tnclude o r t g t n a l  
appe l la te  proceedings as cases, wh i l e  o thers  
exclude them. Some cour t s  count requests t o  
appeal as separate cases, double-counting those 
t h a t  a re  granted and become appeals. 

Var ia t tons  I n  counttng cases: 

As fnd tca ted  tn Table 10, some cour ts  count 
cases as soon as the  no t i ce  o f  appeal I s  f i l e d  
wh i l e  o thers  count them a t  a l a t e r  event. The 
l a t t e r  w t l l  exclude those cases t h a t  a re  
wtthdrawn before  the  count ing  p o i n t  from t o t a l  
f i l  tngs. 

The o ther  v a r i a t i o n s  t n  counttng noted i n  
Table 10  a l so  apply t o  t h i s  table.  

Appropr iate analyses: 

The method o f  count lng cases and the  data 
Inc luded for each y e a r l y  f i g u r e  were kep t  
constant f o r  each court .  As a r e s u l t ,  the  number 
and percent changes I n  caseloads repor ted  i n  
these tab les  are, except where otherwise noted, 
due t o  accrual  change (usua l ly  growth) i n  c o u r t  
f t l t n g s  and n o t  t o  changes I n  the  way  the  c o u r t  
counted cases. Changes f o r  s i m t l a r  cou r t s  or f o r  
a l l  cou r t s  w i t h i n  a s t a t e  may be compared f o r  
i d e n t i c a l  t ime periods. 

appe l l  a te  cour ts  t ncreased. 
Between 1980 and 1981 the  caseload o f  most 

Two-tht rds  o f  the  

cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  expertenced some r t s e  I n  
t h e f r  caseload. Four- f t  f t h s  o f  the  Intermediate 
appe l l  a te  cour ts  had 1 ncreased caseloads a1 so. 
The medtan percent tncrease bo th  f o r  cour ts  o f  
l a s t  resor t ,  regardless o f  whether or n o t  they 
had intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  was f t v e  
percent. The medtan lncrease I n  caseload f o r  
Intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  was seven percent. 

Most percentage changes i n  caseload were 
modest. The l a r g e  changes, however, may be more 
i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  study. 
reso r t ,  w i t h  intermedtate appe l la te  courts,  t h a t  
expertenced a drop I n  caseload between 1980 and 
1981 e i t h e r  had a new intermediate appe l la te  
c o u r t  dur ing  t h a t  year  or t he  prevtous year 
(i.e., Hawatl, Alaska, and Arkansas) o r  a major 
s m  i n  j u r i s d i c t i o n  from the  c o u r t  o f  l a s t  
r e s o r t  t o  the tntermedtate appe l la te  c o u r t  (i.e., 
Texas, and Pennsylvanta). Four o f  the remat- 
f i v e  s ta tes  had an o f f - s e t t i n g  tncrease I n  the  
Intermediate appe l la te  c o u r t  f o r  the  same per iod  
(t.e., Artzona, Kansas, F lo r ida ,  Georgia). Only 
I n e g o n  d l d  the  caseload o f  bo th  appe l la te  
cour ts  decltne, by th ree  percent i n  the  Supreme 
Court and by one percent t n  the  Court o f  Appeals. 

S tmt la r ly ,  most s ta tes  w t t h  l a r g e  increases 
I n  the  c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  expertenced a 
considerably smal ler  increase or a drop i n  the  
s i ze  o f  the  intermediate appe l la te  cou r t  caseload 
( 1  .e., Missour i ,  Kentucky and Maryland). 
Tennessee and Alabama, the  caseload o f  bo th  
appe l la te  cou r t s  Increased cons1 derably. 

w t  thou t  intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  were 
s i m i l a r l y  d t s t r i bu ted ;  with more than h a l f  
c lus te red  between 2 percent and 8 percent. Two 
o f  the s ta tes  t h a t  f e l l  I n  the upper h a l f  o f  the  
d t s t r t b u t i o n  are scheduled t o  rece ive  
t ntermedt a te  appel l  a te  cour ts  over the  nex t  few 
years (South Carol ina and V i rg in ia ) .  

A l l  these comparisons constder on ly  the  
number o f  cases t h a t  were brought before the 
c o u r t  f o r  t t s  considerat ton, and do n o t  account 
f o r  d i f fe rences  i n  the  segments o f  the  caseload. 

Ha l f  o f  the  cour ts  o f  l a s t  

I n  

Changes i n  caseload I n  cour ts  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

L im i ta t tons  on use: 

Caseloads normal ly f l u c t u a t e  from year t o  
year, so changes from one year t o  the  nex t  may 
n o t  be representa t ive  o f  the  ac tua l  under ly ing  
trend. As i s  noted above, the  change I n  the  
j u r i s d t c t t o n  o f  a c o u r t  or the  c rea t i on  o f  an 
tntermedtate appe l la te  c o u r t  w i l l  have a dramattc 
e f f e c t  on the r a t e  and d i r e c t i o n  o f  change o f  
r e l a t e d  courts' caseloads. Creat ion o f  an 
Intermediate c o u r t  f ncreases the  opportuni ty  t o  
f i l e  cases, so s ta tes  i n  whtch these cour ts  were 
created usua l l y  show f a s t e r  growth I n  the  t o t a l  
appe l la te  caseload than t h a t  found i n  s ta tes  t h a t  
e i t h e r  had an t n t e n e d l a t e  c o u r t  f o r  the  e n t i r e  
i n t e r v a l  or d i d  n o t  have one a t  a l l .  Once the  
capactty o f  the  new c o u r t  I s  reached, the  r a t e  o f  
growth may decrease. The add t t i on  o f  judges t o  
an intermedtate c o u r t  may have a s t m i l a r  though 
l e s s  dramatic e f f e c t  on h i s t o r i c a l  caseload data 
growth patterns. 
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TABLE 11: 
Filed cases in appellate courts. 1975.1981 . 
Number of cases filed. and percent changes . 

Percent changes State and c o u r t  t l t l e  Cases f l l e d  
~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1980-1 981 1975-1981 

Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

Alabama.. Supreme Court ......... 369 51 0 81 5 667 762 846 1. 018 172 ( 20%) 649 (176%) 
Alaska.. Supreme Court .......... 31 5 468 61 3 630 656 572* 493 -79 (-14%)* 178 ( 57%)* 
Artrona.. Supreme Court 905k 1. 063k 1. 005k 1. 171k 1. 093k 1. 140 1. 143 3 ( 1%) 
Arkansas.. Supreme Court ........ 694 584 650* 756 520 -236 (-31%) 

......... 238 ( 26%) 

Callfornta.. Supreme Court ...... 3. 668 3.801 3.850 4. 012 3. 784 3. 963 4.006 43 ( 1%) 338 ( 9%) 

........ 413 ( 75%) Colorado.. Supreme Court 553 651 735 854 941 950 966 16 ( 2%) 

D l s t r f c t  o f  Columbia.. Court o f  

Connectt cut.. Supreme Court ..... 409j 474{ 614 675 6371 
Delaware.. Supreme Court ........ 333 335 364 361 339 332 337 5 (  2%) 4 ( 1%) 

................... 398 ( 31%) Appeals 1. 265 1. 369 1.353 1.305 1.236 1. 426 1.663 237 ( 17%) ......... -390 (-21%) Florida.. Supreme Court 1.846 2.214 2.253 2. 740 2. 561 1.714 1. 456 -258 (-15%) 

Georgta.. Supreme Court ......... 1.31 3 1. 433 1. 496 1. 506 1 . 450b 1. 580 1. 356 -224 (-14%) 43 ( 3%) 
Hawali .. Supreme Cour t  .......... 194 265 31 6 374 338 416' 356 -60 (-14%)* 162 ( 84%)* 
Idaho.. Supreme Court ........... 3381 3321 374{ 340i 410i 4381 435t -31( -1S)t 974( 29x) l  
I l l lnois..  Supreme Cour t  ........ 1.087 998 1. 139 1. 250 1. 346 1.461 1. 644 183 ( 13%) 557 ( 51%) .. ......... 646 71 2 66 ( 10%) Indlana.. Supreme Cour t  430 476 466 604 

Iowa.. Supreme Court ............ 1. 086 1. 176 1. 231' 1.490 1. 507 1.620 1. 733 113 ( 7%) 647 ( 60%)* 
Kansas.. Supreme Court 368 438 464' 443 41 0 392 -18 ( -4%) 
Kentucky.. Supreme Courtk ..... 1.1 99 833* 463 771 7 54 733 928 195 ( 27%) -271 (-23%)' 
Loutstana.. Supreme Cour t  ....... 1. 606 1.762 2. 266 2.405 2. 842 3.071 3. 337 266 ( 7%) 1.731 (108%) 
Maine.. Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court .. 268 334 379 422 408 565 576 11 ( 2%) 308 (115%) 

.......... 24 ( 7%)* 

Maryland.. Court o f  Appeals ..... 7 5 d  6573 558 585 540 565 684 119 ( 21%) 
Michtgan.. Supreme Court ........ 974 1. 045 1. 503 1.636 1.470 1. 850 1. 949 975 (100%) 
Hi nnesota.. Supreme Court ....... 921 911 1. 001 1. 117 1. 391 
Mtsstsslppt.. Supreme Court ..... 936 797 774 843 960 8901 

99 ' 5p) 
470 ( 51%) 

Nissouri.. Supreme Court ........ 439 579 667 61 5 684 836 1. 072 236 ( 28%) 6;; (144%) 

Hontana.. Supreme Court ......... 299 409 469 51 7 472 494 574 
Nebraska.. Supreme Court ........ 5714 7161 6074 6461 6384 7411 9291 
Nevada.. Supreme Court .......... 553 806 1. 092 1. 031 91 2 731 71 9 
New Hampshlre.. Supreme Court ... 268 273 31 5 31 0 293 599 482 
New Jersey.. Supreme Court ...... 1. 0481 1. 1641 9021 1. 0164 1. 0861 1. 1041 1. 1271 

80 ( 16%) 275 ( 92%) 
188f(  25%Ii 358f(  63%)1 
-12 ( -2%) 166 ( 30%) 

214 ( 80%) 
231( 2%Ii 79{ (  8%)' 

. 117 (-20%) 

New Mexlco.. Supreme Court ...... 500 558 632 654 61 5 577 61 0 33 ( 6%) 110 ( 22%) 

North Dakota-Supreme Court .... 129 150 186 208 294 309 15 L 5%) 180 (140%) 
Ohio.. Supreme Court ............ 1, 323 1. 404 1. 516 1.593 1. 721 1. 864 2.001 137 ( 7%) 678 ( 51%) 

Nor th Carolina.. Supreme Court .. 520 546 465 541 624 

Oklahoma.. STATE TOTAL .......... 1.806 1. 998 2. 002 1.729 1.922 2.457 
Supreme Court ................ 992 1. 019 1. 109 1.029 1.176 1. 636 
Court o f  Crimtnal Appeals .... 814 979 893 700 746 81 1 

Oregon.. Supreme Court .......... 773 973 885 594 727 834 81 2 -22 ( -3%) 39 ( 5%) 

Puerto Rico.. Supreme Court ..... 1. 083 1. 204 1. 248 1.136 1. 170 1.382 1. 469 87 ( 6%) 386 ( 36%) 
Rhode Island.. Supreme Court .... 347 41 1 427 445 486 608 643 296 ( 85%) 

Pennsylvania.. Supreme Court .... 1. 6961 1. 7361 1. 5491 1. 9441 1. 8501 1. 7741 1. 1341k -6401 ( -36Z) ik  -56Zt(-33%)fk 

35 
( 6%) 759 (275%) South Carolina.. Supreme Court .. 276 41 6 487 71 4 71 5 921 1. 035 114 ( 12%) 

South Dakota.. Supreme Court .... 218 294 288 279 31 9 359 326 -33 ( -9%) 108 ( 50%) 
-68 ( -7%) Tennessee.. Supreme Court 953 897 879 81 3 854 733 885 152 ( 21%) 

Texas.. STATE TOTAL ............. 3. 715 4. 774 5. 727 5. 942 5.859 6. 285 5. 751k -534 ( -8Z)k 2. 036 ( 55%Ik 
Supreme Court ................ 973 1. 072 1. 035 1.070 1.014 1. 014 1. 024 10 ( 1%) 51 ( 5%) 
Court o f  Ct lmlnal  Appeals .... 2. 742 3. 702 4. 692 4. 872 4. 845 5.271 4. 727k -544 ( - l a $  1. 985 ( 72%$ 

....... 

(cont lnued on n e x t  page) 
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TABLE 11 : 
Filed cases in appellate courts, 1975-1981. (continued) 

State and c o u r t  t t t l e  Cases f f l e d  Percent changes 

1975-1 981 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1980-1 981 

Courts o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
( c o n t l  nued ) 

......... ........ 153 ( 43%) 32 ( 7%) 
731 ( 48%) 

Vemnt--Supreme Court 355 366 364 359 422 476 508 
Vlrgtnla--Supreme Cour t  1.526 1.672 1,932 1.846 1,862 2,091 2,257 166 ( 8%) 
Wash1 ngton--Supreme Court ...... 504 589 638 654 785 767 863 96 ( 13%) 359 ( 71%) 
West Vlrgtnla--Supreme Court 

of Appeals ................ 720 878 863 713 1,012 1,262 1.178 -84 ( -7%) 458 ( 64%) 
Wtsconsln--Supreme Court ....... 840 929 904 636* 683 737 54 ( 8%) -103 (-12%)* 
Hyom1 ng--Supreme Court 129 138 146 157 177 207 198 -9 ( -4%) ......... 69 ( 53%) 

I n t e m e d l a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts  

........... 494f(  49%)f 
Court o f  C t v t l  Appeals ....... 133 186 308 361 41 9 464 475 342 (257%) 

Alabama--STATE TOTAL 1,01l1 1.2701 1,1611 1,2731 1,2481 1,3021 1,5054 2031( 16X)f 

l1 ( 2x)  152f(  17%)1 Court o f  Cr1minal Appeals 8781 1.0841 8531 9121 8291 8381 1,0301 1921 ( 23X)i .... 
Alaska--Court o f  Appeals ....... -- -- -- -- -- 69 262 193 (280%) 7;; ( 41x) 
Artzona--Court o f  Appeals ...... 1,725 2.017 2,005 2,183 1,999 2.212 2,436 224 ( 10%) ..... 111 ( 11%) -- -- 61 6 983 1,094 Arkansas--Court o f  Appeals -- -- -- 
Cal i forn ia- -Cour ts  o f  Appeal ... 9.936 10.312 11,460 12.337 12,853 14,374 15,446 1,072 ( 7%) 5,510 ( 55%) ..... 415 ( 48%) 

F lor tda--Cour t  o f  Appeals ...... 7.849 9,129 9,647 9.563 12,350 11.801 13,795 1,994 ( 17%) 5,946 ( 764) 

Col orado--Court o f  Appeal s 858 915 1.128 1,119 1,214 1.207 1,273 66 [ 5%) 
Connecticut-Appel l a t e  Sesstons -- -- o f  Supertor Cour t  ......... 173 21 1 199 223 135 122 

Georgla--Court o f  Appeals ...... 1.754 2,132 2,000 1.969 2,031 2.542 511 ( 25%) 

o f  Appeals ................ -- -- -- -- _ _  262 117 -145 (-55%) 
Hawall--1ntermedtate Court 

I l l i n o l s - - A p p e l l a t e  Court ...... 4,135 3,973 4,381 4,411 5,732 6,603 6,594 -9 ( 0%) 2.4;; ( 59%) 
Indtana--Court o f  Appeals ...... 626 777 883 896 941 937 1,095 158 ( 17%) 469 ( 754) 
Iowa--Court o f  Appeals ......... -- -- 356 370 377 460 454 -6 ( -1%) _ _  

~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~ ~~ ~ 

Kansas--Court o f  Appeals ....... -- -- 370 792 81 6 91 6 967 51 ( 6%) -- 
Kentucky--Court o f  Appeals -- 
Maryland--Court o f  Special 

Massachusetts--Appeals Cour t  ... 8701 6054 1,1661 1,0501 1,0451 1,2101 1,2694 591( 5 % 9  3991( 46911 

Michtgan--Court o f  Appeals ..... 4.435 4,544 5.274 5,248 5,499 5,980 6,318 438 ( 7%) 1,983 ( 45%) 
Nlssour l - -Cour t  o f  Appeals ..... 1,818 2.181 2,146 2.255 2,219 2,646 2,820 174 ( 7%) 1.002 ( 55%) 

of Supertor Court ......... 4,383 4,819 5.978 6.098 5,618 6,121 6.838 717 ( 12%) 2.455 ( 56%) 
New Mextco--Court o f  Appeals ... 514 446 576 539 51 7 570 50d 

New Yo&--STATE TOTAL .......... 9.4771 10,2561 10,5991 10.4531 10,8171 11 ,63a1 8211( 8411 

Supreme Cour t  .............. 7,3621 7,8261 8,3841 8,4181 8,6304 9,3381 708f( 8%)f 

Supreme Cour t  .............. 2,177 2,115 2,430 2.215 2,035 2.187 2,300 113 ( 5%) 123 ( 6%) 
Ohto--Court o f  Appeals ......... 6.869 7.204 7,992 7.546 7,994 8,980 8,915 -65 ( -1%) 2,046 [ 30%) 

Oklahoma--Court o f  Appeals ..... ,327 41 8 353 449 647 496 
Oregon--Court o f  Appeals ....... 1.539 1.847 2.348 3.106 3,456 3.436 3,403 -33 ( -1%) 1.864 (121%) 
Pennsylvanfa--STATE TOTAL ...... 5.0231 6,0671 6,3641 7,6921 6,9331 8,3181 8,8461k 5281[ 6%) lk  3.823j( 76%I fk  

Supertor Cour t  ............... 2.9961 3,6311 3,7001 4,49d 4,0474 4,5231 5,0371k 514t( 1lX)lk 2.0411( 68%Itk 
C o m n w e a l t h  Cour t  ........... 2,027 2.436 2,664 3,197 2.886 3,795 3,80gk 14 ( 14)k 1,782 ( 88%Ik 

Tennessee--STATE TOTAL ......... 1.285 1,330 1,472 1.424 1.438 1,520 1,723 203 ( 13%) 430 ( 34%) 

..... 615 1,922 1.571 1,863 2,267 2,374 107 ( 5%) 
Loulslana--Courts of Appeal .... 2.020 2,189 2,407 2,386 2,664 2,873 2,878 5 ( 1%) 8;s ( 42%) 

Appeals ................... 1,28d 1.541j 1,545 1,644 1,689 1,892 1,851 -41 ( -2%) 

New Jersey--Appellate Olv ts ton 

-- 
Appel la te Olv ts tons o f  the  

Appel la te  Terms o f  the  
-- 

-- -- 

............. .... 229 ( 35%) 
209 ( 33%) 

Court o f  Appeals 655 694 758 730 775 806 884 78 ( l o g )  
Court o f  Cr lmlnal  Ap ea ls  630 636 71 4 694 663 71 4 839 125 ( 18%) 

Texas--Courts o f  Appeafs ....... 1,7641 1,8241 1,9691 2,1721 2,4451 2.6211 7.8141k 5,1931(198X)tk 6,0501(343%)fk 

Wlsconsln--Court o f  Appeals . . , . -- _ _  e- -- 1,983 2,287 2.479 192 ( 8%) 
Washington--Court of Appeals ... 1,819 1,777 1.996 2,093 2,243 2,752 2,799 47 ( 2%) 980 ( 544) -- 



Note: For  i n c l u s i o n  on t h i s  t a b l e  a case i s  de f ined as any 
appeal, any o r i g i n a l  proceeding. o r  any request  t o  
appeal. Requests t o  appeal a re  counted when o r i g i n a l l y  
f i l e d  and are  n o t  counted again if granted. A l l  
complete data a re  entered i n  the  tab le .  Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the  data a r e  unavat lab le,  o r  t h e  
c a l c u l a t i o n s  were inappropr ta te.  

-- - Not appl tcable.  

* Ind ica tes  the  year  t h e  in tenned ia te  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  began 

b p a r t i c u l a r  c o u r t  o r  r e p o r t t n g  system in fo rmat ion :  

o p e r a t i  on. 

Georgia--Supreme Court--Data repor ted  by the  c o u r t  p r i o r  
t o  1979 do n o t  i n c l u d e  pending data, and i t  i s  
t h e r e f o r e  no t  c l e a r  how requests t o  appeal which were 
granted i n  these years were counted. Data from before  
1979 may n o t  be canparable w i t h  t h a t  repor ted  f o r  
years a f t e r  1979. 

lData  are  incomplete: 
Alabama--Court o f  Cr iminal  Appeals--Figures do n o t  

inc lude p e t i t i o n s  disposed i n  the  c l e r k ’ s  o f f i c e  a t  
the  d i r e c t i o n  o f  the  cour t .  

Connecticut--Supreme Court--Figures foo tno ted  do n o t  
inc lude p e t i t i o n s  f o r  c e r t i f i c a t i o n .  

Idaho--Supreme Court--Figures do n o t  inc lude requests  
t o  appeal. 

Massachusetts--Appeal s Court--Figures do n o t  lnc lude 
o r i g i n a l  proceedlngs o r  requests  to appeal. 

Mlssissippi--Supreme Cour t - -F igure f o r  1981 does n o t  
i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedtngs cases. 

Nebraska--Supreme Court--Figures g iven 
inc lude appeals and o r t g t n a l  j u r i s d i c t t o n  cases 
only. No i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  a v a i l a b l e  on the  number o f  
requests  to appeal t h a t  a re  f i l e d .  

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
motions f o r  d i r e c t  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  and motions f o r  leave 
t o  appeal. 

New York--Appellate D i v i s i o n s  o f  the  Supreme Court--Data 
repor ted  do n o t  i n c l u d e  o r l g i n a l  proceedlngs. 

Pennsyl vania--Supreme Court--Fi gures do n o t  i n c l  ude any 
o r l g l n a l  proceedlngs. 
Super ior  Court--Figures repor ted  inc lude appeals 
only.  

inc lude appeals only. 
Texas--Courts o f  Appeal s--Figures repor ted  

JExplanat ton o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
Maryland--Court o f  Appeals and Court o f  Special 

Appeal s--Requests to appeal granted were double 
counted i n  the data repor ted  here f o r  1375 and 
1976--once when the request  t o  appeal was f i l e d  and 
again when the  r e s u l t t n g  appeal was f i l e d .  

New Mexico--Court o f  Appeals--Figur- f o r  1981 inc ludes  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  appeals, which a r e  I $ a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
prev ious years. 

k A d d i t i o n a l  in fonnat ion :  
Arizona--Supreme Cour t - -F igures g iven f o r  1975-1 979 were 

cor rec ted  from prev ious e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  repor t .  
Kentucky--Supreme Court--Before 1976. the c o u r t  o f  1 a s t  

r e s o r t  was named’the Court o f  Appeals. 
Pennsylvania--In 1981 the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  the  Supre;e 

Court was changed t o  make i t  a “ c e r t i o r a r i  cour t .  
the  same t ime, t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  bo th  the  
Comnonwealth and Super ior  Courts was increased. The 
r e s u l t s  o f  these changes a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  the changes 
i n  the  caseload volume o f  these th ree  courts.  

Texas--Courts o f  Appeals-The j u r i s d i c t t o n  o f  t h i s  c o u r t  
was expanded i n  1981 t o  cover  c r i m i n a l  appeals, i n  
e f f e c t  c r e a t i n g  a “new” in te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
under the  Court o f  Cr iminal  Appeals. 

A t  
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Trial court summary statistics 

This sec t ion  conta ins  tab les  t h a t  d isp lay  the  
1981 s t a t i s t i c a l  data from the  t r i a l  courts.  The 
data cannot be found i n  publ ished annual repo r t s  
alone. A l l  publ ished annual repo r t s  and o ther  
ava i l ab le  documents from the  50 states,  t he  
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico are 
used. Unpublished data provided by s t a t e  c o u r t  
arbninistrators o r  o the r  o f f i c i a l s  a re  a l so  used. 

Court systems t h a t  con t r i bu ted  t o  the  1975 
Annual Re o r t  have provided more data as s t a t e  _6ne_ c o u r t  a i n i s t r a t o r s  have become aware o f  t he  CSIM 
P ro jec t  data needs. Several s ta tes  t h a t  d i d  n o t  
submit data f o r  the  1975 repo r t  have since changed 
o r  improved t h e i r  data systems t o  the  ex ten t  t h a t  
they now prov ide  data f o r  t h i s  na t iona l  
s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies.  

T r i a l  c o u r t  data rece ived from s ta tes  a re  
aenera l l y  more d e t a i l e d  than appe l la te  cou r t  
data. A i  though the  Sta te  T r i a i '  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t l c a l  Report in has e n a b l w  
t o  make quantum leaps forward i d e n t i f y i n g  u n i t s  
o f  count 'and the  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  
t r i a l  courts,  some s p e c i f i c  problems make 
comparisons o f  the data presented i n  t h i s  Re o r t  

uni form case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s ;  ( 2 )  l ack  of  un i fo rm 
ways o f  count ing  cases; ( 3 )  t he  l ack  o f  complete 
data repor ted  by the  courts;  ( 4 )  questions 
r e l a t i n g  t o  the  v a l i d i t y  o f  data co l lec ted ,  bo th  
publ ished and unpublished; and ( 5 )  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  
the  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  the  cour ts .  

The f i r s t  problem i n  comparing data from t r i a l  
cou r t s  i s  the  lack  o f  un i fo rm i t y  i n  case 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  Case categor ies and the data 
c l a s s i f i e d  i n  the  case categor ies vary from s t a t e  
t o  s ta te .  
w i t h  c r im ina l  cases i n  one s ta te ,  and w i t h  t r a f f i c  
cases i n  another s ta te .  This s o r t  o f  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  problem. however. has been 

d i f f i c u l t .  These problems are  (1 )  the  l a c  9 7 -  o 

For example, OW1 cases may be counted 

addressed i n  the  Sta te  T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report in 

The second problem deals w 
count employed t o  measure cases. This problem has 
a1 ready been presented i n  the  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  
volume, and i s  examined I n  g rea ter  d e t a i l  i n  
F igure  C. 

The t h i r d  problem i n  comparlng data from t r i a l  
cour ts  i s  the  l ack  o f  complete s t a t i s t i c s .  
s ta tes  r e p o r t  on l y  t o t a l  caseload. Others r e p o r t  
i n d i v i d u a l  case categor ies,  b u t  do n o t  describe 
the  contents o f  those categor ies.  For example, a 
s t a t e  may r e p o r t  t o t a l  c i v i l  and c r im ina l  data b u t  

Some 

n o t  i d e n t i f y  whether they inc lude estate,  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  o r  mental hea l th .  This omission 
presents a problem i n  i n t e r s t a t e  comparisons. 
add i t ion ,  there  are s ta tes  t h a t  a re  n o t  cons is ten t  
i n  t h e i r  repo r t i ng  o f  data. The general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t ,  f o r  example, may g ive  d e t a i l e d  
category breakdowns, whereas the 1 i m i  t ed  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  may r e p o r t  on ly  t o t a l  c i v i l ,  
c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  cases, o r  n o t  r e p o r t  a t  a l l .  

The f o u r t h  problem r e l a t e s  t o  questions o f  
v a l i d i t y  o f  the  data co l l ec ted ,  bo th  publ ished and 
unpublished. One o f  t he  major f ac to rs  i n  data 
v a l i d i t y  i s  the  chance o f  human e r ro r .  Many 
elements (hidden data, t ranspos i t i on  of  f igures ,  
double count ing o f  cases, manner used t o  v e r i f y  
data) con t r i bu te  t o  the  scope o f  t h i s  problem. 
Although many v e r i f i c a t i o n  techniques have been 
implemented by s t a t e  c o u r t  admin is t ra to rs  and by 
t h e  Court  S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  Management 
P ro jec t  s t a f f  t o  keep e r r o r s  t o  a minimum, the 
reader should understand t h a t  a v e r i f i c a t i o n  
process does n o t  guarantee absolute accuracy. 

mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  the  courts.  I n  1981, s i x  
states,  11 1 i no i s ,  Idaho, Iowa, Massachusetts, 
Missour i  and South Dakota, the D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, and Guam, handled a l l  cases i n  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
F l o r i d a  and New Jersey, general j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cour ts  process on ly  major c r im ina l  cases and major 
c i v i l  act ions,  wh i l e  o ther  c i v i l  and c r im ina l  
cases are handled by l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts  were added t o  t h i s  
se r ies  i n  1976 i n  order t o  present a complete 
p i c t u r e  o f  t he  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload. The 1981 
s t a t e  c o u r t  system char t s  i n  P a r t  I 1  show t h a t  t he  
number and types o f  t r i a l  cour ts  vary from s t a t e  
t o  s ta te .  This d i f f e rence  i n  c o u r t  s t ruc tu re  must 
be kep t  i n  mind wh i l e  examining the  data i n  these 
sumnary tab1 es. 

The reader should note t h a t  on l y  s ta tes  
r e p o r t i n g  data t h a t  cou ld  be displayed i n  s p e c i f i c  
case category tab les  ( i .e.,  fe lony,  r e a l  p roper ty  
r i g h t s ,  s ta tus  offenses, etc.)  a re  inc luded i n  
such tables.  For the  sake o f  c l a r i t y ,  those 
s ta tes  t h a t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  such d e t a i l  a re  n o t  
l i s t e d .  

general overview (na t i ona l  caseload t o t a l s  f o r  
cou r t s )  t o  the more s p e c i f i c  caseload d e t a i l  
( c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  and 
j u v e n i l e  case ca tegor ies  and caseload). 

I n  

The f i n a l  problem i s  v a r i a t i o n  i n  the  sub jec t  

I n  o the r  s ta tes ,  such as 

The f o l l o w i n g  tab les  are  sequenced from a 
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TABLE 12: Reported national caseload (civil, criminal, and juvenile) in all trial courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  organizat ion:  

I n  1981 the  number o f  d i f f e r e n t  k inds  o f  
t r i a l  cou r t s  i n  a s ta te  ranged from 1 ( i n  s ta tes  
w i t h  a s i n g l e - t l e r  t r i a l  c o u r t )  t o  15. F i ve  
s ta tes  (Idaho, I l l i n o i s ,  Iowa, Missour i ,  and 
South Dakota), t he  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, and Guam 
have no l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
Massachusetts has one general j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
with seven departments. 

found i n  P a r t  I1 o f  th is  Report. 
A c o u r t  system c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  can be 

Var ia t ions  I n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

When comparing t r l a l  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s ,  the  
d i f f e rences  i n  j u r i s d i c t i o n  bo th  w i t h i n  and among 
s ta tes  must be examined. For  example, general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  i n  s ta tes  with s i n g l e - t i e r  
cour ts  handle a l l  cases from fe lon ies  and the 
l a r g e s t  c i v i l  ac t ions  t o  small claims. Another 
s t a t e ' s  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  may have a 
c r im ina l  d i v i s i o n  t h a t  handles on ly  fe lony  
matters ( a f t e r  p re l im inary  hearings i n  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts ) ,  and a c i v i l  d i v i s i o n  t h a t  
handles no c i v i l  cases I n v o l v i n g  l e s s  than 
$10.000. 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and de f i n i t i ons :  

I n  previous years, i t  was n o t  poss ib le  t o  
i d e n t i f y  the  s p e c i f i c  content o f  the  repor ted  
caseload o f  >some courts.  Those t h a t  repor ted  
f i gu res  f o r  general ca tegor ies  such as ' c i v i l "  o r  
" c r im ina l "  d i d  n o t  f u r t h e r  spec i fy  what types o f  
c i v i l  o r  c r im ina l  cases came under the  c o u r t ' s  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and there fore  were inc luded i n  these 
repor ted  f lgures .  
comDleted a ComDrehensive survey o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  

For 1981, the  C S I M  p r o j e c t  

j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  the  T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide 
f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing. Through t h i s  work, i t  
7 s  now poss ib le  t o  s t a t e  what types o f  cases a re  
and what types are  n o t  inc luded i n  t h e  data 
repor ted  by each court .  As a resu l t ,  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  problems t h a t  have ex i s ted  i n  the  
pas t  have been s u b s t a n t i a l l y  e l imlnated. 

A few problems remain, however. There are  
s ta tes  t h a t  a re  n o t  cons is ten t  i n  t h e i r  repo r t i ng  
o f  data. The general j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t ,  f o r  
example, may g i ve  d e t a i l e d  category breakdowns, 
whereas the  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  may r e p o r t  
on l y  t o t a l  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  cases, 
o r  n o t  r e p o r t  a t  a l l .  

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Va r ia t i ons  i n  count ing  cases: 

c r im ina l  case u n i t s  o f  count. These f i gu res  show 
t h a t  the  problem o f  case d e f i n i t i o n  i n  t r i a l  
cou r t s  I s  more acute on the  c r im ina l  side. Most 
states,  Puerto Rico, and Guam count c i v i l  cases 
i n  a l l  t r i a l  cour ts  when the  p e t i t i o n  o r  
complalnt  t s  f i l e d .  The problem i s  more complex 
i n  c r im ina l  cases, and i s  described fu l l y  i n  
F igure  C. 

FIgure C d isp lays  the  e x i s t l n g  v a r i a t i o n  i n  

Reported cases: 

The repor ted  cases f l gu res  inc lude a l l  s ta tes  
t h a t  repor ted  complete data f o r  t h a t  type o f  
case. For  example, data would n o t  be inc luded 
f o r  a s t a t e  t h a t  repor ted  a l l  c i v i l  cases f o r  i t s  
general j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  b u t  incomplete data 

f o r  one o r  more o f  i t s  l i m i t e d  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
courts. 

This standard o f  completeness was n o t  
fo l lowed f o r  the c r im ina l  caseload. For 1981, 
the  CSIM p r o j e c t  mod i f ied  i t s  l i s t  o f  case types 
t o  be inc luded i n  the  c r lm lna l  caseload. Usins - 
in fo rmat lon  c o l l e c t e d  f o r  the  T r i a l  Court 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t l c a l  Reporting, I t  
was Dossible t o  i d e n t i f y  i n  which f i a u r e  the  
c o u r t  o f  each type o f  &e was inc lu ied ,  b u t  i t  
was n o t  always poss ib le  t o  separate the  counts o f  
cases added t o  o r  removed from the  newly def ined 
c r im ina l  caseload. So t h a t  there  would be a 
s u f f i c i e n t  number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  usable data 
on which t o  base an est imate o f  the  c r im ina l  
caseload. the  completeness c r i t e r i o n  was re laxed 
t o  inc lude I n  the  ana lys is  s ta tes  repo r t l ng  data 
t h a t  were be l ieved t o  be a t  l e a s t  90 percent 
complete. States were inc luded whose c r im ina l  
f i gu res  d i d  n o t  inc lude DWI/DUI cases, o r  d i d  
inc lude a l i m i t e d  number o f  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  
o r  p re l im inary  hearings. 

Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  complete data: 

This f i g u r e  represents the  t o t a l  number o f  
s ta tes  whose t r i a l  cour ts  repor ted  complete data 
as de f ined above. 

Percent o f  popu la t ion  represented by complete 
data: - 

State  popu la t ion  f i gu res  used are the  rev i sed  
1981 Bureau o f  Census f i gu res  and t o t a l  
232,668,000 f o r  t he  50 states,  the D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, Puerto Rico, and Guam. This was the  
f i g u r e  used t o  compute percent o f  populat ion 
represented by complete data f o r  the  c i v i l  and 
c r im ina l  caseloads I n  a l l  courts. To ta l  j u v e n i l e  
popu la t ion  f o r  1981 was estimated by the Bureau 
o f  the  Census t o  be 63,163. Th ls  f i g u r e  does n o t  
inc lude Puerto Rico or Guam. 

Estimated na t iona l  t o t a l s :  

These are  the  cumulative t o t a l s  o f  a l l  
repor ted  s t a t e  t o t a l  data t h a t  were complete, 
p lus  the  est imated t o t a l s  f o r  each s t a t e  f o r  
which complete f l gu res  were unavailable. The 
procedure used t o  est imate incomplete and missing 
data i s  discussed i n  Appendix A. 

Appropr iate analyses: 

The estimates o f  t o t a l  t r i a l  cou r t  volume can 
be compared t o  the  estimates o f  the  t o t a l  
appe l la te  volume given i n  Table 1 t o  i n d i c a t e  the  
r e l a t l o n s h i p  between f i l i n g s  and d i spos i t i ons  i n  
t r i a l  and appe l la te  courts.  The estlmate o f  the  
t o t a l  volume o f  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l .  and j u v e n i l e  
caseloads shows the  r e l a t l v e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  f o r  
these th ree  case types o f  cases t h a t  a re  brought 
t o  the  t r i a l  courts. 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

The estimates o f  case volume are based on 
complete data from on ly  a p o r t i o n  o f  the  states. 
I t  i s  n o t  poss ib le  a t  t h i s  t ime t o  gauge the  
v a r i a b l l i t y  o f  t h y e  estimates. They should be 
viewed as gross, b a l l  park'' est imates, and n o t  
as represent ing the  exact volume o f  cases i n  
s t a t e  courts.  
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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 est tmated caseload F t  1 ed Disposed 
~~ ~ ~~~ 

CIVIL 

A l l  t r i a l  cour ts :  
Reported cases ........................................ 5,253,987 4,175,739 
Number o f  s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  complete data .............. 19 15 
Percent o f  popu la t lon  represente by complete data .... 3 5% 3 3% 

...................... 9,503,345 9,739,761 Estfmated t o t a l s  from Appendix A 
Estfmated na t iona l  t o t a l s  ............................. 14,800,000 13,900,000 

.................... 98% 90% Percent o f  var iance explalned ( R  h 1 

CRIMINAL 

A l l  t r i a l  courts:  
Reported cases ........................................ 3,946,471 2 , 534.41 4 
Number of s ta tes  r e p o r t l n g  complete data .............. 21 15 
Percent o f  popu la t lon  represente by complete data .... 42% 33% .................... 63% and 99% 65% t o  99% ...................... 5,209,438 5,176,366 Estfmated t o t a l s  from Appendtx A 
Estlmated na t l ona l  t o t a l s  ............................. 9,200,000 7,700,000 

Percent o f  var iance exp la ined ( R  s 1 

JUVENILE 

A l l  t r i a l  courts:  
Reported cases ........................................ 883 , 275 600,184 
Number o f  s ta tes  repo r t fng  complete data .............. 36 24 
Percent o f  popu la t ion  represented by complete data .... 66% 50% 
Estimated t o t a l s  from Appendix A ...................... 447,928 634,065 
Estfmated na t i ona l  t o t a l s  ............................. 1,331,000 1,234,000 

Note: Data inc luded i n  t h l s  t a b l e  a re  those from the  50 states,  the  D t s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Guam and 
Puerto Rico. To asce r ta in  the  s ta tes  t h a t  repor ted  data f n  any category, r e f e r  t o  Tables 
13, 14 and 16. Figures f o r  t he  percent o f  var lance exp la ined (R2) f o r  j u v e n i l e  est imates 
can be found i n  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 trafficlother violation trial court caseload, 1981. 
TABLE 16: Reported total juvenile trial court caseload, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  organizat ion:  

and Puerto Rico have 1981 t r i a l  c o u r t  data 
displayed i n  Table 13 through Table 16. 

i n  P a r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  The wide v a r i a t i o n  i n  

i l l u s t r a t e d  by comparing the  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia's s i n g l e - t i e r  c o u r t  system w i t h  Georgia, 
whtch has a number o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  and/or 
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  These d i f fe rences  
i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  determine the  p ropor t i on  o f  
t o t a l  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload t h a t  w f l l  be heard i n  
general j u r i s d i c t i o n  and i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s i d i c t i o n  
cour ts  i n  each s ta te .  

Var ia t ions  i n  sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

The v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  
mentioned above w i l l  a l so  determine what 
p ropor t i on  o f  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n ,  and j u v e n i l e  case types are  heard a t  
each l e v e l  o f  court .  These are  the  on ly  f o u r  
tab les  t h a t  l i s t  every c o u r t  w i t h  the  re levan t  
sub jec t  mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  regardless o f  the 
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  data. 
system char t s  i n  P a r t  I 1  f o r  more d e t a i l e d  
descr ip t ions  o f  the  case types handled i n  each 
t r i a l  court .  

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t i o n s :  

Tables 13 through 16 show on ly  the  very broad 
breakdown o f  caseload i n t o  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  and j u v e n i l e  cases, and 
i n d i c a t e  w i t h  NHs the  case types n o t  handled i n  
each p a r t i c u l a r  court .  These tab les  g i ve  a good 
overview o f  t he  way caseload i s  d i s t r i b u t e d  among 
the  t r i a l  courts.  The l a r g e  number o f  blank 
spaces i nd i ca tes  from which cou r t s  data a re  
unava i lab le  or l e s s  than 90% complete f o r  1981. 
No t o t a l s  appear f o r  a s t a t e  on the  s t a t e  name 
l i n e  i n  any o f  the  columns unless complete data 
( a t  l e a s t  90%) were repor ted  by a l l  cou r t s  
hand l ing  t h a t  case type. S ta te  t o t a l s  a re  l e f t  
blank i f  data are  miss ing  from any c o u r t  i n  the  
state.  

Sources o f  data a re  i nd i ca ted  i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  i n  count ing  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  cases: 

Care should be taken t o  avo id  comparing 
s ta tes  w i t h  data based on non-comparable u n i t s  o f  
count. These d e f i n i t i o n s  i n  c r im ina l  cases a re  
spe l l ed  ou t  i n  F igure  C. Check the  notes a t  t he  
end o f  each t a b l e  t o  i d e n t i f y  those cou r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count c i v i l  cases a t  the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  
p e t i t i o n  o r  complaint. 
s ta tes  t h a t  count cases i n  the  same w a y  can be 

F i f t y  s ta tes ,  t he  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Guam, 

A c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  i s  

cou r t  o rgan iza t ion  9- rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  can be 

See the  i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  

Only data from those 

compared. The i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  volume 
describes the  importance o f  con t ro l1  i n g  f o r  t he  
u n i t  o f  count when comparing s t a t e  data. 

Appropr iate analyses: 

A1 1 percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 1 ess 
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were l e s s  
than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been rounded 
down t o  -1%. 

measure represents the  percent o f  the  number o f  
f i l e d  cases t h a t  t he  c o u r t  was ab le  t o  dispose. 
The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  the  number o f  
cases f i l e d  by the  number disposed and then 
m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent over one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  disposed more 
cases than were f i l e d ,  thus reducing pending 
caseload. 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up 
w i t h  the  volume o f  cases be ing  f i l e d .  

Disposed cases as percent o f  f i l e d .  This 

A percent s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one 

F i l e d  (disposed) per  100,000 populat ion.  The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  popu la t ion  used on a l l  c o u r t  
caseload cha r t s  i s  100,000. 
compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  popu la t ion  and 
g ives  a more r e a l i s t i c  bas is  f o r  comparison o f  
caseloads among s ta tes  o f  var ious sizes. I f  the 
number o f  f i l i n g s  was unava i lab le  b u t  the  number 
o f  d i spos i t i ons  was ava i lab le ,  the  number o f  cases 
disposed per u n i t  o f  popu la t ion  was entered i n  
t h i s  column i n  place o f  t he  number o f  cases f i l e d  
per  popu la t ion  un i t .  The use o f  t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  
q u a n t i t y  i s  i nd i ca ted  by enc los ing  i t  i n  
parentheses. Populat ion f i gu res  represent the  
t o t a l  s t a t e  populat ion.  

d e f i n i t i o n ,  u n i t  o f  count, e t c . )  a re  s im i la r ,  the  
f i l e d  per  u n i t  o f  popu la t ion  s t a t i s t i c  permits 
d i r e c t  comparison among s ta tes  o f  the  number o f  
f i l e d  c i v i l  cases, c r im ina l  cases, t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases, j u v e n i l e  cases, as we l l  as among 
s t a t e  t o t a l s .  

Th is  measure 

I f  a l l  o the r  f a c t o r s  ( c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

Data t h a t  a re  n o t  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a re  
n o t  inc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  t o  prevent 
i napprop r ia te  comparisons. 
inc luded must account f o r  d i f f e rences  between the  
way cases a re  de f ined and counted i n  d i f f e r e n t  
cour ts .  Where possible,  comparisons should be 
l i m i t e d  t o  those among s t a t e  t o t a l s  f o r  s p e c i f i c  
types o f  cases. Before making comparisons between 
1 i m i  t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  o r  among general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts,  check the  c o u r t  system char t s  
i n  P a r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  volume f o r  s i m i l a r i t i e s  i n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The data t h a t  are 
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TABLE 14: 
Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. 
A// courts. Begin pending, filed, disposed and end pending. Disposed as a percentage of filed and filed 
per 7 00,000 population. 

F1 l e d  
(d i s -  
posed 1 
Per 

U n i t  Disposed 100,000 
S ta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  o f  Beg1 n End as a % popu- 

ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL ................... 
d i c t i o n  count pending F11 ed D1 sposed pending o f  f i l e d  l a t l o n  

Ci rcu i t  Court ......................... G 2-A 31,129 27,685 89% 795 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ L 2-c 110,61g 107,82d 9 7 d  2,8245 
Municipal Court ....................... L 2 -c 

Superior Court ........................ G 7-A 1,5573 1,1653 7 5 4  3 7 d  
ALASKA: STATE TOTAL ..................... 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ L 7-c 

ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL ................... 
Superlor Court ........................ G 4-A 8,2501 16,858 1 7,3131 7,3661 603 
J u s t i c e  o f  the Peace Court ............ L 1 -c 
Munlclpal Court ....................... L 1-C 58,8874 92,7141 72,6621 77,9361 78x1 3,318’ 

ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL .................. 
C i r c u i t  Court ......................... G 1-A 11,977 18,695 17,864 12,808 9 6% 81 4 
Municipal Court ....................... L 1 -c 
Po l i ce  Court and City Court ........... L 1 -c 

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL ................ 
Superior Court ........................ G 2 -A 
J u s t i c e  Court ......................... L 2-c 
Municipal Court ....................... L 2-c 

828,65743 726,783fj 
67,515 60,564 
64,090fj 53,905ij 

697,05243 61 2,31413 

88%fj  3,42513 
9 0% 279 
84%f? 26515 
88%fJ 2,881ij 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL .................. 
D t s t r i c t  Court ........................ G 4-E/A 15,346 15,002 12,414 17,389 8 3% 506 
County Court .......................... L 4-C 16,4971’ 39,2881 36,3311 20,4541 92%‘ 1,325’ 

CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL ............... 
Superior Court ........................ G 2-A 13,479‘3 114,96943 111.99713 14,85913 97%1j 3,66815 

~ ~ ~ ~ -~ 

DELAWARE: STATE TOTAL .................. 
Supertor Court ........................ G 2-A 1,3263 3,305.j 3,30d 1,3313 l O O % j  5533 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas ................. L 1 -c 
Family Court .......................... L 2-c 230 2,616 2,583 263 99% 437 
Municipal Court o f  Wilmington ......... L 1 -c 
Alderman’s Court ...................... L 1 -c 
J u s t i c e  o f  the Peace Court ............ L 1 -c 29,641 29,788 100% 4,957 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Superior Court ........................ G 2-8 4,09113 28,7581 27,4971 5,352ij 96%1 4,558’ 

FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL ................... 
C l r c u i t  Court ......................... G 5-B 
County Court .......................... L 1 -c 

352,4061 305,1051 
149,999 134,340 
202,4071 170,7651 

87%1 3,4611 
9oX 1,473 
8481 1 , 988’ 
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F i  1 ed 
( d i s -  
posed) 
Per 

U n i t  D1 sposed 100,000 
State and cou r t  name J u r i s -  o f  Begin End as a % popu- 

GEORGIA: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
d i c t i o n  count pendi nq F i l e d  Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  l d t i o n  

Superior Court .......................... G 7-8 54,38613 50,39815 9 3 d 3  97613 
State Court and County Court ............ L 7-c 
Probate Court ........................... L 2-c 4,834' 4,689' 97xi 87i 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court .............. L N/A 
Small Claims Court ...................... L N/A 
Municipal Court ( l oca ted  I n  Savannah 

and Columbus) ......................... L N/A 
Magis t ra te 's  Court ...................... L 2-c 
C i v i l  Court ............................. L N/A 
Criminal Court, Municipal Court (o the r  

l oca t i ons  1, Recorder's Court, Mayor's 
Court, City Council Court, and Po l i ce  
Court ................................. L N/A 

GUAM: 
Superior Court .......................... G N/A 675 1,394 525 869 38% 

HAWAII: STATE TOTAL ...................... 9,5451 27,9331 27,2021 10,276i 97xf 2,847i 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... G 2-8 3,972: 2,7111 1,8721 4,811 1 69x1 2761 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... L 2-8 5,573' 25.2221 25,330i 5,4651 1 OO%i 2,571 

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ....................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... G 4-8 

ILLINOIS: 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... G 9-A 

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL ..................... 88,52411 182,34911 159,418iJ 111,926'3 87SiJ 3,3351J 
Superior Court and C i r c u i t  Court ........ G 7-A 27,4201 35,6791 35,455i 27,9861 99Xi 653! 
County Court ............................ L 7-8 23,403!3 49,77313 47,43713 25,84411 95%f3 910'1 
Municipal Court o f  Marion County ........ L 7-8 28,8193 52,5063 44,8173 36,5083 8 5 d  9 6 d  
Small Claims Court o f  Marion County ..... L N/A 101 1,185 930 2651 78% 22 
City Court and Town Court ............... L 4-8 8,8721 43.2061 30,7791 21,3231 71Xi 790i 

IOWA: 
D i s t r l c t  Court .......................... G 2-A 93Zi 1,2741 

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL ...................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... G 2-€/A 7,728i 32,870 30,5381 5,24!ii 1,379 

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL .................... 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... G 2-A 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... L 2-c 

8 8 d  3713 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... G 11-A 386,363 
City Court, Par ish Court and Municipal 

Court o f  New Orleans .................. L 7-8 38,3941 32,9131 

8,969 

86%i 891 i 

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

Fi 1 ed 
( d i s -  
posed 1 
Per 

U n i t  Disposed 100,000 
State and c o u r t  name J u r l s -  o f  Begin End as a % popu- 

MAINE: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
d i c t i o n  count pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  l a t i o n  

Superior Court ........................ G 2-A 3,75515 6,06215 5,75213 4,06515 95x45 53515 
D l s t r l c t  Court ........................ L 9-B 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL .................. 174,930ij 4,103’5 
C i r c u i t  Court ......................... G 2-A 17,7804j 45,933 40,497 23,21715 88% 1,078 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ L 2-6 128,99715 3,026’5 

MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL ............. 
T r i a l  Court o f  t he  Comonwealth ....... G 2-8 303,709ij 5,261 15 

MICHIGAN: STATE TOTAL .................. 
Recorder’s Court o f  D e t r o i t  ........... G 
D l s t r l c t  Court ........................ L 
Municipal Court ....................... L 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ................. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ G 2-c 12,7631 10,0731 79x4 31 21 
County Court .......................... L 1 -c 
County Municipal Court ................ L 1 -c 

MISSOURI : 
C i r c u i t  Court ......................... G 11-B 81,2635 74,9555 

MONTANA: STATE TOTAL ................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ G 7-A 1,098 3,238 2,725 1,519 84% 408 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court ............ L 2-c 
City Court ............................ L 2-c 
Munlclpal Court ....................... L 2-c 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL .................. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ G 2-A 
County Court .......................... L 2-8 
Municipal Court ....................... L 2-c 

6,89g 5,9175 
46,39315 46,241 

NEVADA: STATE TOTAL .................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
J u s t l c e  Court ......................... 
Municipal Court ....................... 

G 11-A 
L 11-c 
L 11-c 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ............. 
Superior Court ........................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Municipal Court ....................... 

G 1 -A 6,955 7,149 103% 743 
L 1 -c 
L 1 -c 1,4081 1501 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL ................ 
Super1 o r  Court ........................ 
County D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 
Municipal Court ....................... 

445.41 0‘5 41 0.1 6015 92Si j  6,0161j 

L 2-c 3,391ij 3,730ij 11 0x15 461 j 
L 2-c 409, 980’j 376,429’3 92x45 5,537i.1 

G 2-8 13,382 32,043 30,005 15.420 94% 433 

NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Magist ra te Court ...................... 
Bernal 11 l o  County Metropol i t an  Court . . 

G 2-c 2,601 5,927 5,001 3,527 84% 446 
L 2-c 
L 2-c 31 ,024i j  2,3361 j 
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F i l e d  

U n i t  Disposed 

d i c t i o n  count pending F i l e d  01 sposed pending o f  f i l e d  
State and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  o f  Beg1 n End as a % 

NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
Supreme Court and County Court ........... G 7 -A 41 ,5871 42,0854 101 %i 
Criminal Court o f  the City o f  New York ... L 9-D 189,051 182,109 96% 
D i s t r i c t  Court and City Court ............ L 2-c 21 0,9023 1 69,3433 SO?$ 
Town and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  Court ........... L 1 -c 

( d i s -  
posed 1 
Per 
1 00,000 
POPU- 
l a t i o n  

236i 
1,074 
1,19d 

NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ............... 66,65413 445,67913 429,555fj 82,77815 m i 5  7,487'3 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... L 3-C 50,04913 176,994fJ 362,99113 64,052'3 96X l j  6,333'5 
Superior Court ........................... G 2-A 16,605 68,685 66,564 18,726 97% 1,154 

NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ................. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... 
County Court w i t h  Increased J u r i s d i c t i o n  . 
County Jus t i ce  Court ..................... 
Municipal Court .......................... 

G 2 -A 2965 1 ,3273 1,3273 2983 lO0XJ 2025 
L 5-8 2,3913 11,6271 11,146 2,90@ 96%i 1,7671 
L 2-c 1,085'3 2,7271 2,70Di 1,0881J 41 41 
L 2-c 

OHIO:  STATE TOTAL ......................... 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas .................... 
Municlpal Court .......................... 
County Court ............................. 
Mayor's Court ............................ 

G 2-E 9,963 41 ,076 41,492 9,547 101% 381 

L 2-c 4,2833 41,9395 41,2863 4.93d 9 8 d  3895 
L N/A 

L 2-C 50,5803 378,8923 380,68d 48,78d 1 0 0 3  3,514 

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... G 9-A 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL ....................... 
C i r c u i t  Court ............................ G 5-8 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... L 5-8 
Jus t i ce  Court ............................ L 5-c 
Municipal Court .......................... L 1 -c 

20,1981 19,549' 97%i 7621 

PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL ................. 
Court o f  Cormnon Pleas .................... G 2-A/D 18,176 89,673 78,103 39,746 87% 755 
D i s t r i c t  Jus t i ce  Court ................... L 2-c 148,6373 (1,25215 
Phi ladelph ia Municipal Court ............. L 2-c 
P i t t sbu rgh  City Magis t ra te Court ......... L 2-c 

PUERTO RICO:  STATE TOTAL .................. 21,821i3 74,29515 74,7391j 21,377'3 i o i % i J  2,3293 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... L 1 -c 8,028ij 52,854fJ 52,909ij 7,97315 loorij 1,65415 
........................... Superior Court G 1-C 13,793 21,441 21,830 13,404 102% 671 

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ................. 
Superior Court ........................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... 

SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ............... 
C i r c u i t  Court ............................ 
Magist ra te Court ......................... 
Municipal Court .......................... 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court ............................ 

G 4-A 
L 1 -c 

45,8853 43,58d 
5,477 4,178 

40,40@ 39,4025 

95%J 4,siai 
76% 575 
9 8 d  4,2403 

1 92,0381 6,0641 
G 2-A 8,0911 31,9301 33,4211 6,600' 105%j 1,0081 
L 2-c 108,594 3,429 
L 2-c 51,514 1,627 

G 2-c 

(continued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 14: 
Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. (continued) 

Fi 1 ed 
( d i s -  
posed 1 
Per 

S ta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  o f  Begtn End as a X popu- 

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ................... 

U n i t  Disposed 100,000 

d i c t t o n  count pendl ng F t l e d  Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  l a t l o n  

C i r c u i t  Court and Crlminal Court ........ G 11-A 37,213i 33,37Lit goat 807i 
General Sesstons Court .................. L N/A 
Municipal Court ......................... L W/A 

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL ....................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court and Criminal D i s t r t c t  

Court ................................. 
County Court a t  Law and Cons t i t u t i ona l  

County Court .......................... 
Municipal Court ......................... 
Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace Court .............. 

G 2-A 74,993 101,387 87,922 88,458 87% 687 

L 5-B 
L 1 -c 
L 1 -c 

332,259 2,250 

UTAH: STATE TOTAL ........................ 
D t  s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court .............. 

G 9-A 
L 9-8 
L 2-c 

54,0921j 3,56315 
3,530ij 3,0273 8 6 d  233j 
9,8511 6491 

40,711lj 2,68213 

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
Superior Court .......................... 
D l s t r l c t  Court .......................... 

4,5123 19,6483 19,1353 3,2363 9 7 d  3,807j 
G 2 -A 8 34 22 20 7 
G 1 -E 4,504 19,634 1 9 , l l d  3,21d f% 3,801j 

V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL .................... 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... G 1 -A 

L 1 -c 

~~~~ 

64,3283 61,631j 9 6 3  1,18d 

WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL .................. 
Superior Court .......................... G 7-A 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... L 3-c 
Munictpal Court ......................... L 3-c 

16,713 15,502 
11 2,8481 80,2531 

93% 396 
71x1 2,6761 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL ............... 
C i r c u i t  Court ........................... G 9-A 7,7803 7,7263 9,1843 6,322j 1 1 9 d  3963 
Magis t ra te Court ........................ L 9-C 68,3391 131,450f 143,6381 56,1511 10981 6,734i 
Municipal Court ......................... L 1 -c 

WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL ................... 
Circutt  Court ........................... G 2-E 
Muntcipal Court ......................... L 1 -c 

48,8731 45,9991 9481 1 , 031 

WYOMING: STATE TOTAL ..................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... G 9-A 763 1,772 1,816 719 102% 360 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court and County 

Court ................................. L 9-B 
Municlpal Court ......................... L 1 -c 
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Note: M lss i ss lpp l  Is n o t  Inc luded I n  t h l s  t a b l e  because 
It d l d  n o t  r e p o r t  any c r lm lna l  data I n  1981, and 
d i d  n o t  respond t o  questions I n  the  T r i a l  Court 
J u r l s d i c t l o n  Guide f o r  S t a t l s t l c a l  Reporting; 
there fore ,  c r lm ina l  j u r l s d l c t i o n  in fo rmat ion  i s  
unavai lable,  Oklahoma changed r e p o r t l n g  years 
dur lng  t h l s  perlod, and therefore,  d l d  n o t  r e p o r t  
any data f o r  1981. A l l  o the r  s t a t e  cou r t s  w i t h  
c r lm lna l  j u r l s d l c t l o n  are  l l s t e d  I n  t h l s  table,  
regardless o f  whether data a re  ava i lab le .  A l l  
data t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete are entered I n  
the  tab le .  
data a re  unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
!hat the  ca l cu la t l ons  are  Ina tp rop r la te .  The 

may n o t  equal t he  sum o f  the  l n d l v l d u a l  s t a t e  
cour ts  due t o  roundlng. 

Blank spaces I n d l c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  

f i l e d  per  100,000 popu la t ion  STATE TOTAL f l g u r e  

NH - Thls case type Is n o t  handled by t h l s  court .  
N/A = In fo rmat lon  Is unaval lable.  -- = Not appl lcable.  

Cr lmlnal  case un l t  o f  count codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number o f  

Contents o f  case: 
1. Slngle defendant/slngle charge 
2. S lng le  de fendan th lng le  l n c l d e n t  
3. Slng le  defendant/s lngle Inc iden t  (maxlmum number 

4. Slngle defendant/one o r  more Inc lden ts  
5. Slngle defendant/varles w i t h  prosecutor 
6. One o r  more defendants/s lngle charge 
7. One o r  more defendants/s lngle i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more defendants/s lngle I n c i d e n t  (maximum 

9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more Inc lden ts  
10. One o r  more defendants/varles w i t h  prosecutor 
11. Varles wl t h  prosecutor/var les wl t h  prosecutor 

Po ln t  a t  which case Is counted: 
A. A t  the  f i l l n g  o f  the  in fo rmat ion  o r  lnd lc tment  
B. A t  t he  f i l l n g  o f  t he  In fo rmat lon  o r  complaint  
C. A t  the  f l l i n  o f  t he  complalnt  (warrant o r  

D. A t  the  assignlng o f  a docket number 
E. A t  the  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

charges) - Po in t  a t  which case Is counted 

o f  charges 1 

number o f  charges) 

accusatf on! 

IData a re  Incomplete: 
Arlzona--Pendlng and dlspoted data do n o t  Inc lude 

p e t l t l o n s  f o r  o rder  o f  p ro tec t l on  f o r  t he  Super ior  
Court and Munlclpal  Court. I n  add l t lon ,  no data 
were repor ted  f o r  January f o r  the c o u r t  l oca ted  I n  
Snowflake o r  f o r  December f o r  South Tucson 
Munlclpal  Courts. DWI/DUI cases a re  n o t  Inc luded 
I n  the  Munlclpal  Court data. 

Cal I fo rn la - -Data  do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Colorado--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Connectlcut--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
D l s t r l c t  o f  Columbla--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI 

Flor lda--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Georgla--Superlor Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  a l l  

DWVDUI cases. 
--Probate Court--Data do n o t  I nc lude  DWI/DUI 

cases. 
Hawal l - -C l rcu i t  Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  some cases 

inc luded w i t h  u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v l l  cases. 
- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Some mlsdemeanor data are 

Inc luded I n  the  ordinance v l o l a t l o n  category. 

cases. 

Indlana--Superlor Court--Data do n o t  i n c l  ude 
crlmlnal appeals and mlscel laneous c r l m l n a l  
cases. 

c r lm lna l  cases. 

data from SIX courts,  o r  a small number Inc luded 
I n  redocketed proceedlngs. 

do n o t  I nc lude  p a r t  o f  n ine  cases t h a t  cou ld  n o t  
be l d e n t l f l e d  by case type. 

--County Court--Data do n o t  I nc lude  mlscel laneous 

--City Court and Town Court--Data do n o t  Inc lude 

--Small Claims Court o f  Marlon County--Pending data 

Iowa--Some mlsdemeanors a re  Inc luded I n  a t r a f f l c  

Kansas--Pending and dlsposed data do n o t  1 nclude 

Loulslana--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Maine--Superior Court--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI 

Maryland--Clrcul t Court--Pending cases do n o t  Inc lude 

category. 

DNI/DUI cases. 

and some c r l m l n a l  appeals. 

- - D l s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  I nc lude  DWI/DUI 

Massachusetts--Data do n o t  inc lude mlscel  laneous 
c r im ina l  cases from the  Super ior Court  
Department, and DWI/DUI cases from t h e  Housing 
Court  and D l s t r i c t  Court Departments. 

Minnesota--Data do n o t  Inc lude c r l m l n a l  appeal 
cases. 

Nebraska--County Court--Data do n o t  l n c l  ude 1 i m i  t e d  
fe lony  cases. 

New Hampshi re--Data do n o t  I nc l  ude 1 lml t e d  fe lony  
and DWI/DUI cases. 

New Jersey--County D l s t r l c t  Court and Munlcipal  
Court--Data do n o t  inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 

New Mex ico- -Berna l l l l o  County Met ropo l i tan  
Court--Data do n o t  Inc lude l l m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 

New York--Data do n o t  Inc lude mlscel laneous 
c r lm lna l  and appeals f i l e d  I n  the  County Court. 

North Carollna--Data do n o t  Inc lude a l l  l l m l t e d  
fe lony  cases. 

North Dakota--County Court w i t h  Increased 

a d u l t  of fenses aga ins t  juven l les .  

cases. 

J u r i s d l c t l  on--Data do n o t  Inc lude  1 l m l  t e d  
fe lony  cases. 

DWI/DUI cases. F l l e d  and disposed cases do n o t  
I nc l  ude 1 i m l  t e d  fe lony  cases. 

--County Jus t l ce  Court--Pending data do n o t  i nc lude  

Oregon--Data do no t  Inc lude c r i m i n a l  appeal cases. 
Puerto Rico--Data do n o t  Inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
South Carollna--Data do n o t  i nc lude  c r lm lna l  appeal 

Tennessee--Data do n o t  Inc lude mlscel laneous 

Utah--Circuit Court--Data do n o t  I nc lude  

cases. 

c r lm lna l  cases. 

mlscel laneous c r l m l n a l  cases. 
- -Jus t ice  o f  the  Peace Court--Data do n o t  Inc lude 

data from 14 j u s t l c e s  and a few l l m i t e d  fe lony  
cases. 

Washlngton--Data do n o t  I nc lude  l l m l t e d  fe lony  

West Vlrglnla--Data do n o t  Inc lude l l m i t e d  fe lony  

Wlsconsln--Data do n o t  Inc lude most DWI/DUI o r  

cases. 

cases. 

t r a f f i c  appeal cases. 

jExp lanat lon  o f  data Included i n  the  category: 
Alabama--Dl s t r i c t  Court--Data i nc lude  prel lm lnary  

hearings. 
A1 aska--Superior Court--Data 1 nc l  ude probat ion  

revocat ion  hear1 ngs and sentence revlew on ly  
proceed1 ngs. 

(cont lnued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 14: 
Reported total criminal trial court caseload, 1981. (continued) 

Cal i fornia--Data inc lude some ordlnance v l o l a t l o n s  
and p r e l  I m l  nary hear lng proceedi ngs. 

Connecticut-Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 
Del aware--Superf o r  Court--Data i nc l  ude 

pos tconv ic t lon  remedy proceedings. 
D l s t r l c t  o f  Columbia--Pending data i nc lude  

p r e l  Im lnary  hearlngs. 
Georgl a--Superior Court--Data i nc l  ude o r d l  nance 

v l o l  a t 1  on cases. 
I n d i  ana--County Court--Data Inc lude ordlnance 

--Municipal Court o f  Marion County--Data Inc lude 

Kentucky--Data inc lude pos tconv lc t lon  remedy and 
sentence revlew on ly  proceedings. 

Maine--Superlor Court--Data inc lude ordinance 
v l o l a t l o n  cases, and pos tconv lc t lon  remedy and 
sentence revlew on ly  Proceedings. 

Maryland--C1 r c u l  t Court--Pending data inc lude 

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data Inc lude o r d l  nance 

Massachusetts--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n s  
from the  D i s t r l c t  Court Department. 

Missouri--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t i o n  cases 
t h a t  demand a j u r y  t r i a l .  

Nebraska--Distr ict  Court--Data inc lude c i v l l  appeal 
cases and po t t conv l c t l on  remedy proceedings. 

--County Court--Data 1 nc l  ude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  
cases. 

v l o l a t l o n  cases. 

ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 

pos tconv lc t lon  r e w d y  proceedi ngs. 

v l o l a t l o n  cases. 

New Jersey--County D l s t r i c t  Court and Municlpal 
Court--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 

New Mexico--Bernal 11 l o  County Metropol 1 tan  
Court--Data lnc lude ordinance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 

New York--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t i o n  cases. 
North Carolina--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t f o n  

I n  add i t ion ,  pending data a l so  inc lude 

North Dakota-Di s t r i c t  Court--Data inc lude 

cases. 
p r e l  lmlnary hear lng proceedings. 

pos tconv lc t lon  remdy and sentence review 
on ly  proceedl ngs. 

--County Court w i t h  Increased J u r l s d i c t i o n  and 
County Jus t i ce  Court--Pending data inc lude 
p r e l  Imlnary hear lng proceedings. 

Ohlo--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 
Pennsylvania--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  

cases. 
Puerto Rico--Data inc lude ordlnance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
Rhode Island--Data inc lude some t r a f f l c  and 

ordinance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 
Utah--District Court--Data Inc lude po t t conv l c t l on  

remedy and sentence revlew on ly  proceedings. 
- -Jus t ice  o f  t he  Peace--Data inc lude ordlnance 

v l o l a t l o n  cases. 
Vermont--Data inc lude ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  cases. 
Virgtnia--Data inc lude some ordlnance v l o l a t l o n  

cases, and pos tconv lc t ion  remedy proceedings. 
West Virginla--Data Inc lude pos tconv lc t ion  remedy 

proceed1 ngs. 
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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. 

F i  1 ed 
Disposed (disposed) 

d i c t i o n  i n 9  p ending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
as a % per 100,000 Sta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  Park- Begin End 

ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. L 
Municipal  Court ................. L 

259,935 248,355 96% 6,636 

ALASKA: STATE TOTAL .............. CP 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. L CP 

ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace Court  ...... L 
City Mag is t ra te  Court ........... L 

ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ............ 
Municipal  Court ................. L 
Po l i ce  Court and City Court ..... L 

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL .......... P 
Jus t i ce  Court ................... L P 
Municipal  Court ................. L P 

520,257ij 442,oi 4 i3  
15.11 2,975ij 1 3,020,937ij 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ............ 
County Court .................... L 64,2293 182,3215 177,5033 69,0473 97x j  6,149j 
Municipal Court ................. L 

CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL ......... 
Superior Court .................. G 

DELAWARE: STATE TOTAL ............ P 
Family Court .................... L 154 727 790 91 109% 122 
Municipal Court o f  Wilmlngton ... L P 
Alderman's Court  ................ L P 
Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace Court ...... L 101 ,586 101,822 1 om 16,988 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Super ior  Court .................. G 1 ,43d 14,4063 14,326j 1,5103 99%j 2,28g 

FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
County Court .................... L 2,383,7503 2,171,0943 91 %3 23,4093 

GEORGIA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
Superior Court .................. G 
Sta te  Court and County Court .... L 
Probate Court ................... L 
Juven i le  Court .................. L 
Mag is t ra te 's  Court .............. L 
Criminal  Court, Municipal  Court 

(o the r  l oca t i ons ) .  Recorder's 
Court, Mayor's Court, City 
Counci l  Court, and Po l i ce  
Court ......................... L 

194,896ij 187,0271j 9 6 d j  3,497y 
155,424 148,1993 9 5 d  2 , 7885 

- 
(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 15: 
Reported total traffidother violation trial court caseload, 1981. (continued) 

D1 sposed (disposed 1 

d l c t l o n  l n g  pendl ng F i l e d  D I  sposed pending o f  f i l e d  populat lon 
State and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  Park- Begin End as a % per 100,000 

GUM : 
Superior Court .................. G 14,623 37,214 22,913 14,301 62% 

HAWAII: STATE TOTAL .............. P 
Circui t  Court ................... G 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. L P 136,211j 800,2223 817,1683 119,26!d 102% 81 , 5723 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~  _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~  

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ............... 
D l s t r l c t  Court .................. G CP 

ILLINOIS: 
C l r c u i t  Court ................... G 

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL ............. P 
Superlor Court and C i r c u i t  

Court ......................... G 19,322 95.218 97,878 16,673 103% 1,741 
County Court .................... L P 
Munlclpal Court o f  Marlon 

County ........................ L P 
City Court and Town Court ....... L P 

IOWA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. G CP 742,526j (25,613)j 

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL .............. 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. G 
Munlclpal Court ................. L 

277,67815 279,97645 1 01 %lj 11 ,65213 

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL ............ CP 
D i s t r i c t  -Court .................. L CP 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
City Court, Par lsh Court, 

Munlclpal Court and T r a f f i c  
Court o f  New Orleans .......... L 

J u s t i c e  o f  the Peace Court ...... L 
585,3205 475 , 2893 81 %d 31,5873 

Mayor's Court ................... L 

MAINE: STATE TOTAL ............... 
Superlor Court .................. G 
D l s t r l c t  Court .................. L P 145,6173 144.41 6 j  9 9 d  12.852j 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. L 

MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL ....... 
T r l a l  Court o f  the Commonwealth . G 

MICHIGAN: STATE TOTAL ............ 
Recorder's Court o f  D e t r o i t  ..... G 
O i s t r l c t  Court .................. L 
Probate Court ................... L 
Munlclpal Court ................. L 
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F i l e d  
Disposed (disposed 1 

d i c t i o n  i n g  pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending of f i l e d  populat ion 
as a % per  100,000 S ta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  Park- Begin End 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ........... P 
County Court .................... L P 
County Municipal Court .......... L P 

MISSOURI : 
C i r c u i t  Court ................... G P 

MONTANA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court ...... 
City Court ...................... 
Municipal Court ................. 

L 
L 
L 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ............ 
County Court .................... 
Municipal Court ................. L 

L 1 18,9423 7,5423 
- 

NEVADA: STATE TOTAL .............. 
Jus t i ce  Court ................... 
Municipal Court ................. L 

L 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ....... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. 
Municipal Court ................. 

CP 
L CP 
L CP 

21 4,033j 
205,666j 

8,367d 

22,866j 
21,973; 

8943 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL .......... 
County D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 
Municipal Court ................. L CP 

L P 

NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Magist ra te Court ................ 
Municipal Court ................. 
Bernal I 1  1 o County Metropol i t a n  

Court ......................... 
NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL ............ 

Criminal Court o f  the City o f  
New York ...................... 

D l s t r l c t  Court and City Court ... 
Town and V i l l a g e  Jus t i ce  Court .. 

~ ~~~~~ 

NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ...... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. 

L 42.379 3,191 
L 

L P 

L 
L 
L 

CP 
L CP 

NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
D l s t r l c t  Court .................. 
County Court w i t h  Increased 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  .................. 
County J u s t i c e  Court ............ 
Munlclpal Court ................. 

481 

51,274 51,274 
22,871 22.871 

13 

100% 7,792 
100% 3,476 

OHIO: STATE TOTAL ................ 
Court o f  Common Pleas ........... G 
Municipal Court ................. L P 
County Court .................... L 
MqYor's Court ................... L 
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TABLE 15: 
Reported total traff idother violation trial court caseload, 1981. (continued) 

Disposed ( d i  Fi sposed 1 ed 1 

d i c t i o n  I n g  pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  populat ion 
as a % per  100,000 State and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  Park- Begin End 

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ................ G 
Municipal Criminal Court o f  

Record ...................... L 
Munlclpal Court Not o f  Record . L 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r l c t  Court ................ L 
J u s t l c e  Court ................. L 
Munlcipal Court ............... L 

PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL ...... P 
D i s t r l c t  J u s t l c e  Court ........ L P 1,326,8151 (11,177 ) I  

Phl ladelph la T r a f f i c  Court .... L P 1,384,030 655,986 47% 11,659 

Court ....................... L P 396,627' 3,3411 

Phl ladelph la Munlclpal Court .. L 

P i t t sbu rgh  City Magls t ra te 

PUERTO RICO: STATE TOTAL ....... 
D l s t r l c t  Court ................ L 
Municlpal Court ............... L 

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ...... 
Municipal Court ............... L 
D i s t r l c t  Court ................ L 

SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL .... 
Family Court .................. L 
Magis t ra te Court .............. L P 
Munlclpal Court ............... L P 

405,796 
248,006 

12,813 
7,831 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Ci rcu i t  Court ................. G CP 127,044 1 26,458j 1 ooxj 18,52d 

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u l t  Court and Crlmlnal 

Court ....................... G 
General Sessions Court ........ L 
Munlclpal Court ............... L 

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL ............. 
County Court a t  Law and 

Munlclpal Court ............... L 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court .... L 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County Court . L P 20,5323 19,150 50,3563 24,9753 130 

UTAH: STATE TOTAL .............. 
C 1  r c u i  t Court ................. 
Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court .... 
Juveni le  Court ................ 

P 
L P 
L P 
L 

473,4323 

7,760 

31,18d 

51 2 

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ........... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ................ CP 

G CP 

VIRGINIA :  STATE TOTAL .......... 
C I  r c u l  t Court ................. 
D l s t r l c t  Court ................ 

CP 
G 
L CP 
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t i l e d  
D i  sposed ( d l  sposed 1 

d i c t i o n  i n g  pending F i l  ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
Sta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  Park- Begin End as a % per  100,000 

WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL ......... P 
D i s t r i c t  Court ................. L P 
Municipal  Court ................ L P 

1,682,3573 1 ,377 , l l d  
649,189 563,456 

1,033,1681 813,656j 

82%j 39,8953 
87% 15,395 
7 9% 24,50d 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL ...... 
Magis t ra te  Court ............... L 26,429 11 4,538 105,997 34,970 93% 5,868 
Municipal  Court ................ L 

WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL .......... 
C i r c u i t  Court .................. G P 
Municipal  Court  ................ L 

152,0333 1 48,94d 98xJ 3,2065 

WYOMING: STATE TOTAL ............ 
Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace Court and 

County Court ................. L 
Municipal  Court  ................ L 

~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Note: M iss l ss ipp i  i s  n o t  Inc luded I n  t h i s  t a b l e  because i t  d i d  
no t  repo r t  any t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n  data i n  1981, 
and d i d  n o t  respond t o  quest ions i n  the  T r i a l  Court 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing; therefore,  
j n f o r m a t i  on on t r a f  f l c / o t h e r  v l o l  a t lon i nfonnat ion 1 s 
unavai 1 ab1 e. Okl ahoma changed repo r t1  ng years dur ing  
t h i s  per iod;  there fore ,  i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  any data f o r  
1981. A l l  o the r  s t a t e  cou r t s  w i t h  t r a f f l c / o t h e r  
v l o l a t l o n  In fo rmat ion  a re  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  table,  
regardless o f  whether complete data a re  ava i lab le .  A l l  
data t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a re  entered I n  the  
table.  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e l t h e r  the  data a re  
unava i lab le  or l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  t h a t  the 
ca l cu la t i ons  a re  inappropr ia te .  The " f i l e d  per  100,000 
populat ion" STATE TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  equal the  sum o f  
the  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  cou r t s  due t o  rounding. 

P = Reported data inc lude contested and uncontested park ing  

CP = Reported data inc lude contested, b u t  n o t  uncontested 

'Data are  incomplete: 

cases. 

park ing  cases. 

Cal i fo rn ia - -Data  do n o t  inc lude some ordinance v l o l a t l o n  

Georgia--State Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  data from DeKal b 

Kansas--Data do n o t  inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 
Pennsylvania--Some ordinance v l o l a t l o n  cases are  inc luded 

cases counted as mlsdemeanors. 

County. 

i n  the  c r im ina l  case count. 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
Cal i fo rn ia - -Data  i nc lude  OWI/DUI cases. 
Col orado--Data i nc lude  DWI/DUI cases. 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Data inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Flor ida--Data i nc lude  DWI/DUI cases. 
Georgia--State Court  and Probate Court--Data l n c l  ude 

Hawaii--Data inc lude some misdemeanor cases. 
Iowa--Disposed data inc lude some mlsdemeanor cases. 
Kansas--Data i nc lude  D W D U I  cases. 
Louisiana--Data inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Maine--Data i nc lude  DWI/DUI cases and some mlsdemeanor 

cases. 
Nebraska--Data 1 nc l  ude D W D U I  cases and mlsdemanor 

cases. 
New Hampshi re--Data inc lude DUI/DUI cases. 
South Dakota--Data i nc lude  some mlsdemeanor and c r l e l n a l  

appeal cases. 
Texas--Pending and disposed data i nc lude  t r a f f l c  appeal 

cases. 
Utah--Data i nc lude  some mlscel laneous c r im ina l  cases. 
Washington--Data i nc lude  some rnlsdelneanor cases. 
Wisconsin--Data inc lude DYI/DUI cases. 

O W D U I  cases. 
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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. 

F i  1 ed 
Disposed (disposed) 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  populat ion 
State and c o u r t  name Begin End as a % per 100,000 

Juvenile cases are counted a t  t he  f t l l n g  o f  t he  p e t i t i o n  I n  the fo l l ow ing  courts: 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL ............... 

C t r c u t t  Court ..................... G 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................... L 

46,491 49,130 
21,386 24 , 842 
25,105 24 , 288 

106% 1,187 
116% 546 

97% 641 

ALASKA: 
Superlor Court .................... G 1,314 1,052 80% 31 9 

ARIZONA: 
Supertor Court .................... G 2,66Ei 8,413i 8,771 2,310t 1 O4Xi 301 

CALIFORNIA: 
Superior Court .................... G 70,823 63,698 90% 2 93 

COLORADO: 
D t s t r i c t  Court, Denver Superior 

Court, Denver Juveni le  Court, 
and Denver Probate Court ........ G 12,513 10,598 85% 422 

DELAWARE: 
Farnlly Court ...................... L 

FLORIDA: 
C l r c u l t  Court ..................... G 63,257 64,688 102% 62 1 

GUAM: 
Superlor Court .................... G 21 3 803 209 594 26% 

I DAH0 : 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................... G 3,654 7,488 9,232 1,870 123% 781 

ILLINOIS: 
C t r c u t t  Court ..................... G 22,382 33,210 30,434 27,174 92% 2 90 

~~~~ ~~ ~ 

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

~ ~~~~~~ ~ ~~~~~ 

IOWA: 
D l s t r i c t  Court .................... G 5,496 190 

KANSAS : 
O i s t r l c t  Court .................... G 12,51d 10,1983 81 %j 52 5 j  

KENTUCKY: 
D i s t r l c t  Court .................... L 37,9315 31,834j 848.3 1,0363 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
D t s t r l c t  Court .................... G 
Family Court and Juvenl le  Court ... L 
City Court ........................ L 

20,243.3 
4,159 3,757 

47oj 
97 

~~ ~~~~ ~ 

MA1 NE : 
D i s t r t c t  Court .................... L 3,864 3,795 98% 341 
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F i l e d  
D i  sposed (disposed 1 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
Sta te  and c o u r t  name Begin End as a % per 100,000 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ............ 25,201 21,738 8 6% 591 
C i r c u i t  Court ................... G 6,152j 22,798 20,213 8,7415 8 9% 535 
D i  s t r f  c t Court  .................. L 2,403 1,525 63% 56 

MINNESOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court and County Court . G/L 21,8633 22,3783 1 0 2 ~ 3  53ai  

MISSOURI: 
C i r c u i t  Court ................... G 9,2695 17,59d 17,4743 9.39iJ 99%j 3563 

MONTANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. G 843 1,329 957 1,162 72% 168 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ............ 5,657 3 58 
County Court .................... L 3,552 3,675 103% 225 
Separate Juveni 1 e Court ......... L 2,105 133 

NEVADA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. G 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. L 7,428 794 

NEW MEXICO: 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. G 2,312 4,342 4,131 2,523 9 5% 327 

NEW YORK: 
Family Court  .................... L 12.155 47,931 55,653 10,230 116% 2 72 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. L 31 9 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. G 5,892 895 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL .............. 13,449 507 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................... G 13,386 505 
County Court .................... L 63 2 

Super ior  Court .................. G 1,107 6,240 5.862 1,485 94% 195 
PUERTO RICO: 

SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ...... 
Famlly Court .................... 
Magistrate Court  ................ 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court ................... 

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .................. 
County Court a t  Law, 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County Court, 
and Probate Court  ............. 

UTAH: 
Juven i le  Court  .................. 

L 1,4373 9,6333 9,570j 1 .50d 99x3 3043 
L 

G 1,880 274 

G 

L 

L 27,080 1.784 

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 16: 
Reported total juvenile trial court caseload, 1981. (continued) 

Filed 
Disposed (disposed) 

J u r i  s d l c t i  on pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
Sta te  and c o u r t  name Begin End as a % per 100,000 

VERMONT: 
O i s t r l c t  Court ..................... G 156 1,412 1,303 265 92% 274 

D i s t r i c t  Court  ..................... L 133,471 120,474 90% 2,458 
V I R G I N I A :  

WASHINGTON: 
Super ior  Court  ..................... G 24,424 18,587 7 6% 579 

~~ 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C l r c u i t  Court  ...................... G 3 , 943 7,646 7,258 4 , 331 95% 392 

WISCONSIN : 
C i r c u i t  Court ...................... G 28,336 27,425 9 7% 5 98 

WY OM1 NG: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ..................... G 

Juven l le  cases are  counted a t  i n t a k e  o r  r e f e r r a l  i n  the  fo l l ow ing  courts:  

ARKANSAS : 
County Court  ....................... L 11,712 51 0 

CONNECTICUT: 
Super ior  Court  ..................... G 3,669 16,469 16,647 3,491 101% 525 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Super ior  Court  ..................... G 1,522 4 , 765 5,101 1,186 107% 755 

~ ~~ ~ ~ 

GEORGIA: 
Super ior  Court and Juven i le  Court .. G 31 ,29gi 29,5701 9481 5621 

HAWAI I : 
C i r c u i t  Court ...................... G 4.398 8,283 8 , 307 4,374 100% 844 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r l a l  Court o f  the  Comnonwealth .... G 41,632 72 1 

~~ 

NEW JERSEY: 
Juven i l e  and Domestic Relat ions 

Court ............................ L 14,358 1 13,593 1 1  3,979 13,972 100% 1,534 

OHIO: 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas .............. G 24,9553 202,8353 203,5673 24,223 1 ooxj 1,881J 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ..................... G 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas .............. G 6,873 47.979 48,106 6 , 746 100% 404 

~~~~~~~~~~ ~ ~~~ ~ 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Famlly Court  ....................... L 6 , 502 682 
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F i l e d  
D i  sposed ( d i  sposed 1 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  pending F i l e d  Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
Sta te  and cou r t  name Begin End as a % per  100,000 

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ........... 
County Court  .................... L 
General Sessions Court  .......... L 
Juven i le  Court  .................. L 

Juven i l e  cases are  counted a t  d i f f e r e n t  po in ts  i n  the  process, 
o r  t h e  p o i n t  i s  unknown i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  cour ts :  

MICHIGAN: 
Probate Court ...................... L 

Note: M iss i ss ipp i  i s  n o t  inc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  because 
i t  d i d  no t  repo r t  any j u v e n i l e  data i n  1981, and 
d i d  n o t  respond t o  quest ions i n  the T r i a l  Court 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing; 
therefore.  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d l c t i o n  i n fo rma t ion  i s  
unavailabie; Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  years 
du r ing  t h i s  period, and therefore,  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  
any data f o r  1981. A l l  o ther  s t a t e  cou r t s  w i t h  
j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  a re  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  
regardless o f  whether data a re  ava i lab le .  A l l  
data t h a t  are a t  l e a s t  90% complete a re  entered 
i n  t h i s  tab le .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  the  data a re  unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% 
complete, o r  t h a t  the  ca l cu la t i ons  are  inappro- 
p r i a te .  The " f i l e d  per  100,000 populat ion" STATE 
TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  equal t he  sum o f  t he  i n d i v i d -  
ua l  s t a t e  cou r t s  due t o  rounding. 

-- = Not app l i cab le .  

iData  are  incomplete: 
Arizona--Data do n o t  inc lude s ta tus  p e t i t i o n s  from 

the  e n t i r e  state,  o r  c h i l d  v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s  from 
Maricopa County. 

Georgia--Figures do n o t  inc lude data from Ware and 
W h i t f i e l d  Counties. 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
Kansas--Data inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 
Kentucky--Data inc lude pa te rn i  ty/bastardy cases. 
Louisiana--Fami l y  Court and Juven i le  Court--Data 

inc lude domestic r e l a t i o n s  and mental hea l th  
cases. 

Maryland--Circui t Court--Pending f i g u r e s  inc lude 
a d u l t  of fenses aga ins t  juven i les .  

Minnesota--Data i nc lude  adoption cases. 
Missour i - -0ata i nc lude  adoption and te rmina t ion  o f  

parental  r i g h t s  cases. 
North Caro l ina- -D ispos i t ion  data i nc lude  probat ion  

v io la t i ons .  
Ohio--Data i nc lude  j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 
South Carol ina--Data inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 
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TABLE 17: Civil filed and disposed for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial 
courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  organizat ion,  sub jec t  mat te r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n :  

This t a b l e  organizes the  gross t o t a l s  o f  
Table 13 I n t o  those c i v i l  cases heard by the  
d i f f e r e n t  c o u r t  leve ls .  
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  cou r t  organizat ion,  sub jec t  matter 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  and case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  
compari sons o f  general j u r i  s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i  t ed  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  from s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  are 
seldom appropr iate.  

from an i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t )  i s  responsible f o r  t he  
l a r g e  number o f  missing s ta tes  i n  the  " A l l  t r i a l  
cour ts "  column on t h i s  table.  I n  o rder  f o r  a 
s t a t e  t o  be inc luded I n  t h i s  table,  i t  had t o  
have complete f i l i n g  o r  d i s p o s i t i o n  data from a l l  
i t s  t r i a l  courts.  

Courts t h a t  do n o t  break t h e i r  caseload down 
i n t o  s p e c i f i c  case types do genera l l y  separate 
caseload I n t o  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  
cases. 
may be lumped i n t o  c r im ina l  caseload.) 

Because o f  the  

Lack o f  complete data ( l e s s  than 90% complete 

( T r a f f i c  may be repor ted  separately o r  i t  

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  i n  count ing cases do have an impact on 
t o t a l  caseloads. I f  s ta tes  are  n o t  count ing 
cases a t  the  same beginning and ending point ,  
t o t a l  caseload i s  n o t  comparable. 

Appropriate analyses : 

A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were l ess  
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than OX have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 
l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

represents the percent o f  the number o f  f i l e d  
cases t h a t  the  c o u r t  was ab le  t o  dispose. 
percent I s  computed by d i v i d i n g  the number o f  
cases f i l e d  by the  number disposed and then 
m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the cou r t  disposed more 
cases than were f i l e d ,  thus reducing pending 
caseload. A percent s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l ess  than one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping 
up w i t h  the  volume o f  cases being f i l e d .  

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Comparisons can be made between cour ts  t h a t  
count cases i n  the  same way. 
count ing c i v i l  cases has the  grea tes t  in f luence 
over data reported. 

Although data have been broken down i n t o  
general and 1 im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts,  t h i s  has 
been done t o  provide a f l a v o r  f o r  the d l f f e r e n t  
workloads o f  the  d i f f e r e n t  l e v e l s  o f  t r i a l  
courts.  I n t e r s t a t e  comparisons should be 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  a l l  t r i a l  cou r t s '  f igures. 

Disposed as a percent o f  f i l e d .  Thl'f measure 

The 

A percent over one 

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

General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts  L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  A l l  t r i a l  cour ts  
Disposed Disposed Disposed 
as a as a as a 

State percent percent percent 
F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  F i  1 ed Disposed f i 1 ed F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  

Alaska 13,588 15.4033 -- 25,03d 26,80d -- ............... 11,4453 11,402j l o&  
C a l i f o r n i a  ........... 563,784 437,796 78% 1,083,282 786,037 73% 1,647,066 1,223,833 74% 

Connecticut .......... 179,4873 
Delaware ............. 6,658 6 , 340 95% 43,070 40,990 95% 49.728 47,330 95% 

Colorado ............. 97,802 86,830 89% 80,222 66,276 83% 178,024 153,106 86% 
48,787 228,274 

-- -- -- 148,118 * D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia . 148,118 
F l o r i d a  .............. 293,572 271,136 92% 260,935 226,885 87% 554,507 498,021 90% 
Guam ................. 14,549 2,729 19% -- -- -- 14,549 2,729 19% 
Hawail ............... 22,6405 16,856j 7 4 d  16,907 15,992 95% 39,547j 32,8483 83xJ 
Idaho 52,556 60,815 116% -- -- -- 52,556 60,815 116% ................ 
I l l i n o i s  ............. 671,410 639,984 95% -- -- -- 671.41 0 639.984 95% 
Kansas ............... 119,511 118.143 99% NH NH NH 11 9,511 118.1 43 99% 

North Carol ina ....... 81,803 76,225 93% 344,483 339,309 98% 426,286 41 5,534 97% 
North Dakota ......... 12,571 12,579 100% 13,300 11,980 90% 25,871 24,559 95% 

New Hampshire ........ 16,805 55,084 71,889 

Ohio ................. 264,2833 263,8794 l O O % j  391 , 297 392,020 100% 655,58@ 655,8993 10024 
South Carol ina ....... 38,4653 38,9093 l O l % j  143,791 142,065 99% 182,2565 180,974 99%1 
South Dakota ......... 36,321 -- -- -- 36,321 
Vermont .............. 21,333 20,986 98% 4,339 3,876 89% 25,672 24,862 97% 
V i r g i n i a  ............. 80,252 76,597 95% 690,4413 643,6105 93% 770,693j 720,2075 93x j  

Washington ........... 11 6,OOd 93,4723 81 3 100,635 81,974 81 % 216,6355 175,4463 8i%J 

Wlsconsin ............ 323,92d 333.8923 103XJ NH NH NH 323,920.1' 333,8923 i03xJ 
West V i r g i n i a  ........ 49,852 49,409 99% 57,105 59,264 104% 106,957 108,673 102% 

Note: States are inc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  on l y  when a l l  cou r t s  
w i t h  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h i n  t h a t  s t a t e  repor ted 
e i t h e r  complete f i l i n g s  and/or d ispos i t ions.  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t he  data are unavai lab le o r  
incomplete, o r  the ca l cu la t i ons  a re  inappropriate. 
Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  years dur ing t h i s  period; 
therefore, i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

*The D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia Superior Court counts i t s  c i v i l  

Blank 

cases " a t  issue," r a t h e r  than a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  complaint 
o r  p e t i t i o n .  

NH = This case type i s  n o t  handled I n  t h i s  court.  -- Not appl icable. 

JExplanation o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
Alaska--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  data 

inc lude postconvlc t ion renedy proceedings. 
Disposed 1 i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  data inc lude 
proceedings o the r  than cases. 

Connecticut--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
f i l e d  cases tnclude postconvic t lon remedy cases. 

Hawaii--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a1 1 t r i a l  c o u r t  data 
inc lude some c r lm ina l  and t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Ohio--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  data 
inc lude postconvic t ion remedy proceedings. 

South Carol ina--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  
c o u r t  data inc lude c r im ina l  appeal cases and 
postconvic t ion remedy proceedings 

Vi rg in ia- -L imi ted j u r i s d i c t l o n  and a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
data inc lude some miscellaneous c r i m i n a l  and 
misdemeanor data. 

Washington--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
data i nc lude  postconvic t ion remedy proceedings. 

W i  sconsi n--Data inc lude t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
appeals and postconvlc t lon remedy proceedlngs. 
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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. 

Var ia t ions  i n  cou r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

These two tab les  deal on l y  w i t h  general 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
s i n g l e - t i e r  t r i a l  c o u r t  (Idaho, I l l i n o i s ,  Iowa, 
Massachusetts, Missour i ,  South Dakota, D i s t r i c t  
o f  Columbia. and Guam), a l l  case types are  heard 
i n  the  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t .  These cour ts  
are i nd i ca ted  by a "*" before t h e i r  s t a t e  name. 
I n  a l l  o ther  s ta tes  some o f  the  t r i a l  c o u r t  case 
types are  heard i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  

The ind i v idua l  c o u r t  system char t s  f o r  each 
s t a t e  ( found i n  Par t  11) must be consul ted t o  
determine whether the  f i g u r e s  f o r  an i n d i v i d u a l  
case type i n  these tab les  represent the  complete 
caseload f o r  t h a t  case type  i n  the  p a r t i c u l a r  
state.  

Sources of data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  and 
d e f i n i t i o n s :  

i n t o  s p e c i f i c  case types do genera l l y  separate 
caseload i n t o  c i v i l ,  c r imfna l  , and j u v e n i l e  
cases. ( T r a f f i c  may be repor ted  separately o r  i t  
may be repor ted  as a p a r t  of  the  c r im ina l  
caseload. 1 Consequently, these two tab les  are  
eas ie r  t o  aggregate than l a t e r  t ab les  t:.at show 
s p e c i f i c  case types. 

I n  s ta tes  w i t h  a 

Courts t h a t  do no t  break t h e i r  caseload down 

Those s ta tes  t h a t  repor ted  l e s s  than 90% o f  
complete " t o t a l "  data were excluded from these 
tables.  

Appropr iate analyses: 

Data from these tab les  may be used t o  
i d e n t i f y  cou r t s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 
cou r t s  t h a t  handle s i m i l a r  volumes o f  cases. 
These data can a l so  be used t o  compute the  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  types o f  c i v i l  cases f i l e d  i n  
each cour t .  To compute the  p ropor t i on  o f  the  
t o t a l  f i l i n g s  (d i spos i t i ons )  f o r  each case type, 
d i v i d e  the  number o f  f i l i n g s  ( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  f o r  
each case type by the  t o t a l  f i l i n g s  
(d i spos i t i ons )  f o r  each c o u r t  and m u l t i p l y  by 100. 

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

i n  s ta tes  w i t h  a s i n g l e - t i e r  t r i a l  c o u r t  (marked 
w i t h  an "*") and cou r t s  i n  s ta tes  w i t h  bo th  
general and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  

Comparisons can be made on ly  between cour ts  
t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count f o r  count ing 
c i v i l  cases. Since the  data contained i n  these 
tab les  are  taken from on ly  the  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts,  t he  c o u r t  system char ts  f o r  
each s t a t e  should be checked t o  determine whether 
o r  n o t  o the r  cou r t s  i n  the  s t a t e  a l so  handle the  
s p e c i f i c  case types be fore  comparisons o f  volumes 
o f  s p e c i f i c  case types a re  made. 

Comparisons should n o t  be made between cou r t s  
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TABLE 20: Tort, contract, real property rights and small claims filings and dispositions for trial 
courts, 1981. 

Var ia t i ons  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i s  from bo th  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i  t ed  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts. 
The same case types may be handled i n  d i f f e r e n t  
cour ts  from s t a t e  t o  s ta te .  Only s t a t e  t o t a l s  
can be compared. 
s ta tes  i n  these tab les  have been grouped i n t o  
th ree  categor ies:  those s ta tes  where a c o u r t  has 
exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a case type and where 
i t  submit ted complete data; those s ta tes  where 
more than one cou r t  handles a case type and each 
c o u r t  submit ted complete data; and those s ta tes  
t h a t  repor ted  incomplete data from any one of  
these cou r t s  w i t h  t h a t  case type j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

consul ted f o r  a b r i e f  sumnary o f  the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  each court .  

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

To f a c i l i t a t e  comparisons, t he  

The c o u r t  system char t s  i n  P a r t  I 1  should be 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t i o n s :  

The COSCA C S I M  Commi t t e e  has chosen t o  
c l a s s i f y  cases according t o  subject-matter r a t h e r  
than the  remedy sought. 
such as " law" and "equ i ty "  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
r e c l a s s i f y  unless the  p a r t i c u l a r  c o u r t  can repo r t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  t he  k inds  o f  cases included. 

t o r t s ,  con t rac ts ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  and smsll  
c la ims cases i n t o  one table.  Small c la ims are  
simply t o r t s ,  con t rac ts  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  
cases t h a t  a re  handled by sumnary procedures. 
States w i t h  smal 1 c la ims procedures w i  11 probably 
have a smal ler  t o r t ,  con t rac t  and r e a l  p roper ty  
count than s ta tes  w i thout  such procedures. I n  
add i t ion ,  some s ta tes  r e p o r t  one f i g u r e  f o r  
t o r t s ,  con t rac ts  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  cases. 
These cases are  repor ted  i n  the  u n c l a s s i f i e d  
category. 
t o t a l s  a re  the  comparable f igures .  

Only s ta tes  repo r t i ng  data t h a t  cou ld  be 
displayed i n  the  s p e c i f i c  case type are  inc luded 
i n  these tables,  and then on ly  i f  the  data are 
90% complete. Many cou r t s  do n o t  break data down 
beyond the  broad c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  t r a f f i c ,  and 
j u v e n i l e  categories. 

This makes categor ies 

For t h i s  reason, t h i s  new t a b l e  combines 

I n  most instances, t he  s t a t e  and c o u r t  

Var ia t ions  I n  count inq  cases: 

Caseload cannot be compared among cou r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count cases a t  the  same beginning and end 
po in t .  
the  f i l i n g  o f  the  p e t i t i o n  o r  complaint  a re  
i nd i ca ted  by an "*" a t  the  end o f  the  table.  

Those s ta tes  t h a t  do n o t  count cases a t  

Appropr iate analyses: 

A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were l e s s  
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 
l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

Disposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents the  percent o f  t he  number o f  
f i l e d  cases o f  which the  c o u r t  was ab le  t o  
dispose. 
number o f  cases f i l e d  by the  number disposed and 
then m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent over 
one hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  disposed o f  
more cases than were f i l e d ,  thus reducing pending 
caseload. A percent s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  i s  no t  keeping 
up w i t h  the  volume o f  cases being f i l e d .  

F i l e d  (disposed) per  100,000 populat ion.  
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  popu la t ion  used on a l l  c o u r t  
caseload cha r t s  i s  100,000. 
compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  I n  s t a t e  popu la t ion  
and gives a more r e a l i s t i c  bas i s  f o r  comparison 
o f  caseloads among s ta tes  o f  var ious  sizes. I f  
the  number o f  f i l i n g s  was n o t  ava i l ab le  
( i n d i c a t e d  by an "i" footnote  i n  the  p r o f i l e s  i n  
Pa r t  11) b u t  the  number o f  d i spos i t i ons  was 
ava i lab le ,  t he  number o f  cases disposed per u n i t  
o f  popu la t ion  was entered i n  t h i s  column i n  place 
o f  t he  number o f  cases f l l e d  per popu la t ion  u n i t ,  
and the  use o f  t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  quan t i t y  was 
ind i ca ted  by enclosing i t  i n  parentheses. I f  a l l  
o the r  f a c t o r s  ( c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 
d e f i n i t i o n ,  etc.  1 a re  s im i la r ,  the  
f i l ed -pe r -un i  t -o f -popu la t ion  s t a t i  s t i c  w i l l  
permi t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s ta tes  o f  the  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. For c i v i l  cases i n  t r i a l  
courts,  t h i s  measure w i l l  i nd i ca te ,  among o ther  
th ings, t he  propensi ty t o  l i t i g a t e  among the  
c i t i z e n s  i n  a g iven s ta te .  

The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  t h e  

The 

This measure 

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

I n  t h i s  tab le ,  on l y  t h e  STATE TOTALS can be 
compared i n  those s ta tes  where more than one 
c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  case type. 

Comparisons can be made between the  data 
repor ted  f o r  a s t a t e  where an i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  
has exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  type o f  case 
and the  STAT€ TOTALS f o r  s ta tes  where more than 
one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons can n o t  
be made f o r  s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  incomplete data. 
Comparisons should be made on ly  between those 
cases t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count f o r  
count ing  c i v i l  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. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  these tab les  are  from both  
general j u r i s d i c t i o n  and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
courts.  
d i f f e r e n t  cour ts  from s t a t e  t o  s ta te .  Only s t a t e  
t o t a l s  can be compared. To f a c i l i t a t e  
comparisons, t he  s ta tes  i n  these tab les  have been 
grouped i n t o  th ree  categor ies:  those s ta tes  
where a c o u r t  has exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a 
case type and where i t  submitted complete data; 
those s ta tes  where more than one c o u r t  handles a 
case type and each cou r t  submit ted complete data; 
and those s ta tes  t h a t  repor ted  incomplete data 
from any one o f  these cour ts  w i t h  t h a t  case type 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The c o u r t  system char ts  i n  Par t  I 1  should be 
consul ted f o r  a b r i e f  sumnary o f  the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  each court .  

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Va r ia t i ons  i n  case c l a s s l f i c a t f o n  and d e f l n i t i o n s :  

The COSCA C S I M  Comni t t e e  has chosen t o  
c l a s s i f y  cases according t o  subject-matter r a t h e r  
than the  remedy sought, 
such as "law" and "equi ty"  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
r e c l a s s i f y  unless the  p a r t i c u l a r  c o u r t  can r e p o r t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  k inds  o f  cases included. 

The same case types may be handled i n  

This makes ca tegor ies  

. 
Even w i t h  use o f  the Model S t a t i s t i c a l  

D ic t i ona r  case d e f i n i t i o n s ,  the c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  + vary rom s t a t e  t o  state.  Domestic re la t i ons ,  
f o r  example, may inc lude a l l  f am i l y  matters i n  
some s ta tes  wh i l e  o ther  s ta tes  repo r t  on l y  
d ivorce  ac t ions  as domestic r e l a t i o n s  cases. 

i n  t h e i r  j u v e n i l e  caseload, whereas the  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  used here places these matters i n  
domestic r e l a t i o n s  caseload. I n  o the r  s ta tes  
support/custody issues are  counted as separate 
cases, w h i l e  o ther  s ta tes  t r e a t  support/custody 
issues as p a r t  o f  marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  cases. 

Only s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  data t h a t  cou ld  be 
displayed i n  the  speci f i c  case type are  inc luded 
i n  these tables, and then on ly  i f  the  data are 
90% complete. 
beyond the  broad c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  t r a f f i c ,  and 
juven i  1 e categories. 

Some s ta tes  count support and custody matters 

Many cour ts  do n o t  break data down 

Var ia t ions  i n  count ing  cases: 

Caseload cannot be compared among cou r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count cases a t  the  same beginning and end 
po in t .  
t he  f i l i n g  o f  the  p e t i t i o n  o r  complaint  a re  
i nd i ca ted  by an "*" a t  the  end o f  each table.  

Those s ta tes  t h a t  do n o t  count cases a t  

Appropr iate analyses: 

A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were l ess  
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 
l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

Disposed cases as percent o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents the percent o f  the  number o f  
f i l e d  cases o f  which the  cou r t  was ab le  t o  
dispose. 
number o f  cases f i l e d  by the number disposed and 
then mu1 t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent over 
one hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the c o u r t  disposed of  
more cases than were f i l e d ,  thus reducing pending 
caseload. A percent s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l ess  than one 
hundred ind i ca tes  t h a t  the  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping 
up w i t h  the  volume o f  cases being f i l e d .  

The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  the 

F i l e d  (disposed) per  100.000 populat ion. The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  popu la t ion  used on a l l  cou r t  
caseload char ts  i s  100,000. 
compensates f o r  va r ia t i ons  i n  s ta te  popu la t ion  
and gives a more r e a l i s t i c  bas is  f o r  comparlson 
o f  caseloads among s ta tes  o f  var ious sizes. If 
the  number o f  f i l i n g s  was n o t  ava i l ab le  o r  was 
n o t  complete ( i nd i ca ted  by an "I" footnote  i n  the 
p r o f i l e s  i n  Pa r t  11) b u t  t he  number o f  
d i spos i t i ons  was ava i lab le ,  the number o f  cases 
disposed per u n i t  o f  populat ion was entered i n  
t h i s  column i n  place o f  the number o f  cases f i l e d  
per popu la t ion  u n i t ,  and the  use o f  t h i s  
a1 te rna t i ve  quan t i t y  was ind i ca ted  by enclosing 
i t  i n  parentheses. I f  a l l  o ther  fac to rs  ( cou r t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case d e f i n i t i o n ,  etc. 1 are s imi la r ,  
the  f i  led-per-uni t-of-popul a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i  11 
permi t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s ta tes  o f  the  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. For c i v i l  cases i n  t r i a l  
courts,  t h i s  measure w l l l  i nd ica te .  among o ther  
th ings, the  propensi ty t o  l i t i g a t e  among the  
c i t i z e n s  i n  a given state.  

This measure 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

I n  these case type tables,  on ly  the  STATE 
TOTALS can be compared i n  those s ta tes  where more 
than one cou r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  case 
type. 

Comparisons can be made between the  data 
repor ted  f o r  a s t a t e  where an i nd i v idua l  cou r t  
has exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the type o f  case 
and the  STATE TOTALS f o r  s ta tes  where more than 
one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons can n o t  
be made f o r  s ta tes  repo r t i ng  incomplete data. 
Comparisons should be made on ly  between those 
cases t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count f o r  
count ing  c i v i l  cases. 
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TABLE 21 : 
Domestic relations caseload for trial courts. 1981 . 
Courts reporting domestic relations caseload . Disposed as a percent of filed . Filed per IOU. 000 population . 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  

State and c o u r t  t i t l e  Begin End 

COMPLETE STATE TOTALS 

pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending 

Exc lus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

A1 abama.. C i r c u i t  Court ........................ 
Alaska.. Superior Court ........................ 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Superior Court .......... 
Guam.. Superior Court .......................... 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Court ......................... 
Ill inois.. C i r c u i t  Court ....................... 
Kansas.. D i  s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Massachusetts.. T r i a l  Court o f  the Comnonweal t h  . 
Montana.. D i s t r i c t  Court ....................... 
New Mexico.. D i s t r i c t  Court .................... 
North Dakota.. D i s t r i c t  Court .................. 
Ohio.. Court o f  Comnon Pleas 
Pennsylvania.. Court o f  Comnon Pleas 
Washington.. Superior Court .................... 
Not exc lus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d l c t i o n :  

Arkansas.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
Chancery and Probate Court ................. 
County Court .............................. 

Colorado.. STATE COURT ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court and Denver Juvenile Court .. 

Connecticut .. STATE TOTAL ...................... 
Superior Court ............................ 
Probate Court ............................. 

Del aware.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
Superior Court ............................ 
Family Court .............................. 

Nebraska.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 
County Court .............................. 

New Hampshire.. STATE TOTAL .................... 
Superior Court ............................ 
Probate Court ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 

New Jersey.. STATE TOTAL ....................... 
*Superior Court (Chancery D i v i s i o n )  ........ 
Juveni le  and Domestic Relat ions Court ..... 

New York.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
*Supreme Court ............................. 

Family Court .............................. 
Surrogate's Court ......................... 

Puerto Rico.. STATE TOTAL ...................... 
Superior Court ............................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 

................... ........... 

8. 750 
1. 715 
8. 774 

59. 894 
8. 954i 

4. 979 
6. 613 

42. 702 

17. 131i 

13. 012 

4. 392 
208 

4. 184 

26. 810 
19. 913 
6. 897 

46. 020 

13. 848 
13. 481 

367 

47. 353 
6. 868 
9. 301 
2. 912 

13.91 7 

124. 533 
30. 008 
51. 047 
9. 083 

19. 249 

5. 890 
94. 528 

144. 168 
50 . 068 

34. 564 
32.369 
2.195 

42. 327 
42 . 327 

28. 994 
26. 054 

2. 940 

18. 250 
82 

18. 168 

22. 381 
21. 116 

1. 265 

10. 909 
7. 959 
2. 000 

950 

1 22 . 584 
32. 237 
90. 347 

296. 384 

35. 751 
32. 566 

3. 185 

48. 498 
6. 3871 
7. 508 

680 
16. 576 

11 7. 042 
30. 207 
38. 9241 

8. 391 
19. 427 

5.843 
96. 406 

122. 337 
40 . 01 31 

29. 5694 

37. 864 
37 . 864 

25. 728 

18. 279 
224 

18. 055 

17. 078 
15. 831 
1. 247 

9. 162 

122. 318 
31. 146 
91. 172 

357. 542 
67.544 

287. 161 
2.837 

35. 643 
32. 445 

3. 198 

10.543 
2. 232 
6. 115 

63. 294 
8. 7581 

5. 671 
6. 435 

64. 533 

18. 2651 

13. 338 

4. 363 
66 

4. 297 

27. 076 
21. 004 
6. 072 

41. 764 

13. 956 
13. 602 

354 

Disposed 
as percent 
o f  f i l e d  

102% 

81 % 
2 3% 

119% 

94% 
101% 

92% 
101% 

9 9% 
102% 
8 5% 

89% 
89% 

99% 

100% 
273% 

99% 

76% 
75% 
9 9% 

115% 

100% 
9 7% 

101% 

97% 

100% 
100% 
1 om 

posed) per  
100.000 
popu la t i on  

1. 209 
1. 667 
1. 474 

1. 451 

1. 086 
1. 259 

884 
1. 145 
1. 449 

895 
877 

1. 214 
1. 187 

1. 505 
1. 410 

96 

1. 428 
1. 428 

925 
831 

94 

3. 052 
14 

3.  038 

1. 419 
1. 339 

80 

1. 165 
850 
214 
101 

1. 656 
435 

1. 220 

(2.031 1 
(384 1 

1. 684 
(16)  

1. 119 
1. 019 

100 

(continued on next  page) 
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TABLE 21 : 
Domestic relations caseload for trial courts, 1981. (continued) 

F i l e d  (d i s -  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Begin End 
pending F i l e d  Disposed pendi ns  

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Arizona--Superior Court ..................... 24,382I 
Georgia--Superior Court ..................... 
Hawaf f - -C I rcu i t  Court ....................... 10,135id 
Iowa- -D is t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Kentucky--Ci r c u i  t Court ..................... 

D i  s t r l  c t  Court .......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Probate Court ........................... 

Minnesota- -D is t r i c t  Court and County Court . . 
North Carol Ins-Superior Court .............. 

D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Oregon--Circui t Court ....................... 

County Court ............................ 
Rhode I s 1  and--Faml l y  Court .................. 
South Carol ina--Family Court ................ 12,681j 

Mag is t ra te  Court ........................ 
Tennessee--Circuit Court .................... 

Law and Equi ty Court .................... 
Chancery Court .......................... 
General Sessions Court .................. 
County Court ............................ 
Juven l l  e Court  .......................... 

Texas- -D is t r i c t  Court ....................... 122,71 7iJ 
County Court a t  Law and Cons t i t u t i ona l  

Vermont--Superior Court ..................... 2,654’ 
D i s t r l c t  Court .......................... 2,023 
Probate Court ........................... 150 

V i  r g l n i a - - C i r c u i t  Court ..................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 

Wisconsin--Circui t Court .................... 

Maine--Superior Court  ....................... 2,2811 

County Court .......................... 

39,067; 
65,691 
12,699’3 
29,2841 

39,3791 

2,2771 
7,742 

38,5791 

65,779 

2 
6,021‘ 

44,607j 

28,261 
2,665 

21,126 

85 , 1 2611 

3,3031 
1,047 

921 
35,7381 
69,705j 
38,6921 

37,2641 
58,264‘ 

28,255’ 

38,4514 

2 , 048’ 
8,454 

30,4551 

9,91813 

62,127 

43,462j 

180,588iJ 

3,365i 
780 
925 

34,0281 
57,4883 
38,326’ 

26,185’ 

12,91 6f 3 

2,5101 

6,713’ 

13,8263 

1 27,255i3 

2,592j 
2,290 

146 

D I  sposed 
as percent 

o f  f i l e d  

95%f 
89gi 
78%’j 

98%1 

90%’ 
109% 

7984 

94% 

97x j  

9 8 d J  

102%’ 

95x1 

99x1 

7 4% 
100% 

82%J 

posed) per 
100,000 
popul a t1  on 

1,3981 
1,179’ 
1 ,294I j  

1 ,075i 

1,010‘ 

201 f 
683 

9421 

1,105 

1 
6321 

1,408j 

61 3 
58 

4 58 

1 ,254ij 

6401 
203 
179 
6581 

1,2843 
81 61 

Note: States omi t ted  from t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  no t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
r e p o r t  domestfc r e l a t f o n s  cases. State cour ts  wf  t h  
t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  
system char ts  l oca ted  i n  Pa r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Re o r t  

therefore,  I t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. A l l  
ava l l ab le  data t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete are 
entered f n  the  table.  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  the  data are unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 9oX 
complete, o r  t h a t  the  ca l cu la t i ons  are inappropr iate.  

* = These cou r t s  count c i v i l  cases “ a t  issue” as opposed t o  the  

‘Data are  incomplete: 

Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  years dur ing  t me- s period; 

f i l i n g  o f  the p e t i t i o n  o r  complaint. 

Alaska--Disposed cases do n o t  inc lude adoption cases. 
Arizona--Data do n o t  inc lude adopt lon cases from 

Arkansas--Chancery and Probate Court--Di sposed and pending 

Georgia--Data do n o t  inc lude adoptfon cases. 
Hawaii--Some domestic r e l a t i o n s  cases are inc luded i n  the 

Iowa--Data do n o t  inc lude adopt lon and pa te rn i t y /  

Maricopa County. 

cases do n o t  inc lude adopt ion cases. 

unc lass i f f ed  c i v i l  category. 

bastardy cases. I n  add i t ion ,  disposed cases do n o t  
inc lude fam i l y  I n  need o f  asslstance cases. 

Kansas--Pending data do n o t  inc lude adoption data. 
Kentucky--Data do no t  inc lude a1 1 support/custo& cases. 
Mal ne--Superior Court--Data do n o t  Inc lude pa te rn l  ty/ 

bastardy cases. 
Massachusetts--Disposed cases do n o t  inc lude desert ions and 

l i v l n g  apart ,  and custody o f  minors data. 
Minnesota--Data do n o t  inc lude adopt ion cases. 
Rhode I s1  and--Data do no t  Inc lude pa te rn l  ty/bastardy 

cases. 
Texas--Di s t r i c t  Court--Data do no t  Inc lude annulments and 

pa tern l ty /bas tardy  cases. 
Vermont--Superior Court--Data do n o t  ‘ include p a t e r n i t y /  

bastardy cases. 
V i rg in ia - -C i r cu i t  Court--Data do n o t  inc lude adopt ion and 

pa tern i  ty/bastar& cases. 
Washington--Disposed cases do n o t  inc lude adoptlons. 
Wisconsin--Data do no t  inc lude adoptton cases. 

Hawaii--Data inc lude mental hea l th  cases. 
South Carolina--Data inc lude some miscel laneous c i v i l  

change o f  name cases 1. 
Te:i:ezD&%& Court--Data inc lude some miscellaneous 

V i r g i n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--0ata fnclude some 

JExplanation o f  data included I n  the category: 

c i v i l  and c h i l d - v i c t i m  pe t l t l ons .  

m l  s c e l l  aneous c r l m l  nal  and misdemeanor cases. 
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TABLE 22: 
Estate caseload for trial courts. 1981 . 
Courts reporting estate caseload . Disposed as a percent of filed . Filed per 100. 000 population . 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  

State and c o u r t  t i t l e  Beg1 n End 

CWLETE STATE DATA 

pending F i  1 ed Disposed pendi n s  . 

Excluslve c o u r t  j u r l s d l c t l o n :  

Alaska.. Superior Court ........................ 
Arizona.. Superior Court ....................... 26, 820 
Arkansas.. Chancery and Probate Court .......... 
California.. Superior Court .................... 
Connecticut.. Probate Court .................... 
Delaware.. Court o f  Chancery ................... 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Superior Court .......... 
Florida--Circuit Court ........................ 
Guam.. Superior Court .......................... 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Court ......................... 
Iowa.. D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Kansas.. D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Massachusetts.. T r t a l  Court o f  t he  Cornonwealth . 
Missouri.. C i r c u i t  Court ....................... 31, 689 
Montana.. D i  s t r i c t  Court ....................... 6, 495 

Nebraska.. Coun ty Court ........................ 
New Hampshire.. Probate Court .................. 
Ohio.. Court o f  Common Pleas ................... 83, 9281 
Pennsylvania.. Court o f  Comnon Pleas ........... 1, 395 
South Dakota.. C i r c u i t  Court ................... 
Utah.. D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Vermont.. Probate Court ........................ 11 , 532i 
Washington.. Superior Court .................... 
Wisconsin.. C i n u i  t Court ...................... 
Not exc lus l ve  c o u r t  j u r l s d l c t l o n :  

Colorado.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court and Denver Probate Court ... 

Kentucky.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 
C i r c u i t  Court ............................. 

New York.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
Family Court .............................. 250 
Surrogates' Court ......................... 

North Dakota.. STATE TOTAL ..................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 
County Court w i t h  Increased J u r i s d i c t i o n  .. 
County Probate Court ...................... 

Oregon.. STATE TOTAL ........................... 
C i r c u i t  Court ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 
County Court .............................. 

Minnesota.. STATE TOTAL ........................ 19. 659 
County Court. D i s t r i c t  Court and Probate 

Court ................................... 19. 659 

6. 820 
4, 651 

1. 203 
4. 6593 

3, 993 

989 
8. 580 
7. 898 

64. 779 
43. 428 

2. 468 
4. 260 

51. 839 
1. 427 
4. 1 5 d  

24. 192 
12. 362 
57. 008 
12. 293 
3. 562 

10. 445 
12. 561 
78. 480 
18. 689 
4. 548 

3. 746 
2. 893 

14. 436 
42 . 5683 

1.71 9 
7. 719 

26. 899 
26.81 3 

86 

474 

3. 737 
99 

2. 044 
1. 594 

7. 025 
6. 788 

73 
164 

10. 007 

10. 007 

1. 0313 
7. 112 

61. 878 

2. 261 
2. 180 

44. 727 
46 

6. 2105 

10. 976 
53. 332 
11. 868 
2 . 506 

10. 540 

75. 040 
18. 491 

2. 906 
2. 435 

46. 3523 

5. 833 
5. 833 

21. 679 
21. 600 

79 

77. 290 
674 

76. 616 
2. 516 

85 
1. 217 
1. 214 

6. 415 
6. 201 

64 
150 

10. 817 

10. 817 

28. 288 

7. 027 
6. 731 

1. 381 
2. 6073 

32. 176 
7. 154 

87. 6481 
1. 593 

11. 990i 

151 

4. 373 

15. 302 

15. 302 

Dfsposed posed) per  

o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  
as percent 100. 000 

83% 

96% 

92% 
51 % 
86% 

3% 
1 4 9 d  

89% 
94% 
97% 
70% 

101% 

96% 
99% 

78% 
84% 

1 osxj 

76% 
7 6% 
81 % 
81 % 
92% 

142% 

6 7% 
86% 
60% 
76% 

91 % 
91 % 
88% 
91 % 

108% 

108% 

240 
307 
344 
268 

1. 386 

413 
675 
509 

4 3 4  

835 
519 
988 
249 
449 

662 
1. 342 

728 
157 
663 

247 
561 

3 

260 
260 
734 
732 

2 

(439 1 
3 

(435) 
568 
15 

31 1 
242 

265 
256 

3 
6 

244 

244 

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

F i l e d  (d i s -  
Disposed posed) per 

pending F i  1 ed Disposed pendi n l  o f  f i l e d  j o p u l  a t i o n  
Sta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Begin End as percent 100,000 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Hawai i - -C i rcu i t  Court ...................... 7,693i 1,9641 1,4041 8,2531 71 %i 200i 

Probate Court .......................... 3,8644 1,1473 8665 4,1455 76x5 215 
Indiana--Superior Court and C i r c u l t  Court . . 7O,61lij 25,177'5 23,561 i j  72,24315 9 4 d j  46015 

North Carol ina--Superior Court ............. 50,2351 36,7531 33,8301 53 , 1 581 92%i 61 7' 

Tennessee--Law and Equ i ty  Court ............ 173 4 
Chancery Court ......................... 2.341 51 
C i r c u i t  Court .......................... 96 2 
Probate Court .......................... 
County Court ........................... 
General Sessions Court ................. 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  
unava l lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, or t h a t  the  
ca l cu la t i ons  are inappropr iate.  States omi t ted  from 
t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  es ta te  cases. 
S ta te  cou r t s  w i t h  t h l s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  
i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  i n  Par t  I1 of 
t h i s  Re o r t .  Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  years dur ing  

Indiana--Superior Court and C i r c u i t  Court--Data 1 nc l  ude 

North Carolina--Some es ta te  cases are inc luded i n  an 

Ohio--Pending data do no t  inc lude minor 's sett lef l lent cases. 
Vermont--Pending data do no t  tnclude cases comnenced p r lOr  

some cases repor ted  as redocketed. 

unc lass i f i ed  category. 

t o  January 1 , 1970. 

jExp lanat ion  o f  data inc luded i n  the category: 
t h i s  -5- per  od; therefore,  i t  d i d  n o t  repo r t  data for 1981. 

* = These cour ts  count c i v i l  cases " a t  issue'' as opposed t o  a t  

lData are Incomplete: 

A1 aska--Disposed cases inc lude adoptlon and mental 

Idaho--Data inc lude mental hea l th  cases. 
Indiana--Data inc lude adoption cases. 
Wisconsin--Data 1 nc l  ude adoptlon and mental hea l th  

the  f i l i n g  o f  the  p e t i t i o n  or complaint. 

Hawatl--Data do n o t  inc lude some es ta te  cases repor ted  

hea l th  cases. 

t n  an u n c l a s s i f l e d  category. cases. 
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TABLE 23: 
Mental health caseload for trial courts. 1981 . 
Courts reporting mental health caseload . Disposed as a percent of filed . Filed per 7 00. 000 population . 

t i l e d  ( d i s -  

State and c o u r t  t i t l e  Beg1 n End 

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exclus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d l c t i o n :  

pending F11 ed Disposed peridi n g  

Alaska.. Superior Court ........................ 
Arizona.. Superior Court ....................... 
Arkansas.. Chancery and Probate Court .......... 
Cal ifornla.. Superlor Court .................... 
Del aware.. Super1 o r  Court ...................... 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Superlor Court .......... 
Florida.. C i r c u i t  Court ........................ 
Illlnols--Circuit Court ....................... 
Iowa.. D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Kansas.. D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 
Kentucky.. C i  r c u i  t Court ....................... 
Maine.. D i s t r i c t  Court ......................... 
Massachusetts.. Tr1al Court o f  t he  Commonwealth . 
Montana.. D i s t r i c t  Court ....................... 
New Hampshire.. Probate Court .................. 
Ohio.. Court o f  Common P1 eas ................... 
Pennsylvania-Court o f  Comnon Pleas ........... 
South Dakota.. C l  r c u l  t Court ................... 
Utah.. D i s t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Wash1 ngton.. Superior Court .................... 
West Virglnla.. C i r c u i t  Court .................. 
Not exc l  u s i  ve c o u r t  j u r i  sd i  c t i  on : 

Colorado.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court and Denver Probate Court ... 

Connecticut.. STATE TOTAL ...................... 
Superlor Court ............................ 
Probate Court ............................. 

North Dakota.. STATE TOTAL ..................... 
County Court w i t h  Increased J u r i s d i c t i o n  .. 
County Jus t i ce  Court ...................... 

Oregon .. STATE TOTAL ........................... 
C l r c u i t  Court ............................. 
County Court .............................. 

Vermont.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 
Probate Court ............................. 

Minnesota.. STATE TOTAL ........................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court, County Court and Probate 

Court ................................... 

125 

1 . 742 

2 4 4  

107 

553 

1 . 295 
1. 295 

70 

170 
169 

1 

695 

695 

242 

1 . 353 
3 . 786 

51 9 

1. 106 
15. 827 

9 . 886 

3. 131 

2. 415 
682 

3. 085 
5323 
258 

8. 619 
10. 193 

581 
869 

5.996 
3 . 047 

2. 712 
2. 712 
1. 556 

248 
1. 308 

1. 078 
966 
112 

3. 857 
3. 854 

3 

952 
952 

0 

2. 165 

2. 165 

857 

4. 234 
543 

5. 316 
9. 796 
3. 756 
3. 131 

2. 414 
737 

2. 765 
4915 

8. 435 
10. 211 

1. 093 

2. 961 

2. 674 
2. 674 

260 

1. 078 
966 
112 

540 
540 

0 

1. 671 

1. 671 

101 

161 

1. 898 

3655 

09 

639 

1. 408 
1. 408 

58 

582 
581 

1 

557 

557 

Disposed 
as percent 

o f  f i l e d  

112% 
105% 

97% 
99% 

1 om 
100% 
108% 
90% 
9 2 d  

98% 
100% 

126% 

97% 

99% 
99% 

105% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

57% 
57% 

77% 

77% 

posed) per  
100. 000 
popu la t i on  

59 
(311 

59 
16 
87 

175 
155 
86 

(130) 
131 

66 
60 
53 

28 

80 
86 
85 
57 

142 
156 

675 

91 
91 
50 
8 

42 

164 
147 
17 

146 
145 

1 

185 
185 

0 

53 

53 
~~~~~ ~~~ ~~ 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Tennessee.. C i  r c u i  t Court ...................... 374 8 
New York.. Fami l y  Court ........................ 3 25 38 6 152% 1 

Chancery Court ............................ 452 10 
Law and Equity Court ...................... 26 1 
County Court .............................. 
General Sessions Court .................... 
Juveni le  Court ............................ 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the data are 
unavai lab le o r  l e s s  than 90% complete. o r  t h a t  the 
ca l cu la t i ons  are inappropr ia te . States omi t ted f rom 
t h l s  t a b l e  d i d  no t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repo r t  mental hea l th  
cases . State cour ts  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be 
i d e n t l f i e d  i n  the s t a t e  c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  I n  
Par t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Re o r t  . 
data f o r  1981 . 

* = This  c o u r t  counts i t s  c i v i l  cases " a t  issue" as opposed t o  

JExplanation o f  data inc luded i n  the category: 

a t  the f i l i n g  o f  the p e t i t i o n  o r  complaint . 
Montana.. Data inc lude I n e b r i a t i o n  cormni tments . 

Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  
years dur ing t h i s  + per od; therefore. It d i d  n o t  repo r t  
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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 . 

F i l e d  I d l s -  
Disposed posed) per  

type pending F i l e d  Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  populat ion 
State and c o u r t  t i t l e  Appeal Begin End as percent 100. 000 

COWPLETE STATE TOTALS 

Excl us1 ve court j u r i s d i c t l o n :  

Connect1 cut.. Superi o r  Court .......... A 1. 599 767 1. 214 1. 152 

................ 329.1 3483 271 j 
86 122 402 

................. 941 976 

* D t s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Superior Court . A 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Court A-T 
Iowa--District Court T 

Kansas.. D l s t r l c t  Court ............... A-T 408 
North Dakota--District Court ......... A-T 2 01 191 
Vermont.. Superior Court .............. A-T 346 31 7 335 328 
Washi ngton-Superior Court ........... A-T 1. 665 1. 081 

2"5 

Not exc lus ive court j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Minnesota-Distrlct Court and County 
Court .............................. A-T 1. 112 692 

158% 
142% 
1068.1 
104% 

95% 
106% 
6 5% 

24 
14 

32 

17 
31 
61 
39 

34.1 

62% 27 

INCOMPLETE STATE TOTALS 

Exclus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Alaska.. Superlor Court ............... 
California.. Superlor Court ........... 
Delaware.. Superlor Court ............. 
Florida--Circuit Court ............... 
Hawali.. C1 r c u l  t Court ................ 
11 11 no1 s.. C l r c u i  t Court .............. 
Kentucky.. C l r c u i  t Court .............. 
Maine.. Superior Court ................ 
Maryland--Circuit Court .............. 
Montana--District Court .............. 
South D a k o t a 4 1  r c u l  t Court .......... 
West V I  rgfnla.. C i  r c u i  t Court ......... 
Not exc lus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Colorado.. D i  s t r i c t  Court and Denver 
Superfor Court ..................... 

County Court ..................... 
Nebraska.. Workmens Compensation Court . 

D i s t r i c t  Court ................... 
Ohlo.. Court o f  Common Pleas .......... 

Court o f  C1 aims .................. 
Oregon.. Tax Court .................... 

C l  r c u i  t Court .................... 
Puerto Rtco.. Superior Court .......... 

D l s t r l c t  Court ................... 
Tennessee.. C i  r c u i  t Court ............. 

Law and Equl ty  Court ............. 
Chancery Court ................... 
General Sessions Court ........... 
County Court ..................... 

Virglnla.. C l r c u l  t Court .............. 
D i s t r i c t  Court ................... 

A-Ti 
A i  -T 
A-T 
A ~ - T  

A 
A 
Ai-T 
A' -T 

A-T 
A-Ti 
A-Ti 
A-TI 

A-T 

A 
A I  -Ti 

A 

A 
Ai -TI 
A-T 
A 

A-T 
A-T 
A-T 
Ai 
A i  
A-T 

T i  

A i  

A' 

155 
12. 513 

343' 23gi 
933 

104. 9871 41. 4671 
40' 2 21 

501 
155 321 

3. 000' 
1. 465 

220 
504 2. 160 

570 

85 244 

3. 150 2. 702 

125 258 

157 141 
10 7 

7. 835 
307 

3. 070 

2. 945 

11. 016 

1. 080 
260' 322' 

18' 44; 
32. 4701 11 2. 831 

344 
289 187 

2. 127 

61 6 

221 

2. 938 

130 

105 
14 

2. 164 

537 

108 

2. 914 

253 

193 
3 

88% 

116% 

82%' 
78Xf 
67% 
90% 

109%' 

98% 

108% 

91 % 

109% 

508 

74% 
200% 

73% 

38 
52 
401 
9 

362" 
14 
28 

701 
185 
32 

111 

2' 

19 

15 

25 

10 

4 
1 

170 
7 

67 

54 
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Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e l t h e r  the  data a re  
unava l lab le  or l e s s  than 90% complete, or t h a t  the  
ca l cu la t i ons  are  inappropr iate.  
t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c l f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  c l v i l  appeal 
cases. 
i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  i n  Pa r t  I 1  o f  
t h i s  Re o r t .  

1981. 

States omi t ted  f rom 

States w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be I d e n t i f i e d  

Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  years  dur ing  
t h i s  -5-7 per o ; therefore,  i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  any data f o r  

*This cou r t  counts cases " a t  issue" as opposed t o  a t  the  

Appeal type code: 

f l l l n g  o f  the  p e t i t i o n  or complaint. 

The repor ted  data represent appeal o f  admln i s t ra t l ve  

The c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over appeal o f  

The repor ted  data represent appeal o f  t r l a l  c o u r t  cases. 
The c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over appeal o f  t r l a l  c o u r t  

agency cases. 

admln i s t ra t l ve  agency cases, b u t  t he  data a re  
unavai lable.  

cases, b u t  t he  data a re  unaval l  ab1 e. 

iData are  incomplete: 
Delaware--Data do n o t  i nc lude  some appeals t h a t  a re  p a r t  

Hawaii--Data do n o t  i nc lude  some appeals t h a t  a re  p a r t  o f  

I l l i n o l s - - D a t a  do n o t  inc lude some appeals t h a t  a re  p a r t  

Maryland--Data do n o t  i nc lude  some appeals t h a t  a re  p a r t  

Idaho--Data may inc lude  some j u v e n i l e  appeals. 

o f  the  Unc lass i f i ed  c l v i l  cases. 

t he  u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l  cases. 

o f  the u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l  cases. 

o f  the  u n c l a s s l f i e d  c i v i l  cases. 
jExp lanat ion  o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
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TABLE 25: Civil jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

The '+' symbol under the  headlng "case type" 
l nd l ca tes  what case types are  repor ted  f o r  each 
piece o f  t r l a l  data. An "on symbol I nd i ca tes  
t h a t  the  repor ted  f l g u r e s  do n o t  I nc lude  t h a t  
case type. These breakdowns were made t o  
f a c l l l t a t e  comparative ana lys ls  among cou r t s  and 
case types. 
l l m i  t ed  j u r i s d l c t l o n  cour ts  a re  Included. 

Sources o f  data a re  found I n  Appendlx 8. 

Both general j u r i s d l c t l o n  and 

Var la t lons  I n  case c l a s s l f i c a t l o n s  and 
a e f  i n l  t l ons :  

Both the  case categor ies and the  data 
c l a s s l f l e d  i n  each case category vary from s t a t e  
t o  state.  The C S I M  case types focus on 
subject-matter r a t h e r  than on the  remedy sought. 

Var ia t ions  I n  count lng  bo th  cases and t r i a l s :  

Caseload cannot be compared among cou r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count cases i n  the same w a y .  An "*' 
lnd l ca tes  those cou r t s  t h a t  count c i v i l  cases " a t  
Issue" as opposed t o  a t  the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  
p e t l t i o n  o r  complaint. 

t r l a l s  are Ind l ca ted  I n  a separate column. 
Comparisons can be made between cou r t s  t h a t  count 
t r i a l s  I n  the  same w a y .  

Appropr late analyses: 

All percentage ca l cu la t l ons  t h a t  were l e s s  
than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 

The d e f i n i t i o n s  used by each c o u r t  t o  count 

l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

T r l a l s  as a percent o f  d lspos l t ions .  
D i v i d l n g  the  number o f  t r i a l s  conducted by the  
t o t a l  number o f  cases dlsposed o f  f o r  t h e  
appropr ia te  case type r e s u l t s  i n  the t r i a l  r a t e  
f o r  t h a t  case type f o r  t he  court .  

Jury  t r l a l s  as a percent o f  d ispos l t ions .  
D i v i d l n g  the  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  conducted by 
the  t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  t h e  
appropr la te  case type r e s u l t s  i n  the  j u r y  t r l a l  
r a t e  f o r  t h a t  case type  f o r  t h e  court .  

the  number o f  j u r y  t r l a l s  by the  t o t a l  number o f  
t r i a l s  conducted f o r  t h a t  case type r e s u l t s  i n  
the  p ropor t i on  o f  t r i a l s  t h a t  a re  t r i a l s  by j u r y  
f o r  t h a t  case type f o r  the  court .  

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

Comparisons on these tab les  must be 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  the  c o u r t  l eve l ,  and must be 
c o n t r o l l e d  f o r  case type, u n l t  o f  count, and 
t r l a l  de f l n i t l ons .  S ta te  t o t a l s  have n o t  been 
computed i n  o rder  t o  avo id  any temptat ion t o  
compare "apples and oranges. I' 

Care should a l so  be taken t o  compare on ly  
those cou r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  r u l e s  regarding 
the  a v a i l a b l l i t y  o f  j u r y  t r i a l s .  For  example, 
some s ta tes  make I t  more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  a c r im ina l  
defendant t o  waive a j u r y  t r l a l  than o the r  
states.  S im i la r l y ,  I n  some s ta tes  bo th  p a r t i e s  
t o  c i v i l  l l t l g a t i o n  must agree t o  a j u r y  t r l a l ,  
wh i l e  i n  o the r  s ta tes  one o f  the  p a r t l e s  can 
demand a j u r y  t r i a l .  

Jury t r l a l s  as a percent o f  t r l a l s .  D i v i d i n g  
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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 u n i t  o f  count. The CSIM P ro jec t  
has always been concerned about the  f a c t  t h a t  
s ta tes  prosecute cases i n  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
ways, and t h a t  t h i s  u l t i m a t e l y  has an impact on 
the  wqy such cases are counted by the  cour ts .  
Since the pub l i ca t i on  o f  the  1975 volume o f  t h i s  
ser ies,  some e f f o r t  has been made t o  i d e n t i f y  the  
var ious methods o f  count ing c r im ina l  cases f o r  
each s t a t e  cour t .  The two predominant methods 
were e i t h e r  a defendant count, o r  a charging 
document count. Since charging documents cou ld  
have one o r  more defendants, i t  was assumed t h a t  
cour ts  us ing  charging documents would have fewer 
per cap i ta  c r im ina l  cases than those s ta tes  who 
repor ted  cases using the ac tua l  number o f  
defendants. Therefore, s ta tes  were grouped 
according t o  t h e i r  u n i t s  o f  count. 

The T r i a l  Court  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t ing  revealed several problems 
with t h a t  method o f  count ing c r im ina l  cases. 
F i r s t ,  count ing  the  number o f  charging documents 
i s  i n s u f f i c i e n t  as a measure o f  count ing  cases 
unless one knows the possible contents o f  such 
documents. 
are invo lved i n  the  same crime, i s  i t  common 
p r a c t i c e  t o  have one o r  more than one defendant 
per  document? 
m u l t i p l e  of fenses per inc ident ,  does cormnon 
p r a c t i c e  c a l l  f o r  a s ing le  charging document f o r  
a l l  of fenses o r  a separate document f o r  each 
of fense? 

O f  equal importance t o  the  contents o f  a 
charging document i n  count ing c r im ina l  cases i s  
the p o i n t  i n  the  process when a c r im ina l  case i s  
counted. The two predominant po in ts  a re  a t  the 
f i l i n g  o f  the  complaint, and the f i l i n g  of  the 
in fo rmat ion  o r  indictment.  Since the  f i l i n g  of 
the complaint  occurs much e a r l i e r  i n  the  process 
than the  f i l i n g  o f  the in fo rmat ion  o r  indictment,  
cour ts  t h a t  count cases a t  the f i l i n g  o f  the 
complaint  should have a much higher caseload than 
cour ts  which w a i t  u n t i l  the  in fo rmat ion  o r  
ind ic tment  before count ing cases. 

dimensions of the  c r im ina l  u n i t  o f  count: the 
p o i n t  i n  the process a t  which c r im ina l  cases are 
counted; and the  number o f  defendants per case 
and the contents o f  charging documents. This 
in fo rmat ion  has been organized i n t o  the  fo l l ow ing  
typology. 

For example, when mu1 t i p l e  defendants 

I n  add i t i on ,  when there  are 

F igure  C presents in fo rmat ion  on a l l  

The contents o f  the  cases (k. the 

number o f  poss ib le  defendants and charges) a re  
represented by the  numbers one through eleven. 
The p o i n t  i n  the  process a t  which a case i s  
counted i s  represented by the  l e t t e r s  A through E. 

Cr iminal  case u n i t  o f  count codes: 
Cdntents o f  case (number o f  defendantshumber o f  

Contents o f  case: 
charges) - Po in t  a t  which case i s  counted 

1. Single defendant/s ingle charge 
2. Single defendant/s ingle i n c i d e n t  
3. Single defendant/s ingle i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

4. S ing le  defendant/one o r  more i nc iden ts  
5. Single defendant/varies w i t h  prosecutor 
6. One o r  more defendants/s ingle charge 
7. One o r  more defendants/s ingle i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more defendants/s ingle i n c i d e n t  

9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more 

10. One o r  more de fendanWvar ies  w i t h  

11. Varies w i t h  prosecutor/var ies w i t h  

number o f  charges 1 

(maximum number o f  charges 

i nc iden ts  

prosecutor 

prosecutor 

Po in t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  in fo rmat ion  o r  

B. A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  in fo rmat ion  o r  

C. A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  Complaint (warrant 

D. A t  t he  assigning o f  a docket n u h e r  
E. A t  the  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

The combination o f  these two dimensions o f  the  
c r im ina l  u n i t  o f  count i s  presented f o r  each 
c o u r t  when c r im ina l  data a re  presented. 

Def in ing  fe lon ies .  F igure  D i l l u s t r a t e s  the  
v a r i a t i o n  t h a t  e x i s t s  among the  s ta tes  regarding 
t h e  s t a t u t o r y  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a fe lony. 
the  overwhelming m a j o r i t y  o f  s ta tes  de f ine  
fe lon ies  by poss ib le  sentences exceeding 
approximately one year i n  the  s t a t e  p r ison ,  
almost one - th i rd  o f  t he  s ta tes  de f ine  a fe lony  as 
crimes w i t h  poss ib le  sentences o f :  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
l e s s  than a year; two o r  more years; o r  w i t h  no 
minimum sentence length.  

ind ic tment  

complaint  

o r  accusat ion) 

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

Contents o f  Charging Document 

General / Number o f  Defendants i n c i  dent i nc ident  
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  # o f  (unl im- One 
j u r i s -  Po in t  o f  count ing S ing le  o r  more S ing le  charges i t e d  # o f  o r  more 

S i  ngl  e S ing le  

- STATE : d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case defendant defendants charge p e r  case) charges) i nc iden ts  

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G Indictment 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Compl a 1 n t  
Municf pa l  Court  L Compl a i  n t  

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

(No data repor ted)  

Superf o r  Court  G Ind ic tment  
D i  s t r l  c t Court L Complaint 

X 
X 

X 
X 

Superior Court  G In fo rma t i  on/i  ndictment X 

Court  L Complaint X 
Municipal  Court L Complaint X 

J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace 
X 

X 
X 

SAS : 
Circu i t  Court G I n f o n a  ti on/ i  ndictment X 
Municipal  Court L Complatnt X 
City Court, Po l i ce  C t .  L Complaint X 

X 
X 
X 

I A :  
Superior Court  G In fo rma t i  on/ i  ndictment X 
J u s t i c e  Court L Complaint X 
Municipal  Court  L Complaint X 

X 
X 
X 

COLORADO: 
D i s t r l c t  Court  G F i r s t  appearance f o r  some X 

count ies / in fo rmat ion  f o r  
cases coming up from County 
Court. 

County Court L Compl aint/sumnons X 

X 

X 

Superior Court G I n f  ormat i  on/ i  nd i  ctment X X 

UCLAWARE: 
Superior Court  G I n  fo rmat i  on/ i  nd l  ctment X X 
Family Court L Complaint X X 
Jus t ice  o f  the  Peace C t .  L Complaint X X 
Court  o f  Comnon Pleas L Complaint X X 

Alderman s Court L Compl a t  n t  X X 

Super ior  Court  G Complai n t / in fo rmat ion /  X X 

Municipal  Court  o f  
W i  l m i  ngton L Complaint X X 

OF COLUMBIA: 

1 ndictment 
Informat ion/ indictment 

?:,":;it Court  G o r  sworn complaint  X (Prosecutor decides) 

GEORG I A : 

County Court L Compl a i  n t  X X 

Superior Court G I n d i  ctment/accusati  on X X 
S ta te  Court and County 

Court L Accusation X X 
Mag is t ra te  Court L Compl a 1 n t  X X 
Probate Court  L Accusation X X 
Jus t i ce  of Peace Court L No data reported 
Municipal  Court L No data repor ted  
C i v i l  Court L No data repor ted  
Small Claims Court  L No data repor ted  
Recorder's Court, 

Mayor's Court, Muni- 
c l p a l  Court, City 
Counci 1 Court, 
Pol 1 ce Court, 
and C r i m .  C t .  L No data repor ted  
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Contents o f  Charging Document 
s i  ng l  e 
i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  
( s e t  # o f  (unl im- One 

S i  ng l  e 

STATE : 

HAWAII: 

- 
C i r c u i t  Court  

General / 
1 i m i  t e d  

Number o f  Defendants 
On e 

j u r i s -  Po in t  of count ing  S ing le  o r  more S ing le  charges i t e d  I o f  o r  more 
d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case defendant defendants charge p e r  case 1 charges) i nc iden ts  

G Complaint/ indictment X 

D i s t r i c t  Court  L Information/compl a i  n t  X 

X.(Most ser ious  

X (Most ser ious  
charge) 

charge) 
7 

I DAH0 : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G I n  forma ti on X X 
Magistrates D i v l  s i  on G Complaint X X 

C i r c u i t  Court  G In fonna t i  on / l  nd i  ctment X X 
ILLINOIS: 

Superior Court and G In fo rmat ion / i  ndictment 

County Court L I n  f onnat i  on/compl a i  n t 

Municipal  Court o f  L Infonnation/compl a i  n t  

Ci ty Court  and Town L Information/complai n t  

C i r c u i t  Court 

Marion County 

Court 
X 

X (may n o t  be 
cons is ten t  

X (may n o t  be 
cons is ten t  

X (may n o t  be 
cons is ten t  1 

X 
(may n o t  
be con- 

D i s t r i c t  Court  G In fo rma t i  on/ i  nd i  ctment X X 

KANSAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G F i r s t  appearance/ X 

in fo rmat ion / ind ic tment  
X 

KENTUCKY: 
C i r c u i t  Court  G Informat ion/ indictment X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Complaint X 

X 
X 

LOUISIANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G I n  fo rmat i  on/ i  ndictment Var ies 
City Court  and Par ish  

Court, and Municipal  
Court and T r a f f i c  
Court o f  New Orleans L In fo rmat t  on/compl a i n t  X 

Var ies 

X 

Super ior  Court  G I n  fo rmat i  on / i  nd i  ctment X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L In fo rmat ionhompl  a i n t  X 

X 
X 

WRYLAND: 
C i r c u i t  Court 
D i s t r i c t  Court 

G In fo rmat ion / i  ndictment X 
L C i  t a t i on / i n fo rma t ion  X 

X 
X 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r i a l  Court o f  the  

Comnonweal th: G 
Super ior  Court  Dept. G In fo rma t lon / i  ndictment X X 
Housing Court Dept. G Complaint X X 
D i s t r i c t  Court Dept. G Complaint X X 
Boston Municipal  C t .  G Complaint X X 

C i r c u i t  Court G I n  f onna ti on X X 
Recorder's Court  

o f  D e t r o i t  L Warrant X X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Complaint X X 
Municipal  Court L Complaint X X 

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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FIGURE C: 
Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and by state. (continued) 

STATE : - 

Con ten ts  o f  Cha r g i  n g Document 
S i  na l  e Sinal  e 

General / Number o f  Defendants Inc iden t  i n c i d e n t  
1 I m i t e d  On e ( s e t  # o f  (unl im- One 
j u r l s -  Po ln t  o f  count ing Single o r  more Single charges i t e d  # o f  o r  more 
d l c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case defendant defendants charge p e r  case) charges) i nc iden ts  

MlNNtSUIA: 
D i s t r l c t  Court G Complaint 
County Court L Compl a f n t  
County Municipal  Court L Compl a i  n t  

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

1: Data a re  unava i lab le  

""SP!% t Court G Compl a i  n t / l  nformat ion Not cons ls ten t  statewide (depends on prosecutor)  

hONTANA: 

I ndlctment 

D l s t r l c t  Court  G Informat ion/ indlctment X X 

and Municlpal  Court  L Complaint X X 
Clty Court L Compl a l  n t  X X 

Jus t l ce  o f  Peace Court  

(no t  cons i s ten t l y  
X observed statewidc 

NEBRASKA: 
D i  s t r l  c t Court  G Informat lon/ indictment X 
County Court L Information/compl a i  n t  X X 
Municlpal  Court  L Complaint X X 

" v E r l  c t  Court G In fonnat ion / ind ic tment  Varies Varies, depending on prosecutor 
J u s t i c e  Court L Complaint Varies Varies, depending on prosecutor 
Municipal  Court  L Compl a i  n t  Varies Varies, dependlng on prosecutor 

UEU HAMP$HIRE: 
Superior Court G Informat ion/ indictment X X 
DI s t r i c t  Court L Complaint X X 
Munlclpal  Court  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

Super ior  Court  (Law 
D l v l s l o n  and 
Chancery D i v l s i o n )  G Accusation/lndictment X X 

County D i s t r l c t  Court L Compl a i  n t  X X 
Munlcipal  Court  L Complaint X X 

Mag is t ra te  Court  L Complaint X X 

Metropol I t an  Court  L Compl a1 n t  X X 

%E; Court G Compl a l n t  X X 

Bernal i l l 0  County 

YORK: 
Supreme Court  G In fo rma t l  on/ l  nd i  ctment X X (may vary w l t h  

County Court G I n  fo rmat i  on/ i  nd l  ctment X X (may vary w l t h  
Cr imlnal  Court  o f  t he  

D i s t r i c t  Court  and 

Town Court  and V l l l a g e  

prosecutor 1 

prosecutor 1 
Clty o f  New York L Docket number X X 

Clty Court L Complaint X X 

J u s t l c e  Court L Complaint X X 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Super ior  Court  G In fo rmat i  on/ l  ndictment X X 
D l  s t r l  c t  Court L Compl a l  nt/sumnons X X ( 2  max) 

TSOR 
In fo rmat ion / i  nd l  ctnient X X (may vary) : ! s E I A i o u r t  G 

County Court  w i t h  In -  
creased J u r i s d i c t l o n  L Compl a i  n t / l  nformat lon X Varles 

County J u s t l c e  Court L Complalnt X X 
Munlcipal  Court  L complaint  X X 
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Contents o f  Charging Document 

. .__ ( s e t  Cy o f  (unl im- One 
j u r i s -  Po in t  of  count ing  S ing le  o r  more S ing le  charges i t e d  # o f  or more 
d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case defendant defendants charge p e r  case) charges) i nc iden ts  

S ing le  S ing le  
i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  

STATE : - 

General / 
1 i m i  t e d  

Number o f  Defendants 
On e 

DHIO: 
Court o f  Common Pleas G Arraignment X 
County Court L Warrant/sumnons X 
Municipal  Court  L Warrant/sunons X 
Mayor’s Court L No data repor ted  

X 
X 
X 

bKLAHoMA : 

OREGON: 

D i s t r i c t  Court  G I n  f orma t i on/ i  n d i  ctmen t X X 

C i r c u i t  Court G Compl a i  n t / i  ndictment X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Complaint/ indictment X 
Jus t i ce  Court  L Complaint X 
Municipal  Court L Complaint X 

(Number o f  charges n o t  cons i s ten t  statewide) 
(Number o f  charges n o t  cons i s ten t  statewide) 
(Number o f  charges n o t  cons i s ten t  statewide) 

X 

PENNSYLVANIA: I n  formation/docket 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas G t r a n s c r i p t  X X 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court  L Complaint X X 
Phi la.  Municipal Court  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

Magistrates Court  L Complaint X X 
P i t t sbu rgh  City 

V[IERTO RICO: 
- 

Superior Court  G Accusation 
D i  s t r i c t  Court  L Compl a i  n t  

X 
X 

X 
X 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Super lor  Court G Informat ion/ indictment X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Compl a I n t  X 

X 
X 

SbUTIC CAROLINA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G Ind ic tment  X X 

Magistrate Court L Warrant/sumnons X 
Municipal  Court  L Warrant/summons X 

X 
X 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court  G Complaint X X 

TENNESSEE: 
C i r c u i t  Court and 

General Sessions Court  L No data repor ted  
Municipal  Court L No data repor ted  

Criminal  Court G In fo rmat ion / l  ndictment Not cons is ten t  statewide 

TEXAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court and 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County 
Cr iminal  D i s t r i c t  Court G Informat ion/ indictment X 

Court L Compl a i  n t / i  nformat ion X 
Municipal  Court L Compl a i  n t X 
Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace C t .  L Complaint X 

Var ies 
X 
X 

X 

UTAH: 
D i  s t r i c t  Court  G In fo rmat ion  X 
C i r c u i t  Court L I n  fo rmat i  on/c i  t a t i  on X 
Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace 

Court L C i t a t i o n  X X 

X 
X 

Superior Court  G I n  f orma t I on/ i  nd i c m e n  t X 
D i s t r i c t  Court G Arraignment X 

X 
X 

PI RG I N IA: 
C i r c u i t  Court G In fo rmat ion / ind ic tment  X X 
D l s t r l c t  Court L warrantlournono x X 

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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FIGURE C: 
Criminal case unit of count used by trial courts, by court and by state. (continued) 

Contents o f  Charging Document 

One ( s e t  Cy o f  (unl irn- One 

$1 ngl e S i  ng l  e 
Number o f  Defendants i nc iden t  i nc lden t  General / 

1 i m i  t e d  
j u r i s -  Po in t  o f  count ing S ing le  o r  more S ing le  charges i t e d  # o f  o r  more 

STATE : d i c t i o n  a c r im ina l  case defendant defendants charge p e r  case) charges) inc idents  

WASHINGTON: 

- 

Superior Court  G I n  format I on X X 
D i s t r i c t  Court L Compla in t /c i ta t ion  X X ( 2  max) 
Municipal  Court L Compl a i  n t / c i  t a t i o n  X X ( 2  max) 

VIRGIN I A: . . - . . - . . - -. . -. . . 
C i r c u i t  Court  G I n  formatt  on/ l  ndictment X 
Mag is t ra te  Court  L Warrant X 
Municipal  Court  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

X 
X 

N: 
C i rcu i t  Court  G I n i t i a l  appearance X 
Municipal  Court L Compl a i  n t / c i  t a  ti on X 

X 
X 

D i s t r i c t  Court G In fo rmat i  on / i  ndictment X 
County Court  and 

Jus t i ce  o f  the  
Peace Court  L Compl a in t / i n fonna t ion  X 

Municipal  Court L C i  tat ion/complai  n t  X X 

Source: T r i a l  Court  J u r i s d l c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t l s t i c a l  Reportlnp. 
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FIGURE D: 
Minimum statutory definitions of a felony, by state. 

State 

A1 abama 
Alaska 
A r i  zona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n i a  

No Less than One year  2 years 
minimum* 1 year 1 year p l u s  a day or more 

X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

Colorado 6 months 
Connecticut X 
Del aware X 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia X 
F1 o r i  da X 

Georgf a 
Hawaf i 
Idaho 
I1  1 i n o i s  
Indiana 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 

Iowa X 
Kansas X 
Kentucky X 
Louisiana X 
Maine X 

Mary1 and X 
Massachusetts X 
M i  c h i  gan 
Minnesota 
M i  s s i  s s i  mi -- data are unaval 1 ab1 e 

X 
X 

Missouri X 
Montana X 
Nebraska X 
Nevada X 
New Hampshire Unknown 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carol i n a  
North Dakota 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Puerto Rlco 

6 months 
X 

X 
5 years 

6 months 

Rhode I s land  X 
South Carol ina 3 months 
South Dakota X 
Tennessee X 
Texas X 

Utah 
Vermont 
V i r g i n i a  
Washi ngton 
West V i r g i n i a  
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

*In many j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  fe lon ies a re  def ined by s tatutes,  n o t  by l e n g t h  o f  

Source: T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Reporting. 

sentence. 
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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: 

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

from an individual court) is responsible for the 
large number o f  blanks in the "A11 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. 
may be lumped into criminal caseload.) 

Sources of data are found in Appendix B. 

Lack of complete data (less than 90% complete 

(Traffic may be reported separately or it 

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

If states are not counting 

Appropriate analyses: 

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%. 

All percentage calculations that were less 

Disposed as a percent of filed. This measure 
represents the percent o f  the number o f  filed 
cases that the court was able to dispose. 
percent is computed by dividing the number of 
cases disposed by the number filed and then 
multiplying by one hundred. 
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. 

The 

A percent over one 

limitations on use: 

Comparisons can be made between courts that 

Consult Figure C 

count cases in the same way. The method of 
counting criminal cases has the greatest 
influence over data reported. 
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. 
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TABLE 26: 
Criminal filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. 
Disposed as a percent of filed. 

General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  

U n i t  

count F i  l e d  Disposed 
S ta te  o f  

- 
C a l i f o r n i a  ........... 2A-2C 67,515 60,564 
Colorado ............. 4E/A-4C 15,002 12,414 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia . 28 28,758i 27.4971 
F l o r i d a  .............. 58-1C 149,999 134,340 
Guam ................. N/A 1,394 525 

H a w a i i  ............... 28 2,71Ii 1,87Zi 
Indiana .............. 7A-78 35,679! 35,4551 

Kansas ............... 2EA 32,870 
Iowa ................. 2A 36,932’ 34,193i 

Louis iana ............ llA-7B 386,363 
Maryland ............. 2A-28 45,933 40,497 

New Jersey ........... 28-2C 32,043 30.005 
North Caro l ina ....... 2A-3C 68,685 66,564 

Massachusetts ........ 28 303,709iJ 
Missour i  ............. i i~  81,2633 74,955J 

Puerto Rico .......... I C  21,441 21,830 
Rhode I s land  ......... 4A-1C 5,477 4,178 
South Caro l ina ....... 2A-2C 31,9301 33,4211 

Vermont .............. 2A-1E 19,648J 19,135j 
West V i r y l n i a  ........ 1A-1C 7,7263 9,1843 

Utah ................. 9A-98 3,530J 3,0273 

Disposed 
as a 

percent 
f i l e d  

90% 
8 3% 
96%i 
90% 
38% 

L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  A l l  t r i a l  cou r t s  

F i l e d  Disposed 

761,1421 666,2191 
39,288’ 36.33 l1 

202,407i 170,7651 
-- -- 
-- -- 

Disposed 
as a 

percent 
f i l e d  

88%i 

84;f 

92%i 

-- 

F i l e d  Disposed 

828,657: 726,7831 
54,290: 48,745’ 
28.758: 27,497‘ 

352,406l 305,105i 
1,394 525 

Disposed 
as a 

percent 
f i l e d  

88%: 
90%: 
96%’ 
8731 
38% 

69%: 
99%1 
93961 

27,933: 27,202: 

36,932’ 34,1931 
32,870 

182,349:J 159,418:J 
97%! 
87%!J 
93%’ 

88% 

92%J 
94% 
9 7% 

38,3941 32,913i 
128,997iJ 

-- -- 
4 13.37 1 iJ 380,159 I J 
376,99413 362.99115 

424,7571 
174,930ij 
303,709’ J 
81,263J 74,955J 

445,41015 4io,i6o!J 
445,67gij 429,555’3 

102% 
76% 

105%! 
86%J 

119%3 
97%J 

52.85415 52,90g!J 

50,562iJ 

40,4083 39,4023 
160,108 

NH NH. 
131,450i 143,6381 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  data are unavai lab le 
o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  t he  ca l cu la t i ons  are 
inappropr iate.  Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  years 
du r iny  t h i s  per iod;  therefore,  i t  d i d  not  r e p o r t  
data f o r  1981. 

-- - - Not appl icable.  
NH - This case type i s  not  handled i n  t h i s  cour t .  
U n i t  o f  count--The general j u r i s d i c t i o n  code comes before 

t h e  hyphen, and t h e  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  a f t e r  t h e  
hyphen. 

Contents o f  case (nunber o f  defendants/number o f  

Contents o f  case: 
1. Sing le defendant /s ing le charge 
2. 
3. 

Cr iminal  case u n i t  o f  count codes: 

Charges) - Point  a t  which case i s  counted. 

S i  ny l  e defendant/s i  ny l  e i nc iden t  
S iny le  defendant /s ing le charge (maximum number 
charges) 

4. S ing le 
5. S ing le 
6. One o r  
7. One o r  
8. One o r  

number 
9. One o r  
1U. One o r  
11. Var ies 

defendantlone o r  more i nc iden ts  
defendant/var ies w i t h  prosecutor 
more defendant s/si ngl e charge 
more defendants/s i ng l  e i ncident  
more defendants/s i  ng le i n c i d e n t  (maximum 
o f  charges) 
more defendants/one o r  more i nc iden ts  
more defendants/var ies w i t h  prosecutor 
w i t h  prosecutor /var ies w i t h  prosecut ion 

Po in t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. 
ti. 
C. 

U. 
E. A t  t he  arraiynment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n fo rma t ion  o r  ind ic tment  
A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n fo rma t ion  o r  complaint  
A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  complaint  (warrant o r  
accusat ion) 
A t  t he  assigning o f  a docket number 

‘Data are incomplete: 
C a l  i f o rn ia - -L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  cou r t s  

data do no t  i nc lude  DYI/DUI cases. 
Colorado--Data f o r  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  

cou r t s  do no t  i nc lude  DYI/DUI cases, 
U i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Data do n o t  I nc lude  

DwI/DUI cases. 
Flor ida--Data f o r  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  

cou r t s  do no t  i nc lude  OUI/OUI cases. 
Hawaii--Data f o r  a l l  cou r t s  do no t  i nc lude  some cases 

t h a t  could no t  be separated from t h e  u n c l a s s i f i e d  
cateyory.  

i nc l  ude c r i n i  na l  appeals and m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases. L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do 
no t  i nc lude  some miscel laneous c r i m i n a l  cases and 
some cases t h a t  could not  be separated from o the r  
uncl  ass i  Pied cases.. 

Iowa--Some misdemeanor cases could n o t  be separated 
from the  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t i o n  data. 

Indiana--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  data do not  

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 26: 
Criminal filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. (continued) 

Louisiana--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  data do no t  
i nc lude  U W D U I  cases. 

Maryland--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  data do not  i nc lude  
DWI/DUI  cases. 

Massachusetts--Uata do not  i nc lude  some 1 i o i t e d  fe lony  
and DUI/DUI cases. 

New Jersey--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  data do no t  
i nc lude  UYI/DUI cases. 

Nor th Carol ina--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do not  
i n c l u d e  a l l  l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 

Puerto Rico--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do not  
i nc lude  UUl/UUI cases. 

South Carolina--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do not  
i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeal cases. 

Utah--Limi ted j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do not  i nc lude  
miscel laneous c r im ina l  cases from the  c i r c u i t  cou r t  
and l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s  from the  Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace 
Courts. 

West V i rg in ia - -L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data do no t  
i nc lude  l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases from the  Mayis t ra te 
Court  and UWI/DUI cases from the  Municipal  Court. 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  the  category:  
Ca l i f o rn ia - -L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  cour ts  

da ta  i nc lude  some ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  
and p re l im ina ry  hear ings proceedinys. 

Indiana--Limi ted j u r i s d i c t i o n  data i nc lude  
some ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Mary1 and--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  data inc lude ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Massac huset t  s--Oat a i nc l  ude some ordinance v i o l  at4 on 
cases. 

M i  ssouri--Data inc lude ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases t h a t  
demanded j u r y  t r i a l s  f rom municipal  judges. 

New Jersey--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data inc lude 
sane ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

North Carol ina--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data 
i nc lude  ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Puerto Rico--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  i nc lude  
ordinance v i  o l  a t  i on cases. 

Rhode Is land--Limited j u r i s d i c t i o n  and a l l  t r i a l  Court 
data inc lude t r a f f i c  cases not  handled by the 
Adnii n i  s t r a t i v e  Adjudicat ion D i v i s i o n  and ordinance 
v io la t i ons .  

pos tconv ic t i on  remedy and sentencing review only  
proceedinys. L imi ted j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour t  data 
i nc lude  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  from the J u s t i c e  o f  t he  
Peace Courts. 

West Virginia--General  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data i nc lude  
pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedi nys. 

Utah--General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t  data inc lude 
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TABLE 27: Composition of criminal case filings in general jurisdiction courts, 1981. 
TABLE 28: Composition of criminal case dispositions in general jurisdiction courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

These two tab les  deal on l y  w i t h  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
s i n g l e - t i e r  t r i a l  c o u r t  (Idaho, I l l i n o i s ,  Iowa, 
Massachusetts, Missour i ,  South Dakota, D i s t r i c t  
o f  Columbia, and Guam), a l l  case types are  heard 
i n  the  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  court .  These cou r t s  
are i nd i ca ted  by an "*" before  t h e i r  s t a t e  name. 
I n  a l l  o the r  states,  some o f  the  t r i a l  c o u r t  case 
types are  heard i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  

The i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  system char t s  f o r  each 
s t a t e  ( found i n  P a r t  11) must be consul ted t o  
determine whether the  f i gu res  f o r  an i n d i v i d u a l  
case type i n  these tab les  represent the  complete 
caseload f o r  t h a t  case type i n  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  
state.  

I n  s ta tes  w i t h  a 

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. . 
Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  and 
d e f i  n i  ti ons : 

Courts t h a t  do n o t  break t h e i r  caseload down 
i n t o  s p e c i f i c  case types do genera l l y  separate 
caseload I n t o  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  
cases. ( T r a f f i c  may be repor ted  separately o r  i t  
may be repor ted  as a p a r t  o f  t he  c r im ina l  
caseload. 1 Consequently, these two tab les  are  
eas ie r  t o  aggregate than l a t e r  tab les  t h a t  show 
s p e c i f i c  case types. 

Those s ta tes  t h a t  repor ted  l e s s  than 90% o f  
complete " t o t a l  I' data were excluded from these 
tables.  

Appropr iate analyses: 

Data from these tab les  m a y  be used t o  
i d e n t i f y  cou r t s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 
cou r t s  t h a t  handle s i m i l a r  volumes o f  cases. 
These data can a l so  be used t o  compute the 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  types o f  c r im ina l  cases f i l e d  i n  
each cour t .  To compute the  p ropor t i on  o f  the  
t o t a l  f i l i n g s  ( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  f o r  each case type, 
d i v i d e  the  number o f  f i l i n g s  ( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  f o r  
each case type by the  t o t a l  f i l i n g s  
( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  f o r  each c o u r t  and m u l t i p l y  by 100. 

L i m i t a t j o n s  on use: 

i n  s ta tes  w i t h  a s i n g l e - t i e r  t r i a l  c o u r t  (marked 
w i t h  an "*") and cou r t s  i n  s ta tes  w i t h  bo th  
general and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  

Comparisons can be made on ly  between cour ts  
t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count f o r  count ing  
c r i m i n a l  cases. Since the  data contained i n  
these tab les  are  taken from on ly  the  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts,  t he  c o u r t  system char ts  f o r  
each s t a t e  should be checked t o  determine whether 
o r  n o t  o ther  cou r t s  i n  the  s t a t e  a l so  handle the  
s p e c i f i c  case types be fore  comparisons o f  volumes 
o f  s p e c i f i c  case types a re  made. 

Comparisons should n o t  be made between cour ts  
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TABLE 29: Triable felony, limited felony, misdemeanor and DWI/DUI filings and dispositions 
for trial courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  cou r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i s  from both  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts.  
The same case types may be handled i n  d i f f e r e n t  
cour ts  f rom s t a t e  t o  state.  Only s t a t e  t o t a l s  
can be compared among these s ta tes  using the  same 
u n i t  o f  count. The cou r t  system char t s  i n  Part 
I 1  should be consul ted f o r  a b r i e f  summary of t he  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each cour t .  States repor ted  i n  
t h i s  t a b l e  inc lude a l l  cour ts  w i t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over these c r i m i n a l  case types. 

Sources o f  data are found i n  Appendix B. 

Variat ions i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t i o n s :  

Both the  case categor les and the  data 
c l a s s i f i e d  i n  the case ca tegor ies  vary f rom s t a t e  
t o  state.  Because such problems e x i s t  f o r  these 
and a l l  o ther  case categor ies,  t he  case types 
used i n  t h i s  Re o r t  are those chosen f o r  
i nc lus ion  i n  h a t e  Court Model Annljal Report 
and Sta te  Court Model S t a t i s t i c a l  Dict ionaryl.  

t v e n  w i t h  use o f  t he  model case types, 
however, caseloads are no t  comparable i f  s t a t e  
s ta tu tes  vary as t o  the  types o f  c r i m i n a l  cases 
c l a s s i f i e d  as f e l o n i e s  o r  misdemeanors. Cer ta in  
drug offenses, f o r  example, may be ser ious 
f e l o n i e s  i n  one s t a t e  bu t  on l y  misdemeanors i n  
another. 

Only s ta tes  repo r t i ng  data t h a t  cou ld  be 
displayed i n  the  s p e c i f i c  case types are included 
i n  t h i s  table,  and then on ly  i f  the  data are a t  
leas t  90% complete. Many cour ts  do no t  break 
data down beyond the  broad c r im ina l  category. 

I n  past volumes o f  t h i s  ser ies,  separate 
tab les  were presented f o r  t he  var ious case types 
consol idated i n t o  t h i s  table.  However. s ince 
DWI/DUI cases can be e i t h e r  f e l o n i e s  o r  
misdemeanors, and w i t h  the  i n t roduc t i on  o f  the  
new l i m i t e d  fe lony  category, t he  presenta t ion  o f  
separate tab les  would no t  present a complete 
p i c t u r e  o f  e i t h e r  f e l o n i e s  o r  misdemeanors. 
Therefore, t h i s  t a b l e  was developed t o  p rov ide  a 
more comprehensive look a t  t he  t o t a l  s t a t e  
of fense caseload. Unless otherwise indicated, 
these f i g u r e s  do n o t  inc lude appeals. 

Var ia t ions  i n  count ing cases: 

The var ious u n i t s  o f  count i n  c r i m i n a l  cases 
are i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  column labeled " u n i t  o f  
count." A desc r ip t i on  o f  these u n i t s  can be 
found i n  F igure  C. 

Appropr iate analysis:  

A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were less  
than 1% but  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 

less than 0% bu t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

Disposed cases as percent o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents the  percent o f  the  number o f  
f i l e d  cases o f  which the  cou r t  was ab le  t o  
dispose. 
number o f  cases disposed o f  by the  number f i l e d  
and then m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent 
over one hundred ind ica tes  t h a t  the  cou r t  
disposed o f  more cases than were f i l e d ,  thus .  
reducing pending caseload. A percent 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l ess  than one hundred ind ica tes  
t h a t  t he  cou r t  i s  no t  keeping up w i t h  the  volume 
o f  cases being f i l e d .  
computed when the  f i l e d  and disposed f i g u r e  were 
no t  comparable. 

The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  the  

This f i g u r e  was no t  

F i l e d  (disposed) per  100,000 populat ion. The 
u n i t  of s t a t e  popu la t ion  used on a l l  cou r t  
caseload char ts  i s  100,000. This measure 
compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  popu la t ion  
and gives a more r e a l i s t i c  bas is  f o r  comparison 
o f  caseloads among s ta tes  o f  var ious sizes. If 
the  number o f  f i l i n g s  was no t  ava i l ab le  bu t  the  
number o f  d i spos i t i ons  was ava i lab le ,  t he  number 
o f  cases disposed per u n i t  o f  popu la t ion  was 
entered i n  t h i s  column i n  p lace  o f  the  number of 
cases f i l e d  per popu la t ion  un i t ,  and the  use of 
t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  q u a n t i t y  was ind i ca ted  by 
enclosing i t  i n  parentheses. Populat ion f i g u r e s  
represent the  18-year-old-plus s t a t e  populat ion.  
I f a l l  o ther  f a c t o r s  ( cou r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 
d e f i n i t i o n ,  e tc . )  are s im i la r ,  the  
f i l ed -pe r -un i t -o f -popu la t i on  s t a t i s t i c  w i l l  
permit  d i r e c t  comparisons among s ta tes  o f  the  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. 

L im i ta t i ons  on use: 

Only STATE TOTALS can,be compared i n  those 
s ta tes  where more than one cou r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over the  case type. Comparisons can be made 
between the  data repor ted  f o r  a s t a t e  w i t h  an 
i nd i v idua l  cou r t  t h a t  has exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over the  type o f  case, and the  STATE TOTALS f o r  
s ta tes  where more than one cou r t  has 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons should be avoided f o r  
s ta tes  no t  r e p o r t i n g  data f o r  one o r  more cour ts  
t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  case type. 

Comparisons should be made on ly  between those 
cases t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count f o r  
count ing c r i m i n a l  cases. 

It should a lso  be noted t h a t  any change(s) i n  
the  caseload o f  a cou r t  may no t  i n d i c a t e  a change 
i n  the  ac tua l  "of fense-rate" w i t h i n  a state,  bu t  
may merely r e f l e c t  changes i n  the  c r i m i n a l  code, 
law enforcement p o l i c i e s  and/or c i t i z e n  repo r t i ng  
rates--among o ther  th ings. 
on l y  be used f o r  cou r t  management measures. 

These data should 
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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 J ur 1 sdict 1 on : 

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 t o  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 I 1  should be consulted for 
a brief sumnary of the jurisdiction of each court. 

Sources of data are found in Appendix 6. 

Variations in case classification and definitions: 

For the first year, limited felonies (-, 
those felonies that are finally disposed in 
limited 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 (x, 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 Heport and State Court 
Rodel Statistical Dictionary. 
Y v e n  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% complete. 
data down beyond the broad civil, criminal, 
traffic, and juvenile categories. 

Many courts do not break 

Variations in counting cases: 

Each of these tables has a column indicating 
the unit of count. This distinction is 
highlighted further in Figure C o f  this Report. 

Appropriate analysis: 

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

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 o f  
filed cases of which the court was able to 
dispose. 
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 
coniputed if the filing and disposition data were 
not compara b 1 e. 

The percent is computed by dividing the 

Filed (disposed) per 100,000 population. The 
unit of state DoDulation used on all court 
caseload charts is 100,000. 
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 o f  filed cases. 

Limitations on use: 

This measure 

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 
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. 

126 



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. 

U n i t  

Count pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending 
Sta te  and cou r t  t i t l e  o f  Beg1 n End - 
COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exclusive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  
A r i  zona--Superior Court ................ 4-A 
Cal I fo rn ia - -Super io r  Court ............. 2-A 
Delaware--Superior Court ............... 2-A 
F lo r i da - -C i r cu i t  Court ................. 5-8 

Idaho- -D is t r i c t  Court .................. 4-8 
Iowa- -D is t r i c t  Court ................... 2-A 
Kansas--Distr ict  Court ................. 2-E/A 
Kentucky--Circui t Court ................ 2-A 

Massachusetts--Trial Court o f  the  
Commonwealth ....................... 2-8 

M i  ssouri--Ci r c u i  t Court ................ 11 -8 
Nebraska--Distr ict  Court ............... 2-A 
New Hampshire--Superior Court .......... 1 -A 
New Jersey--Superior Court ............. 2-8 

North Carol ina--Superior Court ......... 2-A 
Rhode Is land--Super ior  Court ........... 4-A 
Washington --Superi o r  Court ............. 7-A 
V i rg in ia - -C i r cu i t  Court ................ 1-A 

Not exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  
Texas--County Court a t  Law and 

Const i tu t iona l  County Court ....... 5-8 

491 1,805 
2,522 

191 
51 4 

793 1023 
1,353 
1,018 

597 

26,642 

2,0143 
3,303 

695 2,942 

6,449 25,893 
901 

1,271 
20,509 

64,389 

1,726 570 
2,250 

505 

95 j  86 
1,312 

430 

2,589 

3,422 
2.950 687 

25,223 7,119 

1,880J 

683 

Disposed 
as percent 
o f  f i l e d  

96% 
89% 

98% 

93x3 
97% 

72% 

93%j 
104% 
100% 

97% 
76% 

posed) -pe r  
100,000 
popu la t ion  

91 
14 
44 

7 

i 6 j  
65 
43 
23 

til 6 
( 5 7 )  
i78J 
486 

54 

599 
126 

41 
51 6 

622 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Col orado--Di s tri c t  Court ............... 4-E/A 475 355 

Maryland--Circui t  Court ................ 2-A 4.201 3.71 4 I  
County Court ....................... 4-C 

North Dakota- -D is t r i c t  Court ........... 2-A 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  ...................... 5-8 

Pennsylvania--Court o f  Comnon Pleas .... 2-A/D 3,4041 
Utah--District Court ................... 9-A 

County Court w l  t h  Increased 
35 33 

75% 22 

88Xi 1 

94% 7 

17,905! 1 7,367i 3,9421 97%i 2031 
2471 1851 75x1 261 

Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  are a t  l e a s t  90% complete are 
i n  t h i s  table.  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the 
data were unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  the ca l cu la t i ons  are Inappropr iate.  
omi t ted  from t h i s  tab le  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repo r t  
c r im ina l  appeals i n  the  t r i a l  courts.  S ta te  cour ts  
w i t h  the j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the s ta te  
c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  i n  Par t  I1 o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  
Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  years dur ing  t h i s  p e h  
therefore,  i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

States 

9. 
10. 
11. 

Po in t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 

One o r  more defendants/one o r  more i nc iden ts  
One o r  more defendants/varies w i t h  prosecutor 
Varies w i t h  prosecutor/var ies w i t h  prosecut ion 

A t  the f i l i n g  o f  the  in fo rmat ion  o r  ind ic tment  
A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  in fo rmat ion  o r  complaint  
AT the  f i l i n g  o f  the complaint  (warrant o r  accusat ion) 
A t  the  assigning o f  a docket number 
A t  the  arralgnment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

Cr imlnal  case u n i t  o f  count codes: i o a t a  are incomplete: 
Contents of  case (number o f  defendants/number o f  charges) - Po in t  a t  which case i s  counted 
Contents o f  case: 
1. Single defendant/s ingle charge 
2. S ing le  defendant/si ng l  e i n c l  dent 
3. Sing1 e de fendan th i  ngl  e i nc iden t  

(maximum number o f  charges) 
4. Single defendant/one o r  more i nc lden ts  
5. Single defendant/varies w i t h  prosecutor 
6. One o r  more defendants/s ingle charge 
7. One o r  more defendants/single i nc iden t  
8. One o r  more de fendan tsh in  l e  i n c i d e n t  

(maximum number o f  charges! 

Maryland:-Some appeals cou ld  n o t  be separated from the 

Pennsylvania--Data do n o t  inc lude de novo appeals. 
Utah--Data do n o t  inc lude de novo appeals from the 

unc lass i f i ed  c r im ina l  category. 

Jus t i ce  o f  the Peace Court. 

jExp lanat ion  o f  data included i n  the category: 
Idaho--Data inc lude sentence revlew only and 

Nebraska--Data inc lude c i v l l  appeal cases. 
postconvl c t l  on remedy proceedings. 
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TABLE 31 : 
Preliminary hearing proceedings for trial courts. 1981 . 
Courts reporting felony preliminary proceedings . Disposed as a percent of filed . filed per 7 00. 000 adult population . 

F l l e d  ( d i s -  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  
U n i t  
o f  

Count 

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exclusive c o u r t  j u r l s d l c t l o n :  

Alaska.. D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 7-C 
Colorado.. County Court ................. 4-C 
Delaware.. Court o f  C o m n  Pleas ........ 1-C 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbla.. Superior Court ... 2-8 

F1 o r i  da.. County Court .................. 1 -C 
Hawaii.. D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 2-8 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Court .................. 4-8 
Iowa--District Court ................... 2-A 

Kentucky.. D i s t r i c t  Court ............... 2-C 
Maine--District Court .................. 9-B 
Mi ssouri ..Circuit Court ................ 1 1 -6 
North Carol ins-Distrlct Court ......... 3-C 

Rhode Island.. D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 1-C 
South Dakota.. C i  r c u i  t Court ............ 2-C 
Virginia.. D l  s t r i c t  Court ............... 1 -C 
Washington.. D1 s t r i c t  Court ............. 3-C 
West Virginia.. Magistrate Court ........ 9-C 

Not  exc l  us l ve  c o u r t  j u r l  sd lc t lon:  

Nebraska.. STATE TOTAL .................. 
County Court ........................ 2-8 
Municlpal Court ..................... 2-C 

D i s t r i c t  Court ...................... 1-C 
Municipal Court ..................... 1-C 

New Mexico.. STATE TOTAL ................ 
Magi s t r a t e  Court .................... 2-C 
Bernal i 11 o County Metropol 1 t an  Court . 2-C 

North Dakota.. STATE TOTAL .............. 
County Court with Increased 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  ...................... 5-B 
County J u s t i c e  Court ................ 2-C 

County Court ........................ 2-C 
Municipal Court ..................... 2-C 

Phl ladelph la Municipal Court ........ 2-C 
D i s t r i c t  Jus t i ce  Court .............. 2-C 
P i t t sbu rgh  City Magistrates ......... 2-C 

New Hampshl re.. STATE .TOTAL ............. 

Ohio.. STATE TOTAL ...................... 

Pennsylvania.. STATE TOTAL .............. 

Puerto Rico-STATE TOTAL ............... 
Superior Court ...................... 1-C 
D l s t r i c t  Court ...................... I - C  

Magis t ra te Court .................... 2-C 
Municipal Court ..................... 2-C 

C i r c u i t  Court ....................... 9-8 
J u s t l c e  o f  t he  Peace Court .......... 2-C 

South Carolina.. STATE TOTAL ............ 

U t  ah ..STATE TOTAL .......... , ........... 

Dlsposed posed) per 

pending F i l e d  Disposed pending o f  f i l e d  popul a t1  on 
Begin End as percent 100. 000 

2. 0213 
6. 907 

3. 836 

3. 535 
830 

2 . 5423 6. 1943 

29. 9143 
2 . 9623 

14. 790 
25. 90d 

1. 651 
2.26d 

43;7775 
10. 6783 

7. 9503 13. 2493 

6. 2083 
4. 7663 
1. 4423 

3 . 8 4 4  

12. 1333 
1 1. 0603 

1. 0733 

1. 4833 

1. 2783 
2053 

3. 9353 

91 3 

34. 606 
3. 085 

31. 521 

15.899j 

9. 854J 

79. 4 9 d  

53. 737 

9. 234j 11. 029 
173 890 

9. 0613 10. 139 

2. 1673 18. 950 
1. 3733 14. 520 

7943 4. 430 

3. lad 
2. 992 

19ai 

1 . 3353 
6. 907 
5. 7463 
3. 836 

3. 535 
830 

6. 6 9 d  
1. 854 

28. 0543 
2. 8713 

13. 399 
25. 906j 

2. 127 

5. 7644 
13. 7313 

43. 7773 

4. 5853 

1. 4793 

1. 2505 
2293 

34. 606 
3. 085 

31. 521 

15. 8933 
53. 737 

14. 312 
845 

13. 467 

18. 755 
13. 996 
4. 759 

2. 9921 
2. 992 

66x3 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 

1.8461 111% 

94x3 
9 7 3  

1 OO%J 

1 oog 
54%? 

7. 4685 104x3 

91 % 

129% 

96x3 

100%3 

9883 
112%3 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100x3 
100% 

724 
321 

780 

46 
118 

(64) 

1. 1503 
3623 
411 
6003 

231 
4693 

9465 

(961 )j  

9 5 d  

1 . 1013 
3475 

5475 

579? 

133 

1 . 3335 
1. 2 1 q  

l lN 

3173 

2734 
44J 

446 
40 

406 

4 2 q  
1273 

5653 

9014 

1123 

1 8 a  
609 

5. 9513 130% 558 
218 9 5% 45 

5,733.j 133% 513 

2.3625 9 9% 848 
1. 8974 96% 650 

4655 107% 198 

3343 

2Q1 
100% 314 
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U n i t  

- Count pending F i l e d  D I  sposed pendl n g  
Sta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  o f  Begin End 

IHCWLETE STATE DATA: 

Ar l rona--Just ices o f  t he  Peace ........ 1-C 5,010i j  18,47715 17,8791j 5,871fj 

New York--Criminal Court o f  the  City 
o f  New York ...................... 9-D 

D i s t r i c t  Court ..................... 2-C 
Town and V i l l a g e  Court ............. 1-C 

2 , 400 
5,517 5,517 

Oregon--Dlstr lct  Court ................ 5-E 1,814 12,8935 12,903j 1,804j 
J u s t l c e  Court  ...................... 5-C 

f i l e d  i d i s -  
Disposed posed) per  

o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  
as percent 100,000 

(14) 
100% 42 

Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete are 
inc luded i n  the  tab le .  Blank spaces I n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  the  data a re  unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% 
complete, o r  t he  ca l cu la t i ons  a re  Inappropr iate.  
States oml t ted  from t h i s  t a b l e  e i t h e r  do n o t  have 
p re l im ina ry  hearings, o r  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  
p re l im inary  hearings. Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  
years dur lng  t h i s  period; therefore,  It d l d  n o t  r e p o r t  
data f o r  1981. 

Cr lminal  case u n i t  o f  count codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number o f  charges) - 
Contents o f  case: 
1. S ing le  de fendan th lng le  charge 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 

Po ln t  a t  which case Is counted: 
A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 

Po ln t  a t  which case i s  counted 

SI ng l  e defendant/sl ng l  e 1 n c l  dent 
S lng le  de fendan th ing le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum number o f  

S ing le  defendant/one o r  more Inc iden ts  
Slngl  e de fendanthar les  w i t h  prosecutor 
One o r  more de fendan tsh ing le  charge 
One o r  more de fendan tds lng le  i n c i d e n t  
One o r  more de fendan tds lng le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum number 

One o r  more defendantdone o r  more Inc iden ts  
One o r  more defendants/varies w i t h  prosecutor 
Varies with prosecutor/var ies w l  t h  prosecutor 

A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  in fo rmat ion  o r  ind ic tment  
A t  t he  f l l l n g  o f  the  In fo rmat ion  o r  complaint  
A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  complaint  (warrant o r  accusat ion) 
A t  the  assigning o f  a docket number 
A t  the  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

charges) 

o f  charges) 

IData are  Incomplete: 
Arizona--Some data a re  missing f o r  two precincts.  

JExplanatlon o f  data Inc luded I n  the category: 
Alaska--Data i nc lude  l i m i t e d  felony cases. 
Arizona--Data i nc lude  l i m l t e d  felony cases. 
Idaho--Data Inc lude  l im i ted  felony cases. 
Kentucky--Data Inc lude  l l m l t e d  fe lony  cases. 
Maine--Data i nc lude  l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
Nebraska--Data i nc lude  l i m l t e d  fe lony  cases. 
New Hampshire--Data Inc lude l im i ted  fe lony  cases. 
New Mexlco--Data inc lude l iml ted fe lony  cases. 
North Carolina--Data Inc lude a few l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
North Dakota--Data inc lude l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
Oregon--Data Inc lude  l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
Pennsylvania-Data Inc lude  l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
Puerto R ico - -D is t r i c t  Court--Pending data Inc lude l i m i t e d  

South Carolina--Pending data Inc lude l l m t t e d  fe lony  cases. 
South Dakota--Data inc lude l imited fe lony  cases. 
Utah--Justice o f  the  Peace Court--Data inc lude l i m l t e d  

Virginia--Data Inc lude  l im i ted  fe lony  cases. 
Washington--Data inc lude l i m i t e d  fe lony  cases. 
West Virginia--Data Inc lude l l m l t e d  fe lony  cases. 

fe lony  cases. 

fe lony  cases. 
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TABLE 32: Criminal disposition types for trial courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
matter j u r f s d i  c t f on : 

These tab les  d isp lay  data f o r  t he  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 l m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t  manner-of-disposi t i o n  data t h a t  a re  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. 

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  I n  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

This t a b l e  i nd i ca tes  the  var ious u n i t s  used 
i n  count ing  cases from s t a t e  t o  s ta te .  Only a 
few s ta tes  r e p o r t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  complete data t o  
make between-state comparisons o f  t he  p ropor t i on  
o f  t o t a l  caseload disposed by each manner of 
d isposi  t i on .  

Appropr iate analyses: 

than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 
l e s s  than 0% b u t  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were l e s s  

Number and percent o f  t o t a l  d i spos i t i ons  f o r  
each manner o f  d ispos i t ion .  D i v i d i n g  the  number 

o f  cases f o r  each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  by the  
t o t a l  number o f  s i m i l a r  cases r e s u l t s  i n  the  
propor t ions  o f  cases disposed by each manner o f  
d ispos i t ion .  
between cou r t s  t h a t  count cases i n  the  same way  
(i.e., t he  same u n i t  o f  count). 

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

by d i f f e r e n t  manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  i s  a f f e c t e d  
by the  method used f o r  count ing  cases i n  the  
court .  Dismissals w i l l  make up a h igher  
percentage o f  d i spos i t i ons  i n  those cou r t s  t h a t  
use a paper-based o r  charge-based count. Before 
making comparisons between s ta tes  and courts,  be 
sure t h a t  they bo th  use a s i m i l a r  u n i t  o f  count. 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  i s  a l s o  a f f e c t e d  by the  
order  w i t h  which procedures a re  c a r r i e d  o u t  by 
the  c o u r t  and the  prosecutor. The propor t ion  o f  
d ismissals w i l l  be lower i n  cou r t s  t h a t  screen 
cases before f i l i n g  them than i n  cou r t s  t h a t  
screen cases a f t e r  they are  f i l e d .  

t h a t  a dismissal  i n  one s t a t e  means the same as a 
dismissal  i n  another state.  For  example, some 
s ta tes  may d i s t i n g u i s h  between dismissals by 
prosecutors and by judges, wh i l e  o thers  may t r e a t  
them as the  same. 

These f i g u r e s  can be compared 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t he  propor t ions  o f  cases 

I n  add i t ion ,  care should be taken t o  ensure 
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TABLE 33: Criminal jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1981. 

Varlatlons In court organlzatlon and subject 
matter j ur I sd i  c t l  on : 

The *+" symbol under the headlng *case type" 
indlcates what case types were reported for  each 
piece of t r i a l  data. An "on symbol indlcates 
tha t  the reported figures do not include tha t  
case type. These breakdowns were made to 
f ac l l l t a t e  comparative analysis among courts and 
case types. 
limited jurisdiction courts are included. 

Both general jurisdlction and 

Sources of data are found In Appendix 8. 

Varlatlons In case classlficatlons and 
ae f i  nf ti ons : 

Both the case categories and the data 
c lass i f ied  In each case category vary from s t a t e  
to  s ta te .  The CSIM case types focus on 
subject-matter rather than on the remedy sought. 

Varlatlons In counting both cases and t r l a l s :  

The crimlnal u n l t  of  count and jury t r i a l  
definition are indicated for each court. 
Caseload cannot be compared among courts tha t  do 
not count cases i n  the same w a y  o r  a t  the same 
time. 

Approprlate analyses: 

All percentage calculations t h a t  were less  
than 1% b u t  greater than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. All percentage calculatlons tha t  were 
less  than 0% b u t  greater than -1% have been 
rounded down to  -1%. 

Trlals as a percent of disposltlons. 
D i v l d l n g  the number of t r i a l s  conducted by the 
total  number of cases disposed of for the 
approprlate case type results in the trlal ra te  
fo r  that  case type for  the court. 

Jury t r i a l s  as a percent of dispositions. 
D i v l a n g  the number of jury t r i a l s  conducted by 
the total  number of cases dlsposed of for the 
appropriate case type results i n  the jury t r l a l  
ra te  for that case type for the court. 

Jury t r i a l s  as a percent of t r i a l s .  Divlding 
the number of jury t r i a l s  by the total number of 
t r i a l s  conducted for  t h a t  case type results i n  
the proportlon of t r i a l s  tha t  are t r i a l s  by jury 
for that  case type for the court. 

Llmitatlons on use: 

Comparlsons on these tables must be 
restricted to  the court level,  and must be 
controlled for  case type, unlt of count, and 
t r l a l  definitions. State to ta l s  have not been 
computed i n  order t o  avold a;y temptation t o  
compare "apples and oranges. 

Care should also be taken to  compare only 
those courts t h a t  share slmllar rules regarding 
the avallabil l ty of jury t r i a l s .  For example, 
some s ta tes  make I t  more d i f f lcu l t  for a crimlnal 
defendant t o  waive a jury t r i a l  t h a n  other 
states.  Similarly, In some s ta tes  b o t h  partles 
to civil  l i t iga t ion  must agree t o  a jury tr lal ,  
whlle i n  other s ta tes  one of the partles can 
demand a jury t r l a l .  
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TABLE 33: 
Criminal jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1981. 
State and court. Criminal case types. Jury trial definition. Dispositions per case type, number of trials, trials as a percent of 
dispositions, number ofjury trials, jury trials as a percent of dispositions and of trials. 

Case Type 

State, Court 
T i t l e  and U n i t  
o f  Count 

VI 
f 

L 0 
W c 0 

m c 
Jury/ Number o f  

i? 2 5 2 U n i t  t r i a l  d ispos i -  
,- c( VI o f  d e f i n i -  t i o n s  per 
G Si Z 4“ f count t i o n  case type 

m -  7 

o u \ w v  

T r i a l s  
as a 
percent 

Number o f  

t r i a l s  s i t i o n s  
O f  dispo- 

Jury  
t r i  a1 s Jury 
as a t r i a l s  
percent as a 

Nunber o f  percent 
o f  j u r y  dispo- of 
t r i a l s  s i t i o n s  t r i a l s  

A1 abama: 

Arizona: 
C i r c u i t  Court ................. + + + + o 2-A C 

Superior Court ................ + o o o o 4-A A 
O + O O O  4-A A 
O O O + O  4-A A 

Cal i f o r n i  a: 
Superior Court ................ + o + o o 2-A A 

Jus t ice  Court ................. + o o o o 2-C A 

Municipal Court ............... + o o o o 2-C A 

O O O + O  2-A A 

O + O O O  2-C A 

O + O O O  2-C A 

27,685 

15,314: 
67’ 

1,726 

58,314 
2,250 
7,336. 

46,5693 
100,304 
5 12, o i o j  

8,881 32% 

826: 5% i 
9’ 13%‘ 

313 18% 

6,488 11% 
1,662 74% 
3,268. 45% 
2,1533 5xJ 

51,001 51% 
10,272J 2xJ 

1,631 6% 182 

7491 52: 91%i 
li 1%’ ll%i 
1 1% 1% 

4,544 8% 70% 
0 0% 0% 

12 1% 1% 
409j i x J  i g % j  
96 1% 1% 

3,9973 1%J 39%J 

Colorado: 

Connecticut : 

Del aware: 

County Court .................. o + o + o 4-C A 30,956 1,489 5% 212 1% 14% 

Superior Court ................ + + o o o 2-A A 111,7653 1,105J i x j  
Superior Court ................ + t o + o 2-A A 3,300J 330 ioxj zoo 9%J 884, 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas o + o o o 1 - C  A 10,037 42 1% ......... 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia: ................ Superior Court + o o o o 2-R A 7,843 646 8% 593 82 932 
O + O o o  2-6 A 17,752 834 5% 605 3% 73% 

C i r c u i t  Court + + + o + 5-R A 133,835 4,625 3% 3,344 2% 7 2% 
County Court 0 + o o o 1 -C  A 170,765 8,704 5% 1.818 1% 21% 

O + + + O  7-8 C 19,541J 545J 3%J 29oJ i%J 53%J 

Probate Court 0 + o o o 2-C C 4,780 27 1% 

C i r c u i t  Court ................. + + o o o 2-8 A 1,797i 199I ll%i 1711 l O X i  86%; 
304 1’ 3x1 1’ 3%i 100%1 

F1 o r  ida: ................. .................. 
Georgia: ................ Superior Court + o o o o 7-8 C 53,814 4,622 9% 3,516 7% 76% 

State Court and County Court .. o + + o o 7-C C 77,5881 2,8971 4x1 9201 l%i 32%’ ................. -- 
Hawai i : 

O O + O O  2-8 A 

Idaho: ................ D i s t r i c t  Court + o o o o 4-A A 3,261 2,364 72% 

O o + o o  4-A A 11,215 9,028 80% 
O + O O O  4-A A 24,8315 15.6675 63xJ 

O O O + O  4-A A 95J 36J 38%j 
I 1  1 i n o i  s: 

Indiana: 

Iowa: 

Kansas: 

................. C i r c u i t  Court + o o o o 7-A C 44,096 6,044 14% 1.504 3% 25% 

County Court .................. + + + o o 7-R c 44.437J 4,9355 ll%i i73J i%J  4xJ 

D i s t r i c t  Court ................ + + + + 0 2-A A 34,1931 2,0621 6%i  7921 2Xi 38%i 

................ D i s t r i c t  Court + o o o o 2-E/A A 12,911 7 49 6% 553 4% 752 
O + O + O 2-E/A A 17,567 7 87 4% 98 1% 12% 

D i s t r i c t  Court ................ + + 0 + + 11-A 8 1,073 
Louisiana: 

(continued on next  page) 
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TABLE 33: 
Criminal jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1981. (continued) 

Case Type 

State, Court 
T i t l e  and U n i t  
of Count 

ul Jury 
L 0 3 T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jury 

Jury/ Number o f  percent percent as a 
as a as a t r i a l s  0) c rn 

0 
c Ip 

c 

percent ch 0 2 2 3 Uni t  t r ia l  d ispos i -  Number o f  Number o f  
2 P 2 a ul o f  d e f i n i -  t i o n s  per o f  dispo- o f  j u r y  dispo- o f  a . , - x  n 
LL z n u Z count t i o n  case type t r i a l s  s i t i o n s  t r i a l s  s i t i o n s  t r i a l s  

Missour i  : 

New York: 
C i r c u i t  Court .................... + + o + o 11-B B 74,955 9,951 13% 1,011 1% 10% 

Supreme Court and County Court .. + o + o o 7-A C 42.085 4,2711 10% 

York ........................... o + + o o 9-D C 1,189 521 44% 

7% 2,837 7% 1002 Superior Court ................... + o o o o 2-A A 41,341 2,837 
6% 1,427 6% 1002 

3 x j  18%J ................... 45J D i s t r i c t  Court + t o + + 2-A C 1,3265 245J 18%5 

Court of  Common Pleas ............ + o o o o 2-E A 41,492 (1,112 10% 2,436 6% 592 
Municipal Court o + o + o 2-C A 288,512 12,555 4% 747 1% 1% 

County Court o t o + o 2-C A 25,264 1,528 6% 59 

Cr iminal  Court o f  t h e  C i ty  o f  New 

North Carol ina: 

O O O + O ~ - A  A 25,223 1,427 
North Dakota: 

Ohio: 

.................. 
O O + O O ~ - C  A 73,789 4,642 6% 641 1% 14% 

4% 
O O + O O ~ - C  A 14,656 1,019 7 %  13 1% 

..................... 
l% 7% 

Oregon: 

Pennsyl vani a: 

Puerto Hlco: 

.................... 6% 6 1% C i r c u i t  Court + o o o o 5-8 A 19,549 1,980 10% 1,204 

Court of Common Pleas ............ t + + + + 2-A/D C 69,736i 8,R03! 13%i. 3,O5li 4%i 35%i 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court ........... o + o o o 2-C C 104,910j 16,8783 16%J -- 
Superior Court ................... + o o o o 1 -C  C 12,228 2,922 24% 370 3% 13% 

0 + o + o l - c  c 9,602 2,081 22% 38 1% 2% 

Texas: 
D i s t r i c t  Court and 

Criminal D i s t r i c t  Court ........ + o o o o 2-A A 71,667 3,026 4% 
O + O o O 2 - A  A 7,020 18 1% 
O O + O O ~ - A  A 4.044 37 1% 

Const i tu t iona l  County Court .... o + o + o 5-8 C 194,022 2,295 1% 55% 
0 0 + 0 0 5 - B  c 63,662 723 1% 540 1% 7 5% 

................... 278 10% 68% 2,842 407 14% D i s t r i c t  Court + + o + o 9-A A 
O O O + O ~ - A  A 1851 1854 1002i ..- 

County Court a t  Law and 
1% 1,252 

Utah: 

Vermont: 

V i r y i n i a :  

Superior Court ................... + o o o o 2-A C 22 5 23% 1 5% 202 ................... 323J 2x5 2493 2x3 7 7 x j  U i s t r i c t  Court + + + o o 1-E C 19,113J 

C i r c u i t  Court .................... + o o + o 1 -A  A 38,809 12,562 32% 3,091 8% 252 

Superior Court ................... + o o + o 7-A A 15,502 2,315 15% 1,475 10% 64% 
D i s t r i c t  Court ................... o + o o o 3-C A 61.940 17,498 23% 371 1% 2% 

O O + O O ~ - C  A 18,313 8,651 47% 626 3% 7% 

C i r c u i t  Court .................... + o o o o 2-E C 13,199 723 5% 626 5% 87% 
o t + 0 0 2 - E  C 32.800’ 550i 2%’ 290’ 1x1 53%i 

D i s t r i c t  Court ................... + o o + o 9-A A 1,816 273 15% 78 4% 29% 

o + o + o ~ - A  A 22,419: 7,180i 32%i, 741i 3%i 10’61 -- O O O O + I - A  A 3435 76 j  22965 
Washington: 

Wisconsin: 

Wyomi ng : 
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Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  are 90% o r  more canplete are 
entered i n  t h e  table.  
data are unavai lab le o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  t h e  ca l cu la t i ons  are inappropr iate.  States 
omi t ted from t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  no t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  
c r im ina l  t r i a l  data i n  s u f f i c i e n t  d e t a i l .  State 
cou r t s  w i t h  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  j u ry  t r i a l s  can be 
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  s t a t e  cou r t  system char t s  located 
i n  Pa r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  Oklahoma changed 

d i d  no t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  

r e p o r t i n g  years dur ing + t i s  per iod;  therefore,  I t  

-- - Not appl icable.  
+ = Data are g iven f o r  these case types. 

iData are incomplete: 
Arizona--Data do no t  i nc lude  some cases which could not 

be separated from the  unc lass i f i ed  category. 
Georyi a--Data do no t  i nc lude  cases from DeKal b County. 
Hawaii--Some c r im ina l  data are inc luded i n  the  

u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l  category. 
Iowa--Some misdeneanors are inc luded i n  the  t r a f f i c  

data. 
Pennsyl vani a--Court o f  Cornnon P1 eas-- Cr iminal  appeals 

on the  record are no t  inc luded i n  these f igures.  
Utah-- Appeals t h a t  are reported separately are ''on the 

record." 
types. 

Virginia--Data do not  i nc lude  some appeals from the  
Juven i l e  and Domestic Relat ions Court reported w i t h  

fe lony  cases. 
Wisconsi n--Data do not  i ncl ude some DNI/DUI cases 

inc luded i n  the  t r a f f i c  data. 

De novo appeals are included w i t h  o the r  case 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  t h e  category:  
Ca l i f o rn ia - -  Misdemeanors i nc lude  sane ordinance 

Connecticut--Data i nc lude  some ordinance v i o l a t i o n  

Delaware--Total d i spos i t i ons  i nc lude  some 

Georyia--Data i nc lude  county ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 
Idaho-- Misdemeanor cases i nc lude  ordinance v i o l a t i o n  

v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

cases. 

pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedings. 

cases. 
Cr iminal  appeals i nc lude  some sentence review only and 
pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedings. 

pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedinys. 

ordinance v l o l a t i o n  cases. 

v i o l a t i o n  cases. Miscellaneous c r im ina l  cases i nc lude  
sane pos tconv ic t i on  remedy proceedings. 

North Dakota--Data i nc lude  sentence review on ly  and 

Pennsylvania- -Dis t r ic t  J u s t i c e  Court--Data i nc lude  some 

Vermont--Distr ict  Court--Data inc lude some ordinance 

T r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s :  
A - A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  j u r y  se lect ion,  empaneling 

6 = A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  evidence o r  

C = A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  v e r d i c t  o r  decision. 

Cr iminal  case un i t  o f  count codes: 

o r  swearing in .  

sweariny o f  f i r s t  witness. 

Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number o f  charges) 
- Point  a t  which case i s  counted 

Contents o f  case: 
1. Single defendant /s ing le charge 
2. S ing le defendant /s ing le i n c i d e n t  
3. Single defendant /s ing le charge (maximum number of  

4. S ing le defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S ing le defendant/var ies w i t h  prosecutor 
6. One o r  more defendants/s ingle charge 
7. One o r  more defendants/s ing le i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more defendants/s ingle i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
10. One o r  more defendants/var ies w i t h  prosecutor 
11. Varies w i t h  prosecutor /var ies wi th prosecutor 

Point  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n fo rma t ion  o r  ind ic tment  
6. A t  t h e  f i l i n y  o f  t h e  i n fo rma t ion  o r  complaint  
C. A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  complaint  (warrant o r  

D. A t  t he  assigning o f  a docket number 
E. A t  t he  arraiynment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

charges) 

number o f  charges) 

accusat 1 on) 
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TABLE 34: Traff ic/other violation filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited 
jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. 

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

Appropriate analyses: 

This table organizes the gross totals of 
Table 15 into those traffidother violation 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. 

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 t o  have 
complete filing or disposition data that are at 
least 90% complete from all its trial courts. 

into specific case types do general ly separate 
caseload into civil, criminal, and juvenile 
cases. 
may be lumped into criminal caseload.) 

Sources of data are found in Appendix E. 

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

Lack of complete data (less than 90% complete 

Courts that do not break their caseload down 

(Traffic may be reported separately or it 

parking cases in their reported data should not 
be compared to those that do not. In addition, 
states that include contested parking only data 
should not be compared with states that count all 
parking cases. 
parking cases are uncontested. 

If states are not counting 
The overwhelming number of 

Disposed as a percent of filed. This measure 
represents the percent o f  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. 
hundred indicates that the court disposed more 
cases than were filed, thus reducing pending 
caseload. 
hundred indicates that the court is not keeping 
up with the volume of cases being filed. 

Limitations on use: 

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 t o  all trial courts' figures. 

states that handle traffic, arid in particular, 
parkinq cases differently. Courts that include 

A percent over one 

A percent significantly less than one 

Also, comparisons should not be made between 
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TABLE 34: 
Traffidother violation filed and disposed in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. 
Disposed as a percent of filed. 

General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  - L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts  A l l  t r i a l  cou r t s  
Disposed Disposed Di spored 

as a as a as a 
S ta te  Park- percent percent percent 

Disposed k. F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  F i  1 ed Disposed f i l e d  F i l e d  f i l e d  

C a l i f o r n i a  ............ P NH NH NH 1 5,633.23Zij 13,462,949ij 86gij 15,633,232fj 13,462,949ij 86%i j  
Delaware .............. P 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia .. 14.4063 14,3263 99%j -- 14,4061 14,3264 99Sd 
F l o r i d a  ............... NH NH NH 2,383.752 2.171.094 9;% 2,383.75d 2,171,094J 91% 

.................. 37,214 22,913 62%. . Guam 37.214 22.913 62% -_ 
Iowa .................. CP 
Maine ................. P 

Hawaii ................ P llli 107! 96%’ 817.16a 10;; 800.333fJ 817,27513 102f lJ  
742,5261 

New Hampshire ......... CP 21 4.0333 21 4.0333 
South Carol ina ........ P NH NH NH 653. 8OZi 653,8021 
South Dakota .......... CP 127,044 126,4585 l 0 O d  -- -- 127,044 126,458j 100% 
Washington ............ P NH NH NH 1.6a2.357j 1,377,112j e;% 1,682,357~ 1,377,112~ 8 2 ~  

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t he  da ta  a re  unavai lable or l e s s  than 
90% complete, or t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a re  inappropr iate.  
omit ted from t h i s  t a b l e  d l d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repo r t  t o t a l  s t a t e  
data t h a t  a re  more than 902 complete. 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  s ta te  cou r t  system char t s  
loca ted  I n  Par t  I1 o f  t h i s  Report. 
years dur ing  t h i s  r e p o r t i n g  per iod;  therefore,  i t  d i d  n o t  repo r t  
data f o r  1981. 

States 

Sta te  cour ts  w i t h  t h i s  

Oklahoma changed repo r t i ng  

NH = This case type i s  no t  handled i n  t h i s  cour t .  

P = Reported data inc lude contes ted  and uncontested park ing  cases. 
CP = Reported data i nc lude  contested. b u t  n o t  uncontested 

‘Data are incomplete: 

-_ - - Not appl icable.  

parking cases. 

Cal i fornia--Data do no t  i nc lude  a1 1 ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

Hawaii--Data do no t  inc lude some reopened cases. 
Maine--Total s ta te  data do n o t  inc lude a small number o f  moving 

t r a f f i c  and ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases handled i n  t h e  Super ior 
Court. 

South Carolina--Data do n o t  inc lude j u v e n l l e  t r a f f i c  cases from 
the  Family Court. 

JExp lanat ion  o f  data inc luded i n  the  category:  
Ca l i fo rn fa - -Data  inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Data inc lude DWI/DUI cases. 
Flor ida--Data inc lude DUI/DUI cases. 
Hawaii--0ata inc lude some misdemeanor cases. 
Iowa--Data inc lude some misdemeanor cases. 
Maine--Data inc lude some misdemeanor and DWI/DUI cases. 
New Hampshire--Data inc lude DUI/DUI cases. 
South Dakota--Data inc lude some misdemeanor and c r l m l n r l  

Washington-Data inc lude some misdemeanor cases. 
appeals cases. 
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TABLE 35: Ordinance violation caseload 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. 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 I 1  should be consulted for 
a brief sumnary of the jurisdiction of each court. 

Sources of data are found in Appendix tl. 

Variations in case classification and definitions: 

This is the first year that ordinance 
violations have been extracted from the criminal 
caseload. It is now counted with traffic/other 
violation cases. 
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 Re ort are those chosen for inclusion in the 
State C h  Model A y a l  Report and State Court 
Model Statistical Dictionary. 
Y v e n  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 local ordinance violation or state 
misdemeanors. Certain fish and game offenses, 
for example, may be ordinance violations in one 
state but 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% complete. 
data down beyond the broad civil, criminal, 
traffic, and juvenile categories. 

Appropriate analysis: 

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%. 

The case categories and the 

Many courts do not break 

All percentage calculations that were less 

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. 
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. 
computed if the filing and disposition data were 
not comparab 1 e. 

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 fjgures 
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. 

The percent is computed by dividing the 

This measure was not 

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 
jurisdiction over the case type. 

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. 
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TABLE 35: 
Ordinance violation caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
Courts reporting ordinance violation caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. filed per 100,000 population. 

Sta te  and c o u r t  t l t l e  

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exclusive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbla--Superior Court .......... 
Florida--County Court ......................... 
Hawaii - - D l s t r l c t  Court  ........................ 
Iowa- -D is t r i c t  Court .......................... 
Washington--Munlclpal Court ................... 
Not exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

New Hampshl re--STATE TOTAL .................... 
D f s t r f c t  Court ............................. 
Municipal  Court ............................ 

Begin End 
pend l  ng F i  1 ed Disposed pending 

261 4,003 3,898 366 
95,862 78,316 

4,7683 27,5723 24,4015 7,9393 

39,9663 65,2293 66,327j 38,8683 
59,534 48,2985 

31,8293 
31.034 

7953 

F f l e d  ( d i s  
Disposed posed) per  

o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  
as percent 100,000 

97% 81 4 
82% 1,234. 
88%j 3,9225 

102x4 3,1173 
81 %J 1,9373 

4,6813 
4,564 

1175 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Ca1 ifornia-STATE TOTAL ....................... 
Municipal Court ............................ 
Jus t l ce  Court  .............................. 

Munlcipal Court o f  New Orleans ........... 
Mayor‘s Court .............................. 
Jus t l ce  o f  the  Peace Court ................. 

Court ....................................... 
D i s t r f c t  Jus t fce  Court ..................... 
Pl t t sbu rgh  City Maglstrates ................ 

Loulsfana--Cl ty Court, Par ish  Court, and 

Pennsyl vania--Phil  adel ph ia  Munlcipal  

South Carolfna--Munlcfpal Court ............... 
Magfstrate Court ........................... 

Utah- -C i rcu i t  Court  ........................... 
Jus t i ce  o f  the  Peace Courts 

W l  sconsi n--Ci r c u i  t Court ...................... 
Municipal  Court  ............................ 

................ 

Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a re  
entered i n  the  table.  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  the  data a re  unava i lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% 
complete, o r  t h a t  t he  ca l cu la t i ons  a re  inappropr iate.  
States omi t ted  from t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
repo r t  ordinance v io la t i ons .  S ta te  cou r t s  w l  t h  t h l s  
j u r l s d l c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  
system char t s  l d e n t f f f e d  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
char ts  l oca ted  i n  Par t  I 1  of t h i s  Re o r t .  Oklahoma 
changed r e p o r t i n g  years durfng thl*od; therefore,  
1 t d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

fData a re  incomplete: 
Cal i fornla--Data do n o t  inc lude some ordinance 

v i o l a t t o n s  inc luded w i t h  misdeaaeanor cases. 
Pennsyl vania--Some ordinance violations a r e  inc luded 

wlth t r i a b l e  dsdeaeanors. 

72,7751 55.8871 
67,724: 51 ,926I 

5,051’ 3,961 

112,099 85,419 

233,0371 
81 4i 

56,3343 

77x1 409i 
77%i 381 
78%i 28I 

76% 3,781 

(1,963) 
9’ 

2,5213 

23,0283 2,414 

57,252 59,794 104% 1,680 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
Hawaii--Data inc lude some mlsdemeanor cases. 
Iowa--Data inc lude some miscel laneous t r a f f i c  cases. 
New Hampshire--Data inc lude some f i r s t  of fense DWI/DUI 

cases. 
South Carolina--Data inc lude pa rk lng  meter v io la t i ons .  
Utah--Data inc lude some miscel laneous c r lm lna l  cases. 
Washington--Data inc lude misdemeanor cases. 
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TABLE 36: Traffic/other violation disposition types for trial courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions  i n  c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

These tab les  d isp lay  data f o r  t he  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t  manner-of-disposi t i o n  data. 

Sources o f  data a re  found i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  i n  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

Only a few s ta tes  r e p o r t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
complete data t o  make between-state comparisons 
o f  the  p ropor t i on  o f  t o t a l  caseload disposed by 
each manner o f  d ispos i t ion .  

Appropr iate analyses: 

Number and percent of  t o t a l  d i spos i t i ons  f o r  
each manner o f  d ispos i t ion .  D i v i d l n g  the  number 
o f  cases f o r  each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  by the  

t o t a l  number o f  s i m i l a r  cases r e s u l t s  i n  the  
propor t ions  o f  cases disposed by each manner of 
d ispos i t ion .  These f i g u r e s  can be compared 
between cou r t s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  sub jec t  mat te r  
j u r i  sd i  c t i  on. 

L i m i t a t l o n s  on use: 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  propor t ions  o f  cases 
i s  a f f e c t e d  by the  order  w i t h  which procedures 
are  c a r r i e d  ou t  by the  c o u r t  and the  prosecutor. 
The p ropor t i on  o f  d ismissa ls  w i l l  be lower  i n  
cou r t s  t h a t  screen cases be fore  f i l i n g  them than 
i n  cou r t s  t h a t  screen cases a f t e r  they are  f i l e d .  

t h a t  a dismissal  i n  one s t a t e  means the  same as a 
dismissal  i n  another s ta te .  For example, some 
s ta tes  may d i s t i n g u i s h  between dismissals by 
prosecutors and by judges, wh i l e  o thers  may t r e a t  
them as the  same. 

I n  add i t ion ,  care should be taken t o  ensure 
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TABLE 36: Traffic/other violation disposition types for trial courts, 1981. 
Courts reporting traffic/other violation disposition type data. Pleas, violations bureau, bail or bond forfeitures, 
total convictions, trial convictions, acquitted, nolle prosequi, and dismissed. Each disposition type as a percent of 
tra ffic/o ther viola tion diwositions. 

~~ ~ 

S a i l o r - b o n d  ~ 

P1 ea V i  01 a t i  ons Bureau* f o r f e i t u r e  
As As As 

To ta l  percent percent percent 
o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  S t a t e  and cou r t  t i t l e  Park- t r a f f i c  Total  o f  d i s -  

f ng  d i s p o s i t i o n s  t r i a l s  Number posed Nmnber Dosed Number Dosed - 
P 
P 
P 

C a l i  f o r n i  a--STATE TOTAL.. ........ 
J u s t i c e  Court ................... 
Municipal  Court ................. 

D i  s t r i c t  o f  Columbi a--Superi o r  
Court.. ......................... 

F1 orida--County Court.. ........... 
Georgia--STATE TOTAL.............. 

Probate Court................... 
Super ior  Court.................. 

Hawaii --STATE TOTAL.. ............. 
C i r c u i t  Court... ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court. ................. 

Kansas--Dis t r ic t  Court............ 
New Jersey--STATE TOTAL........... 

County D i s t r i c t  Court........... 
Munic ipa l  Court. ................ 

North Dakota--County Court w i t h  
Increased J u r i  Sd i c t 1 on. ......... 

0 ii o--STATE TOTAL. ................ 
County Court .................... 
Munic ipa l  Court.. ............... 

Pennsyl vani a--0i s t r i c t  Jus t i ce  
Court........................... 

Puer to R i  co- -0i s t r i  c t  Court.. ..... 
South Dakota--Ci r c u i t  Court. ...... 
Texas--County Court a t  Law and 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County Court .... 
Vermont--Distr ict  Court........... 

P 

P 

CP 
P 

P 

P 

CP 

P 
CP 

13,462,951 Ij 
13,020,937iJ 

14,326J 

165,662i.J 

16,4871J 

442,014’ 

2,171,094 

149,175J 

817,275!j 
1071. 

817,1684 
279.976:: 

3,303,38414 
41.9301J 

3,261,454’3 

51,274 

1,518,441I 
160,8091 

1 ,357,63Zi 

1,326.815i 
51,439J 

126,4583 

50,356J 
86,0401 

21 6 i  6Xi 
2 i  61 6Xi 

5,63413 220 .~6 i i . j  79%:: 
0 381,1891J 12%lJ 
0 3,4871; 8%!? 
0 377,70213 12%lJ 

50,8915 9 9 x j  

16,320i 435,298: 29%: 
1,550i 50,6721 32%: 

14,7701 384,6261 28x1 

126,934! 1.031.360i. 78Xi 
4,003J. 35,3223 68%J 
2.2763 115,6083 91XJ 

266J 8,506J 17%J 
548’ 69,3631 81961 

Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data are entered i n  t h e  t a b l e  and a l l  
appropr ia te ca l cu la t i ons  are included. Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  unavai lab le o r  t h e  
ca l cu la t i ons  are inappropr iate.  

P - Reported data i nc lude  contested and uncontested park ing 

CP = Reported data i nc lude  contested, b u t  not  uncontested 

*V io la t i ons  Bureau d i spos i t i ons :  

cases. 

park ing cases. 

These cases were disposed by 
a V io la t i ons  Bureau, usua l l y  w i th  j u s t  t h e  payment o f  a f ine.  
I n  the  Texas J u s t l c e  o f  t he  Peace Court and Municipal  Court 
these a r e  c a l l e d  payment o f  f i n e  d isposi t ions.  
The f i yu res  fo r  the Vermont D i s t r i c t  Court are cases 
re fe r red  t o  t h e  Department o f  Motor Vehicles. 

b p a r t i c u l a r  cou r t  o r  r e p o r t i n g  system in format ion:  
The numbers o f  d i spos i t i ons  reported f o r  Georgia cour ts  i n  

t h i s  t a b l e  are d i f f e r e n t  from those reported i n  t h e  r e s t  
o f  t h i s  report .  Georgia def ines a case d i f f e r e n t l y  when 
count ing types o f  d i spos i t i ons  than i t  does when 
count ing f i l i n g s  o r  t o t a l  d ispos i t ions.  The t o t a l  
d i s p o s i t i o n  f i gu res  used here are t h e  sums o f  t he  number 
of  cases g iven under each type o f  d i spos i t i on .  

2,799,955! 85%! J 
37,5401; go%!? 

2,762,4151 J 85x1 J 

834,851: 53Xi 
89,7291 56Xi 

715,1221 53%i 

13.376i* 16Xi 

9,129,70443 68%! 3 
294,0771 66%’ 

8,835,62713 68%ij 

1,717J i z % J  

95.749ij 5 a x i j  
12,595j 1d 

471,610j 5 8 d  

13,376i 16% 

’Data are incomplete: 
Ca l i f o rn ia - - Jus t i ce  Court--Figure does not  inc lude a l l  

ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  o r  a l l  speeding cases. 
--Municipal Court--Some ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  are 

counted w i t h  misdemeanors. 
Georyia--Superior Court--Fi gure does not  inc lude ordinance 

v i o l a t i o n s  o r  j u v e n i l e  moving t r a f f i c  from Ware and 
W h  i t f i e l  d count i es . 

Hawai i - -Circui t  Court--Figure does not  i nc lude  reopened 
p r i o r  cases. 

Kansas--Distr ict  Court--Figure does no t  inc lude j u v e n l l e  
t r a f f i c  cases. 

New Jersey--County D i s t r i c t  Court--Figure does no t  i nc lude  
ordinance v i o l  a t i  ons. 

ordinance v io la t ions.  

v io la t i ons .  

v i o l  ations. 

i nc lude  some ordinance v i o l a t l o n s  t h a t  are inc luded i n  th i  
misdemeanor category. 

v i o l  a t i  ons. 

--Municipal Court--Figure does not  i nc lude  

Ohio--County Court--Figure does no t  i nc lude  ordinance 

--Municipal Court--Figure does no t  i nc lude  ordinance 

Pennsylvania--Distr ict  Jus t i ce  Court--Figure does no t  

Vermont --Of  s t r i c t  Court --Fi gu r e  does not  f nc l  ude o r d  f name 
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T r i  a1 conv i c t i on  Tota l  conv i c t i on  Acqui t  t a l  N o l l e  prosequi 
As As As As As 

percent percent percent percent percent 
O f  d i s -  O f  o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  O f  d i s -  

Nurnber posed t r i a l s  Number posed Nmber posed Number posed 
267,11715 z%!j 759615 1,454,34615 ii%iJ 47,328!j 1% 

6,120’ 1%’ 42%’ 72,137: 16%: 3,0631 1%! 
260,997iJ z x i j  77%iJ 1,382,20915 i i x l j  44,26515 17x l J  

3,0875 22x5 

i i , s i o j J  1% 
5’ 5x i  

(5) 372 1% 

3,7891 1% I 
8251 1%: 

2,964’ 1%’ 
62.6321 5%i. 49964, 1,093,992i. 82Xi. 64,3021 5%: 66,8091 5x1 

1,7603 3%J 44%J 37.0823 72%J 2,2433 4%J 

Dismissal  s 
percent 
o f  d i s -  

Number Dosed 
2.7 7 8,500: J 2 1% i j 

2,713,838:~ zi%!j 
64,662:. 15%: 

2,6795 191J 

80,5141 15,665iJ 10x5 6%iJ 
120,87O!J 4 % 9  

899:? 2%lJ 
119.97113 4%13 

11 1% 

64,7741 4%: 
2,921: 2%! 

61,853’ 5%‘ 

i i .75oJ 23x j  
8,5743 7 3  

25,217i 50%J 
7141 8%’ 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  t h e  category:  
Cal i forn ia- -Munic ipa l  Court--Figure inc ludes WI/DUI 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbia--Superior Court--Figure inc ludes 

Florida--County Court--Figure inc ludes DYI/DUI cases. 
Georgia--Superior Court and STATE TOTAL--Figure 

--Probate Court and STATE TOTAL--Fi gure 

cases. 

WI/DUI cases. 

inc ludes some D W D U I  cases. 

inc ludes UYI/DUI cases. 
Hawa i i - -D is t r i c t  Court-- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  and t o t a l  

t r a f f i c  f i y u r e s  lnc lude sane misdemeanors. 
Kansas--Dis t r ic t  Court--Figure inc ludes DYI/DUI cases. 
New Jersey--County D i s t r i c t  Court--Figure inc ludes 

UWI/DUI cases; dismissal  f i g u r e  inc ludes acqu i t t a l s ,  
p lea  f i g u r e  includes t r i a l  convict ions.  

cases; dismissal  f i g u r e  inc ludes acqu i t t a l s ,  p lea  
f i y u r e  inc ludes t r i a l  convict ions.  

North Dakota--County Court With Increased J u r i s d i c t i o n - -  
Plea f i y u r e  inc ludes convic t ions.  

Puerto Rico--Di s t r i c t  Court--Fi gure inc ludes DYI/DUI 
cases. 

South Dakota--Circui t  Court--Approximately 20% o f  t h e  
cases represented i n  t h i s  number are c r im ina l  
misdemeanors. 

Texas--County Court a t  Law, Consti t u t i o n a l  County Court, 
and Probate Court - Figure i nc l  udes t r a f f i c  appeal s. 

--Municipal Court--Figure includes DYI/DUI 
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TABLE 37: Traffidother violation jury and non-jury trial dispositions, 1981. 

Variat ions i n  cou r t  o rgan iza t ion  and sub jec t  
matter j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

I n  t h i s  t a b l e  data inc lude a l l  ava i l ab le  
t r a f f i c  data. Both general j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts  are included. 

Sources of data are found i n  Appendix B. 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  and 
d e f i n i t i o n s :  

c l a s s i f i e d  i n  each case category vary from s t a t e  
t o  state.  

Both t h e  case categor ies and the  data 

Var iat ions i n  count ing both cases and t r i a l s :  

The d e f i n i t i o n s  used by each cou r t  t o  count 
t r i a l s  are i nd i ca ted  i n  t h i s  tab le .  Comparisons 
can be made between cour ts  t h a t  count t r i a l s  i n  
the  same way. 

Appropr iate analyses: 

than 1% but g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were 
less than 0% but  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

T r i a l s  as a percent o f  d ispos i t ions .  
D iv id ing  the  number o f  t r i a l s  conducted by the  
t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  the 

A1 1 percentage ca l cu la t i ons  t h a t  were less 

appropr iate case type r e s u l t s  i n  the  t r i a l  r a t e  
f o r  t h a t  case type f o r  t he  cour t .  

Jury t r i a l s  as a percent o f  d ispos i t ions .  
U iv id ing  the  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  conducted by 
the  t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  the  
appropr iate case type r e s u l t s  i n  the  j u r y  t r i a l  
r a t e  f o r  t h a t  case type  f o r  the  cour t .  

Jury t r i a l s  as a percent o f  t r i a l s .  D iv id ing  
the  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  by the t o t a l  number of 
t r i a l s  conducted f o r  t h a t  case type r e s u l t s  i n  
the  p ropor t i on  o f  t r i a l s  t h a t  are t r i a l s  by j u r y  
f o r  t h a t  case type f o r  the  court .  

L i m i t a t i o n s  on use: 

Comparisons of these tab les  must be 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  the  cou r t  leve l ,  and must be 
c o n t r o l l e d  f o r  case type, and t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s .  
S ta te  t o t a l s  have no t  been computed i n  order t o  
avoid any temptat ion t o  compare "apples and 
oranges." 

Care should a lso  be taken t o  compare on ly  
those cour ts  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  r u l e s  regarding 
the  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  j u r y  t r i a l s .  For example, 
some s ta tes  make i t  more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  a c r im ina l  
defendant t o  waive a j u r y  t r i a l  than o ther  
states.  S i m i l a r l y ,  i n  some s ta tes  bo th  p a r t i e s  
t o  c i v i l  l i t i g a t i o n  must agree t o  a j u r y  t r i a l ,  
wh i le  i n  o ther  s ta tes  one o f  t he  p a r t i e s  can 
demand a j u r y  t r i a l .  
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TABLE 37: 
Traffidother violation jury and non-jury trial dispositions, 1981. 
State and court. Jury trial definition. Number of dispositions and trials. Trials as a percent of dispositions. 
Numbers of jury trials, jury trials as a percent of dispositions and trials. 

Jury Jury 
Jury T r t a l s  as t r t a l s  as t r t a l s  
t r t  a1 Number o f  Number a percent Number a percent as a per- 

S ta te  and c o u r t  t t t l e  t n g  t i o n  t i o n s  t r t a l s  s t t i o n s  t r t a l s  s t  t i o n s  t r j a l s  
Park- d e f t n t -  dtsposl- o f  o f  dtspo- o f  j u r y  o f  dispo- cent  o f  

Cal t f o r n i  a : 

Colorado: 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia: 

F l o r t  da: 

Georg t a : 

J u s t i c e  Court ................ P A 442,014 14,695 3% 
Munictpal Court .............. P A 13,020,9373 339,624 3% 

County Court ................. A 177,5033 6 , 606j 4%3 

Supert o r  Court ............... A 14,326j 2 3 4  2XJ 

County Court ................. A 2.1 71,094J 26,377.1 1 %J 

Superior Court ............... C 16,487fj 24443 1 %t 
Probate Court ................ C 194,1753 81 d 1 %j 

308 
3,148 

6 0 d  

62 j  

1,307j 

1% 2% 
1% 1% 

1 07i 11 1 %I 5OXt 
Hawa 11 : 

C t  r c u i  t Court ................ A 
Indiana: 

Supertor Court and C i r c u i t  

Municipal Court o f  Marion 
-- e- -- Court ...................... C 97,878 3,154 3% 

-- -- -- County ..................... P C 9O,83gi 4,602t 511 
Iowa: 

D t s t r t c t  Court ............... CP A 742,5263 18.5773 3 J  2 9 d  1 %J 2 3  
Kansas: 

M i  ssourt : 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............... A 279,976 5,634j 2 d  591 1 xi 1%t 

C i r c u i t  Court ................ P B 365,391 1: 13,2621 4x4 -- -- -- 
New Jersey: 

County D t s t r t c t  Court ........ CP A 41,930fj 0 g x i j  -- -- -- 
0 m u  -- -- -- Muntclpal Court .............. P A 3,261,454tj 

New York: 

Ohto: 
D t s t r t c t  Court and City Court. C 331 , 41 8 j  5,3491 281 

County Court ................. A 160,8091 1,550i 1 xi 17f 1 X f  121 
MUnlClDal Court .............. P A 1.357.6321 14.7701 1 %I 1651 1 %t 1 %t -~ 

Pennsylvania: 

Puerto Rfco: 
-- -- -- D i s t r t c t  Just tce Court ....... P N/A 1 , 326,8151 126,9341 1 0x1 

-- -- -- D t s t r i c t  Court ............... N/A 51,4393 4,OOd 8%J 

126,454 2,276j 2 x j  
South Dakota: 

Texas : 

Venont :  

C t r c u t t  Court ................ CP A 

Texas County Court a t  Law, and 
Cons t i t u t tona l  County Court. P C 50,356.1 2663 1 %J 95j  1 %J 3 6 d  

D l s t r t c t  Court ............... CP C 86 I 0404 5481 1 %I 28l 1 %I 5%t 
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Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data a re  en tered  i n  the  t a b l e  
and a l l  appropr ia te  c a l c u l a t i o n s  are  
included. 
a re  unava i lab le  o r  ca l cu la t i ons  are  
inappropr iate,  o r  t h a t  the  data a re  l e s s  than 
90% complete. 

Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t he  data 

P = Reported data inc lude contested and uncontested 

CP = Reported data inc lude contested, b u t  n o t  

-- Not appl icable.  

T r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

A = A t r i a l  i s  counted a t  j u r y  se lec t ion ,  empaneling 
o r  swearing in .  

B = A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  t he  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  
evidence o r  swearing o f  f i r s t  witness. 

C A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  v e r d i c t  o r  decislon. 

iData are  incomplete: 

park ing  cases. 

uncontested park ing  cases. 

A laska - -D is t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  inc lude 
o r d l  nance v i o l  a t {  ons. 

Georgia--Superior Court--Figure does n o t  inc lude 
ordjnance v io la t i ons ,  o r  j u v e n i l e  moving 
t r a f f i c  from Ware and W h i t f i e l d  counties. 

Hawaii - - C i  r c u i  t Court--Figure does n o t  i nc l  ude 
reopened p r i o r  cases. 

Indiana--Municipal Court o f  Marion County--Figure 
does n o t  inc lude ordinance v io la t i ons .  

Kansas--Di s t r i c t  Court--Ff gure does n o t  i nc l  ude 
j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

M i  ssouri--Ci r c u i  t Court--Figure does n o t  inc lude 
ordinance v io la t i ons .  

New Jersey--County D i s t r i c t  Court--Fi gure does 
n o t  inc lude ordlnance v lo la t l ons .  
Municipal  Court--Figure does n o t  inc lude 

ordinance v fo la t i ons .  

~ 

New York--Di s t r i c t  Court  and Ci ty Court--Figure 
does n o t  i nc lude  ordinance v io la t i ons .  

Ohio--County Court--Figure does n o t  I nc lude  
ordinance v io la t i ons .  
Municipal  Court--Figure does n o t  i nc lude  

Pennsyl vania--Di s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court--Some 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  a re  counted w i t h  
misdemeanors. 

Vermont--Distr ict  Court--Figure does n o t  inc lude 
ordfnance v io la t l ons .  

ordinance v io la t i ons .  

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded i n  the  category: 
C a l i f o r n i a  Municipal  Court--Figure inc ludes  some 

Colorado--County Court--Fi gure Includes DWI/DUI 

F1 o r i  da--County Court--Figure i nc l  udes DWI/DUI 

Georgia--Superior Court--Fi gure inc ludes  
DWI/DUI cases. 

cases. 
I owa- -D is t r i c t  Court--Figure inc ludes  some 

New Jersey--County D i  s t r l c t  Court--Figure 

DHI/DUI cases. 

cases. 

cases. 

Probate Court--Figure inc ludes  some DWI/DUI 

misdemeanors. 

includes DWI/DUI cases. 
Municipal  Court--Fi gure includes DMI/DUI 

Puerto Rico--Di s t r i c t  Court--Figure i nc l  udes 
D W O U I  cases. 

South Dakota--Ci r c u i  t Court--Approximately 20% o f  
the  cases inc luded a re  c r im ina l  mlsdemeanors, 
i nc lud ing  d i s o r d e r l y  conduct, p r o s t i t u t i o n ,  and 
gambl i n g  cases. 
c r im ina l  appeals. 

Texas--County Court  a t  Law, Cons t i t u t i ona l  County 
Court--Figure inc ludes  t r a f f i c  appeals. 

Wisconsin--Circui t  Court--Figure inc ludes  some 
OWI/DUI cases. 

cases. 

The f i g u r e  a1 so i n c l  udes some 
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TABLE 38: Juvenile filed and disposed for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all 
trial courts, 1981. 

Variations in court organization, subject matter 
3urisdiction, and case classification: 

This table organizes the gross totals of 
Table 16 into those juvenile 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 1 imited 
jurisdiction courts from state to state are 
seldom appropriate. 

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 
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. 
may be lumped into criminal caseload.) 

Lack of complete data (less than 90% complete 

(Traffic may be reported separately or it 

Sources of data are found in Appendix B. 

Variations in counting cases do have an impact on 
total caseloads. 
cases at the same beginning and ending point, 

If states are not counting 

total caseload is not comparable. For the first 
time, the states in this table are organized by 
whether cases are counted at the filing of the 
petition, or at intake or referral. 

Appropriate analyses : 

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

The 

A percent over one 

A percent significantly less than one 

Limitations on use: 

Comparisons can be made between courts that 
count cases in the same way. 
counting juvenile 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. 

The method of 

150 



TABLE 38: 
Juvenile filed and disposed for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1981. 
Disposed as a percent of filed. 

General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t s  A l l  t r i a l  cou r t s  
Disposed 01 sposed 01 sposed 

as a as a as a 
State percent percent percent 

F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  F i  1 ed D i  sposed f i 1 ed F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  

Juven i l e  cases are counted a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  p e t i t i o n  I n  the  f o l l o w i n g  states: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
A1 abama ................ 21,386 24.842 116% 25,105 24,288 97% 46,491 49,130 106% 
A1 aska ................. 1,314 1,052 80% NH NH NH 1,314 1,052 80% 
Ca l i  f o r n i  a ............. 70,823 63,698 90% NH NH NH 70,823 63,698 90% 

F1 o r i  da ................ 63,257 64,688 102% NH NH NH 63,257 64,688 102% 

Idaho .................. 7,488 9.232 123% -- -- -- 7,488 9.232 123% 
I l l i n o i s  ............... 33,210 30,434 92% -- -- -- 33,210 30,434 92% 

Colorado ............... 1 2,513 10,598 8 5% NH NH NH 12,513 10,598 8 5% 

Guam ................... 803 209 26% -- -- -- 803 209 26% 

Indiana ................ 25,138 24,498 97% 1,212 1,301 107% 26,350 25,799 98% 
Iowa ................... 5,496 -- -- -- 5,496 -- 
Kansas ................. 12,5181 lO,19d 8 l d  NH NH NH 12,518j lO,l9@ 8 l d  
Kentucky ............... NH NH NH 37,9311 31,8343’ 84%j 37,9315 31,8345 84Xj 
Maine .................. NH NH NH 3,864 3,795 98% 3,864 3,795 98% 
Mary1 and ............... 22,798 20,213 89% 2,403 1,525 63% 25,201 21,738 86% 
Minnesota .............. 21.8633’ 22,378j 1 0 2 d  

Missouri ............... 17,596j 17,474 99% -- -- -- i7.596.j 17.474 99xj 
Montana ................ 1,329 957 7 2% NH NH NH 1,329 957 72% 
Nebraska ............... NH NH NH 5,657 5,657 
New Hampshire ........... NH NH NH 7,428 7.428 
New Mexico ............. 4,342 4,131 9 5% NH NH NH 4,342 4,131 95% 

New York ............... NH NH NH 47,931 55,653 116% 47.931 55.653 116% 
North Caro l ina ......... NH NH NH 19,013 22,2715 19,013 22,2715 
North Oakota ........... 5,892 NH NH NH 5.892 
Oregon ................. 13,386 63 13,449 
Puerto Rico ............ 6,240 5,862 94% NH NH NH 6.240 5.862 94% ........... -- -- 1,880 South Dakota 1,880 -- 
Utah ................... NH NH NH 27,080 27.080 
Vermont ................ 1,412 1,303 92% NH NH NH 1,412 1,303 92% 
V i r g i n i a  ............... NH NH NH 133,471 120,474 90% 133,471 120,474 90% 
Washington ............. 24,424 18,587 76% NH NH NH 24,424 18,587 7 6% 
West V i r g i n i a  7,646 7.258 95% NH NH NH 7,646 7,258 95% 
W i  sconsi n 28,336 27,425 97% NH NH NH 28,336 27,425 9 7% 

.......... .............. 
Juveni le  cases a re  counted a t  i n t a k e  or r e f e r r a l  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  s tates:  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Arkansas ............... NH NH NH 11,712 11,712 
Connecticut ............ 16.469 16,647 101% NH NH NH 16,469 16,647 101% 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia ... 4,765 5,101 107% -- -- -- 4,765 5.101 107% 
Hawaii ................. 8,283 8,307 100% NH NH NH 8,283 8.307 100% 
Massachusetts .......... 41,632 -- -- -- 41,632 

New Jersey ............. NH NH NH 113,593 113,979 100% 113,593 113,979 100% 
Ohio ................... 202,8353’ 203,5673 l O O X j  NH NH NH 202,835j 203,567J i o o s j  
Pennsylvania ........... 47,979 48,106 100% NH NH NH 47,979 48,106 100% 
Rhode I s l a n d  ........... NH NH NH 6,502 6,502 

Note: States are inc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  on l y  when a l l  cour ts  
w i t h  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h i n  t h a t  s t a t e  repor ted 
e i t h e r  complete f i l i n g s  and/or d ispos i t ions.  Blank Kentucky--Data inc lude pa te rn i t y lbas ta rdy  cases. 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t he  data are unavai lab le or 
incomplete, or the ca l cu la t i ons  a re  inappropriate. 
Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  years dur ing t h i s  period, 
and therefore, d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  any data for 1981. 

JExplanation o f  data inc luded i n  the category: 
Kansas--Data inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

Minnesota--Data inc lude adoptions. 

Missouri--Data inc lude adoptions and terminat ion of 

North Caro l ina--Disposi t ion data inc lude probat ion 

Ohio--0ata inc lude j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

Data from a l l  
t r i a l  cou r t s  could n o t  be broken down by court.  

parental r i g h t s  cases. 

v io la t i ons .  NH = This case type Is no t  handled i n  t h i s  court.  -- = Not appl icable. 
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TABLE 39: Criminal-type juvenile petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
TABLE 40: Status petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
TABLE 41 : Child-victim petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 

Var ia t ions i n  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  these tab les  i s  f rom both  general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts, and 
represents t h e  t o t a l  caseload repor ted  f o r  each 
case type from each state.  The same case type 
may be handled i n  d i f f e r e n t  c o u r t s  f rom s t a t e  t o  
s ta te.  The c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  I 1  o f  
t h i s  Re o r t  should be consul ted f o r  a b r i e f  
sumna+the j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each cour t .  

Sources o f  da ta  a re  found i n  Appendix 8. 

Var ia t ions  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and d e f i n i t i o n s :  

Both the  case categor ies and t h e  da ta  
C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  case categor ies vary f rom 
s t a t e  t o  state. 

Because such problems e x i s t  f o r  these and a l l  
o ther  case categories, t h e  case types used i n  
t h i s  Report are those chosen f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  
Sta te  Court Model Annual Report and Sta te  Court 
Mode 1 S t  a t  i s t i c a l  0 i c t i onary . 

Only s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  data t h a t  cou ld  be 
d isp layed i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case type  a r e  inc luded 
i n  the  tables, and then o n l y  i f  t h e  da ta  a re  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. Many cour ts  do no t  break 
da ta  down beyond t h e  broad j u v e n i l e  category. 

The volume o f  j u v e n i l e  cases cannot be 
compared across a l l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  because the 
s t a t u t o r y  age when a j u v e n i l e  becomes an a d u l t  
var ies  f rom s t a t e  t o  s ta te.  This v a r i a t i o n  
a f fec ts  t h e  volume o f  bo th  j u v e n i l e  f i l i n g s  and 
a d u l t  c r i m i n a l  f i l i n g s .  

Appropr ia te analyses: 

than 1% b u t  g rea ter  than 0% have been rounded up 
A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were less  

t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were 
less  than 0% but  g rea ter  than -1% have been 
rounded down t o  -1%. 

Disposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents the  percent o f  the  number o f  
f i l e d  cases o f  which t h e  c o u r t  was able t o  
dispose. The percent i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  t h e  
number o f  cases disposed o f  by t h e  number f i l e d  
and then m u l t i p l y i n g  by one hundred. A percent  
over one hundred ind ica tes  t h a t  the  cour t  
disposed o f  more cases than were f i l e d ,  thus 
reducing pending caseload. A percent 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  less  than one hundred ind ica tes  
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  the  volume 
o f  cases being f i l e d .  
computed when t h e  f i l i n g  and d i s p o s i t i o n  data 
were n o t  comparable. 

This measure was no t  

F i l e d  (disposed) per  100.000 populat ion. The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  popu la t ion  used on a l l  cour t  
caseflow c h a r t s  i s  100,000. This measure 
compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  popu la t ion  
and g ives a more r e a l i s t i c  bas is  f o r  comparison 
o f  caseloads among s ta tes  o f  various sizes. I f  
the  number o f  f i l i n g s  was unavai lab le bu t  the  
number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was avai lab le,  t h e  number 
o f  cases disposed per  u n i t  o f  populat ion was 
entered i n  t h i s  column i n  p lace o f  t h e  number .of 
cases f i l e d  per  populat ion u n i t ,  and the  use o f  
t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  q u a n t i t y  was ind ica ted  by 
enc los ing i t  i n  parentheses. 

Populat ion f i g u r e s  used i n  the  j u v e n i l e  
tab les  represent  t h e  s t a t e  populat ion under 18 
years o f  age. 
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case d e f i n i t i o n ,  etc.) a re  s imi la r ,  
the  f i led-per-uni t -o f -popul  a t  i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i  1 1 
permi t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s ta tes  o f  t h e  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. 

I f  a l l  o ther  f a c t o r s  ( c o u r t  
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TABLE 39: 
Criminal-type juvenile petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
Courts reporting criminal-type juvenile petition caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. 
Filed per 7 00,000 juvenile population. 

F i l e d  (d i s -  
Disposed posed) .per 

pending o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  
Sta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Begin End as percent 100.000 

pending F i  1 ed D1 sposed 

Juven l l e  cases a re  counted a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  the  p e t l t l o n  I n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  states:  

Alaska--Superlor Court  ........................ 1,117 840 
Arizona--Superlor Court ....................... 2,089 7,337 7,851 1,575 107% 91 6 

Colorado--Dl s t r i c t  Court and Denver Juven l l  e 
Court ..................................... 6,901 5,442 79% 850 

Cal i fo rn ia - -Super io r  Court .................... 48,276 47,459 98% 753 

Del aware--Famt 1 y Court ........................ 1,814 9,143 9,111 1,846 100% 5,644 

Guam--Superior Court .......................... 106 321 114 207 36% 
Idaho--District Court ......................... 3,37d 6,9123 8,688.1 1,5943 imJ 2,2373 

F l  o r1  da--Ci r c u i  t Court ........................ 48.1 O!d 51,243J 1 0 7 d  1 ,993J 

Iowa- -D is t r i c t  Court .......................... 3,520 
Kansas--Distr ict  Court ........................ 9,oSoJ 
Loui s iana - -D ls t r l c t  Court ..................... 

City Court ................................ 3,278 2,878 
Family Court and Juveni 1 e Court ........... 

Minnesota- -D is t r i c t  Court and County Court .... 19,73d 20,0395 

437 
1,4023 

88% 244 

102Xj 1.724 

New Hampshi r e - - D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 6.162 2,407 
New York--Family Court ........................ 5,996 23,437 26,109 4,479 111% 51 2 
North Carol ina--Dl s t r i c t  Court ................ 11,559 7 08 
North Dakota--Di s t r i c t  Court .................. 4,462 2,348 

Texas--STATE TOTAL ............................ 7,096 11,562 10,737 7,921 93% 262 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............................ 6,228 10,132 9,372 6,988 92% 230 

County Court ............................ 868 1,430 1,365 933 9 5% 32 
Utah--Juvenile Court .......................... 1 8,342 3,252 
Washington--Superior Court .................... 18,962 16,130 85%' 1,659 
Wisconsin--Ci r c u i  t Court ...................... 21,522 21,085 98% 1,613 

County Court a t  Law and Cons t i t u t l ona l  

Juven i l e  case are counted a t  i n t a k e  or r e f e r r a l  l n  the f o l l o w i n g  states:  

Connectlcut--Superior Court ................... 3,2833 15,653J 15,924 3, O O d  102Xj 1 ,954 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Court .......... 1,238 3,972 998 2,858 
Georgia--Superior Court and Juvent l e  Court .... 19,8281 19,O8Ot . 96%' 1,2061 
Hawal i - - C i  r c u i  t Court  ......................... 2.71 6 5,284 5,205 2,795 99% 1,901 

Massachusetts--Trlal Court o f  t he  Cononweal t h  36,541 2,520 
New Jersey--Juvenile and Domestic Re la t ions  

Court ..................................... 13,300 101,124 101 ,388 13,036 1006 5,207 
Rhode Island--Famtly Court .................... 5,5363 2,3363 

Note: A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  a re  90% o r  more complete a re  
entered I n  the  tab le .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the  
data a re  unava l lab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  t h a t  
the ca l cu la t i ons  a re  inappropr late.  
repor ted  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  represent s t a t e  t o t a l s ,  unless 
otherwise spec i f ied .  
d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repo r t  c r lm ina l - type  j u v e n i l e  
pe t i t i ons .  
be i d e n t l f l e d  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  
I n  P a r t  I 1  o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  Oklahoma changed repo r t l ng  
years dur ing  t h i s  p* therefore,  i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  
data f o r  1981. 

Court data 

States omi t ted  from t h i s  t a b l e  

S ta te  cou r t s  w l t h  t h i s  j u r i s d l c t i o n  can 

IData are  f ncomplete: 
Georgia--Data do n o t  inc lude cases from Ware County and 

and W h i t f i e l d  County. 

JExplanat ion o f  data inc luded I n  the  category: 
Connectlcut--Data Inc lude  s ta tus  p e t l t l o n  cases. 
Flor ida--Data may l nc lude  some miscel laneous j u v e n l l e  

Idaho--Data i nc lude  s ta tus  p e t l t l o n  cases. 
Kansas--Data inc lude j u v e n l l e  t r a f f l c  cases. 
Minnesota--Data Inc lude  s ta tus  pet1 t l o n  cases. 
Rhode Island--Data inc lude s ta tus  p e t i t i o n  cases. 

cases. 
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TABLE 40: 
Status petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
Courts reporting status petition caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. Filed per 100,000 juvenile population. 

F t l e d  (d i s -  
Disposed posed) per 

pending F t l e d  Disposed pendtnq o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  
End as percent 100,000 Sta te  and c o u r t  t t t l e  Begt n 

Juven l le  cases are  counted a t  the  f l l l n g  o f  t h e  p e t l t l o n  I n  the  fo l l ow lng  states:  

Ca l i fo rn ia - -Super io r  Court ..................... 
Colorado--Dtstr tct  Court and Denver Juvenl l e  

Court ...................................... 
Iowa- -D ls t r tc t  Court ........................... 
Kansas-Di s t r t c t  Court  ......................... 

1,384 926 

50 198 
1,955j 
1,674 

67% 22 

396% 6 
2433 
260 

Montana-Dtstrtct Court ........................ 8 2 4  3585 
264 New Hampshire--Dlstrtct Court .................. 676 

New York-Family Court ......................... 2,568 13,893 15,745 1,970 113% 303 
North Carol t na - -D ts t r i c t  Court ................. 2,237 2,224 99% 137 

North Dakota-Dt s t r i c t  Court ................... 867 456 

D i s t r t c t  Court ............................. 1,161 1,172 1,106 1,227 94% 27 
County Court a t  Law and Cons t i t u t i ona l  

U tah -4uven l l  e Court ........................... 6,671 1,183 
Wt sconst n--Ct r c u i  t Court ....................... 4,545 4.1 96 92% 341 

Texas--STATE TOTAL ............................. 1,370 1,557 1,470 1,457 94% 35 

County Court ............................. 209 385 364 230 9 5% 9 

Juven l le  cases a re  counted a t  i n t a k e  or r e f e r r a l  I n  the  fo l l ow lng  states:  

D l s t r l c t  o f  Columbia--Supertor Court ........... 1 0 4  351 j 51j  2533 

Hawai i - -Circut t  Court .......................... 577 1,508 1,555 530 103% 542 
Massachusetts-Trf a1 Court o f  t he  C m n w e a l  t h  . 3,281 226 
New Je rsey -4uven i l  e and Domestic Re1 a t1  ons 

Georgl a--Superior Court  and Juven i le  Court ..... 6,5641 6,131’ 93%’ 399’ 

Court  ...................................... 1,0585 12,4693 12,591 j 936.1 1 o i  %j 6423 

Note: Data repor ted  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  a re  s t a t e  t o t a l s ,  unless 
otherwise Indicated. A l l  ava i l ab le  data t h a t  a re  90% 
o r  more complete a re  entered i n  the  table.  Blank 
spaces I n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  unava i lab le  o r  
l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  t h a t  t he  ca l cu la t tons  are  
inapproprtate.  States omi t ted  from t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  j u v e n l l e  cases. 
s p e c t f i c a l  l y  r e p o r t  s ta tus  p e t l t l o n  cases. S ta te  
cou r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r l s d i c t t o n  can be t d e n t t f t e d  i n  the  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system char ts  l oca ted  i n  P a r t  11 o f  t h i s  

$%: therefore,  It d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

lData are Incomplete: 
Georgia--Data do no t  Inc lude cases from Ware County and 

JExplanatlon o f  data fncluded f n  the  category: 
D i s t r t c t  o f  Columbia--Data may tnclude some rnlscellaneous 

Iowa--Data inc lude c h l l  d -v lc t lm pet1 t lons.  
Montana--Data inc lude c r lm lna l - type  cases. 
New Jersey--Data Inc lude c h l l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  

W h i t f i e l d  County. 

Oklahoma changed r e p o r t i n g  years dur ing  t h i s  
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TABLE 41 : 
Child-victim petition caseload for trial courts, 1981. 
Courts reporting child-victim petition caseload. Disposed as a percent of filed. Filed per 100,000 juvenile population. 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) per 

pending F11 ed Disposed pending o f  f l l e d  popu la t i on  
State and cou r t  t l t l e  Begin End as percent 100.000 

Juveni le  cases a m  counted a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  the p e t i t i o n  I n  the  f o l l o w l n g  states:  

A1 aska--Superior Court ......................... 197j  
Cal i forn ia- -Super for  Court ..................... 21,163 15,313 
Colorado--Di s t r l c t  Court and Denver Juveni le  

Court ...................................... 2 , 535 1,964 

1 4 4  
72% 330 

7 7% 31 2 

F1 or1 da--Ci r c u l  t Court ......................... 15,152 13,445 89% 628 
I d a h o - - 0 i s t r l c t  Court .......................... 284 536 544 276 101% 174 
Kansas--District Court ......................... 1,804 280 
Lou is lana - -D is t r i c t  Court ...................... 

Family Court and Juveni le  Court ............ 
Clty Court ................................. 528 571 108% 39 

Minnesota- -D is t r i c t  Court and County Court ..... 2,125j 2 , 339j 110% 1 8 d  
Montana--District Court ........................ 505 220 
New Hampshlre--Distr ict  Court .................. 590 231 
New York--Family Court ......................... 3,581 10.081 13,627 3,776 135% 220 

North Carol i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 
North Dakota--Di s t r i c t  Court ................... 
Utah--Juvenile Court ........................... 
Washf ngton--Superior Court ..................... 

5,217 6,815 
530 

1,750 
5,4623 2,4573 

131% 320 
279 
31 0 

45%J 478j 

Juveni le  cases are counted a t  I n take  or r e f e r r a l  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  states:  

Connecticut--Superlor Court .................... 386 81 6 71 9 483 88% 102 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Court ........... 180 436 479 137 110% 31 4 
Georgia--Superior Court and Juvenl le  Court.... .. 3,2581 2.8651 88%i 1981 

Hawaii--Cf r c u l  t Court .......................... 398 305 392 31 1 129% 110 
Massachusetts--Trial Court o f  the Comaonweal t h  . 1,434 99 
Rhode Island--Family Court ..................... 647 2 73 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  are 90% o r  more complete are 
entered i n  the table.  
these f i g u r e s  represent s t a t e  t o t a l s .  
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data are unaval lab le o r  l e s s  
than 90% complete. o r  t h a t  t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  are 
Inappropr iate.  
s p e c i f l c a l l y  r e p o r t  c h i l d - v i c t i m  cases. State cou r t s  
w l t h  t h l s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t l f l e d  i n  the  s t a t e  
c o u r t  system char t s  l oca ted  I n  Par t  I1 o f  t h i s  Re o r t  
Oklahoma changed r e p o r t l n g  years du r ing  t h l s  pe* 
therefore,  i t  d l d  n o t  r e p o r t  data f o r  1981. 

iData are incomplete: 
Georgla--Data are mfssing from Ware and Whf t f f e l d  Countles. 

jExplanat ion o f  data inc luded I n  the  category: 
Alaska--Data inc lude s ta tus  p e t i t i o n  cases. 
Minnesota--Data inc lude adopt lon cases. 
Washlngton--Data Inc lude s ta tus  p e t i t i o n  cases. 

Unless otherwise ind icated,  
Blank spaces 

States oml t ted from t h l s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
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TABLE 42: Filed cases (total, civil, criminal, and juvenile cases) in trial courts, 1976-1981. 

Each previous e d i t i o n  o f  t he  annual r e p o r t  
has inc luded two tab les  t h a t  document the  change 
i n  the  s i z e  o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseloads f o r  t he  
preceding few years. For  t h i s  e d i t i o n  o f  the  
ser ies,  some changes were made i n  the  
c l a s s l f l c a t i o n  o f  several types o f  cases. As a 
r e s u l t ,  1981 f i gu res  f o r  t o t a l  c i v i l  , cr im ina l ,  
and t r a f f i c  cases f i l e d  i n  t r i a l  cou r t s  a re  n o t  
d i r e c t l y  Comparable t o  the  f i g u r e s  given f o r  
these q u a n t i t i e s  i n  previous years. The sec t ion  
t i t l e d  "Dynamics o f  Improvement" i n the  
In t roduc t i on  o f  t h i s  annual r e p o r t  con ta ins  a 
desc r ip t i on  f o r  t he  changes t h a t  have been made. 

The c r im ina l  and t r a f f i c  caseloads were most 
a f fec ted  by the  changes i n  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  
Pre l im inary  hear ing cases were removed from the  
c r im ina l  caseload o f  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  courts,  
OW1 cases were t rans fe r red  from t r a f f i c  t o  
c r im ina l  , and ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  were 
t rans fe r red  from c r im ina l  t o  t r a f f i c .  This 
t r a n s f e r  o f  categor ies had the  e f f e c t  o f  
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  reduclng the  volume o f  cases 
C l a s s i f i e d  as c r im ina l  and increas ing  those 
c l a s s i f i e d  as t r a f f i c .  A small number of  matters 
were removed from the  c i v i l  caseload, also. 

A graph t h a t  shows the  change i n  case f i l i n g  
volume over the  years of  the  annual r e p o r t  se r ies  
has been subs t i t u ted  f o r  t he  tab les  t h a t  were 
used i n  previous e d i t i o n s  t o  document the  trend. 
Previous est imates have been graphed as they were 
ca l cu la ted  r a t h e r  than r e c a l c u l a t i n g  them t o  make 
them comparable t o  those est imated f o r  1981. 
C i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  f i g u r e s  are  
inc luded i n  the  graph. 
the  t o t a l  volume o f  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n s  
cases f i l e d  o r  disposed i n  1981, so t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases are n o t  inc luded i n  the  graph. 
Between 1976 and 1980 est imates o f  the  s i ze  o f  
the  t r a f f i c  caseload ( n o t  i n c l u d i n g  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s )  have va r ied  from the  h igh  o f  65 
m i l l i o n  ( i n  1976) t o  a low o f  55 m i l l i o n  ( i n  
1979). T r a f f i c  cases c o n s t i t u t e  the  l a r g e s t  
p o r t i o n  o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  f i l i n g s ,  b u t  a re  n o t  
considered t o  consume a p ropor t l ona te l y  l a r g e  
amount o f  the  resources o f  most t r i a l  courts. I n  
the  past, est imates of  t he  s i ze  o f  the  t r a f f i c  
caseload have been very s e n s i t i v e  t o  the  
assumptions t h a t  were made about the  conten t  o f  
t he  caseload i n  the  course o f  t he  analysis.  
cou r t s  t h a t  handle t r a f f i c  cases i nc lude  park ing  
t i c k e t s  i n  t h e i r  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  I n  o the r  states,  
park ing  cases are  i n i t i a l l y  disposed by an 
admin i s t ra t i ve  agency. Courts t h a t  handle 
park ing  cases w i l l  be ab le  t o  dispose o f  
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  more cases w i  t h  the  same resources 
than those t h a t  do not. I n  previous years i t  was 
no t  known which cour ts  t h a t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  data 
f o r  t h e i r  t r a f f i c  caseloads handled t r a f f i c  cases 
and which d i d  not. A t  the  same t ime t h a t  the  
data were being c o l l e c t e d  and compiled f o r  t h i s  
1981 Annual Report, CSIM p r o j e c t  s t a f f  were a l so  
c o l l e c t i n g  informat ion on the  s p e c i f i c  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each t r i a l  cour t ,  a v a i l a b l e  as 

No est imate was made o f  

Some 

the  Sta te  T r i a l  Court J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t 3 s t i c a l  Reporting. I n  f u t u r e  years  i t  w i l l  
b e  poss ib le  t o  once again est imate the  s i z e  o f  
the  t o t a l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload w i t h  
the  he lp  o f  cour t .  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n fo rma t ion  
contained i n  t h i s  guide. 

Trend i n  c i v i l  caseload. The t o t a l  est imated 
c i v i l  caseload has increased s t e a d i l y  over the  
e n t i r e  pe r iod  represented from 12.2 m i l l i o n  cases 
f i l e d  i n  1976 t o  14.8 m i l l i o n  cases f i l e d  i n  
1981 , an increase over t h e  5-year pe r iod  o f  21 
percent. This Increase was grea ter  than the  
increase i n  the  t o t a l  U.S. popu la t ion  (6.8 
percent f o r  the  same per iod) .  

p r e d i c t o r  o f  the  t o t a l  volume o f  c i v i l  f i l i n g s  
and d ispos i t ions .  The per  c a p i t a  r a t e  o f  f i l i n g 5  
per c a p i t a  increased from 56 cases f o r  every 
1,000 persons i n  1976 t o  63 per  1,000 persons i n  
1981. The increase i n  the est imated t o t a l  o f  
f i l  ings  and d ispos i  t i o n s  has been steady over the  
period, even though d i f f e r e n t  combinations o f  
va r iab les  have been used each year  t o  est imate 
the  t o t a l  c i v i l  caseload. 
increases suggest t h a t  t he  c i v i l  caseload i s  
inc reas ing  f o r  two reasons: the  base group t h a t  
i s  responsible f o r  f i l i n g  cases i s  increasing; 
and t h a t  base group i s  f i l i n g  cases a t  an 
acce le ra t i ng  ra te .  The per  c a p i t a  f i l i n g  r a t e  
increased on ly  .05 cases per 1,000 popu la t ion  
between 1980 and 1981 ( t h e  d i f f e rence  i s  n o t  
apparent on the  accompanying t a b l e  due t o  
rounding). It w i l l  be i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  discover 
what happens t o  the  per  c a p i t a  f i l i n g  r a t e  
between 1981 and the  present, i f  i t  cont inued t o  
increase, I f  i t s  growth ceased, o r  i f  i t  began t o  
decl ine.  

Trend i n  c r im ina l  caseload. From the  f i gu res  
presented, i t  i s  n o t  poss ib le  t o  say anything 
about the  l ong  term t rend  i n  t h e  number o f  
c r im ina l  cases f i l e d .  For some reason, the 
est imate o f  t he  t o t a l  c r im ina l  caseload has been 
much more v o l a t i l e  than t h a t  f o r  t he  c i v i l  
caseload. 
period, also. 

po r t i ons  o f  t he  c r im ina l  caseload were 
r e c l a s s i f i e d  so t h a t  cases inc luded i n  i t  would 
be t r u e l y  c r im ina l  matters.  DWI /DUI  cases were 
t rans fer red  t o  the  c r im ina l  f rom the  t r a f f i c  
category, and ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  were 
t rans fe r red  from c r im ina l  t o  t r a f f i c .  The t o t a l  
number o f  c r im ina l  cases est imated t o  have been 
f i l e d  dur ing  1981 was more than two m i l l i o n  l e s s  
than the  number est imated f o r  1980. I t i s  n o t  
known a t  t h i s  t ime what the  t o t a l  est imate would 
have been i f  components o f  the  c r im ina l  caseload 
had been cons tan t  over the  per iod,  b u t  presumably 
i t  would have been 1 arger  than what was est imated 
here. The break i n  the  l i n e  on the  graph i s  used 
t o  i n d i c a t e  the  change i n  the  c r i m i n a l  caseload 
composition. 

To ta l  popu la t ion  was found t o  be the  bes t  

These per  c a p i t a  

Per c a p i t a  f i l i n g s  have va r ied  f o r  the  

For  t h i s  and f u t u r e  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  repor t ,  

Trend i n  j u v e n i l e  caseload. I n  1980 and 
again i n  1981 est imates o f  the  t o t a l  f i l i n g  
volume o f  juveni . le cases were lower than they 
were f o r  the  previous year. Between 1976 and 
1981 the  t o t a l  U.S. j u v e n i l e  popu la t ion  dec l ined 
4.4 percent. Juven i le  f i l i n g s  reached t h e i r  peak 
I n  1979 o f  1.8 m i l l i o n  cases. Since then they 
have f a l l e n  by more than one-quarter. The per 
c a p i t a  f i l i n g  r a t e s  f o r  j u v e n i l e  cases have 
fol lowed the  same p a t t e r n  as the  f i l i n g  f igures .  
Juven i l e  cases f i l e d  per  1,000 j u v e n i l e  
popu la t ion  increased from 18  i n  1976 t o  27 i n  
1979. From t h a t  h igh  p o i n t  they dec l ined t o  23 
i n  1980 t o  21 i n  1981. 
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TABLE 42: 
Filed cases (total, civil, criminal, and juvenile cases) in trial courts, 1976-1981. 
Number of cases filed. 

Estimates o f  cases f i l e d  and population, 1976-1981 

1976 - 
Civil 
E s t i m a t e d  f i l i n g s  12,150,000 

% one-year increase 
F i l e d  per 1.000 populat ion 56 

Crlminal 
m a t e d  f i l i n g s  11,300,000 

% one-year increase 

F i l e d  per  1,000 populat ion 52 

Juveni le  
-ated f i l i n g s  1,200,000 

18 * 21 7,882,000 
Juveni le  ( l ess  than 18  y r s )  66,098,000 

% one-year i nc r i ase  
F i l e d  per 1,000 j u v e n i l e  pop. 

1977 - 
12,800,000 

5.3% 
58 

1 0,200,000 
-9.7% 

46 

1 ,300,000 
8.3% 

20 

21 9,758,000 
64,982,000 

1978 - 
13,000,000 

1.6% 
59 

13,700,000 
21.2% 

62 

1 ,500,000 
15.4% 

23 

222,093,000 
64,283,000 

1979 - 
1 4,000,000 

7.7% 
61 

10,600,000 
-22.6% 

47 

1,800,000 
20. ox 

27 

227,836,000 
66,782,000 

1980 - 
14,600,OOO 

4.3% 
64 

11,300,000 
6.6% 

49 

1 ,500,000 

23 
-1 6.7% 

229,712,000 
65,684,000 

1981 - 

14,800,000 
1.4% 

64 

9,200,000* 
( * I  
40* 

1 ,300,000 
-1 3.3% 

21 

232,668,000 
63.1 63,000 

*A change i n  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  c r im ina l  caseload was made f o r  1981. This f i g u r e  i s  not  comparable t o  previous f lgures  given f o r  the  
c r im ina l  caseload. See t e x t  and in t roduc t l on  t o  t h i s  annual report.  

Case f i l i n g s  
( m i l l  i ons)  

............ --. ".-.-.--_."-."""....___..__UI._UII.__..~".-.--.."- ................... ...""..-"..a l6 1 
14 ... "--..-.........I_.- 

CIVIL - - - -  ......... \ 8 
"."."."-""-__."-""__.I 

Change f n  
CSIM case Populat ion 
de f i n i  ti ons (mi 1 1 ions) 

I I I 
1916 1977 1978 1979 

............................ "...."."I 400 

350 

............................... ...... 300 

--..-- 
,....._..- ".."I_......_...".... 

T o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  
200 ..."..".._I_-...-....... - 

150 ""......-....I.-"..".-..._ 

......... ....e. ............... -100 

J u v e n i l e  P o p u l a t i o n  

) r n l L l i l l  

50 

0 

1981 
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Part II 
State court system charts 

The f o l l o w i n g  sec t ion  begins w i t h  a p ro to type 
cha r t  o f  t he  var ious s t a t e  c o u r t  systems. 
prototype dep ic ts  the  organ iza t ion  o f  t he  cour ts  
w i t h i n  a state,  i nc lud lng  the  number o f  judges 
and the  number o f  courts,  t h e i r  sub jec t -mat te r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n s  and routes o f  appeal. 

Fo l low ing  the  pro to type are the s t a t e  c o u r t  
system char t s  arranged i n  a1 phabet ical  order. 
Each cha r t  i s  arranged so as t o  i l l u s t r a t e ,  where 
appropr iate,  the  fou r  basic ca tegor ies  o f  s t a t e  
courts:  cour ts  o f  l a s t  reso r t ,  In te rmed ia te  
appe l la te  courts,  general j u r i s d l c t l o n  t r i a l  
cou r t s  and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d l c t l o n  t r i a l  courts. 

I n  some s i tua t i ons ,  a spec ia l  note i nd i ca tes  
the  existence o f  a c o u r t  t h a t  i s  n o t  placed i n  
the  ove ra l l  system chart .  Th is  s i t u a t i o n  a r l ses  
when a s t a t e  se ts  up a c o u r t  o f  spec ia l  j u r i s d i c -  
t l o n  t h a t  exc lus i ve l y  receives complaints which 
would be handled by admin i s t ra t i ve  agencies and 
boards i n  o ther  states.  I n  o rder  t o  ma in ta in  
t h i s  p r o j e c t ' s  fundamental goal o f  r e p o r t i n g  
comparable na t i ona l  data on s t a t e  courts,  
complaints handled by such bodies are  n o t  
repor ted  i n  t h i s  database. The purpose, however, 
o f  acknowledging the  existence o f  these cour ts  

This 
i n  the  system char t s  i s  t o  a l e r t  the  reader t o  
the  f a c t  t h a t  some s ta tes  t r e a t  these 
ad jud ica tory  bodies as courts.  
however. these complaints do n o t  comport w i t h  any 
CSIM p r o j e c t  case d e f i n i t i o n .  

The desc r ip t i on  o f  each t r i a l  c o u r t ' s  sub jec t  
mat te r  j u r i s d i c t l o n  i s  genera l l y  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  
those CSIM P ro jec t  case types descr ibed i n  the  
Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D lc t ionary .  Unless the  
desc r ip t i on  i nd i ca tes  t h a t  a c o u r t  has exc lus ive  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a s p e c i f i c  case type, one can 
assume t h a t  the  slmple l i s t i n g  o f  a case type 
ind i ca tes  the  c o u r t  shares t h a t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h  
o ther  courts.  For the  f i r s t  t ime i n  t h i s  
s t a t i s t i c a l  ser ies,  t he  reader can assume t h a t  
t he  absence o f  a case type i n  any desc r lp t l on  
r e f l e c t s  the  c o u r t ' s  l ack  o f  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over 
t h a t  sub jec t  matter. The a b i l i t y  t o  make such 
statements i s  l a r g e l y  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  the  work o f  
t he  T r i a l  Court  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Report in . This  guide has a l so  
enabled s t a f f  t o  be :ore complete i n  descr ib ing  
the  ex ten t  t o  whlch j u r y  t r i a l s  a re  poss ib le  
w i t h i n  a court .  

A t  present, 
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STATE COURT SYSTEM PROTOTYPE, 1981 

COURT OF LAST RESORT 

Number o f  j u s t i c e s  
J u r l  s d l c t i o n :  - O r l g l n a l .  - Exclusive.  - Kinds o f  appeals. 
- D iscre t lonary  review. 

1 

IMTERMEOIATE APPELLATE COURT 
( k m b e r  o f  c o u r t s )  

number o f  judges 
J u r l s d i c t l o n .  - O r l g i n a l  . - Exclusfve.  

COURT OF GENERAL JURISOlCTlON 
(Number o f  c o u r t s )  

number o f  judges 
J u r i  s d l  c t l  on. - C i v i l .  - C r l m i  nal .  - T r a f f l c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n .  - Juvenl le.  

I Jury  t r i a l / n o  j u r y  t r i a l  

COURT OF LIMlTEO/SPECIAl 
JURISOICTION 
( b m b e r  of c o u r t s )  

number o f  judges 
J u r l  s d l  c t i  on. - c i  v l l  . 
- Crfrnlnal. - T r a f f  i c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r l a l / n o  j u r y  t r i a l  

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
I n  t e  rmed i a t e  

a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  

Cocrrt of  
general 

jci r l  s d l  c t  1 on 1 
Court of  

1 i m l  t e d  
j u r l s d l c t l o n  

lnd lca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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ALABAMA COURT SYSTEM, 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Appeals o f  t i t l e  t o  o r  possession 

o f  land, c i v l l  law over $10,000. 
and e q u i t y  cases. - C e r t l o r a r l  revlew o f  Court o f  
C i v i l  Appeals and Court o f  
Cr imlna l  Appeals. 

1981 

Court  of 
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

I I COURT OF CIVIL APPEALS I I I COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

3 judges 
J u r i  s d l  c t  1 on : 
- Appeals i n  law cases under 

$10.000. Appeals from admlnl- 
s t r a t l v e  agencies (except P u b l i c  
Servlce C o n l s s l o n ) .  Uorkmen's 
compensatlon and domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  appeals. 

A 
Law under $10,000 

T i t l e  t o  o r  
possession o f  

1 and. 1 au over 
tlO.00~. e q u i t y  

5 judges 
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

c r l m i  na l  appeal cases i nvol  v i  ng 
v i o l a t l o n s  o f  c i t y  ordlnances. 
habeas corpus, and a l l  pos t  
c o n v i c t l o n  w r i t s  on c r l m l n a l  
cases. 

- O r l g l n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h e  
issuance o f  a l l  w r l t s  i n  
r e l a t i o n  t o  mat te rs  i n  which 
t h e  c o u r t  has a p p e l l a t e  
j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. - 

C r l m l  na l  

CIRCUIT COURT (39) 

' 113 judges 
J u r l s d i c t i n n :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus lve  domestic r e l a t i o n s  and appeals from 
both  a d m l n i s t r a t i v e  agency and t r i a l  c o u r t  cases 
j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

fe lony ,  and appeal j u r l s d i c t l o n .  
- Hisdemeanor and O b l I / O l l I .  

- Juvenl le.  

I Jury  t r i a l s .  

Exc lus lve  t r i a b l e  

t I MUNICIPAL COURT (276) 

218 rnunlc lpal  judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t  1 on: - Misdemeanor and 

ouI/nuI. - Hoving t r a f f l c ,  
park ing  and mlsce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f  l c .  
Exc lus lve  ordinance 
v l  o l a t l o n  j u r l  s d i c -  
t l o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

DISTRICT CWRT (65) 

89 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s .  
Exc lus lve  smal l  c la ims 
j u r i  sd i  c t lon .  - Misdemeanor and n U I / n l l I .  
Exc lus fve  l l m l t e d  fe lonJ  
j u r f  sd i  c t  i on. - Juveni le.  - Hoving t r a f f l c ,  park ing  
and miscel laneous 
t r a f f  IC. 

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

f 1 
PRORATE COURT (67) 

67 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus ive  mental h e a l l  

h e a l t h  and e s t a t e  
j i i  r i  s d i  c t  1 on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t s  

Court of  
general 

j u r l  s d i c  t i o n  

Courts of 
1 i m l  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  rou te  o f  appeal. t 
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ALASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

t 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  a l l  ac t ions  and proceedings. - Appeals o f  r i g h t  o f  those ac t ions  no t  appealahle as o f  r i g h t  

- D iscre t ionary  review o f  quest ions o f  law c e r t i f i e d  by t h e  

I 

t o  t h e  Court o f  Appeals. and from Superior Court decis ions on 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  appeals. 

Court o f  Appeals. and o f  f i n a l  dec is ions  o f  t h e  Super ior  Couri 
d e a l i n g  w i t h  c i v i l  a c t i o n s  appealed from t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court. 

I 

1 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appeals from f i n a l  dec is ions  I n v o l v i n g  c r i m i n a l  prosecut ion,  

- Sentence review. 

p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  r e l i e f ,  e x t r a d i t i o n ,  habeas corpus. probat ion,  
parole,  b a i l ,  and c h i l d r e n ' s  c o u r t  matters. 

- Tor t  and cont rac t .  Exc lus ive  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s ,  mental hea l th ,  estate,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency and 
c i v i l  t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals, and miscellaneous c i v i l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdeneanor. 
j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  and c r i m i n a l  appeal 

Cr imina l  appeal i s  
mat te r  o f  r i g h t  
un less  a p p e l l a n t  
chooses t o  appeal 
t o  Super ior  Court. 
Then appeal i s  
d l  s c r e t i o n a r y  . , 

c i  v i  1 
and agency 

appeals. 

SUPERIOR COURT (4  d i s t r i c t s .  11 courts) 1 
21 judges and 3 f u l l - t i m e  masters 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

16 judges; 56 p a r t - t i m e  and 21 a c t i n g  mag is t ra tes  - Tor t  and cont rac t .  Exc lus ive  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. 

- Exc lus ive  t r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t  i o n  jtiri sd i  c t i  on, except f o r  

Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  fe lony  and DWI/DllI  
j u r i  s d i  c t  ion.  

uncontested park ing  v i o l a t i o n s  which are handled 
admi n i s t r a t i v e l y .  1 Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
In te rmed ia te  

a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  . 
Court of  

1 i m i  ted  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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ARIZONA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

, 

~ P R E I I E  COURT 

SUPERIOR COURT (14) 

81 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive  es ta te ,  mental hea l th ,  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s ,  c i v i l  appeals and miscel laneous 
c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor and miscel laneous c r im ina l .  
Exc lus ive  fe lony  and c r i m i n a l  appeals 
j u  r i  s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i  a1 s . 

5 j u s t  1 ces 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  a l l  ac t ions  

i n  t h e  s t a t e ' s  cour t  system except those 
a r i s i n g  I n  j u s t i c e  and p o l i c e  courts.  - Exc lus ive  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  cases between -1 count ies.  

Death penal ty.  
L i  f e  imprisonment. 

t COURT OF APPEALS (2) 

r 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (86) 

86 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t f  on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  and r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s .  Exc lus ive  
small c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, DUI, and misce l -  
laneous c r im ina l .  Exc lus ive  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s .  
p a r k i n g  and miscel laneous 
t r a f f  i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  small 
c l  a i ms . 

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (75) 

96 f u l l - t i m e  and 
38 p a r t - t i m e  judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - Misdemeanors, DUI. and mlsce l -  

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing  and 

1 

laneous c r im ina l .  

m i  sce l  1 aneous t r a f f  i c. 
Exc lus ive  ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. 

Jury  t r l  a 1 s . 

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts of 
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  rou te  of appeal. t 
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ARKANSAS COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i c t  1 on: 
Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over cases from C i r c u i t .  Chancery, and Probate Courts i n v o l v i n g :  - Const ruc t ion  o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Arkansas C o n s t i t u t i o n  and Acts, municipal  o r  county 

ordinance. c o u r t  and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency rules.  - Cr imina l  appeals i n v o l v i n g  i m p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  death pena l ty  o r  l i f e  imprisonment, and 
post c o n v i c t i o n  r e l i e f  p e t i t i o n s .  - Appeals from a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. - P e t i t i o n s  f o r  w r i t s .  - E l e c t i o n  and a t to rney  d i s c i p l i n e .  

- Appeals from Court o f  Appeals c e r t i f i e d  f o r  review. 

I 

COURT OF APPEALS 1 
6 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d l  c t i o n :  
- Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over cases from t h e  C i r c u i t .  Chancery, and Probate Cnurts, 

except those cases appealed d i  r e c t l y  t o  t h e  Supreme Court. 

36 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t i  on : - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  and r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s .  Exc lus ive  c i v i l  appeals 
de novo j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. DWI/DUI and misce l -  
laneous c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus ive  
fe lony  and c r l m l n a l  appeal de novo 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i  a1 s . 

~ ~~~~ 

HIJNICIPAL COURT (118) 

90 judges 
J u r i  sdtc t i  on : - Cont rac t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive  smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n .  

DWI/DUI. 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COURT OF ComON PLEAS (4) 

county judges serve 
J u r i  s d i  c t  ion :  - Contract. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal 

POLICE COURT (2) 

CHANCERY AND PRO BAT^ COURT (20) 

36 chance l lo rs  
J u r i  sd i  c t  I on: 
- Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s .  Exc lus ive  domestic r e l a -  
t ions ,  except f o r  p a t e r n i t y  and 
bastardy.  e s t a t e  and nenta l  h e a l t h  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COUHTY COURT (75) 

75 judges 
61  j u v e n i l e  re fe rees  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Real p roper ty  r i g h t s .  Exclusive 

p a t e r n i t y  and hastardy j u r i s d i c -  
t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r l  a1 s. 

CITY COURT (91) 

76 judges 
J u r l  sdl  c t  lon :  - Contract  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  - Misdemeanor and DHI/DllI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v l n l a t i o n .  i No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

2 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t l  on: - Contract  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  - Misdemeanor and DHI/DUI. 
- T r a f  f I c / o t h e r  v l o l  a t  ion. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

:ourt  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

cour t  1 
J 

Courts o 
general 

l u r i s d i c t  on 

Courts of 
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  
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CALIFORNIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - D i r e c t  appeals o f  judgment o f  death. - A l l  o t h e r  appeals a re  d i s c r e t i o n a r y .  

I COURT OF APPEAL (5) 

59 judges I J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
Judgment o f  

death - Appeals from Superior Court except i n  
judgment o f  death. 

SUPERIOR COURT (58) 

628 judges and 97 f u l l - t i m e  commissioners 
and re fe rees  - Tort .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and miscel laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  
domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  estate.  mental 
hea l th ,  and c i v i l  appeals. - DWI/DUI. Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  
and c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

1 

Jury tr 1 a1 s. I 

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (84) 

488 judges au thor ized  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on : - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t j  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  claims. and 
miscel laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor 
and DWI/DUI. - T r a f f  i d o t h e r  v i  o l  a t ion .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  except parking. 

JUSTICE COURT (94) 

94 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on : - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims, and 
miscel laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  felony, misdemeanor 
and DWI/DUI. - T r a f f  i c l o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except parking. 

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Intermedl a t e  

appel 1 a t e  1 Court 

Court  o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

1 

Courts of  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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COLORADO COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

, 
SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t f c e s  
J u r l  s d l c t i o n :  

- I n l t f a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d l c t i o n  
i n  cases i n v o l v i n g  c o n s t i t u -  
t l o n a l i t y  o f  s t a t u t e ,  munic- 
i p a l  c h a r t e r  p rov ls ion ,  o r  
ordlnance: ac t lons  o f  P u h l i c  
U t i 1  i t l e s  Comnl ssion: water 
cases; and E l e c t i o n  Code. 

J 

COURT OF APPEALS 

10 judges 
J u r l  sd l  c t  1 on: - Appeals from lower courts,  

I n d u s t r l a l  C o n i s s i o n .  and 
Banklng Board. 

A 
DISTRICT COURT (22) 

Consti t u t f  onal 1 t y  o f  
s ta tu te ,  ordlnance, 
o r  municlpal  c h a r t e r  

p r o v l  s lon 

107 judges 
J u r l  s d l  c t  1 on: - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s ,  es ta te ,  c l v i l  appeals 
mental h e a l t h  and misce l -  
laneous c l v i l .  Exc lus lve  
domestfc r e l a t l o n s  
j u r l s d l c t i o n .  - Appeals and m l  sce l  1 aneous 
c r l i n l n a l .  Exc lus lve  
t r i a h l e  fe lony  j u r l s d l c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r l s d l c -  
t l o n .  except f n  Denver. 

Jury  t r l a l s .  except i n  appeals. 

I WATER COURT (7) 

8 d l s t r i c t  judges serve 
J u r l  s d i  c t  i o n  : - Real p roper ty  r l g h t s .  

I Jury t r 1 a1 s . 

Court  o f  
record  

4 
DENVER PROBATE COURT 

1 judge 
J u r l  s d i  c t l  on: - Exc lus lve  e s t a t e  and mental 

h e a l t h  j u r l  s d l c t l  on. 

Jury  t r l  a1 s . 

3 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t l o n :  - Excluslve adopt ion and 

- Exc lus lve  j u v e n i l e  

support lcustody j u r l s d i c t l o n  
I n  Denver. 

j u r l s d l c t i o n  i n  Denver. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I DENVER SUPERIOR COURT I C e r t l o r a r i  

1 judge 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  

COUNTY COURT (63) 

appeals from 
Denver County an' 
MunlCiDal Courts - Concurrent j u r l s d l c t l o n  w l t h  

D l s t r l c t  Coiirt I n  a l l  c l v i l  
ac t lons  hetween S1,OOO-SS.OOO. 

Jury  t rl  a1 s . 

109 judges 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s  and c l v l l  t r l a l  c o u r t  
appeals. Exc lus ive  smal l  
c la lms j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Appeals. Exc lus lve  l l m l t e d  
felony, misdemeanor, and O M /  
DUI j u  ri  sd i  c t  ton. - Moving t r a f f i c  and mlsce l -  
laneous t r a f f  i c .  

Jury t r l a l s ,  except I n  smal l  
c la ims and appeals. 

Denver County and 
Munlclpal  Courts 

only.  

j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

No j u r y  t r l  a1 s. 

Ind ica tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 

1 

MUNICIPAL COURT (210) 

240 judges 

laneous t r a f  f 1 c. Exc lus l  vf 
ordl nance v l o l  a t l o n  

Court of  

r e s o r t  
' l a s t  

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Courts of 
general 

j u r l s d i c t l o n  

Courts of  
1 i m l  t e d  

u r i  s d l  c t  I on 
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CONNECTICUT COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 

6 j u s t i c e s  
J u r l  s d i c t l o n :  
- Appeals from Appe l la te  Sesslon o f  Super ior  

Court upon c e r t l f l c a t l o n .  - Appeals as a mat te r  o f  r i g h t  from dec ls ions  
o f  Super lor  Court (except zoning whfch must 
be c e r t l f l e d  by two j u s t i c e s ) .  - 

t 
I 

APPELLATE SESSION OF SIIPERIOR COURT 

3 Super lor Court judges serve 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  : - C i v l l  appeals under $7,000, p a t e r n i t y .  

- Appeals o f  c r i m i n a l  ordinance v l o l a t l o n s  

- Motor v e h i c l e  appeals. 

support ,  URESA. 

w i t h  f l n e s  under $1,000, p r i s o n  l e s s  than 
1 year. 

SUPERIOR COURT (48) 

131 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  - P a t e r n l t y  and bastardy.  mental h e a l t h  and 

miscel laneous c l v l l .  Exc lus ive  t o r t ,  
con t rac t .  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  smal l  
c la ims, marr iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  and 
a d m l n i s t r a t l v e  agency appeals j u r i s d l c t l o n .  - Exc lus lve  c r l m l n a l  j u r l s d l c t l o n ,  except f o r  
c r i m i n a l  appeals. - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r l s d l c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  except 
f o r  uncontested park lng  whlch i s  no t  
counted. 

Jury  t r f a l s  I n  most cases. 1 t PROBATE COURT (129) 

129 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - P a t e r n l t y  and bastardy,  n lsce l laneous 

domestlc r e l a t l o n s .  mental h e a l t h  and 
mlcel laneous c l v l l .  Exc lus lve  adopt ion 
and e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I I NO j u r y  t r l a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed la te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
l l m l t e d  

j u r i  s d l  c t i  on 1 
I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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DELAWARE COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

- 

- 

SUPRENE COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Censor commi t tee .  - Advisory opinions. 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  sd i  c t f  on 

I 

A 4 
SUPERIOR COURT (3)  

COURT OF cmmn PLEAS ( 3 )  

5 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t  i on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s  and miscellaneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony  and misdemeanor. 

Jury  t r i a l s  I n  some cases. 

COURT OF CHANCERY (3) 

3 chance l lo rs  
J u r i s d i  c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s  and mental heal th.  
Exc lus ive  e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

, 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT (19) 

53 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace and 1 
c h i e f  mag is t ra te  
J u r i  sdt c t  i on: - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  

- Misdemeanor and DMI/DUI.  
- Moving t r a f f i c  and mlscel laneous 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  land lo rd / tenant  cases 
only.  

r i g h t s .  

t r a f  f i c. 

11 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t ,  adoptions, misce l -  

laneous domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental 
h e a l t h  and miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus ive  c i v i l  appeals. - Misdmeanor. Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  

Oivorce. 
Contractual  

support 
aareements. 

fe lony, c r i m i n a l  appeals and mls- 
c e l  laneoiis c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  I n  most cases. 

I 

+ 

FAMILY COURT (3)  

12 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t  i on : - Adoptions and miscellaneoiis 

domestic r e l a t i o n s .  Exclusive 
marr iage d i s s o l u t i o n .  support /  
custody and p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  
j u r i  sd 1 c t  Ion. - Misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c  and mlscellaneoiis 
t r a f f i c  ( j u v e n i l e ) .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s. 

I I WNICIPAL COURT OF YILMIMGTOH 

3 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - L imi ted  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
DWI /nu 1. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 
S COURT (13) 

12 aldermen. 2 deputies, 1 ass is tan t ,  
1 a l t e r n a t e ,  and I mayor 
J u r i  s d i c t  ion :  - Exc lus ive  smal l  c la ims 

- Misdemeanor and DWI/DI I I .  - T r a f  f i c/o ther  v i  o l  a t  ion. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Coi i r ts o f  

general 
Ju r i d 1  c t  1 on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

C l M T  OF APPEALS 

9 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Appeals f rom t h e  Super ior Court  and 

c e r t a i n  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia agencies. 

44 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus ive  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except 

f o r  appeals. - Exc lus ive  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except 
f o r  appeals. - Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  most p a r k i n g  
cases which a r e  handled adrninistra- 
t i v e l y .  - Exc lus l  ve j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

1 Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Court  of 
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t i  on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. T 
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FLORIDA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

S U P R M  COURT I 
7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on : 
- C i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  appeals and w r i t s  o f  

c e r t i o r a r i  from lower courts,  agencies, 
and c m i s s i o n s .  - D i r e c t  appeals on c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  quest ions 
death penal ty,  bond v i o l a t i o n ,  and cases 
o f  great p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t .  

Const i t u t i  onal 
quest i on. 

Death penal ty.  
Bond va l ida t ton .  

L 

OISTRICT COURTS OF APPEAL (5) 

45 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i o n  : - C i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  appeals and w r i t s  o f  

c e r t i o r a r i  from C i r c u i t  Courts, agencies, 
and comnlssions. 

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (20) 

326 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s ,  mental hea l th ,  estate.  and on the  
record a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency and t r i a l  c o u r t  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r i m i n a l .  
appeals j u r i  s d i c t i o n .  

1 

- Misdemeanor, DMI/nUI and miscellaneous 

- Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

Exc lus ive  fe lony  and on t h e  record  

1 
I 

COUNTY COURT (67) 

201 judges 
J u r i  s d l c t  f on: - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  and 

- Misdemeanor. DwI/DUI and miscellaneous 

- Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  except f o r  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  a l l  bu t  miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  

1 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  small c la ims 
j u r i  sd i  c t  i on. 

c r i m i n a l  . 
no park ing  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Intermedl a t e  
appe l l  a t e  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u  r i  s d i c t  I o n  

Ind ica tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t- 
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GEORGIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I )I 

C a p i t a l  fe lon ies .  

SUPREME COURT I 
7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i c t  i on: - Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over cases o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  issue. t i t l e  t o  land, v a l i d i t y  o f  

- C e r t i f i e d  quest ions and c e r t i o r a r i  f rom Court o f  Appeals. 

and c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  w i l l s .  habeas corpus. e x t r a o r d i n a r y  remedies, c o n v l c t i o n s  o f  
c a p i t a l  f e l o n i e s ,  equ i ty ,  d ivorce .  alimony. 

equ i ty ,  d ivorce. 

9 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t l  on: - Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over lower c o u r t s  i n  cases i n  which t h e  Supreme Court  has no 

exc l  u s i v e  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

COURT OF APPEALS (3)  I 

A 
JUVEHILE COURT (159 )  

40 judges. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Juveni le.  - Moving t r a f f i c  and miscel laneous 

t r a f  f i c. 

COUNTY COURT (3) 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (2) 

a 
SUPERIOR COURT (42) 

114 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  c i v i l  appeals and 

miscel laneous c l v i l .  Exc lus ive  r e a l  
p roper ty  r i g h t s  and domestic 
re1 a t i  ons j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. - Misdemeanor and DUI/DUI. Exc lus fve  
t r i a b l e  fe lony ,  c r i m i n a l  appeal and 
m i  sce l  laneous c r i m i  na l  j u r l  s d i c t i o n .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  except f o r  
parking. - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i  a1 s . 

2 judges 
J u r i  s d l  c t ion :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t  

and small 
claims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony  
and misdemeanor. 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  -I- c l v i l  cases. 

3 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t  i on : - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  

smal l  c la ims and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous 
c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  felony. 
misdemeanor and 
ow 1 /DU I .  - Moving t r a f f i c  
and misce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f  I C .  

3 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on : - f o r t .  c o n t r a c t  

and small 
claims. - L i m i t e d  felony. 

Jury  t r i a l s .  

. 
STATE COURT (60) 

30 f u l l - t i m e ,  and 
47 p a r t - t i m e  judges. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  

small c la ims and 
miscel laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  felony, 
m l  sdemeanor and 
our/ou1. - Moving t r a f f i c  and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r 1 a1 s . 

JUSTICE of T M  PEACE 

1.531 judgeships 

SMALL CLAIMS COURT ( 9 7 )  

97 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: 

SMALL CLAIMS COURT ( 9 7 )  

97 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: 

JUSTICE of T M  PEACE 
COURT 

1.531 judgeships 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Small c la ims and c i v i l  

- L i m i t e d  felony. 

- Contract  and smal l  

- L i m i t e d  felony. 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some cases. No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

RECORDER'S COURT. MAYOR'S 
COURT. CRIMINAL COURT, 
MUNICIPAL COURT, CITY 
COUNCIL COURT. POLICE 
COURT ( 407) r- J u r i  sd i c t  1 on : 
- L i m i t e d  fe lony  and 

- T r a f f i c l o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

DWI /OUI .  

1 

PROBATE COURT (159 )  

159 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t i o n :  - Mental hea l th ,  

e s t a t e  and misce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  - Misdemeanor and 
OW I /DUI  . - Moving t r a f f i c  and 
miscel laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

f 
MAGISTRATE'S COURT (4) 

5 mag is t ra tes  
J u r i  s d i c t  i on: - T o r t ,  c o n t r a c t  and small - L i m i t e d  claims. fe lony .  

- Moving t r a f f i c .  m isce l -  
laneous t r a f f i c  and 
ordinance v l o l  a t  i ons. 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some 
1 ocat ions.  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r l  sd 1 c t  1 on 

Cour i o f  
1 i m l  ted  

i u r i  sd ic  t 1 on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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GUAM COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

J u r i  s d i c t  i on: - Excl  u s i  ve c i  v i  1 j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on. - Exc lus i ve  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Appeals t o  t h e  Uni ted States 
D i s t r i c t  Court f o r  t h e  T e r r l t o r y  

o f  Guam ( 9 t h  C i r c u i t )  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t  1 on 

I Ind ica tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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HAWAII COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t l c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - O r i g i n a l  j u r l s d l c t i o n  t o  i ssue a l l  necessary w r i t s  and 

o t h e r  j u r i s d l c t l o n  as may be prov ided by law. - Exc lus ive  j u r i s d l c t l o n  over a l l  b a r  examinatlon 
matters.  l i c e n s i n g  o f  a t to rneys ,  and quest ions reserved 
by a federa l  a p p e l l a t e  cour t .  I - Appe l la te  j u r i s d l c t l o n  over a l l  lower cour ts .  

I 
I 
I 

It I INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges 
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Concurrent j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h  

Supreme Court over a l l  mat te rs  
n o t  w l t h l n  t h e  e x c l u s i v e  j u r l s -  

CIRCUIT COURT MD FMILY COURT (4)  

21 judges and 7 d i s t r l c t  f a m i l y  judges. 
judge hears contested land matters,  and one c i r c u i t  judge 
hears t a x  appeals. 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  and miscel laneous 

c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  domestlc r e l a t i o n s .  mental hea l th ,  e s t a t e  
and c l v i l  appeals. - Misdemeanor, nMI/nUI and miscel laneous c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus ive  
t r i a b l e  fe lony  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f l c  and miscel laneous t r a f f l c .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  

One f i r s t  c i r c u i t  

DISTRICT COURT (4) 

18 judges 
J u r l  s d l  c t  1 on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  and miscel laneous 

- Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI. 

- Movlng t r a f f l c  and mlscel laneous t r a f f i c .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  smal l  c la lms j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

park lng  and ordinance v l o l a t l o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Exc lus ive  l i r n l t e d  fe lony  

Exc lus lve  

A 

1 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. f 
c 
I I n d i c a t e s  assignment of cases. 

Coitrt of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l  a t e  

c o u r t  1 
Court of  

general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r l  s d l  c t  1 on 1 
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IDAHO COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on: - O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c la ims against  

- Appeals f rom i n t e r i m  orders  and f i n a l  

- Appeals from a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. 

s t a t e  (adv isory  op in ions) .  

judgments i n  D i s t r i c t  Coiirt. 

31 judges and 7 1  lawyer and non-lawyer 
magistrates.  and 6 t r i a l  cour t  adminis-  
t r a t o r s  
J u r i  sd i c t  i on : - Exc lus ive  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus ive  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c l o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

I Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small c la ims. 

j u r i  s d i c t i o n .  

I 

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court of  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t  ton 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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ILLINOIS COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREM COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r l  s d l c t l o n  - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  o r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

revenue, mandamus, p r o h l h i t l o n .  and 
habeas corpus. - Appeals as a mat te r  o f  r i g h t  from C i r c u i t  
Court when death sentence imposed and from 
Appe l la te  Court when federa l  o r  s t a t e  
c o n s t i t u t l o n a l  quest ion a r l s e s  f o r  the  
f i r s t  t h e  o r  on c e r t i f i c a t e  hy t h e  
Appe l la te  Court. - Other appeals from C l r c u l t  and Appe l la te  

1 Court as provlded by Supreme Court r u l e .  
' - R e d l s t r i c t l n g  o f  General Assembly. 

A b l l l t y  o f  Governor t o  serve o r  resume 
~ o f f i c e .  Admlssion and d i s c i p l i n e  o f  

a t to rneys .  

I 
Death sentence. 
Other appeals p rov lded by r u l e .  

APPELLATE COIlRT 
(5  DISTRICTS) 

34 judges 
J u r  1 sd l c t i on : - Appeals as a mat te r  o f  r i g h t  except i n  

cases appealable d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  Supreme 
Court o r  from jiidgments o f  a c q u i t t a l  I n  
c r i m l n a l  cases. - D i r e c t  revlew o f  a d m l n i s t r a t i v e  ac t fons  as 
provided by law. 

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (21) 

385 c l r c u l t  and 300 assoc ia te  c i r c u i t  
judges 
J u r l  sd l  c t  1 on: - Exc lus ive  c l v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  c r i m i n a l  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n  

- Exc lus ive  j u v e n l  l e  j u r l  s d l c t l o n .  
j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

I n  termed i a t  e 
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  I 
Court of  

general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d l c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 1 
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INDIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

C i v i l  i f  amount i s  
g rea ter  than $50. 

Cr imina l  i f  sentence i s  
g rea ter  than 50 years. 

SUPREME COURT 

COURT OF APPEALS (4) 

12 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t i  on: - C i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  appeals no t  heard 

- Reviews f i n a l  dec is ions  o f  adminis- 

I 
by Supreme Court. 

t r a t i v e  agencies. 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i o n :  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Cr iminal  appeals w i t h  minimum pena l ty  g rea ter  than 10 years. 

- C o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  o f  s t a t e  o r  federa l  s t a t u t e  and habeas corpus appeals. a r i s i n g  out o f  

- O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over admission t o  t h e  bar, p r a c t i c e  o f  law. a t to rney  d i s c i p l i n e ,  and 

C i v i l  appeals if amount i n  controversy i s  g rea ter  than $50. 

c r i m i n a l ,  e x t r a d i t i o n .  o r  mental h e a l t h  proceedings. 

disbarment; j u d i c i a l  d i s c i p l i n e .  removal, and ret i rement.  

SUPERIOR COURT ( 9 7 )  

96 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t .  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r l g h t s ,  

small c la ims, domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  
mental heal th,  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals 
and miscellaneous c i v i l .  - Felony, misdemeanor, OWI/OUI, c r i m i n a l  
appeals and miscel laneous c r im ina l .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  p a r k i n g  and misce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  - Juveni le.  

I J u r y  t r i a l s ,  except i n  park ing  cases. I 

COUNTY COURT (65) 

61 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s .  small 
c la ims, mental h e a l t h  
and miscel laneous c i v i l .  - L imi ted  fe lony ,  misde- 
meanor, OWI/OUI and 
miscel laneous c r i m i n a l .  - T r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t ion .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. + CITY COURT (53) 

53 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: 
- T o r t  and cont rac t .  - Misdemeanor and DWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t t o n .  

CIRCUIT COURT ( 9 2 )  

89 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on : - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

small c la ims, domestic r e l a t i o n s .  
mental heal th,  estate,  c i v i l  appeals 
and miscel laneous c i v i l .  - Felony, misdemeanor, OWI/OUl, c r i m i n a l  
appeals and m i  scel  1 aneous c r i m i  na l  . - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing  and misce l -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a l s .  except i n  park ing  cases. 

PROBATE COURT (1) 

1 judge 
J u r i  sd i c t  i on: - Adoptions, e s t a t e  and 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a1 s . 

4 
TOWN COURT (22) 

22 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Misdemeanor and DUI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  1 

MllNlCIPAL COURT OF llARInN 
COllNTY 

15 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s .  mental 
h e a l t h  and m i  scel  1 aneous 
c i v i  1. - L imi ted  fe lony ,  misde- 
meanor, OWI/DIII and 
m i  scel  1 aneous c r i m i n a l  . - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  

a 
SMLL CLAIMS COURT OF 
MARION COUNTY (8) 

A judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Small claims. - M i  s c e l l  aneous c r i m i  nal  . 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

1 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r l s d i c t i o n  
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IOWA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

p . E W  COURT 

9 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appeals as o f  r i g h t  i n  a l l  cases from 

D i s t r i c t  Court except r e a l  e s t a t e  under 
$1,000 o r  dec is ions on smal l  c la ims 
appeals. 

I J t l  
If 

C M T  OF APPEALS 

5 judges 
J u r i  sd i c t i  on : - Appeals and o r i g i n a l  proceedings 

t r a n s f e r r e d  by t h e  Supreme Court. 

I 
DISTRICT COURT ( 8 )  

92 judges: 30 d i s t r i c t  assoc iate judges; 
9 s u b s t i t u t e  d i s t r i c t  assoc iate judges: 
and 166 pa r t - t ime  magistrates. 
J u r i  s d i c t  ion: 
- Exc lus ive c i v i l  j u r i d i c t l o n .  - Exc lus ive c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exclus ive j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exclus ive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  uncontested 
parking. 

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  smal l  c la ims and 
mental h e a l t h  cases. 

I Ind i ca tes  rou te  o f  appeal. 

Cour t  of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In termediate 
appe l l a te  

cou r t  

Court of  
genera 1 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  : 
4 

I nd i ca tes  t r a n s f e r  o f  cases. 
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KANSAS COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

- 

- 

SUPREME COURT 

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

. ). 

- Exc lus tve  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d l c t i o n  i n  cases 
where a s t a t u t e  o f  Kansas or of the  IJnited 
States has heen h e l d  u n c o n s t f t u t l o n a l .  - Appe l la te  j u r l s d l c t i o n  by r i g h t  of  cons t f -  
t u t l o n a l  issues prev io i i s ly  declded hy t h e  
Court o f  Appeals. - D lscre t ionary  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d l c t i o n  over 
a l l  dec ls lons  made hy t h e  Court o f  Appeals. 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Exc lus lve  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d l c t l o n  i n  Class 

A and B fe lon ies .  and sentences w i t h  a 
maxfmum o f  1 i f e .  - Exc lus lve  o r l g l n a l  j u r l s d i c t l o n  I n  any 
s u i t  I n  law or equ i ty .  d i s c l p l l n e  o f  
a t to rneys  and judges. and any controversy 
r e l a t l n g  t o  t h e  apportionment o f  represen- 
t a t l o n  I n  t h e  s t a t e  l e o l s l a t u r e .  

S ta te  s t a t u t e  
dec la red  

unconst i  t i  t u i o n a l  t 
1 

COURT OF APPEALS 1 
7 judges 
Jur  1 s d l c t l  on: - A l l  appeals from D l s t r l c t  Court except 

those reviewable by t h e  D l s t r l c t  Court or 
I n  which d l r e c t  appeal t o  t h e  Supreme 
Court I s  posslble.  - W r l t s  o f  haheas corpus. - Revlew o f  a d m l n l s t r a t l v e  a c t l o n s  as 
provlded hy law. 

7 1  d l s t r l c t .  67 associate d l s t r l c t .  and 
13 d i s t r i c t  mag is t ra te  judges 
Juri s d i c t l o n :  - Exc l i i s i  ve c i  v i  1 j u r i  s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus lve  cr t rn lnal  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus lve  j u v e n l l e  j u r i s d i c t l o n .  - Exc lus ive  moving t r a f f i c  and misce l -  

1 aneoiis t r a f  f i c  juri s d i c t l o n .  

Jury t r I a1 s . 

t 
356 judges .  

J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus ive  ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  and 
park ing  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Intermedl a t e  
appel l  a t e  

cour t  1 
coirr t  of  
general 

jtiri sdl  c t  f on 

Coiirt o f  
1 I m l  ted  

j u r l  s d t c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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KENTUCKY COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - D i r e c t  appeals on judgment o f  death. 

l i f e  imprisonment. o r  imprisonment 
f o r  over 20 years. - Motions t o  t r a n s f e r  from Court o f  
Appeals f o r  causes o f  g rea t  and 
inmediate importance. - D i s c r e t i o n a r y  review o f  Court o f  I Appeals decis ions. 

Judgment o f  death. 
L i f e  imprisonment 
o r  sentence grea ter  
than 20 years. 

I 
CMlRT OF APPEALS 

14 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appeals as a m a t t e r  o f  r i g h t  on 

judgments o f  t h e  C i r c u i t  Court. - Review o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
decis ions. 

1 

I CIRCUIT COURT (56) 

91 judges I J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: 
Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  
and estate.  Exc lus ive  domestic r e l a -  
t i o n s ,  except f o r  pa tern i ty /bas tardy .  
mental hea l th .  c i v i l  appeals and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous c i  v i  1 j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. 
Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  
and c r i m i n a l  appeal j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Jury  t r i a l s .  except i n  appeals. I ' DISTRICT COURT (56) 

123 judges 
J u r i s d l c t i o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t .  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and estate.  Exc lus ive  p a t e r n i t y /  
bastardy and smal l  c la ims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  fe lony  
and O W I / O U I  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j i i r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Intermedi a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court  o f  
general 

juri s d i  c t i  on 

Court o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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LOUISIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

JEFFERSON 
PARISH (2) 

3 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  

r e a l  p roper ty  
r i g h t s  and 
small claims. - H i  sdemeanor. - Ordinance 
v i  o l  a t i  on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

EAST BATON 
PEACE COURT (445) 

445 j u s t i c e s  o f  
t h e  peace - Tort .  con t rac t ,  
J u r i  sd i c t  i on : r e a l  p roper ty  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r i g h t s  and 

r e a l  p roper ty  small claims. 
r i g h t s  and - M i  sdmeanor. 
small claims. - Ordinance 

- f r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t  ion.  
v i o l a t i o n .  - Ji iveni le,  excepl 

f o r  s t a t u s  
p e t i t i o n s .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

58 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  
* 

I S U P R W  COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - General supervisory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Appeals In  c r i m i n a l  cases with f i n e s  grea ter  than 1500, sentence grea ter  than 6 

- Exc lus ive  o r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  d i s c i p l i n a r y  proceedings against  a member o f  the  
months, c i v i l  cases, and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  o f  ordinance o r  s t a t u t e .  

bar. 

TNILE COURT (3)  

10 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t  i on: - Support/custody. 

adopt ion and 
mental heal th.  

C i v i l ,  
J u v e n i l e  

RAYOA'S COURT (2400) 1 

FAMILY COURT 

3 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Support/custod: 

adopt ion and 
mental heal th.  - Juveni le.  

MUNICIPAL COURT OF NEW ORLEANS TRAFFIC COURT OF NEU ORLEANS 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

32 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t  ion:  - C i v i l  appeals only.  Appeals from 

Familv Court. Juven i le  Court. 

I 
Fine grea ter  

than 1500. 
Sentence 

grea ter  than 
6 m8 

I 1 Criminal  

160 judges. 7 commissioners, 

- Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  
adopt ion and mental heal th.  Exclusive 
marr iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  support lcustody, 
pa tern i ty /bas tardy .  es ta te ,  c i v i l  appeals 
and miscel laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r i m i n a l  appeal j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  fe lony and 

- Juveni le.  

I Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

hs. 

J u r i  s d i  c t i  on : - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

4 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on: - Misdemeanor. - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

4 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t i  on: - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing  and 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

m i  scel  laneous t r a f f  i c .  

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

7 In te rmed ia te  

Court of 
general 

j u r i  s d i c t l o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  s d i c t  1 on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  of  appeal. t 
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MAINE COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPRE# JUDICIAL COURT 

7 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l  s d l  c t f  on: - O r l g l n a l  j u r i s d l c t l o n  l n  e q u l t y  con- 

c u r r e n t  w l t h  Super ior  Court. - Hears f l n a l  appeals from lower c o u r t s  
and a p p e l l a t e  review o f  c r i n l n a l  
sentencing. 

1 
SUPERIOR COURT (16) 

14 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r l g h t s .  

marr lage d i s s o l u t l o n .  support lcustody, 
c l v l l  appeals and miscel laneous c l v l l .  
Exc lus ive  p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  
j u r l  s d l c t l  on. 

fe lony  , appeal and m l  scel  1 aneous 
c r l m l n a l  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

- Misdemeanor and DUI/DUI. Exc lus lve  

- Moving t r a f f l c  and ordinance v l o l a t f o n .  

I Jury  t r l a l s  i n  most cases. 

4 
DISTRICT COURT (33) 

21 judges 
J u r l  s d i c t l  on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r l g h t s  

and d m e s t l c  r e l a t l o n s  (except f o r  
adopt lons and p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y ) .  
Exc lus ive  smal l  c la lms and mental 
h e a l t h  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI .  Exc lus lve  
l l m f t e d  fe lony  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  - Movlng t r a f f i c  and ordinance v l o l a t f o n  
Exc lus lve  park lng  and rnlscellaneous 
t r a f f l c  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  - Exc lus lve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court  of  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  1 

a 
I 

- 
PRORATE COURT (16) 

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

16 judges 
J u r i  sd i c t i  on : - Exc lus lve  adoption, mfscel laneoi is 

domestic r e l a t l o n s  and e s t a t e  
j u r l s d l c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
There I s  an A d m l n l s t r a t l v e  Court which hears o n l y  c m p l a l n t s  t h a t  a re  heard by a d m l n l s t r a t i v e  
agencles i n  o t h e r  states.  

t 

Courts o f  
1 i m l  t e d  

j u r i s d l c t l o n  
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MARYLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I 
C e r t i o r a r i  
o f  D i s t r i c t  

Court  appeals. 

r l  
13 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t l o n :  - Exc lus lve  i n i t i a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

over anv revlewable .iudament o f  a C i r c u i t  

COURT OF APPEALS 

7 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - C e r t i o r a r i  review o f  Court o f  Special 

Appeal s. - Uniform C e r t i f i c a t l o n  o f  Quest ions o f  
Law Act. 

1 CWRT OF SPECIAL APPEALS 1 

Court i r  Orphan's Cob; except f o r  
appeals i n  c r i m i n a l  cases i n  which t h e  
death pena l ty  i s  Imposed. 

J u v e n i l e  
i n  Montgomery 

county 

CIRCUIT COURT (24) 

97 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s .  es ta te ,  and misce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  
d a e s t l c  r e l a t i o n s ,  mental 
h e a l t h  and a d m i n l s t r a t i v e  agency 
and t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals 
j u r i  s d i c t  1 on. - Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  fe lony  
and appeal j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

7 
- 
DISTRICT COURT (24) 

86 judges and c h i e f  judge 
J u r i  s d i  c t i o n  : - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s  and mlscel laneous c i v i l ,  
Exc lus ive  small c la ims 
j u r l  s d l  c t  ion. - Mlsdemeanor and DWI/DUI.  - Juveni le.  - Exc lus ive  moving t r a f f i c  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and 
miscel laneous t r a f f l c  
j u r i  sd i  c t i  on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

de novo 

I 
ORPHAN'S COURT (22) 

66 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t  1 on: - Estate,  except where such cases 

are handled by C i r c u f t  Court I n  
bn tgomery  and Har fo rd  counties. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court of 
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 
Intermedi a t e  

appel 1 a t e  
c o u r t  

Courts of  
1 fmf t e d  

j u r i  s d l c t  1 on I 
I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 

186 



MASSACHUSElTS COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

APPEALS COURT 

~ __ ~~ 

SUPREHE JUDICIAL COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i c t  1 on : - O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  e q u i t y  mat te rs  and 

cases a r i s i n g  under s p e c i f i c  s t a t u t e s  which 
cannot be t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  a lower cour t .  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  and 
c r i m i n a l  matters.  - Cr imina l  appeals o f  death o r  l i f e  imprison- 
ment sentence. 

Appe l la te  review o f  cases from Appeals Court 
on c e r t i  f i c a t i o n .  

SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT (14) 

DISTRICT COURT 
DEPARRlEWT (69) 

I 
Death pena l ty .  

L i f e  imprfsonment.* 

3 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

' (Located i n  Hampden 
County and the  C i t y  
o f  Boston.) - Real p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and smal l  c la ims. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

10 judges 
Jur  1 sd i  c t  1 on: - C i v i l  ac t ions ,  e q u i t y  matters,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  appeals, and pro- 
ceedings r e l a t i n g  t o  ex t raord inar )  
w r i t s .  - Cr imina l  mat te rs  (except death o r  
l i f e  imprisonment. 

I 
TRIAL COURT OF THE COIQO)(IEALTH 

56 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s ,  c i v i l  appeals and 
miscel laneous c i v i  1. - T r i a b l e  fe lony  and misce l -  
laneous c r i m i n a l .  

153 j u s t  i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims, support, 
custody, p a t e r n i  t y /bas tardy ,  
mental hea l th ,  c i v i l  appeals 
and miscel laneous c i v i l .  - T r i a b l e  fe lony, l l m i t e d  
fe lony ,  misdemeanor, DWI/DUI 
and c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a l s .  I Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some cases. 

JUVENILE COURT 
DEPARTMENT (4) 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  sd i c  t i  on: 
( l o c a t e d  i n  Boston, 
Worchester, 
S p r i n g f i e l d .  and 
B r i s t o l . )  - Juveni le.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT 
DEPARTNENT 

9 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims. support /  
custody. mental hea l th .  c i v i l  
appeal s and m i  scel  1 aneous 
c i v i l .  - T r l a b l e  f e l o n y ,  misdemeanor, 
DWI/DI I I  and c r i m i n a l  appeals. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some cases. - 
LAND CWRT DEPARTMENT 

3 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Real p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Jury  t r i a1 s . 

PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT 
OEPARTMENT (14) 

33 j u s t  i c e s  
J u r i  sd i c  t ion:  - Support/custody, 

p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y  and 
miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus ive  marr iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n .  adoption, 
m i  s c e l l  aneous domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  and e s t a t e  
j u r i  sd i c t  i on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Intermedl a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal 

J u d i c i a l  Court dec id ing  which c o u r t  w i l l  hear each case. 
'Appeals g e n e r a l l y  may be taken t o  e i t h e r  t h e  Appeals Court o r  t h e  Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court w i t h  t h e  Supreme 
t 
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MICHIGAN COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

217 judges 
J u r l  sd i c t  i on: - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 
small clalms. - L i m i t e d  felony, mls- 
demeanor and OUI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f l c ,  m l s -  
cel laneous t r a f f l c  and 
ordinance v l o l  at lon.  

Jury  t r l a l s  I n  most 
cases. 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l  s d l  c t l  on: - Considers a p p l i c a t l o n s  f o r  leave t o  appeal, 

malnly from decisfons o f  t h e  Court o f  
Appeals, and gran ts  appeals as a mat te r  of  
d l  s c r e t l  on. 

107 judges 
J u r i  s d l  c t i o n :  - Patern l ty /bas tardy  and 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus lve  adoptlon, 
miscel laneous domestlc 
re1 a t  i ons. mental 
h e a l t h  and es ta te .  

- Moving t r a f f l c  and 
m i  scel  1 aneous t r a f f  l c .  - Exc lus lve  j u v e n l l e  
j u r i  s d i  c t  1 on. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

COURT OF CLAIMS 

1 c i r c u i t  judge serves 
J u r l  s d i c t l o n :  - Miscel laneous c l v l l  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s . 

t 
COURT OF APPEALS (3  PANELS) 

18 judges 
J u r l s d l c t i o n :  - Appeals as a mat te r  o f  r i g h t  from C l r c u l t  

Court and Recorder's Court o f  Oet ro i t .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I' 
In te rmed ia te  

appel 1 a t e  
c o u r t  

A 

RECORDER'S COURT OF DETROIT. + CIRCUIT COURT (53) 

165 judges 
J u r l  sd l  c t  ion :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s .  p a t e r n t t y l b a s t a r d y  and 
mlscel laneous c l v l l .  Exc lus ive  
marr iage d l s s o l u t l o n .  support /  
custody and c l v l l  appeals 
j u r l  s d l  c t 1 on. 

I Jury  t r i a1 s . 

t 

23 judges 
J u r l s d i c t f o n :  - Felony, mlsdemeanor and OUI/OUI. 

Exc lus lve  mlscellaneous c r i m l n a l  
j u  r l  sd l  c t l  on. 

- T r a f  f l c / o t h e r  v l o l  a t l  on. 

Jury  t r i a l s .  I 

CUMIN PLEAS COURT OF 
OETRO I T+ 

13 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 
small clalms. 

Jury  t r i a l s .  except I n  
smal 1 claims. 

10 judges 
J u r i  s d l c t l o n :  - Tort .  con t rac t .  r e a l  

p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 
small claims. - L lmi ted  fe lony ,  m l s -  
demeanor and 0Ul/OUl. 

- Hovlng t r a f f l c .  m i s -  
c e l l  aneous traff  l c  and 
ordinance v l o l  a t lon .  

I Jury  t r i a l s  I n  most 
cases. 

Courts o f  
general 

j u r l s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 l m l  ted  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 

D i s t r i c t  Court. 
* I n  September, 1981. t h e  Recorder's Court o f  O e t r o l t  and the  Common Pleas Court o f  D e t r o l t  were comhlned w l t h  t h e  36 th  
t 
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MINNESOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

CONCILIATION COURT 
(10 d i s t r i c t s )  

per  diem referees serve 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Small c la ims. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

9 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i c t i o n :  - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 

DISTRICT COURT (10) 

70 judges and 2 j u v e n i l e  judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

domestic r e l a t i o n s .  mental hea l th ,  
estate,  c i v i l  appeals, and misce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  

Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Mlsdemeanor and c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

- Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a1 s . I 

(10 d i s t r i c t s )  

28 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t i  on : - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  pro- 

p e r t y  r i g h t s  and c i v i l  
appeals. - Llmi ted  fe lony ,  misdemeanor 
and DWI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

~ Ju ry  t r i a l s .  I 

COUNTY COURT (67) 

106 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t l  on: - Tort .  con t rac t .  r e a l  pro- 

p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  small c la ims, 
domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental 
heal th,  es ta te ,  and m i  sce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor 
and DWI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juveni le.  

Jury  t r i a l s .  t 

PROBATE COURT (10 d i s t r i c t s )  

2 judges 
J u r i  sd l  c t  1 on: - Mental h e a l t h  and es ta te .  

Jury  t r 1 a1 s . 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court  of  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ten  

j u r i  s d i  c t i  on 

I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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MISSOURI COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPRENE COURT 

7 judges. 2 c m i s s i o n e r s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus ive  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

cases i n v o l v i n g  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  t r e a t y .  
o r  s t a t u t e ,  revenue laws, t i t l e  o f  
O f f i c e  o f  State, death pena l ty  o r  
l i f e  imprisonment. - Hear and determine remedial w r i t s .  - General super in tend ing  c o n t r o l  over 
a l l  i n f e r i o r  courts.  I 

CWRT OF APPEALS ( 3 )  

30 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  n o t  

e x c l u s i v e l y  designated t o  Supreme 
Court. - Hear and determine remedial w r i t s .  

131 c i r c u i t ,  169 assoc ia te  c i r c u i t .  
and 384 mun ic ipa l  judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Exc lus ive  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Excl  us i ve c r i m i n a l  j u r i  sd i  c t  i on. - Exc lus ive  t r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t  i o n  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
Death pena l ty .  

L i f e  imprisonment. 
Const i t u t  i on * 

t r e a t y ,  s t a t u t e .  
Revenue 1 aws. 

T i t l e  o f  O f f i c e r  
o f  State. 

In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  sd i c t i  on 

I n d i c a t e s  rou te  o f  appeal. t 
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MONTANA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

- Mlsdemeanor and OWI/DUI. Exc lus ive  
fe lony  and appeal j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r l s d l c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i  a1 s. 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l  s d l c t  ton: 

160 judges 
J u r f s d i c t f o n :  - Tort .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s .  and small claims. - Misdemeanor and DWI/OUI. 
- Moving t r a f f l c .  parking. and 

ml sce l  laneous t r a f f i c .  

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURl 

93 judges 
J u r t s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s ,  and smal l  claims. - Misdemeanor and OWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking. and 
miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

CITY COURT 

106 judges 
J u r l  s d l c t i  on: - Tort .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s .  and small claims. 
- Mlsdemeanor and DWI/OUI. - Movlng t r a f f l c ,  parking, and 

m i  s c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus l  ve 
ordinance v l o l a t i o n  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

Jury t r i a l s  I n  some cases. 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r l  s d l c t l  on 

Courts of 
l i m i t e d  

j u r l  s d i c t l  on 

I n d l c a t e s  rou te  o f  appeal. t 
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NEBRASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 1 
7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Appeals from D i s t r i c t .  Juveni le,  and 

Workmen's Compensation Courts. - O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  cases r e l a t i n  
t o  revenue and i n  c i v i l  cases i n  which 
t h e  s t a t e  I s  a p a r t y .  

DISTRICT COURT ( 2 1 )  

~ 47 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  

c i v i l  appeals, and miscel laneous c i v i l  
Exc lus ive  domestic r e l a t f o n s .  except 
adoptions. and mental h e a l t h  
j u  r i s d i  c t  i on. 

fe lony, c r i m i n a l  appeal, and misce l -  
1 aneous c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI.  Exc lus ive  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

~~ 

SEPARATE JUVENILE COURT (3)  

4 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t l  on: - Juveni le.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

A 
COUNTY COURT ( 2 1 )  

44 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t i  on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and smal l  claims. Exc lus ive  adopt ion 
and e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - L i m i t e d  felony, misdemeanor, and DWI/ 
DUI. 

- Juveni le.  
- T r a f  f i d o t h e r  v i  o l  a t  ion. 

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  parking. 

WNICIPAL COURT (2) 

13 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  : - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  

and smal 1 claims. - L imi ted  fe lony .  misdemeanor and DWI/ 
DUI .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  I n  c i v i l  cases. 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
Coiirt o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t i  on 

~ ~ ~~ 

NORMEN'S COMPENSATION COURT 

5 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency case. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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NEVADA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Appel la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over equ i t y ,  law 

(over 6300). and a l l  o the r  c i v i l  no t  
g iven t o  a lower cour t ,  and quest ions 
o f  law i n  c r im ina l  cases o f  D i s t r i c t  
Court. 

i n  J u s t i c e  and Municipal Courts and 
appealed t o  D i s t r i c t  Court. 

- C e r t i o r a r i  review of  cases o r i g i n a t i n g  

25 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on : 
- Tor t ,  con t rac t  and r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive domestic re la t i ons ,  mental 
heal th ,  estate. c i v i l  appeals and 
miscel laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Mfsdemeanor and DWI/DUI. Exclus ive 
t r i a b l e  fe lony,  c r i i r i n a l  appeals and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous c r im ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t 
JUSTICE COURT (54)' 

54 j u s t i c e s  o f  t he  peace 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s  

smal l  claims. 
- Misdemeanor and DWIIDUI. Exclus ive 

l i m i t e d  fe lony  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing  and m isce l -  
laneous t r a f f i c .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (15)' 

1 5  judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s  and 

small claims. - Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing  and miscel -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus ive ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court of 
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Court o f  

general 
j u r i  sdt c t  i on 

Courts of  
l i m i t e d  

j u r l  s d l c t l o n  

Ind i ca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
'Nine j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace a l s o  serve as Munic ipa l  Court jirdges. 

194 

t 



NEW HAMPSHIRE COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

- 

- 

SUPREME CWRT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - F i n a l  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  issuance of 

ex t rao rd ina ry  w r i t s  and superintendence of  
lower cour ts .  

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i  s d i  c t i on 

c i  v i  1 

15 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Tor t ,  cont ract .  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  m isce l -  

laneoiis domestic r e l a t i o n s  and miscel laneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus ive marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  and 
suppor t lcustody j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus ive t r i a b l e  fe lony  and c r im ina l  appeal 

Jury  t r i  a1 s. I 

Criminal  1 DISTRICT COURT (42) 

13 f u l l - t i m e .  43 par t - t ime,  and 35 
spec i a1 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i  s d i  c t i on: - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

smal l  claims, miscel laneous domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  and miscel laneous c i v i l .  - L im i ted  fe lony,  misdemeanor and 
DU I /DU I. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s . 

t 
Criminal  

I 
C i v i l  

MUNICIPAL COURT (10) 

10 pa r t - t ime  and 2 specia l  j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on : - Real p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims and 

- L im i ted  fe lony,  misdemeanor and 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

miscel laneous c i v i l .  

DUI/DUI. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

PROBATE COURT (10) 

10 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Miscel laneous dotnestic r e l a t i o n s  and 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive 
adoption. mental h e a l t h  and es ta te  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t i on 

Ind i ca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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NEW JERSEY COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

SUPRES COURT 

7 j u s t f c e s  author ized 
J u r l  sd l  c t l  on: 

- F i n a l  appeal i n  c o n s t l t u t l o n a l  questlons. 
c a p i t a l  cases, c e r t l f i c a t l o n .  d lssents  i n  
Appe l la te  D i v i s l o n .  and as provided by l a w .  

I 

& 

lntermedi a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

APPELLATE OIVISION OFjiUPERlOR COURT 

21 judges au thor ized  
( 1  serve as a c t i n g  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  d l r e c t o r  
o f  t h e  courts.) 

J u r l  s d l  c t  1 on : 

- Appeals from lower cour ts  except Municipal  
Courts and from a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies 
except Uage and Hour Sect ion o f  Labor and 
Indus t ry  . 

t 

Court of  
general 

j u r l s d l c t  

SUPERIOR COURT: 
DIVISION (21) 

LAM DIVISION AND CHANCERY I 
215 judges authorfzed 
J u r i  s d i c t l o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r l g h t s .  

support/custody. adoption, mental h e a l t h  and 
estate.  Exc lus ive  marr lage d i s s o l u t i o n  and 
m i  s c e l l  aneous c l v l  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus lve  t r i a b l e  fe lony .  c r l m i n a l  appeal 
and miscel laneous c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d l c t i o n .  

I Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. I 

- 
COUNTY DISTRICT COURT (21) 

39 judges au thor ized  
J u r l  s d i  c t  i on : - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s .  Exc lus lve  smal l  c la lms 
j u r  i s d l  c t  lon. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and 
DM I /DU I .  - T r a f f  1 d o t h e r  v l  o la t ion .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some cases. 

‘I COURT (21) 

35 judges author ized 
J u r i  sd i c t  1 on : - Supportlcustody. Exc lus ive  

p a t e r n l t y l b a s t a r d y  
j u r i  sd i  c t 1 on. - Exc lus ive  j u v e n l l e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  I n  some cases. 
Courts o f  

l l m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  

~ 

MUNICIPAL COURT (529) 

364 judges 
J u r l  sd 1 c t  1 on: - Liml ten  fe lony ,  m l  sdemeanor 

and DWI/DUl. - T r a f  f l c / o t h e r  v l o l  at lon.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

SURROGATES (21) 

21 surrogates 
J u r i  s d l c t l o n :  - Estate. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  of  appeal. t 
There i s  a New Jersey Tax Court whlch hears o n l y  complalnts t h a t  are heard by admfn ls t ra t l ve  agencies 
i n  o t h e r  states.  
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NEW MEXICO COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

~ 

S U P R M  COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  sd i c  t i  on: - Appeals from c r i m i n a l  cases imposing 

death pena l t y  o r  l i f e  imprisonment 
and c i v i l  cases where j u r i s d i c t i o n  no t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  vested i n  Court o f  Appeals. - C e r t i o r a r i  rev iew o f  Court o f  Appeals 
dec is ions.  r 

I 
DISTRICT COURT (13) 

48 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s  and 

I 

I COURT OF APPEALS 
I 

es tate.  Exc lus ive domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  
mental heal th .  c i v i l  appeals and 
m i  scel 1 aneous c i v i l  j u r i  sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor and de novo appeals. 
Exc lus ive fe lony  j u r i  s d i c t  i on. - Excl u s i  ve juven i 1 e j u r i  sd i  c t 1 on. 

Ju ry  t r i  a1 s . 

Death penal ty .  
L i f e  imprisonment. 
Most c i v i l  cases. 

- 

7 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t f  on: - Appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over most c r i m i n a l  

cases and s p e c i f i c  types o f  c i v i l  appeals 
( n o t  w i t h i n  Supreme Court j u r i s d i c t i o n ) .  - D i r e c t  appeals frmn c e r t a i n  s t a t e  
agencies. 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i  sd l  c t i  on 

4 
I 

MISTRATE COURT (62 )  

67 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  and r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s .  - L im i ted  fe lony,  misdemeanor and 
ow l /DUI .  - Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n  and 
m i s c e l l  aneous t r a f  f IC. 

1 

I Jury t r i a l s .  I 

4 
MUNICIPAL COURT ( 8 6 )  

86 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

I No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

PROBATE COURT (32 )  

32 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Estate. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

4 
BERNALILLO COUNTY METROPOLITAN COURT' 

1 judge 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  I - Tor t .  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper t y  

I r i g h t s .  

OU1/0~II .  
- L im i ted  fe lony,  misdemeanor and 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s .  except i n  t r a f f i c .  I 

Court o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

I n  termed 1 a t e  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  1 
Court o f  

general 
j u r i  s d i c t  1 on 

Ind i ca tes  rou te  o f  appeal. 

'Court es tab l i shed  7/1/80. 
t 
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NEW YORK COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

P 

APPELLATE DIVISION OF 
SUPREME COURT (4)  

24 judges 
J u r  i sd i c t  i on: - C i v i l  and c r im ina l  appe l l a te  

j u r i  s d i  c t i on. 

COURT OF APPEALS I 
7 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - F i n a l  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  and c r i n i n a l  cases. - D i r e c t  appeal o f  questions i n v o l v i n g  p rov i s ion  of c o n s t i t u t i o n  anti t leatn sentence. 

APPELLATE TERMS OF SUPREHE COURT (3 )  

9 supreire cou r t  j u s t i c e s  serve 
( 3  i n  each appe l l a te  term). 

- C i v i l  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  two o f  the appe l l a te  terms. 
- Cr iminal  appe l l a te  j i i r i s d i c t i o n  i n  a l l  d i s t r i c t s .  

Criminal. 

e C i v i l  J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Ju ry  t r i  a l  s . 

263 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  

r i g h t s  and miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus ive marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r im ina l .  
- Felony, DWI and miscel laneous 

appeals. 
Jury  t r i  a1 s. 

104 judges 
d u r i  s d i  c t  ion:  - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  

r i g h t s  and miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus ive c i v i l  appeal 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c r i in ina l .  Exc lus ive c r im ina l  
- Felony, DUI /DUI  and miscel laneous 

C I T Y  COURT (69) * 
166 j tidyes 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - Tor t .  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  

r i g h t s  and s i ra l l  claii i is. - L im i ted  felony, misdemenaor 
and O U l / D U l .  

- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n ,  moving 
t r a f f i c  anti miscel laneous I 

TOUN AND VILLAGE JUSTICF. COURT 
(2.424) 

2,327 j i i s t i c e s  o f  the peace 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  cont ract .  r e a l  proper ty  

r i g h t s  and sinal1 claims. 
- Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI and 

and miscel laneous cr iminal .  
- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v io la t i on .  

FAMILY COURT (62) 

107 judges; 37 county judges a l s o  
serve 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Domestic r e l a t i o n s .  except 

marr iage d i sso lu t i on ,  and 
guardianship. Exc lus ive mental 
h e a l t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus i ve  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

r COURT OF CLAIMS (2) 

17 judges and 20 specia l  judges 
f o r  dangerous drug con t ro l  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t  and r e a l  

p roper t y  r i gh ts .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

d 
SURROGATES' COURT (62) 

35 surrogates; 37 county j i idgps 
a l s o  serve 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i oil: - Adoption and estate. 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  estate. 

a 
DISTRICT COURT (2) 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  c i v i l  and 
c r im ina l  cases. 

t r a f f i c .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s ,  except i n  t r a f f i c .  
I 1 I I 

I A 
1 

CRIHINAL COURT OF THE 
CITY OF WEN YORK (5) 

49 judges i n  Nassau and Su f fo l k  
Counties. 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on : - Tor t ,  cont ract .  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s  and small claims. - L im i ted  felony. misdemeanor 
and OUI/DUI. - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  moving 
t r a f f i c  and miscel laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except i n  t r a f f i c .  

CIVIL COURT OF 1HE C I T Y  
OF MEN YORK 

120 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t .  cnn t rac t .  r e a l  proper t ]  

r i g h t s ,  small claims and 
m i  sce l  lanenus c i  v i  1 .  

I Ju ry  t r i a l s .  I 

98 j i idgcs 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - L imi te f l  fe lony,  niisdenieanor 

and n U l / n l l l .  
- Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s ,  movin 

t r a t f l c  and m i s c e l l a n m i s  
t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  c r i i r i n a l  caws .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

In termediate 
appe l l a te  

cou r t  

Courts of  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Courts of 
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i  sd i c t  i on 

A 1 I nd i ca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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NORTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I 

r 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeal and misce l -  
laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

appeals j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. 
- Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  and c r i m i n a l  

Death o r  
l i f e  imprisonment. 

SUPREME Cou47 

7 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i  s d i c t  ion :  - Hears d i r e c t  appeals on death o r  l i f e  

imprisonment sentence. 
- C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  qt iest ions.  d issent  i n  Court 

o f  Appeals, and I l t l l i t l e s  Conmission 
general rate-making case appeals a re  heard 
as o f  r i g h t  from Court  o f  Appeals. 

- Other appeals o f  major i n t e r e s t  a re  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y .  

I 1 CWRT OF APPEALS 

12 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t i  on : - Appeals from lower cour ts .  t h e  U t i l i t i e s  

Conmission. I n d u s t r i a l  Commission. and 
Commissioner o f  Insurance. 

I SUPERlOR COURT (33) 

58 judges, 8 spec ia l  judges. two emergency 
judges. and 100 c l e r k s  w i t h  e s t a t e  
j u r i  s d i c t  i o n  
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on : - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive  adootion. estate.  mental heal th.  

I Jury  t r i a l s .  

4 
Cr imina l  

DISTRICT COURT (33) 

136 judges and 562 mag is t ra tes  
J u r i  s d i c t  1 on : - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive  small c la ims, c i v i l  appeals o f  
t r i a l  c o u r t  cases and non-adoption 
domestic re1 a t  ions  juri s d i c t i  on. - Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  felony, misdemeanor and 
D W I / D I I I  j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. - Exc lus ive  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  c i v i l  cases on ly .  

Court  o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 

C i v i l  

In te rmed ia te  
appel 1 a t e  

c o u r t  

Court of  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t  i on 

Court of  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  rou te  o f  appeal. t 
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NORTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

COUNTY COURT Y ITH INCREASED 
JURISDICTION (17) 

17  judges - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  
smal l  c la ims, mental h e a l t h  and 
estate.  - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, OUI/DIII  
and appeals. - Moving t r a f f i c  and miscel laneous 
t r a f f i c .  

I 
' Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - F i n a l  appe l la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

i n  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  
mat te rs  from D i s t r i c t  Courts 
and County Courts w i t h  
Increased J u r i s d i c t i o n .  

nISTRlCT COllRT (7)  

26 judges 
J u r i  s d l  c t  1 on: - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s  and estate.  Exc lus ive  
domestic r e l a t i o n s .  c l v i l  appeals 
and m i  scel  1 aneous j u r i  s d i  c t  i on. - H i  sdemaanor. appeals and m i  sce l -  
laneous c r im ina l .  Exc lus ive  t r i a b l  
fe lony  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park ing  and 
miscel  laneous t r a f  f i c .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

I 

t 

I WNICIPAL COURT (161) 

150 judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t  ion: 

- Moving t r a f f i c .  parking, 
- DWI/DUI. 

and m i  scel  1 aneous 
t r a f  f i c .  Exc lus ive  
ordi'nance v i  01 a t l o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I COUNTY PROBATE COURT (36) 

36 judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t i  on: 

I COUNTY JUSTICE COURT (36 )  

36 judges 
J u r l s d l c t i o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

- L iml ted  fe lon les .  mlsdemeanors 

- Moving t r a f f i c .  park lng  and 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

r i g h t s .  small c la ims and mental 
health. 

and DUI/DUI. 

miscel  laneoiis t r a f f i c .  

Court of  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Coi i r t  o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Coirrts of  
l i m i  ted  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  rou te  o f  appeal. t 
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OHIO COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME CWRT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d l c t  1 on: - F l n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d i c t l o n  over a l l  

lower courts.  - C o n s t l t u t l o n a l  quest lons and quest lons 
o f  g rea t  general o r  p u h l l c  f n t e r e s t .  - Appeals from Roard o f  Tax Appeals and 
P u b l l c  U t l l l t l e s  Comnlsslon. 

I 
COURT OF APPEALS (12) 

52 judges 
J u r i  sd i  c t l  on: - General a p p e l l a t e  review o f  judgment 

- Appeals from Board o f  Tax Appeals. 
o f  lower cour ts .  

t 
COlJRT OF C0NIY)II PLEAS (88) 

322 judges 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r l g h t s .  appeal o f  a d m l n i s t r a t l v e  
agency case and m i  s c e l l  aneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus lve  domestlc 
r e l a t i o n s ,  mental h e a l t h  and e s t a t e  
j u r i  sd l  c t l  on. 

m l  s c e l l  aneous c r l m l  na l  
j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

- Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  and 

- Exc lus lve  j u v e n l l e  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

Jury  t r l a l s  I n  most cases. 
I I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (110) 1 I COUKTY COURT (59) 

192 judges 
J u r i  sd i c t  l on : 

59 judges l l  J u r i  s d i c t  i o n  : - Tor t .  con t rac t .  r e a l  p roper ty  r l g h t s ,  
smal l  c la ims and mlscel laneoi is c l v l l .  - L l m l t e d  felony, mlsdemeanor. OUI/OUI 
and appeal. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t l o n .  

J u r y  t r l a l s  i n  most cases. 

- 
COURT OF CLAIMS 

1 judge s l t s  on temporary 
assignment 
J u r i  s d l c t l o n :  - Appeal of a d m l n i s t r a t l v e  agency 

cases and miscel laneous c i v i l .  

Jury  t r l a l .  

f 
WYDR'S COURT (690) 

690 judges (mayors) 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - OWI/OUI. - T r a f f l c / o t h e r  v f o l a t l o n .  

No j u  r y  t r 1 a1 s . 

1 
I n t e n e d l a t e  

a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  

- Tor t ,  con t rac t .  r e a l  p roper ty  

- L l m l t e d  fe lony ,  mlsdemeanor. 

- T r a f f f c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n ,  except 

J u r y  t r l a l s  i n  most cases. 

r i g h t s ,  small c la lms and 
miscel laneous c i v l l .  

OUI/nUI and appeal. 

f o r  parklng. 

Court  of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court  o 
general  

j u r l s d i c t  3n 

Courts o f  
l l m l t e d  

j u r l s d l c t l o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  of appeal. t 
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OKLAHOMA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 

J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Appel la te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  

9 j u s t  i ces 

a l l  c i v i l  cases. 
I I 

1 
I 

COURT OF APPEALS (2) 

6 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - Disposes o f  appeals assigned 

t o  i t  by t h e  Supreme Court. 

COURT OF TAX REVIEW 

3 d i s t r i c t  judges serve 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: 

C i  v i  1 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

3 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on: - Exclus ive appe l l a te  j u r i s -  

d i c t i o n  i n  c r im ina l  cases. 

7 1  d i s t r i c t .  77 assoc iate d i s t r i c t ,  
and 50 specia l  j irdges 
J u r i  sd i c t  i on: - Exc lus ive c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive c r im ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c .  miscel laneous 

t r a f f i c  and ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  
- Exclus ive j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I I Jury t r i a l s .  

J u r i  s d i  c t i  on : - T r a f  f I c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t  ion. - Appeal o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency case. 

MUNICIPAL CRIMI)(AL COURT 
OF RECORD ( 2 )  

2 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - T r a f f  1 c/other  v i o l  a t  i on. 

Courts o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

1 

lntermed i a t e  
appe l l a te  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j i i r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Ind i ca tes  rou'te of  appeal. t 
4 
I 
I Ind ica tes  assignment o f  cases. 

There i s  a Workers' Compensation Court which hears on l y  complaints t h a t  are heard by admin i s t ra t i ve  agencies i n  o the r  States. 
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OREGON COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

10 judges 
J u r i  sd i c t  1 on : - Exc lus i ve  appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

over  c r im ina l ,  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  o f  
c i t y  c h a r t e r  o r  ordinance, probate, 
j u v e n i l e ,  guardianship, domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  from C i r c u i t  Court. 

agencies. 
- Appeals from a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  

I I SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i  s d i  c t 1 on: 
- C e r t i o r a r i  rev iew o f  Court o f  Appeals 

dec is ions.  - D i r e c t  appeals from C i r c u i t  Cour ts  on 
c e r t a i n  c i v i l  cases. 

I 
Cer ta in  

c i v i l  
cases. 

a t  COURT OF APPEALS 

li 
I 

CIRCUIT COURT (20) 

75 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t  i on: - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s ,  estate.  appeals and menta 
heal th .  Exc lus ive domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  and miscel laneous c i v i l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Felony and c r im ina l  appeals. 

- Juveni le .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (23) 

55 judges 
J u r i  sd i c t  i on : - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  
smal l  claims and 
p roba te /w i l l s /  
i n t e s t a t e .  - L im i ted  fe lony,  
m i  sdemeanor. and 
DW I /DU I .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n .  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  some 
cases. 

ColJrt o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

In termediate 
appe l l a te  

cou r t  1 
TAX COIIRT 

1 judge 
J u r i  s d i  c t  i on : - C i v i l  appeals. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COUNTY COURT ( 9 )  

9 judges 
J u r  1 s d i  c t  i on : - Adoption, mental 

- Juvenfle. 
h e a l t h  and es ta te  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

44 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i on : 
- Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s  and 
smal l  claims. - L im i ted  fe lony,  
misdemeanor, and 
DWI / DU 1. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  
pa rk ing  and miscel -  
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most 
cases. 

~~~~ ~ 

wUNICIPI\L COURT (162 )  

181 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

- Hisdemeanor and 
DWI /DII I. - T r a f f i c l o t h e r  
v i o l  a t  ion. 

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Ju ry  t r i a l s  i n  most 
cases. 1 J 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i  sd i c t  i on 

Ind i ca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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PENNSYLVANIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

COIIWHIEALTH COURT 

9 judges 
J u r i  s d i c t i  on: - O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  ac t ions  

i n v o l v i n g  the  commonwealth or any o f  I t s  
o f f  l c e r s .  - Appeals from a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. 
l o c a l  government, eminent domain, and 
n o n - p r o f i t  corpora t ion  matters. 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

1 - Hears d i r e c t  appeals i n  fe lon ious  
, 
1 
1 

homicide, r i g h t  t o  p u b l i c  o f f i c e ,  Probate 
o r  Orphans Court matters,  contempt 
cases, and quest ions of  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  
o f  a s ta tu te .  Other appeals are d i s c r e -  
t i o n a r y .  - May assme p lenary  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over any 
mat te r  i n  any c o u r t  a t  any stage of  t h e  
proceedings i f  i t  I s  a quest ion o f  
immediate p u b l i c  importance. 

C o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  o f  s ta tu te .  
Fel  on1 ous homi c ide.  

R igh t  t o  p u h l i c  o f f i c e .  
Contempt, probate. 

Suppression o f  a d i s t r i c t  a t to rney .  
Right t o  i ssue p u b l i c  debt. 

Decis ion o f  Orphans Court D i v i s i o n .  

I 

- 

d 

Non-pro f i t  corpora t ions .  
Government. 

Eminent domain. 

Courts o f  
1 id t e d  

j u r i  sdi c t i o n  

4 
SIJPERIOR COURT 

15 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus ive  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over 

Court o f  Comnon Pleas except those 
d i r e c t l y  appealable t o  Supreme Court 
o r  Comnonwealth Court. 

I 

- Non-governmental e q u i t y  appeals. 

PHILADELPHIA TRAFFIC COURT 

I 
COURT OF O N  PLEAS (59) 

309 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 

m i  s c e l l  aneous c i v i  1. 
Excl u s i  ve d a e s t  1 c re1 a t  i ons, es ta te ,  
mental h e a l t h  and c i v i l  appeals 
j u r i  s d i  c t i  on. 

Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony, c r i m i n a l  
appeals, and miscel laneous c r i m i n a l  
j u r i  sd i  c t i  on. 

- Misdemeanor and D U I / n l l I .  

- Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

6 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

I - Moving v i o l a t i o n ,  park ing  and 
miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  I n  most cases. l 

PHILAOELPHIA NJNICIPAL COURT DISTRICT JUSTICE COURT (555) 1 
22 judges 
J u r i  s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s  and 

miscel laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  small 
c l  aims j u r i  s d i c t  i on. - L Imi ted  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and DUI/DUI. - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 I .  

555 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  - Limi ted  felony/mlsdmaanor. t r i a h l e  

mlsdsneanor and O U l / D I I I .  
, - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

1 NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

PITTWIRGH C I T Y  MAGISTRATES 

6 mag is t ra tes  
J u r l  s d l c t l o n :  - Real p roper ty  r i g h t s .  - L imi ted  felony/misdemeanor/OWI/0llI, 

t r i a b l e  misdemeanor and DWI/OUI. 
- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court  o f  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

In te rmed la te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t s  1 
Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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PUERTO RlCO COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE (5) 

~~~ 

SUPREME COlJRT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Reviews judgments and dec is ions  o f  t h e  

Court o f  F i r s t  Instance+. and cases on 
appeal o r  rev iew before t h e  Super ior 
Court. 

Proper ty  and r u l i n g s  o f  c e r t a i n  
adml n i  s t  r a t l  va agancles. 

- Reviews r u l i n g s  o f  t h e  R e g i s t r a r  of  

MJINICIPAL C M T  (46) 

I 
SUPERIOR COURT* (12) 

92 judges 
J u r l  sd l c t  i on: - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  

domestic r e l a t i o n s  and miscel laneous 
c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  e s t a t e  and c i v i l  
appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

and c r i m i n a l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Misdemeanor. Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  

1 - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  c r i m i n a l  cases. 

I I DISTRICT C O l l R P  (38) I 
99 judges 
J u r i  sd I c t  1 on: - Tort ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  

miscel  laneoiis domestic r e l a t i o n s  and 
miscel laneous c i v l l .  - Mlsderneanor. Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  fe lony  
and nUI/nUI j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  except park ing  

I I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

4 r e g u l a r  and 30 spec ia l  judges 
and honorary mag ls t ra tes  

Jur  I s d l  c t  1 on : 
- J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  Peace are  

empowered t o  handle o n l y  pre- 
l i m i n a r y  mat te rs  such as a r r a i g n -  
ment. s e t t i n g  b a i l  and i s s u i n g  
search warrants. They do no t  
reach d e c l s l o n  o r  v e r d i c t .  

56 judges 
J u r i s d l c t i o n :  - T r a f f l c l o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n .  

No t r i  a1 s . I I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i  s d i  c t l on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
+ The Court o f  F i r s t  Instance c o n s i s t s  o f  two d l v i s i o n s :  t h e  Super ior  Coitrt and t h e  D i s t r i c t  Court. 
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RHODE ISLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPERIOR CWRT (4)  

5 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  - F l n a l  c l v l l  and c r l m l n a l  a p p e l l a t e  

j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

19 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l  s d l c t  1 on : - T o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

- Mlsdemeanor and OWI/DUI. 

r l g h t s ,  c l v l l  appeals and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous c l  v l  1. 

Exc lus lve  t r l a b l e  fe lony  and 
c r l m l n a l  appeals j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

Jury  t r l  a1 s . 

I 
C e r t l o r a r f  

1 
Appeals de novo. 

g Appeal s 
de novo 

I 

DISTRICT COURT (8) 

13 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper ty  r l g h t s  and 
appeals o f  admlnl s t r a -  
t f v e  agency cases. 
Exc lus ive  small c la lms 
and mental h e a l t h  
j u r l  sd 1 c t  f on. - Mlsdemeanor and OWI/OUI. 
Exc lus lve  l i m i t e d  felon) 
j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - Ordinance v l o l a t l o n s .  
Exc lus ive  movlng t r a f f l c  
f o r  those cases no t  
handled admln ls t ra -  
t l v e l y .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

f 
J u r l s d i c t f o n :  - Ordinance v f o l a t i o n s .  

Exc lus lve  park lng  
j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

FAMILY C( 

11 judges 
J u r l  sd i c t  1 on: - Exc lus lve  domestlc 

r e l a t l  ons j u r l  s- 
d l  c t l  on. - Exc lus lve  j i i v e n l l e  
j u  r l  sdl c t  1 on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

PRORATE COURT (39) 

39 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Exc lus lve  e s t a t e  

j u  r l  s d l  c t  1 on. , No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

Court o f  
general 

j u  rl  s d l c t  1 on 

I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r l  s d i  c t  i on: - Appe l l a te  j u r i s d l c t l o n  over a l l  cases 

o r l g i n a t i n g  i n  C i r c u l t  o r  Famlly 
Courts. 

46 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Miscel laneous c l v i l .  Exc lus lve 

dolnestic r e l a t i o n s ,  except f o r  
some pa te rn i t y lbas ta rdy  cases 
heard i n  the  Mag is t ra te  Court. - Juven i l e  t r a f f i c .  

- Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (16)- 

31  judges 
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s ,  

and miscel laneous c i v i l .  
Exc lus ive c i v l l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor and DbJI/oIII. 
Exc lus l  ve t r i a b l e  fe lony  , c r i m l  na l  
appeal, and miscel  laneoiis c r lm lna l  
j u r i  s d i c t  1 on. 

I Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

46 judges 
J u r i  s d i  c t l  on: - Exc lus lve mental h e a l t h  

and e s t a t e  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

315 magis t ra tes 
J u r l  sd l c t i on :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  

p roper t y  r i g h t s  and some 
p a t e r n i  t y l bas ta rdy .  
Exc lus l ve  smal l  c la ims 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - L lm i ted  fe lony,  misde- 
meanor and DWl/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juvenile. 

I Ju ry  t r i a l s .  I 

241 judges 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - L lm l ted  fe lony,  misdemeanor 

and DWI/DUI. - Movlng t r a f f i c  and m lsce l -  
laneous t r a f f  IC. Exc lus i ve  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  and 
contested pa rk lng  
j u r i s d i c t l o n .  

Ju ry  t r l a l  s. I 

Court o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t l  on 

Cour ts  o f  
1 i m l  t ed  

j u r i  sd 1 c t l on 

I lnd l ca tes  r o u t e  o f  rpeal .  

A Court o f  Appeals ( In termediate appe l l a te  c o u r t )  was author ized du r lng  1981. h u t  w l l l  no t  be Implemented u n t l l  

**Eighteen Masters- ln-equl ty  hear some l i m i t e d  e q u i t y  mat ters  assigned t o  them by t h e  C l r c u l t  Court. 
September. 1983. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  sd i  c t i  on: - Appe l la te  j u r l s d l c t i o n ,  O r i g i n a l  and 

36 judges, 7 f u l l - t i m e  and 12 p a r t - t i m e  
lawyer magistrates;  and 132 l a y  
mag ls t ra tes  115 o f  which a r e  a l s o  
c l e r k s  o f  cour t .  - Exc lus lve  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus ive  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exc lus lve  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except f o r  uncontested 
parking. - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

Court of  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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TENNESSEE COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

rSUmEHE COURT I 
5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on : - C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  issues. workmen's 

compensation. and s t a t e  revenue 
appeals. - C o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  o f  a s t a t u t e  01 
ordinance. - Review o f  o t h e r  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
decis ions. 

t 
12 judges Uorkmen's compensation. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  Judgments i n v o l v i n g  - Hears on ly  c i v i l  appeals. A l l  c i v i l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  and o ther  

except those t o  Supreme Court. p u h l i c  law questions. 

7 I 

COURT OF CRIWIML APPEALS (3) 

9 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Hears o n l y  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

1 
Cases 

under p o s t - c o n v i c t i o n  procedure ac t ,  
f e l o n i e s .  misdemeanors. 

PROBATE COURT (7)  

2 judges; 
1 county judge, 
5 general 
session judges 
a l s o  serve 
J u r l  s d i c t i o n :  - Estate.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COUNTY COURT (95) 

8 1  judges and 20 county 
chairmen 
J u r l  s d i  c t i  on: - Marr iage d i s s o l u t i o n ,  

adoption, mental heal th,  
e s t a t e  and appeals from 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. 

c h i  I d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  
- Status p e t i t i o n s  and 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 
JUVENILE COURT (14) 

15 j u v e n i l e  judges. 23 
general session judges, 1 
law and e q u i t y  judge, 2 
county judges. and 8 county 
execut ives a l s o  serve 
J u r i  sd i  c t i o n :  - P a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  and 

- Juveni le.  
mental heal th.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

fQINICIPAL COURT ( 300) 

192 judges 
J u r i  sd ic  t i  on: - Misdemeanor and OWI/OUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I GENERAL SESSIONS COURT (92) 

77 f u l l - t i m e  and 38 p a r t -  
t i m e  judges; t h i s  Inc ludes  
2 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace 
J u r i  s d l c t l  on: - Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  pro- 

p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  marr iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n ,  support /  
custody, mental hea l th ,  
e s t a t e  and appeal of  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
case. Exc lus ive  small 
claims. - M i  sdemeanor and OUI/DUI. - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  - Juveni le.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court  of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  I 
In te rmed ia te  
a p p e l l  a t e  

c o u r t s  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i  c t i  on 

Courts o f  
1 l m i  t e d  

j u r i  sd i c t i on 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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TEXAS COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

9 j u s t l c e s  
J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - F i n a l  appe l l a te  

j u r l s d i c t l o n  I n  c l v l l  
and j u v e n i l e  cases. 

APPEALS 

9 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - F l n a l  appe l l a te  

j u r i s d l c t l o n  i n  
c r lm ina l  cases. 

4 
COURTS OF APPEALS+ 
( 1 4 )  

75 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d l  c t  1 on: - C i v l l  appeals. - Cr iminal  appeals. 

PROBATE COURT ( 9 )  

9 judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t l  on : - Estate. 

Jury  t r i  a1 s. 

DISTRICT COURT (331)  

331 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t .  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r i g h t s ,  domestl c re1  at ions,  
estate,  admln l s t ra t l ve  agency 
appeals and m l  s c e l l  aneous 
c l v l l .  - Felony, misdemeanor. DUI/DUI 
and miscel  laneous c r im ina l .  - Juveni le .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  

CRIMINAL OlSTRICT COURT (10) 

10 judges 
J u r i  sd ic  t i  on : 
- Felony, mlsdemeanor. DUI/llIII 

and mlscel  laneoirs c r lm ina l  
cases. 

Jury  t r 1 a1 s . 
1 

CONSTITUTIONU COUNTY COURT (254 )  

254 judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t l  on : - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  

r l g h t s .  small claims. marriage 
d i sso lu t i on ,  estate. mental 
heal th ,  c i v i l  t r l a l  cou r t  
appeals, and miscel laneous c i v i l .  - Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI and c r lm ina l  
t r i a l  cou r t  appeals. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk lng  and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous t r a f  f IC. - Juveni le .  

Ju ry  t r i a l  s. 

COUNTY COURT AT LAN (110 )  

119 judges 
J u r l  s d l  c t l  on: - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  p roper t y  

r l g h t s ,  small claims, marr lage 
d i sso lu t i on ,  estate,  mental 
heal th .  c l v l l  t r l a l  cou r t  
appeals, and miscel laneous c i v l l .  - Misdemeanor. DUI/DUI and c r im ina l  
t r i a l  cou r t  appeals. 

- Movlng t r a f f i c .  park lng and 
m i  sce l  1 aneous t r a f f  i c .  

- Juvenlle. 
Jury  t r i  a1 s. 

L 
MUNICIPAL COURT** (762 )  

762 judges 
J u r l s d i c t f o n :  
- L lm i ted  fe lony  and misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing  and 

miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  Exc lus ive 
ordinance v l o l a t i o n  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

Jury  t r 1 a1 s . 

1 JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT** (962 )  

962 judges 
J i r r i  sd l  c t i  on: - Tor t ,  cont ract ,  r e a l  proper ty  

r i g h t s ,  small claims and mental 
’ health. 
- L lm l ted  fe lony and mlsdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park lng and 

Jury t r i a l s .  
miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  

I I nd i ca tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 

* In  1981, j u r l s d l c t l o n  over c r im ina l  appeals was added t o  t h e  Courts o f  Appeal. 
**Some Hunlc lpa l  and Jus t i ce  o f  t h e  Peace Courts may appeal t o  the  n i s t r l c t  Court. 

Courts o f  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
1 

In termediate 
appe l l a te  

c o u r t  

Courts o f  
general 

u r l  s d i c t i  on 

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t ed  
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UTAH COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  sd f c t i o n :  - Reviews f i n a l  judgments o f  D i s t r i c t  Court and 

- D i r e c t  review o f  some s t a t e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  r u l i n g s .  - General review o f  lower c o u r t  cases appealed t o  

- A l l  appealed c i v i l  a c t i o n s  over $100. 

J u v e n i l e  Court. 
law and f a c t .  

D i s t r i c t  Court on c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  issues only.  

E q u i t y  cases on quest ions o f  bo th  
Law cases on quest ions o f  law only.  

I 

I 
DISTRICT COURT (7) I 

Those appeals 
al lowed by t h e  
Supreme Court. 

24 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  and r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  Exc lus iv  

domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  es ta te ,  mental hea l th ,  c i v i l  
appeals and miscel laneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  - Hisdemeanors. 
c r i m i n a l  appeal j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i  a1 s . 
Exc lus ive  t r i a b l e  fe lony  and 

1 
JUVENILE COURT (5) 

9 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Moving t r a f f i c  and misce l -  

laneous t r a f f i c  ( j u v e n i l e ) .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

No j u r y  t r 1 a1 s . 

I 

CIRCUIT CWRT (12) 

33 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tort .  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  

r i g h t s  and smal l  claims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and 
DWI/DUI. Exc lus ive  misdemeanor 
c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l s ,  except I n  small 
c la ims and parking. 

1 

I 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT (203) 

149 judges 
J u r i  SO i c t  ion :  - Tort .  c o n t r a c t  and small c la ims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n .  
DWI/DUI. 

Jury  t r i a l s  i n  some cases. 
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I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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VERMONT COURT SYSTEM, 1981 I 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d l c t l  on: - F i n a l  appe l la te  j u r l s d l c t l o n  over 

7 
SUPERIOR COURT (14) 

9 judges 
J u r l  s d i  c t l o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  support/custody, 

p a t e r n l t y l b a s t a r d y ,  and mlsce l -  
laneous c l v l l .  Exc lus ive  r e a l  
p roper ty  r l g h t s .  marr iage 
d l s s o l u t l o n .  and c l v l l  appeals 
j u r i  sdi  c t l  on. - T r l a b l e  fe lony. 

Jury  t r i a1 s . 

I 
DISTRICT cmr (15) 

12 judges 
J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - Tort ,  con t rac t ,  support lcustody, 

p a t e r n l  t y lbas tardy .  and mental heal th.  
Excl u s l  ve smal 1 c l  aims j u r i  sd l  c t 1 on. - T r i a b l e  fe lony. Exc lus ive  mlsdemeanor 
and DUI/OUI j u r l  s d i c t l  on. - Exc lus lve  ordinance v i o l a t l o n .  movlng 
t r a f f l c  and mlscellaneous t r a f f i c  
j u  r l  sd i  c t i o n .  - Exc lus lve  j u v e n l l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  t r 1 a 1 s . 

J u r l s d i c t l o n :  - Mental h e a l t h  and miscellaneous c l v l l .  
Exc lus ive  adoption. mlscel  laneous 
domestic r e l a t l o n s ,  and e s t a t e  
j u r i  s d i c t i  on. 

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 

*The O l s t r l c t  Court was created as a c o u r t  o f  l l m i t e d  j u r l s d l c t l o n .  bu t  s lnce  i t s  c rea t lon ,  has 
s t e a d i l y  increased i t s  scope t o  inc lude almost a l l  c r i m i n a l  buslness. 
Court was granted j u r l s d l c t i o n  over a l l  c r l m l n a l  cases, and has become t h e  c o u r t  o f  general 
j u r l s d l c t l o n  f o r  c r i m i n a l  matters.  

I n  1983, the  D l s t r l c t  

t 

I 
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VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

66.25 FTE j u v e n i l e  and domestic r e l a t i o n s  judges 
J u r i  s d l c t  1 on : 
- Tort ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  support /  

custody, mental h e a l t h  and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency 
appeals. - Mlsdemeanor. Exc lus lve  DHI/DUI and l i m i t e d  fe lony  
j u r i  sd i  c t  i on. - Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  
v i o l a t i o n s .  contested parking, and miscel laneous 
t r a f f i c  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Exc lus ive  moving t r a f f i c  

- Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t i c e s  
J u r l  s d l  c t 1 on: - F i n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d i c t i o n .  - J u d l c l a l  censure. re t i rement .  and r m o v a l .  

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (31) 

113 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s .  mental hea l th ,  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeals de novo, and misce l -  
laneous c i v i l .  Exc lus ive  domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  except 
support/custody , c l v l l  appeals from t r i a l  c o u r t s  and 
e s t a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Felony, misdemeanor, appeals de novo from t h e  General 
D i s t r i c t  Court and J u v e n l l e  and Domestic Re la t lons  
Court, and m i  sce l  1 aneous c r l m i  na l  . - Ordinance v l o l a t i o n s .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  

I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 

*The D i s t r i c t  Court I s  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  t h e  J u v e n l l e  and Domestic Re la t ions  Court when 
hear ing  j u v e n i l e  and domestic r e l a t i o n s  cases and t h e  General D i s t r i c t  Court the  r e s t  
o f  the  time. 

T 

Court of  
1 as t  

r e s o r t  

Court of  
general 

j u r i  s d l  c t i  on 

Court of 
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i  s d i  c t i  on 

21 3 



WASHINGTON COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

4 
SUPREME COURT 

Const l  t u t i o n a l l  t y  
o f  s ta tu tes .  

C o n f l f c t i n g  s t a t u t e s  
o r  r u l e s  o f  law. 

9 j u s t l c e s .  1 comnlssioner 
J u r l  s d l  c t i  on: - Hears d i r e c t  appeals wherein ac t ions  o f  

s t a t e  o f f l c l a l s  are involved, where 
c o n s t i t u t l o n a l i t y  o f  a s t a t u t e  Is 
questioned. where c o n f l i c t i n g  s t a t u t e s  o r  
r u l e s  o f  law are Involved, o r  where t h e  
lssue I s  o f  broad p u b l l c  I n t e r e s t .  

reversa l  I n  Court o f  Appeals I s  not 
unanimous: otherwise review i s  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y .  

- Aggrieved p a r t y  has r l g h t  o f  review when 

COURT OF APPEALS (3) 

16 judges, 3 comnlssloners 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  - Hears appeals from lower c o u r t  except those 

i n  t h e  j u r l s d l c t l o n  o f  t h e  Supreme Court. 
I 

SUPERIOR COURT (28) 

126 judges 
J u r l  s d l  c t  i on : - T o r t  and cont rac t .  Excluslve r e a l  

p roper ty  r l  ghts, domestic re1 a t lons .  
es ta te ,  mental heal th,  c l v l l  appeals and 
miscellaneous c l v l l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Exc lus ive  fe lony  and c r l m i n a l  appeal 

I Jury  t r l a l s  I n  most cases. 

t 
I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (149) 

J u r i  sd i  c t i  on : - Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  park lng  and 
miscellaneous t r a t f l c .  
Exc lus ive  ordlnance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  parklng. 

I 

DISTRICT COURT (72)' 

J u r i s d l c t l o n :  - Tor t  and cont rac t .  Exclusive 
small c la ims j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - Misdemeanor and DWI/DUI. 
Exc lus ive  l i m i t e d  fe lony  
j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parklng. and 
rnl sce l  1 aneous t r a f f  l c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  parklng. 
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l a s t  

r e s o r t  
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Ind ica tes  rou te  of  appeal. 

W s t r f c t  Court provides servfces t o  n u n i c i p a l l t l e s  t h a t  do n o t  have a Municipal  Court. 
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WEST VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j u s t i c e s  
J u r i  s d i  c t i  on: - Appe l la te  j u r l s d i c t l o n  i n  c i v i l  mat te rs  

over $100, i n  cases i n v o l v i n g  c o n s t i t u -  
t i o n a l i t y  o f  a law, and I n  fe lony  and 
misdemeanor cases from C i r c u i t  Court. 

t 
I 

CIRCUIT COURT (31) 

60 judges 
J u r i  sd lc  t i  on: - T o r t  and cont rac t .  Exc lus ive  a l l  

o t h e r  c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  except small 
claims. - Misdemeanor, DWl/DUI and miscel laneous 
c r i m i n a l .  Exc lus ive  t r l a b l e  f e l o n y  and 
c r i m i n a l  appeal j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Exc lus ive  j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

I Jury t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (54) 
u 
W I S T R A T E  CWRT (55) 

148 mag is t ra tes  
J u r i  s d i  c t  1 on : - T o r t  and cont rac t .  - Misdemeanor and DWI/OUI. Exc lus ive  

- Hovlng t r a f f i c  and miscel laneous 
l i m i t e d  fe lony  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i a l s .  

54 judges 
Jiiri s d l c t  1 on : 

- T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v l o l a t l o n .  Exc lus ive  
ordinance v l o l a t l o n  and park ing  
j u r l  s d i c t i  on. - Moving t r a f f i c  and miscel laneous 
t r a f f i c .  Exc lus ive  park ing  and 
ordfnance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- DWI/DUI. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court of  
1 a s t  

r e s o r t  1 
Court of  
general 

j u r i  sd i c t  i on 

Courts o f  
1 i m l  t e d  

j u r i  sdf c t  1 on 

I I n d i c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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WISCONSIN COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j u s t l c e s  
J u r l  sd l  c t l  on: - F l n a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r l s d i c t i o n  over a l l  

- L i m i t e d  o r i g l n a l  j u r l s d i c t i o n  I n  cases o f  
cour ts  I n  the  s ta te .  

statewfde concern. 

I 

COURT OF APPEALS (4 D i s t r i c t s )  

12 judges 
J u r l  sdl  c t l o n  : - O r l g i n a l  j u r l s d l c t l o n  t o  i ssue prerogat lve  

w r l t s .  - Reviews dec ls ions  o f  lower cour ts  and 
a d m l n l s t r a t l v e  proceedings. 

I 

CIRCUIT COURT (69) 

190 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l  on: - Exc lus lve  c l v l l  j u r l s d l c t i o n .  - DYI/OUI. Exc lus ive  fe lony ,  misdemeanor, 

- Contested: 
and appeal j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

m l  scel  1 aneous t r a f f i c .  Ordinance v l o l  a t i o n  
moving t r a f f l c .  park lng  and 

' l f  no Municipal  Court. - Exc lus lve  j u v e n i l e  j u r l s d l c t i o n .  

Jury  t r i a l  I n  most cases. I I 
I 

MUNlCIPAL COURT (211) 

209 judges 
J u r l s d l c t l o n :  

- T r a f f  l c / o t h e r  v l o l  a t  ion. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

1 
- DHI/OUI. 

Court of  
l a s t  

r e s o r t  

ln te rmed la te  
a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u  r l  s d l  c t  l on 

Court o f  
1 i m l  ted  

j u r t  sd l c  t l on 1 

I n d l c a t e s  r o u t e  o f  appeal. t 
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WYOMING COURT SYSTEM, 1981 

- 

5 j u s t  i ces 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- General appe l l a te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  and 

- O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  hear ex t rao rd ina ry  
c r im ina l  cases from D i s t r i c t  Court. 

w r i t s .  

Courts of 
1 i m i  t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

. 
DISTRICT COURT (9 )  

1 7  judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Tor t ,  con t rac t  and r e a l  p roper t y  r i g h t s .  

Exc lus ive domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  mental heal th .  
estate.  c i v i l  appeals and miscel laneous 
c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exc lus ive t r i a b l e  fe lony  and c r l m i n a l  

- Exc lus ive j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury  tr i a1 s. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT (43) 

36 j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  
- Tort ,  con t rac t .  r e a l  p roper t y  

- L im i ted  fe lony.  DWIIDUI. and 

- Moving t r a f f i c .  pa rk ing  and 

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

r i g h t s  and smal l  claims. 
claims j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

m i  sdeineanor. 

m i  sce l  laneous t r a f f i c .  

9 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n :  

MUNICIPAL COURT (78) 

76 judges 
J u r i s d i c t i o n !  

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing  and 
- nuimuI. 

miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  
Exc lus ive ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jii ry t r i  a 1 s . 

- Tor t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper t y  
r i g h t s  and smal l  claims. - L i m i t e d  fe lony,  DWI/DUI, and 
misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  pa rk ing  and 
miscel laneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury  t r i  a1 s . 

Court o f  
1 as t  

r e s o r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  . 
I Ind ica tes  r o u t e  o f  appeal. 
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Appendix A: Technical discussion of estimation procedures 

A. 

est imate the  t o t a l  volume o f  f i l i n g s  and 
d i spos i t i ons  i n  appe l la te  cou r t s  and f o r  the 
t o t a l  c i v i l ,  c r im ina l ,  and j u v e n i l e  caseloads i n  
t r i a l  cou r t s  i n  1981. The procedure fo l lowed i s  
s i m i l a r  t o  the  one t h a t  was used t o  es t imate  
na t iona l  t o t a l s  f o r  previous e d i t i o n s  o f  t he  
Annual Re o r t .  As ava i l ab le  from s t a t e  t o  state,  

ndependent var iab les  was used i n  a 
ser ies  o f  regress ion  equations t o  p r e d i c t  1981 
f i l i n g s  and d i spos i t i ons  f o r  s ta tes  f o r  whom data 
were n o t  ava i lab le .  Each regression equat ion was 
ca l cu la ted  us ing  data from a l l  50 s ta tes ,  the  
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Puerto Rico, and, f o r  t r i a l  
courts,  Guam. 

The bes t  p r e d i c t i v e  equat ion f o r  each 
dependent va r iab le  was I d e n t i f i e d ,  us ing  a 
stepwise procedure. Var iables were added t o  the  
p r e d i c t i v e  equat ion on ly  i f  t h e i r  a d d i t i o n  was 
s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t he  p < .001 
leve l .  This equat ion was then used-to provide 
the est imates f o r  a l l  cour ts  f o r  which a l l  the  
independent va r iab les  inc luded i n  the  p r e d i c t i v e  
equat ion were ava i lab le .  
ca l cu la ted  again using a reduced number o f  
independent var iables,  t a i l o r e d  t o  the  data 
ava i l ab le  f o r  the  remaining states.  This 
r e s u l t e d  i n  a h ie rarchy  o f  regression equations 
f o r  each f i g u r e  t o  be predicted. 
equat ion t h a t  was used t o  est imate each f i g u r e  i s  
i den ti f i  ed. 

Each p r e d i c t i v e  equat ion i s  accompanled by 
two q u a n t i t i e s  se lec ted  t o  g ive  an i n d i c a t i o n  o f  
t he  q u a l i t y  o f  e ch estimate. 

Va r ia t i on  i n  the dependent va r iab le  t h a t  i s  
explained by the  v a r i a t i o n  i n  the  independent 
varfables.  It an have a value ranging from -1.0 

pos i t i ve .  An R2 value o f  .872 means t h a t  the  
v a r i a t i o n  o f  independent va r iab les  i n  the  
regression equat ion (those t o  the  r f g h t  o f  t he  
equals s ign)  account f o r  87% o f  the  v a r i a t i o n  i n  
the  dependent var iab le ,  the  va r iab le  t h a t  i s  
p red ic ted  by the  equation. The remaining 13% o f  
v a r i a t i o n  i n  the dependent va r iab le  remains 
unexplained and, as such, i s  con t r i bu ted  by the 
e r r o r  i n  the  estimate. 

The standard e r r o r  o f  the  est imate (SEI can 
be used t o  de f ine  an i n t e r v a l  ( t he  confidence 
i n t e r v a l  1 tha t ,  wi th a s p e c i f i e d  degree o f  
p r o b a b i l i t y ,  con ta ins  the  ac tua l  number t h a t  we 
are  at tempt ing t o  est imate by the  regression 
procedures. The standard e r r o r  can assume any 
p o s i t i v e  value. The formula used t o  c a l c u l a t e  
the confidence i n t e r v a l  i s :  

Ca lcu la t i on  o f  Missing and Incomplete Data 

Least squares l i n e a r  regress ion  was used t o  

+ a group o 

The regression was 

The p r e d i c t i v e  

The c o e f f i c i e n t  o f  
determinat ion (R s ) t e l l s  the  p o r t i o n  o f  the 

t o  +1 .O. A l l  R E values repor ted  here are  

p red ic ted  value t o/n (SE)''' 

where t i s  the  value from the  Student 's 
t - d i s t r i b u t i o n  w i t h  p r o b a b i l i t y  1- a and n i s  
the  number o f  values being predicted, a quan t i t y  
t h a t  can be found i n  most s t a t i s t i c a l  methods 
textbooks. For our  purposes, we r e p o r t  on l y  the  
pred ic ted  value i t s e l f ,  the  midpo in t  i n  the  
conf i dence i n t e r v a l  . 

Regression equat ions w i t h  l a r g e r  R2 values 
and smal ler  SE genera l l y  g i ve  a b e t t e r  p r e d i c t i o n  
o f  t he  t r u e  value than do those w i t h  R2 values 
c lose r  t o  zero and l a r g e r  SE. These two 
quan t i t i es ,  however, a re  a f fec ted  by the  number 
o f  observat ions f o r  each va r iab le  inc luded i n  the  
regression equation. 

Appel late Courts 

a1 1 needed appel 1 a t e  f i  1 i ng and di  sposi ti on 
f i g u r e s  : 

COLRF--Filin s f o r  t he  cu r ren t  year  i n  the  

COLRD--Dispositions f o r  the  cu r ren t  year  i n  the  

IACF--Fi l ings f o r  the  c u r r e n t  year  i n  the  

IACD--Disposi t i o n s  f o r  t he  cu r ren t  year  i n  the  

APPF80--Filings i n  a l l  appe l l a te  cour ts  i n  the  

COLRF80--Filin s f o r  t he  previous year  i n  the  

IACF8O--Filings f o r  t he  previous year  i n  the  
in te rmed ia te  appe l l a te  cou r t ( s )  

POP--Estimate o f  t o t a l  s t a t e  popu la t ion  

The f o l l o w i n g  var iab les  were used t o  est imate 

c o u r t f s )  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

cou r t ( s1  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

intermediate appe l l a te  c o u r t ( s  1 

in te rmed ia te  appe l l  a t e  cou r t (  s 1 

previous yea r  

cour t?s)  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  

( i n  1000's) f o r  1981. 

A number o f  o the r  va r iab les  were a l s o  t r i e d ,  
b u t  were n o t  chosen I n  any o f  t he  p r e d i c t i v e  
equations. 

Courts o f  Las t  Resort  

The fo l l ow ing  equations were ca l cu la ted  t o  
p r e d i c t  f i l i n g s ,  i n  order  from the  bes t  
p r e d i c t i o n  t o  the  worst: 

A. COLRF = 18.1 + .93(COL$F80) + .02(APPF80) 
R = .98 SE = 131.51 

B. = 50.1 + .97(COLRF80) 
R2 = .98 SE a 143.77 

C. a 134.7 + .89(COLRD) 
R2 = .96 SE = 221.49 

R2 = .72 SE = 585.46 

R = .60 SE = 686.83 

R2 - .99 SE = 169.18 

R2 = .96 SE = 240.83 

D. = 491.5 - .19(IACF80) + .29 (POP) 

E. = 408.9 + .17(POPj 

A. COLRD = -66.8 + 1.07(COLRF80) 

8. 0 -96.1 + l.OB(COLRF) 

E 494.6 - .28(IACF80) + .36(POP) C. 
R2 = .77 SE = 582.42 

D. = 369.2 + .18(POPj 
R = .54 SE 799.66 

Intennedi  a te  Appell  a t e  Courts 

A. IACF = -99.. 0 + 1.1 1 ( I A  F80) 
R E = .99 SE 326.72 

R2 = .80 SE = 1,822.18 

R = .99 SE - 338.94 

R2 = .81 SE = 1,819.60 

8. = 156.36 + .75(POP) 

A. IACD = -261.13 + 1.14( IA$FsO) 

8. a -23.41 + .77(POP) 

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE A: 
Estimates of filings and dispositions in courts of last resort and 
intermediate appellate courts in 1981, by state. 

Court(s1 o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  Intermediate appe l la te  cour ts  

S ta te  F i  1 ed Disposed F i  1 ed Disposed 

A1 abama ........................... 
Connecticut ....................... 
Georgl a ........................... 
I da ho ............................. 
Massachusetts ..................... 
Minnesota ......................... 
Miss i ss ipp i  ....................... 
Nebraska .......................... 

3,085 * (6 )  3,004* ( 6 )  

2,452 (A) 
658 (A) 656 (A) 

477 ( 6 )  402 (A) -- -- 

1,944 (0 )  2,226 (C) 1,241 (A) 1,114 (A) 
1,402 ( 6 )  -- -.. 

986 (8 )  -- -- 
682 ( E )  655 (D) -- -- 

~~ 

New Jersey ........................ 
New York .......................... 
North Carol ina .................... 
Oklahoma .......................... 

1,245 (C) 
3,458 ( E )  3,554 (D) 
1.899 ( D )  2.143 ( C )  

13,315* ( 6 )  13,583* (6 )  

450 (A) 303 ( A )  

Oregon ............................ 
Pennsyl vani a ...................... 
Texas ............................. 

826 (A) 
1,851 (A)  1,833 (A) 9,115* ( A )  9,198* (A) 

2,804+ (A) 2,719+ (A) 

-- = Not appl icable.  These s ta tes  do n o t  have 
an 1 ntermedi a te  appe l la te  court .  

Note: These s ta tes  were the  only ones where 
estimates o f  complete data f o r  some 
cour ts  were required. A l l  o ther  s ta tes  
repor ted  complete data. Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  complete data a re  
repor ted  by the  court .  
parentheses i d e n t l  fy the  regression 
equations used t o  make the  estimate. 

L e t t e r s  i n  

*Data f o r  the two intermediate appe l la te  
cour ts  i n  Alabama, New York, and 
Pennsylvania and the two cour ts  of l a s t  
r e s o r t  i n  Oklahoma were added together 
before they were analyzed. 

+Figures estimated f o r  the Texas Court o f  
Appeals a re  f o r  c i v i l  cases only. Between 
1980 and 1981 t h i s  cou r t  was given 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c r im ina l  cases as we l l .  
The number o f  c r im ina l  appeals f i l e d  was 
added t o  the number o f  cases repor ted  i n  
Table 1. 
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TABLE B: 
Estimates of filings and dispositions of civil, criminal, traffic, and 
juvenile cases in trial courts in 1981, by state. 

c1 v i 1  Criminal 
State F i l e d  Disposed k i l e d  Disposed 

Alabama ............... 
Alaska ................ 
Arizona ............... 
Arkansas .............. 
Connecticut ........... 
Del aware .............. 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia .. 
Georgia ............... 
Hawaii ................ 
Idaho ................. 
I1  1 i noi  s .............. 
Indiana ............... 
Iowa .................. 
Kansas ................ 
Kentucky .............. 
Louisiana ............. 
Maine ................. 
Mary1 and .............. 
Massachusetts ......... 
Michigan .............. 
Minnesota ............. 
Miss i ss ipp i  ........... 
Missouri .............. 
Montana ............... 
Nebraska .............. 

237,166 

143,724 
102 , 287 

-- 

-- 

375,039 
-7,130 

-- 
366 , 21 9 
152,461 

21 5,948 

269.700 

-- 

5;518 
265,955 
391 , 598 
677 , 080 

251,893 
121,841 
322,369 
-22 , 773 

42,462 

243,905 

162,055 
125,758 
186,836 

-- 

-- 
4,404 

364 , 676 
29,914 -- 

-- 
356,950 
169,708 

225,319 

272 , 403 
40,992 

269,123 
379,180 
629,250 

256,806 
142,886 
31 8,540 
16,211 

-- 

73,353 

152,956 ( B )  
10,841 (A) 

117,196 ( B )  
101,338 (B) 

75,083 (A) 

47,268 (B) 

205,721 (B) 

20,955 (A) 

458,285 (A) 

-- 
-- 

-- -- 
152,788 (A) 

-- 
22,514 (A)  

321,312 ( 8 )  

76,789 (A) 
108,821 (B) 

53,478 (B) 
78,443 (B) 

-- -- 

-- 

126,293 ( C )  
-8,122 ( B )  
91,891 (C) 
76,635 (C) 
52,660 ( B )  

24,617 ( C )  -- -- -- 
1,447 ( B )  

415,227 ( B )  

12,478 (A) 
126,180 (B) 

384.035 (A) 
2,922 ( B )  

147,168 ( A )  
269,266 (A) 
288,258 (C) 

54,275 ( B )  
83,834 (C) 

30,591 (C) 
54,609 (C) 

-- -- 

-- 

Nevada ................ -18,446 20,001 55,134 ( B )  32,184 (C) 
New Hampshire ......... -- 26,634 29,464 (A) 9,497 ( B )  
New Jersey -- -- ............ 527,308 498,056 
New Mexico ............ 21,743 55,205 70,514 (B) 46,981 (C) 
New York .............. 1,375,852 1,241,341 588,732 ( B )  545,527 ( C )  

North Caro l ina -- -- -- -- 
North Dakota .......... -- -- 49,179 ( B )  26.455 (C) 
Ohio .................. -- -- 371,529 ( B )  336,569 (C) 
Oklahoma .............. 169,186 184,358 126,940 ( B )  101,265 (C) 
Oregon ................ 131,826 151,632 112,643 ( 8 )  87,510 (C) 

Pennsylvania .......... 898,993 823,635 462,775 (A) 419,475 (B) 
Puerto Rico ........... 181,750 195,363 
Rhode I s l a n d  .......... -9 , 459 27,873 -- -- 
South Caro l ina ........ 174,761 189,241 -- 163,389 ( A )  
South Dakota .......... -- 8,413 50,070 ( B )  27,313 ( C )  

Tennessee ............. 294,994 294,560 175,087 ( B )  147,584 (C) 
Texas ................. 1,139,877 1,034,638 498.425 (B) 458,648 (C) 
Utah .................. 37,552 69,053 -- 32,599 (A) 
V i r g i n i a  .............. 363,058 354,181 274,025 (A) 240,890 ( B )  
Washington ............ -- -- 118,014 (A) 93,279 (B) 

Wisconsfn ............. 350,811 304,035 179.227 ( B )  151,567 (C) 

........ 

-- -- 

Wyoming ............... -47.81 8 -5,727 43,893 ( B )  21,370 ( C )  

Note: Figures i n  t h i s  t a b l e  are estimates. 
Ca l i f o rn ia ,  Colorado, F lo r i da ,  
Vermont, West V i rg in ia ,  and Guam were 
excluded from t h i s  tab le  because they 
had complete data f o r  a l l  t h ree  o f  
t he  major categor ies repo r ted  here. 

-- - - Represents complete repor ted data. 

Juven i l e  
F i l e d  Disposed 

9,330 (A) 13,007 ( B )  

29,046 ( 0 )  29,545 (E) 
-- -- 

-- -- -- -- 
8,984 (A) 

26,7;; (A) 31,519 (B) 
34,600 ( A )  39,887 ( B )  

24,822 (A) 29,485 ( B )  

-- 23,428 ( 0 )  
40,206 (B) 43,456 (E) 

22,966 (B) 23,873 ( E )  
17,692 ( B )  17,883 (E) 
20,087 (A) 24,491 ( B )  

-- 9 , l i i  (A) 

1,031 ( D )  11,422 (E) -- 11,034 (A) -- 59,930 ( 0 )  

-- -- -- -- 

-- 

-- -- -- -- 
-- 23,321 (A) -- 9,404 (A) 

123,431 (C) 64,951 ( C )  
9,487 ( C )  7.116 ( C )  -- 17,420 ( A )  

-- -- -- -- -- 5,608 (0 )  
19,838 ( 6 )  20.321 (E) -- 5,149 (A) 

25,381 ( D )  25,858 (E) 
11,433 ( A )  15,244 ( B )  -- 31,878 (A) -- -- -- -- 

-- -- 
3,264 ( A )  6.554 ( B )  

(continued on nex t  page) 
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One special problem was encountered i n  
predicting the numbers of cases f i l ed  and 
disposed in the Texas Court of Appeals. No 
information was available on the number of 
original proceedings f i led  or disposed during 
1981. 
dispositions) were used to predict the number of 
cases f i l ed  and disposed i n  the court. B u t ,  i n  
a d d i t i o n ,  the court was given jurisdiction over 
criminal appeals during 1981. Therefore, 
equations A predicted the total number of civil  
cases f i led  and disposed only. The number of 
criminal appeals f i l ed  and disposed were included 
i n  the "reported cases" figures given i n  Table 1 
of this report. 

Trial Courts 

for  three major case categories for t r i a l  courts 
using the same method of prediction as was used 
for  estimating appellate f i l ings  and 
dispositions. Variables used to estimate 
caseloads In the trial courts were: 

CVF81--Civi1 f l l i ngs  for 1981 
CVD81--Civil dispositions for 1981 
CVF80--Civil f i l ings  for  1980 
CRF81--Criminal f i l i ngs  for 1981 
CRD81 --Criminal disposi tions for  1981 
CRF80--Criminal f i l i ngs  for  1980 
JVF81--Juvenile f i l ings  for  1981 
JVDBl--Juvenile dispositions for  1981 
JVF80--Juvenile f i l ings  for 1980 
TOTPOP--Total population ( i n  1000's) for  1981 
ADULTPOP--Total 18 and over population ( i n  1000's) 

JUVPOP--Total under 18 population ( i n  1000's) for 

JUDEXP--Total judicial expendl tures for  1979 
TOTPOLICE--Total FTE pol ice, 1979 

A l l  regression equations below were s t a t i s t i ca l ly  
significant a t  the level of p < ,001, showing 
t h a t  the same results would have been reached by 
chance a t  one o r  less  than one i n  1,000 times. 

Civil caseload. All complete state-level 
c iv i l  f i l l  ng  and disposition data were used as 
the independent variable vectors i n  regression 
equations t o  predict missing values for  s t a t e s  
fo r  whom complete c iv i l  f i l i ng  and disposition 
data were not available. Of a l l  available 
variables, the best indicator of both civil  
f i l i ngs  and dispositions was the total  U.S. 
population. The regression equations calculated 
were: 

Rh = .98 SE 51,041.67 

Both equations A (one for  f i l ings ,  one for  

F i l i n g  and disposition figures were predicted 

for  1981 

1981 

CVF81 -88,755.62 + 83.21 TOTPOP) 

CVD81 -41,586.69 + 72.89 TOTPOP) R h = .98 SE = 44,639.89 

Since the independent variable, total  
population, was available for  every s ta te ,  a l l  
missing values could be estimated w i t h  these two 
equations. 

Both regression equations take the form of a 
large negative constant value to  which a multiple 
of the total  population i s  added. For s ta tes  
w i t h  a small population, the multiple of the 
population i s  not large enough to of fse t  the 
negative constant 'value, so the number of cases 
predicted as f i led  or  disposed for  these small 
s ta tes  may be a negative number. As an 
i n d i v i d u a l  prediction of f i l ings  or  dispositions, 
a negative number does not make any sense. 
goal of these estimates, however, i s  n o t  t o  

The 

predict the f i l ing  and disposition figures for  
individual s ta tes ,  b u t  for the nation as a 
whole. When adding together a l l  complete 
state-level reported d a t a  and the estimated 
figures for  s ta tes  for  whom complete data are not 
available, the negative predictions for small 
s ta tes  may serve t o  of fse t  predictions for states 
with large populations t h a t  may predict f i l ings  
and dispositions t h a t  are too large. 

Criminal caseload. Not enough complete 
state-level criminal f i l i ng  and disposition data 
were available to  be adequate t o  predict missing 
values for the remaining states.  As a resu l t ,  
the complete data were supplemented by 
state-level figures believed to  be a t  l eas t  90% 
complete. Many of these additional figures do 
n o t  include DWI/DUI cases, thought t o  be a small 
portion of the criminal caseload, and  do include 
a few ordinance violations and preliminary 
hearings, categories of cases removed from the 
definition of the criminal caseload by the CSIM 
Project for  1981. 

After preliminary testing of possible 
predictive equations, data for  California were 
removed before calculating the final regression 
equations for  the other states. California i s  
much larger t h a n  a l l  the other s ta tes ,  and has a 
pattern of criminal case f i l ings  and  dispositions 
that i s  unique t o  i t .  Including i t  i n  the 
regression equations serves to p i n  down the upper 
end of the l ine  of best f i t  calculated, and 
introduces substantial errors a t  i t s  lower end ,  
where most of the other s ta tes  f a l l .  As a 
resu l t ,  data for California were added I n t o  the 
estimate f o r  the en t i re  nation, b u t  they were not 
used i n  calculating estimates for  s ta tes  with 
missing values. 

A hierarchy of regression equations 
identified the best predictors of criminal 
f i l ings  and dispositions. 
from best to worst: 

They are, in order 

A. CRF81 -2,385.28 + 71(CRF80) 
R 2  = .98 SE = 19,600.51 

R2 = .63 SE = 96,203.43 

R 2  = .99 SE = 11,704.64 

R2 = .98 SE = 24,624.34 

R2 = .65 SE = 91,061.90 

6. = 28,225.89 + 31 84(TOTPOP) 

A. CRD81 -18,686.97 + 95(CRF81) 

6. = -20,636.64 + 67(CRF80) 

C. = 6,297.88 + 30 63(TOTPOP) 

For b o t h  f i l ings  and dispositions, the f i r s t  
(and best)  equation ( A )  was used to estimate a l l  
missing values for those s ta tes  for which the 
independent variables, criminal f i l ings  i n  1981 
and 1980, respectively, were available. For 
those s ta tes  remaining w i t h  missing d a t a ,  the  (6 )  
equations (and  then the ( C )  equation, I n  the case 
of criminal dispositions) were used until a value 
had been estimated for a l l  s ta tes  for whom a 
reported figure was not available. 
regression equation t h a t  was used t o  estimate 
each criminal figure on the accompanying table i s  
indicated by the l e t t e r  following each figure. 

The 

Juvenile caseload. States use two d is t inc t  
methods for counting the i r  juvenile caseload. 
Thfrtee s ta tes  count juvenile cases a t  
intake.! Thirty-nine count them when a 
petition is  filed.2 ( I t  I s  not known when 
juvenile cases are counted i n  Guam, so i t  was 
excluded from the in i t i a l  stages of the 
analysls. I Some juvenile matters are resolved 
before the stage a t  which a petition would be 
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f i l e d .  As a r e s u l t ,  j u v e n i l e  f i l i n g  and 
d i s p o s i t i o n  f i gu res  were estimated separately f o r  
these two groups o f  states. 

s ta tes  t h a t  count t he  case when a p e t i t i o n  i s  
f i l e d  were: 

A. JF81 = 2,440.93 + .84(jF80) 

B. = 9,153.17 + 3.37(TOTPOP) 

A. JD81 = 3,154.80 + 1.06(JF81) 

B. = 5,679 + .89($F80) 

For those s ta tes  t h a t  count the case a t  in take:  

C. JF81 = 4,954.17 + .56( F80) 

C. JD81 = 4,815.27 + .28(jF80) 

D. = 2,310.09 + .51(JF811 

The ca l cu la ted  regression equations f o r  

R - .89 SE = 9,959.23 

R2 = .34 SE - 24,534.65 

R2 = .99 SE = 3.780.44 

R = .88 SE = 11,092.43 

R d = .99 SE = 1,726.06 

R = .99 SE = 672.56 

R2 = .99 SE = 322.53 

No f u r t h e r  est imates cou ld  be made f o r  the two 
separate groups t h a t  met the s t a t i s t i c a l  
s ign i f i cance  c r i t e r i o n  o f  a p value l e s s  than o r  
equal t o  .001 s ta ted  above. For  those s ta tes  
remaining w i t h  miss ing data, a l l  the data were 
pooled and two f i n a l  est imates were made: 

D. JF81 = 7.811.79 + 3.81 (TOTPOP) 
R2 = .35 SE = 25,103.13 

E. JD81 = 8,183.88 + 3.83( OTPOP) 
R 1 = .39 SE = 23,302.23 

A l l  f i gu res  estimated were pos i t i ve .  
The l e t t e r s  used t o  i d e n t i f y  these regress ion 

equations may n o t  be combined t o  produce the same 
h ierarchy as was developed f o r  the c r im ina l  
equations. Wi th in  u n i t  o f  count, equation A i s  
b e t t e r  than equation B, b u t  comparisons can n o t  
be made between equations A and C. The i n i t i a l  
p r e d i c t i o n  o f  f i l i n g s  f o r  s ta tes t h a t  count cases 
a t  i n t a k e  appears t o  be b e t t e r  than t h a t  f o r  
s t a t e  t h a t  count when the p e t i t i o n  i s  f i l e d .  

count a t  intake, and the SE i s  smaller, b u t  these 
d i f f e rences  may be due t o  the f a c t  t h a t  the 
number o f  s ta tes  t h a t  count a t  i n take  was 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  smaller than t h a t  o f  s ta tes  t h a t  
count when the  p e t i t i o n  i s  f i l e d  (13 vs 39). 
t he  two groups were o f  s i m i l a r  size, these 
d i f ferences might  disappear. 

The R h value i s  l a r g e r  f o r  the s tates t h a t  

I f  

1. The 13 s ta tes  are: Arkansas, Connecticut, 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Georgia, Hawaii, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Puerto Rico, Rhode Island, and 
Tennessee. 

2. The 39 s ta tes  are: Alabama, Alaska, 
Arizona, Ca l i f o rn ia ,  Colorado, Delaware, F lor ida,  
Idaho, I l l i n o i s ,  Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maine, Mary1 and, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Miss iss ipp i ,  Missouri,  Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Hampshire, New Mexico, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Oregon, South Carolina. 
South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Vermont, V i rg in ia ,  
Washington, West V i rg in ia ,  Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 
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Appendix B: Sources of 1981 state court caseload statistics 

COURTS OF 
LAST RESORT 

INTERMEDIATE 
APPELLATE COURTS 

GENERAL 
JURISDICTION COURTS 

LIMITED 
JURISDICTION COURTS STATE 

Alabama .... Alabama Judiclal System Annual 
Report, Fiscal Year 1981 (m e 
Adninlstratlve Director o f  the 

Alabama Judicial System Annual 
Report. Fiscal Year 198T (Th e 
Administrative Dlrector o f  the 

Alabama Judicial System Annual 
Report, Fiscal Year 1981 (The 
Administrative Director o f  the 

Alabama Judiclal System Annual 
Report, Flscal Year 1981 (Th e 
k tn in is t ra t i ve  Dlrector o f  the 

Courts 1 Courts 1 Courts) Courts 

Alaska ..... Alaska Court System, 1981 

$%k%%~%:s) and 
memo from clerk t o  just lces o f  
Supreme Court en t l t l ed  "19111 
Annual Stat ist ical  Report. 

n strat ive 
Alaska Court System, 1981 
Znua: Repofrth(AQRi n l  s t ra t 1 ve 

rec o r  o t e Courts) and 
memo from clerk t o  justlces o f  
Supreme Court en t l t led  "19p 
Annual Stat ist ical  Report. 

Alaska Court System, 1981 

W 6 A E r : s )  
n strat tve 

Alaska Court System, 1981 

M F : o L L )  
m n strat lve 

Arlrona .... 

Arkansas ... 

The Arizona Courts, 1981 
annual Judiclal Report 
7Arlrona Supreme Court) 

Seventeenth Annual Report, 
981 Judiclal Stat ist ics 

-(Executive Secretary. Judlclal 

The Arlzona Courts, 1981 
Annual Judicial Report 
TArizona Supreme Court) 

The Arlrona Courts, 1981 
annual Judlclal Report 
'IArlzona Supreme Court) 

Seventeenth Annual Report, 
981 Judicial Stat ist ics 

'IExecutlve Secretary. Judicial 

The Arlzona Courts, 1981 

EEkX$k%%.) 

Seventeenth Annual Report, 
Judicial Stat ist lcs 

Executive Secretary. Judlcial 

Seventeenth Annual Report, 
981 Judlcial Stat ist lcs 

Executive Secretary. Judiclal - .  
Department 1 

- _  
Department) Department) Department) 

Callfornla . 1982 Annual Report o f  the 
Administrative Office o f  the 
t a l i f o r n i a  Courts (Judicial 
Pouncll o f  California) and 
addl t ional Informatlon was 
provl ded by the Adminlstratlve 
Offlce o f  Courts 

1982 Annual Report o f  the 
&ininlstrat ive Office o f  the 
t a l  i fo rn ia  Courts (Judicial 
tounci l  o f  California) 

1982 Annual Report o f  the 
Adminlstrative Offlce o f  the 
'California Courts (Judlcial 
Council o f  Ca lmrn ia )  and 
additlonal information was 
provided by the Admintstrattve 
Office o f  the Courts 

1982 Annual Report o f  the 
A h 1  n i  s t r a t i  ve Offlce o f t h e  
ta l i f o rn la  Courts (Judicial 
'Council o f  California) 

Colorado . . . 

Connecttcut . 

Annual Stat lst lcal  Report o f  

1Office o f  the State Court 
the Colorado Judiciary 198d- -81 

Annual Stat lst lcal  Report o f  

m f l c e  o f  the State Court 
Admlni strator)  

t he  Colorado Judiciary 1 m  -81 
Annual Stat ist ical  Report o f  

'mffice o f  the State Court 
B e  Colorado Judlciary 1980 -81 

Actnini s t rator Adminlstrator 1 

Report o f  the Judiclal Depart- 
ment, State o f  Connectlcut 

Admi n i  strator, Judl c i  a1 
Department 1 

July 1, 1980 t o  June 30, 15 82 
P t  

Report o f  the Judlclal Oepart- 
ment, State o f  Connectlcut 

n h l e f  Justice and Chief Court 
Ju ly  1. 1980 t o June 30, 1 482 

Report o f  the Judicial Oepart- 
ment, State o f  Connecticut 

m l e f  Justice and Chlef Court 
A d n i  n l  strator , Judlcl a1 
Department) 

3uly 1 1980 t o  June 30. 18 82 

Adninistrator, Judicial 
Department) and addltional 
lnformatlon was supplied by 
the Office o f  Chlef Court 
Administrator. Judlcial 
Department 

Department) 

Del aware . . . . -- 1981 Annual Report o f  the 
belaware Judiclar (Director, 
hn in l s t ra t i ve  Ofhce o f  the 

1981 Annual Report o f  the 1981 Annual Report o f  the 
Delaware Judlclary (Director. 
?dmlnlstrative Offlce o f  the 
Courts 1 Courts) Courts 

D i s t r l c t  o f  
Columbia .... -- 1981 Annual Report (Jolnt 

Comnlttee on Judlcial Adminis- 
t ra t lon  i n  the Ois t r l c t  o f  
Columbia and Executive 
Officer 1 

1981 Annual Report (Joint 
tomnittee on Judlcial Adninis- 
t ra t ion  I n  the D ls t r l c t  of 
Columbla and Executive 
O f  f l  cer 1 

Florida ..... Florida Judlclal System Sta- 
t i s t i c a l  and Program 
Act iv i t y  Report 1 9 m  and 1981 
]Office o f  State Court 
Adnlnlstrator) 

Florida Judlcial System Sta- 
t i s t i c a l  and Program 
Act iv i t y  Report lm and 1981 
(Office o f  State Courts 
A h 1  n i  strator)  

Florida Judicial System Sta- 
t i s t i c a l  and Program 
k t i v l t y  Report 1980 and 1981 
7Dff ice o f  State Courts 
Adminlstrator) and additional 
information was supplled by 
the Office o f  State Courts 
Adninistrator and the clerk 
o f  the court 

Admini strator)  

Georgia ..... Eighth Annual Report (Adminls- 
t ra t l ve  Office o f  the Courts) 
and addltional information was 
supplied by the Administrative 
Office o f  the Courts durlng 
data ver i f icat ion 

El hth Annual Report (Admlnls- 
tra9tive Office o f  tFie Courts) 

E l  hth Annual Report (Admlnis- 
tr:tive Office o f  the Courts) 
and additional information was 
supplled by the ACinistrat ive 
Office o f  the Courts during 
data veri  f 1 cat{ on 

E l  hth Annual Report (Adninls- 
tr%ive Office o f  the Courts) 
and addltional lnformatlon was 
supplled by the clerk o f  the 
court 

Guam . . . . . . . . Unpubl 1 shed data suppl led by 
the Offlce o f  the Admlnistra- 
t i v e  Dlrector o f  the Courts 

-- indicates that the state has no court  a t  t h i s  level. 

226 
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JURISDICTION COURTS JURISDICTION COURTS 

INTERHED I ATE 
APPELLATE COURTS 

COURTS OF 
LAST RESORT STATE 

Hawatt ...... State o f  Hawait: Annual State o f  Hawaii: Annual 
Report 1980-1 981 (Admi nistra- Report 1980-1 981 (Admi nistra- 
t i v e  Dtrector o f  the Courts) t t v e  Dtrector o f  the Courts) 

State o f  Hawat 1 : Annual 
Report 1980-1 981 (Admit nl'stra- 
t t v e  Director o f  the Courts) 

State o f  Hawatt: Annual 
Report 19XGTF81 (Admt nistra- 
t i v e  Dtrector o f  the Courts) 

-- Idaho . .. . . . . Idaho Courts 1981 Annual 
Re,pol;t ( Admt n i  s t r a t i  ve 6f f t ce 
o t e Courts) 

The Idaho Courts 1981 Annual 
n -  

and addt t tonal tnformatton was 
supplted by the Admtntstratlve 
Offtce o f  the Courts 

%%v:n8f%?,":xt~:%u~ts 1 

l l l t n o t s  .... 1981 Annual Report o f  the 
Supreme Court o f  Illi noi s 
TAdministrattve Office o f  the 

1981 Annual Report o f  the 
Supreme Court o f  I11i not s 
'IAdmintstrative Office o f  the 

I l l t n o t s  Courts) I l l i n o i s  Courts) and additton- 
a1 information was supplted by 
the Admtntstratlve Offtce 

a1 information was supplted by 
the Admtnistrattve Office 

Indtana ..... 

Iowa ..... ... 

1981 Indiana Judtctal Report 1981 Indtana Judicial Report 
D i v i s i o n  o f  State Court 
Adat nt s t ra t t  on 1 

TDtvfsion o f  State Court 
Adntnt stratton) 

1981 Indiana Judtctal Report 
TDivtsion o f  s ta t  e Court 
Admt ni strat ion) 

1981 Indiana Judtcial Report 
D i v t s i o n  o f  State Court 
Admtni stratton) 

1981 Annual Stat tst ical  Report 
TAdmtnistrator o f  the Jud ic ta l  

1981 Annual Stat tst lcal  Report, -- 
'ICourt Admintstrator o f  the 

1981 Annual Stat ist ical  Report 
7Admtnistrator o f  the Judtctai  
Department 1 kpartment) and addittonal 

infomatton was supplied by 
the clerk o f  the court 

Judlctal Department) 

Not available Kansas ...... Blueprtnt f o r  the 1980's: An 
Executive Sumnary o f  the 
Ransas Judtcial Branch 1980- 
T¶l Ftscal Year (Offt  ce o f  
Judic ia l  Administration) and 
addt t lonal infomatton was 
supplied by the Offtce o f  
Judictal ACtntstrat lon 

Annual Report on the Courts o f  
Ransas: 1980-Trnn F i  scal Year 
]Office o f  Judictal 
Administration 

addttional infomatton was 
supplted by the Offtce o f  
Judtctal Adntntstratton, 

Unpubli shed data provided by 
the Ahtnts t ra t ive Office o f  
the Courts 

Kentucky . . . . Kentucky Court o f  Justtce, 
-82 Report ( A h  in t  stra- 
t t ve  Office o f  the Courts) and t t v e  Office o f  the Courts) t i v e  Office o f  the Courts) 
addittonal tnformatton was 
supplied by the clerk o f  the 
court and Admintstrattve 
Offtce o f  the Courts 

Judicial Counctl Annual Report 
wtth 1981 S t a t i s t t c s  and 
Related Data (Judicial Adntn- 
7strator)  

Loutstana ... 

Matne ....... 

Judtcial Counctl Annual Report 
wi th 1981 S t a t i s t t c s  arid 
Related Data (Judtcial hdmtn- 
7strator)  

Annual Report 1981 (Admints- 
t ra t i ve  Offlce o f  the Courts) 

Annual Report 1981 (Admi nt s- 
t ra t i ve  Offtce o f  the Courts) 
and addltlonal informatlon was 
supplied by the c lerk of the 
court 

Annual Report 1981 (Admints- 
t ra t i ve  Office o f  the Courts) 
and addtttonal tnformation was 
supplied by the Adminlstratlve 
Offtce o f  the Courts 

Annual Report 1980-81 (Admin- 
-he 
Courts) 

Mary1 and . . . . Annual Report 1980-81 (Adnln- 
l s t r a t l v e  Office o f  the 
Courts) 

Annual Report 1980-81 and 
Sta t ts t i ca l  Abstract (Abtn-  
'Istrattve Office o f  the 

Annual Report 1980-81 (Adntn- 
r s t ra t i ve  Office o f  the 
Courts) 

Courts) 

Massa- 
chusetts .... Unpubl I shed data suppl 1 ed by 

the Supreme Judtctal Court 
Unpubl tshed data supplted by 
the Appeals Courts 

Annual Report o f  the Massachu- 
setts Tr ia l  Court, 1981 ( C  h i e f  
Administrative Justice) and 
addtttonal information was 
supplted by the Offtce o f  the 
Admt nt s t ra t t  ve Justtce 

Unpubltshed data suppl led by 
the Office o f  the State Court 
Admt n 1 s t r a  t o r  

Minnesota . . . Unpubl tshed data suppl led by 
the Office o f  the State Court 
Admt nt strator 

Unpublished data suppl ted by 
the Office o f  the State Court 
Admini strator 

-- Not avatlable Not available Mississtppi . 15th Annual Stat tst tcal  

H s & E E t E t  

(continued on next page) -- tndlcates that the state has no court a t  th ts  level. 
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Appendix B: Sources of 1981 state court caseload statistics (continued) 

STATE 

M i s s o u r i  . . . . 

Montana ..... 
Nebraska .... 

Nevada ...... 

New 
Hampshire ... 

New Jersey .. 

New Mexico .. 

New York . ... 

Nor th  
Caro l ina  .... 

Nor th  
Dakota . . , . . . 

Ohio ..... . . . 

Oregon ...... 

Pennsyl- 
vani  a . . . . . . . 

Pi ie r to  Rico . 

COURTS OF 
LAST RESORT 

Missour i  J u d i c i a l  Department 
Annual S t a t i s t i c a l  Report 
F i s c a l  Year 1980-1981 ( O f  f i c e  
o f  the  Sta te  Court 
Adnini s t r a t o r )  

Unpubl i shed data suppl l e d  by 
t h e  Sta te  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  

The Courts o f  Nebraska 1981 
P 
Admin is t ra to r )  and unpubl ished 
data p rov ided by the  c l e r k  o f  
t h e  c o u r t  

Unpublished data p rov ided by 
the  c l e r k  o f  the  c o u r t  

Nineteenth B i e n n i a l  Report  o f  
the  J u d i c i a l  Counci l  o f  the 
S t a t e  o f  New Hampshire (Chair-  
man. J u d i c i a l  Council I and 
a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  sup- 
p l i e d  by the  C lerk  o f  t h e  
Supreme Court  

1981 S t a t i s t i c a l  Supplement: 
New Jersey J u d f c i a r y  (Admi n f s -  
' t r a t i v e  O i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  
Courts 1 

Annual Report, J u l y  1, 1980- 
June 30, 1981 (J  u d i c i a l  De- 
partment o f  t h e  S t a t e  o f  New 
Mext t o  1 

Four th  Annual Report  1982 
R h i e f  Admi n i s t r a t o r  o f  t h e  
Courts)  

Nor th  Carol i n a  Courts 1980- 

t h e c o u r t s )  
( A d n i n l s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  

Annual Report 1981 (Nor th  
Dakota J u d i c i a l  Counci l  1 

Onto Courts Sumnary 1981 
( O f f i c e  o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
D i r e c t o r )  

28th Annual Report R e l a t i n g  t o  
J u d i c i a l  A C i n i s t r a t i o n  i n  the 
t o u r t s  o f  Oregon. 1981 [ O R T  ce 
o f  t h e  Sta te  Court  
AQninl s t r a t o r )  

1981 Annual Report (Admi n i s -  
t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  of t h e  Pennsyl- 
vania Courts)  

Anuario E s t a d i s t i c o ,  1980-81 
T O f f i c e  o f  Court A d m i  n i s t r a -  
t i o n )  

INTERMEDIATE 
APPELLATE COURTS 

Missour i  J u d i c i a l  Report 
F i s c a l  Year 1980-1981 rZ i f f i ce  
of  the  Sta te  Court  
Admi n l  s t r a t o r )  

-- 

1981 S t a t i  s t i  c a l  Supplement: 
New Jersey J u d i c i a r y  (Admi n i s -  
t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  
Courts 

partment o f  t h e  Sta te  o f  New 
Mexico) and a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o r -  
mat ion was prov ided by t h e  
c l e r k  o f  the  c o u r t  

Four th  Annual Report 1982 
n h i e f  Admin is t ra to r  o f  the  
Courts)  

Unpublished data f rom the  
Clerk o f  t h e  Court  o f  Appeals 
and from t h e  Admin is t ra t i ve  
O f f i c e  o f  t h e  Courts 

-- 

Ohio Courts Sumnary 1981 
?Off i c e  o f  t h e  A h i n i  s t r a t i  ve 
D i r e c t o r )  

28th Annual Report R e l a t i n g  t o  
J u d i c i a l  Admin is t ra t ion  i n  the 

o f  t h e  Sta te  Court 
Admini s t r a t o r )  

t o u r t s  o f  Oregon, 1981 m 

1981 Annual Report (Adminis- 
t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Courts)  

-- 

GENERAL 
JURISOICTION COURTS 

Missour i  J u d i c i a l  Branch 

F i s c a l  Year 1980- f i c e  
o f  the  Sta te  Court 
Admini s t r a t o r )  

Unpublished data provided by 
the  Sta te  Court  A d n i n i s t r a t o r  

The Courts o f  Nebraska 1981 
' IOf f i ce  o f  the  Sta te  Court  
Admi n i  s t r a t o r  1 

Nineteenth B ienn ia l  Report o f  
the  J u d i c i a l  Council o f  the 
3 t a t e  o f  New Hampshire (Chair-  
man, J u d i c i a l  Council I 

1981 S t a t i s t i c a l  Supplement: 
New Jersey J u d i c i a r y  (Admi ncs- 
t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  
Courts)  

Annual Re o r t  J u l  1 1980- 

partment o f  the  Sta te  o f  New 
J . i s d m ? b  
Mexico 1 

Four th  Annual Report 1982 
TChief  Admi n i s t r a t o r  o f  the 
Courts 

Nor th  Caro l ina  Courts 1980- 
1981 (Admin is t ra t i ve  O f f i c e  of  
t h e c o u r t s )  and a d d i t i o n a l  i n -  
fo rmat ion  was supp l ied  by the 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  t h e  
Courts 

Annual Report 1981 (North 
bakota J u d i c l a l  Council 

Ohio Courts Summary 1981 
T O f f i c e  o f  the  A c h i n i s t r a t i v e  
D i  r e c t o r  

S t a t i s t i c a l  Report Re la t fng  t o  
a l e  C i r c u i t  Courts and Dis- 
t r i c t  Courts o f  the Sta te  

1981 Annual Report (Adminis- 
t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Courts 

Anuario E s t a d i s t l c o  1980-81 
TbFf ice  o f  Court  A G i n i s t r a -  
t i o n )  and a d d i t i o n a l  informa- 
t i o n  was supp l ied  by the 
O f f i c e  o f  Court Admin is t ra t ion  

LIMITED 
JURISOICTION COURTS 

-- 

Not a v a i l a b l e  

The Courts o f  Nebraska 1981 
?Off ice o f  the Sta te  Cour t  
A h i n i s t r a t o r )  

Unpubl 1 shed data p r o v i  ded by 
the Admin is t ra t i ve  O f f i c e  o f  
the Courts 

Nineteenth B ienn ia l  Report  o f  
the  J u d i c i a l  Council o f  the  
S t a t e  o f  New Hanipshire (Cha i r -  
man. J u d i c i a l  Council) '  

1981 S t a t i s t i c a l  Supplement: 
New Jersey J u d i c i a r y  ( A h i n i s -  
t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  the  
Courts)  

Annual Re o r t  J u l  1 1980- 
4 9 8 1  '(Jud:ci;l Oe- 
partment o f  the  S t a t e  o f  New 
Mexico) 

Fourth Annual Report 1902 
n h i e f  Admin is t ra to r  o f  the  
Courts)  and a d d l t i o n a l  i n f o r -  
mat ion was supp l ied  by the 
O f f i c e  o f  the  Ch ie f  Administra- 
t o r  o f  the Courts dur lng  data 
v e r i  f l c a t i o n  

North Carol ina  Courts 1980- 

t h e c o u r t s )  
1 ( A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  

Annual Report 1981 (Nor th  
bakota J u d i c i a l  Counci l  1 and 
addf t fons  and c o r r e c t i o n s  were 
supp l ied  by the  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
o f f i c e  o f  the c o u r t  

Ohio Courts Summary 1981 
-(Office o f  the  A d n i n i s t r a t i v e  
D i  r e c t o r  

S t a t i s t l c a l  Re o r t  R e l a t i n  t o  

t r i c t  Courts o f  the S t a t e  
o f  Oregon, 1;81 ( O f f i c e  o f  the  
Sta te  Court  d m i n l s t r a t o r )  

m d +  

1981 Annual Re o r t  (Adminis- 
d r t h e  Pennsyl- 
vania Courts)  

Anuario Es tad ls t tco ,  1 9 8 0 3  
T d f f i c e  o f  Court  A d n i n i s t r a -  
t i o n )  

-- i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the  s t a t e  has no c o u r t  a t  t h i s  l e v e l .  
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COURTS OF INTERMEDIATE GENERAL LIMITED 
STATE LAST RESORT APPELLATE COURTS JURISDICTION COURTS JURISDICTION COURTS 

Rhode 
I s l a n d  ...... Report on the  J u d t c t a r  1980- 

T9d2 - ( S t a t e  o f  Rhode I!land) 
and unpubl ished data provtded 
by the Admtn ts t ra t tve  O f f i c e  
o f  t h e  Courts 

South 
Caro l tna  .... Annual Report  1982 ( J u d i c t a l  

Department o f  South Caro l ina)  
..- 

South 
Oakota . . . . . . Unpubl tshed data suppl l e d  by 

the  c l e r k  o f  the  c o u r t  

rt on t h e  J u d t c t a r y  1980- 

x u n p u b l  1 shed data p rov t  ded 
by t h e  Admtn is t ra t tve  O f f i c e  
o f  t h e  Courts o f  t h e  Courts 

rt on t h e  J u d i c t a r y  1980- 
(S ta te  o f  Rhode I s l a n d )  (S ta te  o f  Rhode I s l a n d )  

x u n p u b l  t shed da ta  p rov t  ded 
by the  Admtn is t ra t tve  O f f l c e  

Annual Report 1982 ( J u d t c i a l  Annual Report  1982 (Judicial 
Department o f  South Caro l ina)  Department o f  South C a r o l i n a )  

.- 

t n f o n a t t o n  was supp l ted  by 
t h e  Sta te  Court  Adntn is t ra -  
t o r ' s  O f f i c e  

Tennessee .. . 1981 Annual Report (Executtve 1981 Annual Report (Executtve 1981 Annual Report (Executtve 1981 Annual Report (Execut ive  
Secretary. Supreme Court  of  
Tennessee) Tennessee) Tennessee) Tennessee) 

Secretary,  Supreme Court o f  3ecre tary .  Supreme Court  o f  Secretary.  Supreme Court  o f  

Texas ....... 53rd Annual Re o r t  1981 (Texas 53rd  Annual Re o r t  1981 (Texas 53rd  Annual Report  1981 (Texas 53rd  Annual Report  1981 (Texas 
J d t -  J u d i c i a l  Councyl) J u d i c i a l  Counc i l )  J u d i c t a l  Counci l  1 
t l o n a l  tn fo rmat ion  was 
supp l ted  by the  O f f t c e  o f  t h e  
Admtn ts t ra t tve  D i r e c t o r  o f  the  
Courts 

Utah ........ Annual Report, Utah Courts 
981 

Vermont ..... 

V t r g i n t a  .... 

Wash1 ngton . . 

Nest 
V i r g i n i a  .... 

U i  sconst n . . . 

Wyomt ng . . . . . 

J u d i c i a l  S t a t t s t t c s  f o r  Year 
h d i n  June 30 1981 ( 0 f f i  

th: Court  A h t n i s t r a t o r )  

S ta te  o f  the  J u d t c t a r y  Report 
n 8 0  and 1981 ( O f  f i c e  o f  the 
=uti v e S e c r e t a r y  , Supreme 
Cour t )  and a d d t t t o n a l  t n f o r -  
matton was suppl l e d  by t h e  
O f f t c e  o f  the Execut ive 
Secretary 

f o r  the Courts)  

Unpublished data p rov tded by 
the  Admtn is t ra t tve  O f f i c e  o f  
t h e  Courts 

Unpublished data p rov tded by 
the  O f f t c e  o f  the  D i r e c t o r  
o f  S ta te  Courts and t h e  
C lerk  o f  the Court  

Unpublished data provtded by 
the  C lerk  o f  t h e  Supreme 
Court  and the O f f t c e  o f  t h e  
Court  Coordtnator. 

Annual Report, Utah Courts Annual Report, Utah Courts 
J u l y  1, 19 80 t o  June 30, 981 
7Utah J u d i c i a l  Council ) 

J u l y  1, 1980 t o  June 30, 1981 
7Utah J u d t c t a l  Counc i l )  and 
J u v e n i l e  Court  f o r  t h e  S t a t e  o f  
Utah. Annual Report, 1981 (Ad- 
m i n t s t r a t t v e  O f f i c e  o f  t t ie  
Juvent le  Cour t )  

J u d t c t a l  S t a t t s t t c s  f o r  Year J u d t c t a l  S t a t t s t t c s  f o r  Year 
Ending June 30, 1981 ( O f f  i c e  Ending June 30, 1981 ( O f  f i c e  
o f  t h e  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r )  

S ta te  o f  t h e  J u d i c t a r y  Report  
1981 ( O f f t  ce o f  the  Execut ive 
Secretary,  Supreme Cour t )  

o f  t h e  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r )  

S t a t e  o f  t h e  J u d t c t a r y  Report  
7VBnaffi ce o f  t h e  Execut ive 
Secretary,  Supreme Cour t )  

1980 and 1981 Annual Report o f  1981 Annual Report o f  t h e  
t h e c a s e l o a d s  and Operations Caseloads and Operations o f  
o f  the  Courts of  Washington the  Courts o f  Washington 
m f f i c e  o f  the Admtn ts t ra to r  ? O f f i  ce of  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  
f o r  the Cour ts )  o f  the  Courts)  and a d d i t i o n a l  

i n f o n n a t t o n  was supp l ied  by 
t h e  Admtn is t ra t i ve  O f f i c e  o f  
the Courts 

Unpublished data provtded by 
the  Admin ts t ra t i ve  O f f i c e  o f  
t h e  Courts 

Unpubltshed data p rov ided by 
the O f f i c e  o f  t h e  D i r e c t o r  
o f  S ta te  Courts o f  S ta te  Courts 

Unpublished data provtded by 
t h e  O f f i c e  o f  the  D i r e c t o r  

Unpubl tshed data provtded by 
t h e  O f f i c e  o f  the  Court  
Coordinator 

1981 Annual Report  o f  t h e  
tase loads  and Operattons o f  
t h e  Courts o f  Washtngton 
m f f c e  o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  
o f  the  Courts)  and a d d i t i o n a l  
i n f o r m a t i o n  was supp l ied  by 
the  Admtn is t ra t tve  O f f t c e  o f  
t h e  Courts 

Unpubl tshed data provtded by 
the  Admin ts t ra t i ve  O f f t c e  o f  
t h e  Courts 

Unpublished data p rov ided by 
the  O f f i c e  o f  the  D i r e c t o r  
o f  S ta te  Courts 

Not a v a i l a b l e  

-- i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the  s t a t e  has no c o u r t  a t  t h f s  l e v e l .  
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Appendix C: Prototype of statistical profile used in 1981 data collection 

STATE NME. COURT W E  
Court o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  o r  intermediate appe l la te  cou r t  

Number o f  c o u r t  d i v i s ions .  Number o f  judges 
Time per iod  covered 

E n d--- 
----- ---- -----=-=a=-- p I p I p - = s ~ - - = -  

pend 1 ng Begi nni  ng F i  1 ed Oisposed pend i ng 

Cases: 
Appeal 5: 

C i v i l  ................................................... 
C r  is i  na l  ................................................ 
Postconv ic t ion  remedy ................................... 
Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  agency case .................... 
Juven i l e  ................................................ 

Total  appeals ............................................ 
Other cases: 

O r i g i n a l  proceedings: 
Or ig ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ................................. 
D i s c i p l i n a r y  matter ................................... 
Advisor . op in ion  ...................................... 

Tota l  o r i g i n a l  proceedings ............................. 
C i v i l  ................................................. 
C r i d  na l  .............................................. 
Postconv lc t ion  remedy ................................. 
Appeal o f  administrative agency case .................. 
Juveni 1 e .............................................. 

Total  requests t o  appeal ............................... 
Tota l  other cases ......................................... 

Requests t o  appeal : 

Sentence review on ly  .................................... 

Grand t o t a l  cases .......................................... 
Other proceedings: 

Rehearing requests ........................................ 
Other matters ............................................. 

Total  o ther  proceedings .................................... 
Manner o f  d i  sposi t i  on 

Di smi ssedl  
Memorandum w i  thdrawnl Trans- 

Opinton dec is ion  Order s e t t l e d  f e r r e d  Other 

Appeal 5 :  
C i v l l  .................. 
Cr imina l  ............... 
Postconvl c t i  on ......... 
Agency ................. 
Juven i l e  ............... 

Total.................... 

O r i  g i  na l  j u r i  sd i c t  I on . . 
Advisory opt n ion  ....... 

Tota l  ................... 
C i  v i  1 .................. 
Cr imina l  ............... 
Postconv ic t ion  ......... 
Agency ................. 
Juven i l e  ............... 

Tota l  ................... 
Sentence reb iew on ly  ..... 

Tota l  cases ............... 

O r i g i n a l  proceedings: 

D i  s c i p l  i n a r y  mat te r  .... 
Requests t o  appeal : 

Dispos i t i on  o f  cases 

Appeal s 
Post Sentence 

convic- Juve- review - C i v i l  Cr iminal  t i o n  Agency n i l e  on l y  

Opi n l  on: 
A f  f i rmed 
Modi f 1 ed 
Reversed 
Reversed 
Remanded 

Memorandum 
A i f  i rmed 
Modi f i ed 
Reversed 
Reversed 
Remanded 

A f  f i rmed 
Modif ied 
Reversed 
Reversed 
Remanded 

Order: 

.................. .................. .................. 
and remanded ..... 
declsion: 
.................. 
.................. .................. .................. 
and remanded ..... .................. 
.................. .................. .................. 
and remanded ..... .................. 
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Time i n t e r v a l  datan (months/days) 

Appeal 5: 

Ready f o r  hear ing Under advisement 

(submit ted o r  o r a l  
Not ice o f  appeal t o  under advisement (submit ted o r  

o r a l  argument can- Not ice  o f  appeal t o  ready f o r  
hear ing argument completed) p le ted )  t o  dec is ion  t o  dec is ion  

Number Number Number Number 
o f  cases Median o f  cases Mean Median o f  cases Mean Median of cases Mean Media 

' C i v i l  ..................... 
Criminal  .................. 
Postconv ic t ion  ............ 
Agency .................... 
Juven i le  .................. 

Tota l  appeals .............. 
O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ..... 
D i s c i p l i n a r y  ma t te r  ....... 
Advisory opi  n fon  .......... 

Sentence review on ly  ........ 

O r i g i n a l  proceedings: 

To ta l  o r i g i n a l  proceedings.. 

D ispos i t i on  o f  other cases 

O r i g i n a l  proceedings: 
O r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ....................... 
Advisory op in ion  ............................ 

Total  o r i g i n a l  proceedings ................... 
D i s c i p l i n a r y  matter ......................... 

Requests t o  appeal : 
C i  v i  1 ....................................... 
Cr imina l  .................................... 
Postconv ic t ion  ............................... 
Agency ...................................... 
Juven i l e  .................................... 

Tota l  requests t o  appeal ..................... 
Total  o ther  cases ............................. 

Opinion Memorandum dec is ion  Order 
Granted Denied -- Granted Denied Granted Denied -- 

Age o f  pending caseload (days) 

Appeal 5 :  
C i v i l  .. 
Cr imina l  
Postconv 

Not ready f o r  hear ing Under advisement 
Await ing cou r t  Await ing Await ing 

repo r te r ' s  appel 1 ant ' s respondent's Ready f o r  (submit ted o r  O r a l  
t r a n s c r i p t  b r i e f  b r i e f  hear ing argument completed ) 

Over Average age Over Over Over Over 
0-60 61-120 120 0-60 61-120 120 0-60 61-120 120 0-90 91-180 180 0-90 91-180 180 of pending 
days days days days days days days days days days days days days days caseload 

................. ................. 
c t i o n  ........... 

Agency .................. 
Juven i l e  ................. 

Total  appeals ............. 
Or ig ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .... 
D i s c i p l i n a r y  ma t te r  ...... 
Advisory op in ion  ......... 

Tota l  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

C i  v i  1 .................... 
Criminal  ................. 
Postconv ic t ion  ........... 
Agency ................... 
Juven i l e  ................. 

Tota l  requests t o  appeal .. 
Sentence review on ly  ....... 

rota1 cases ................. 
Boldface headings i n d i c a t e  the  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  YChange i n  pending does not equal t he  d i f f e rence  

used by the  CSIM pro jec t .  
hFi yure was computed. 

aCourt j u r i s d i c t i o n .  ?Data are incomplete. 
b p a r t i c u l a r  cou r t  o r  repo r t i ng  system informat ion.  JExplanat ion o f  data included i n  the  category. 
CJudye informat ion.  kAddi t i o n a l  informat ion.  
eCases no t  included i n  t h e  t o t a l  tci  avoid double 1Special source o r  r e v i s i o n  i n  data. 

count 1 n y . mlnformat ion on d i s p o s i t i o n  type o r  t r i a l  'data. 
fBeyinniny pending f i g u r e  f o r  the  1981 cou r t  year n In fo rmat ion  on t ime i n t e r v a l  o r  age o f  pending 

does no t  equal the  end pending f i g u r e  f o r  the  
1980 cou r t  year. Source: (cont inued on nex t  page) 

O r i y i n a l  proceedings: 

Requests t o  appeal: 

between f i l i n y s  and d ispos i t ions .  

caseload data. 
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Appendix C: Prototype of statistical profile used in 1981 data collection (continued) 
~~ ~~ ~ ~ 

STATE NAME, COURT NAME 
Court o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  cou r t  o f  1 im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Number o f  c i r c u i t s  or  d i s t r i c t s .  Number of judges 
Time per iod covered 

CIIII 

F i l e d  Oisposed pending 
tregi nni ng 

pending 
C i v i l :  

To r t  ........................................................... 
Auto t o r t  .................................................... 
Professional  t o r t  ............................................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ....................................... 
Miscel laneous t o r t  ........................................... 

Tot a1 t o r t  .................................................... 
Contract  ....................................................... 
Heal proper ty  r i g h t s  ........................................... 
S m a l l  c la ims ................................................... 
Domestic re la t i ons :  

Marriage d i s s o l u t i o n  ................... 
Support lcustody ........................ 
Adoption ............................... 
Patern i  ty /bastardy ..................... 
Miscel laneous domestic r e l a t i o n s  ....... 

Total  domestic r e l a t i o n s  ................ 
Proba te /w i l l s / i n tes ta te  ................ Estate: 

..................... ..................... ..................... ..................... ..................... ..................... 
Guardianship/conservatorship/trusteeshlp 
Miscel laneous es ta te  ......................................... 

..................... ..................... 
i o r a i  esrare .................................................. 

Mental hea l th  .................................................. 
Appeal : 

Appeal of admin i s t ra t i ve  agency case ......................... 
Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ................................... 

Total  c i v i l  appeals ........................................... 
Miscel laneous c i v i l  ............................................ 

T o t a l  c i v i l  ..................................................... 
Felony: ........................................................ 

T r i a b l e  fe lony ............................................... 
L im i ted  fe lony ............................................... 

Misdemeanor .................................................... 
Felony/mi sdemeanor ............................................. 
Appeal ......................................................... 
Miscel laneous c r i m i n a l  ......................................... 

Total  c r im ina l  .................................................. 

Criminal  : 

OWI/DUI ........................................................ 

T r a f  f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n :  
Moving t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n  ....................................... 
Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  ............................................ 
Parking v i o l a t i o n  .............................................. 
H i s c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c  .......................................... 

Tota l  t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  ................................... 
Juveni le :  

Cr iminal  - type o f fense .......................................... 
Status o f fense ................................................. 
C h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n  .......................................... 
Miscel laneous j u v e n i l e  ......................................... 

Total  j u v e n i l e  .................................................. 
Grand t o t a l  cases ................................................ 
Other proceedings: 

Postconvi c t i o n  remedy .......................................... 
Prel iminary hearings ........................................... 
Sentence r e v i e u  only  ........................................... 

Total  o ther  proceedings ......................................... 
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Jury 

C i v i l :  
Tort :  

Auto t o r t  ......................... 
Professional  t o r t  ................. 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ............ 
Hi s c e l l  aneous t o r t  ................ 

T o t a l  t o r t  ......................... 
Contract  ............................ 
Real proper ty  r i g h t s  ................ 
h a l l  claims ........................ 
Domestic re1 a t  ions: 

Uar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  .............. 
Support/custody ................... 
Adoption .......................... 
Patern i ty /bastardy ................ 
M i  scel 1 aneous domestic re1 a t i  ons . . 

T o t a l  domestic r e l a t i o n s  ........... 
Probate/wi 11 s / i  n t e s t a t e  ........... 
Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi  p/ 

t rus teesh ip  ..................... 
Uiscel laneous es ta te  .............. 

T o t a l  e s t a t e  ....................... 
Mental hea l th  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  
ayency case ..................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ........ 
T o t a l  c i v i l  appeals ................ 

Miscel laneous c i v i l  ................. 
T o t a l  c i v i l  .......................... 

T r l  a1 
Nij iCjTry T o t a l  - Jury_ 

Criminal  : 
Felony: .......................... 

T r i a b l e  fe lony ................. 
Limi ted fe lony  ................. 

Misdemeanor ...................... 
Fel  ony/mi demeanor ............... 
DWI/OUI .. . e .  e . .  ..e - .. e .  

Appeal ........................... 
Miscel laneous c r im ina l  ........... 

Total c r im ina l  .................... 
Moving t r a f f i c  ................... 
Ordinance v l o l  a t i o n  .............. 
Parking v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
Miscel laneous t r a f f i c  ............ 

T o t a l  t r a f f i c l o t h e r  v l o l  a t i o n  ..... 
Criminal  - type j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  . . 
Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
Chi ld -v i c t im  p e t i t i o n  ............ 
Miscel laneous j u v e n i l e  ........... 

T o t a l  j u v e n i l e  .................... 

Traf  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t lon:  

Juveni le:  

Grand t o t a l  t r i a l s  .................. 

T r i  a1 
N-ry: T o t a  - 

C i v i l  d i spos i t i ons  

Di smi ssedl 
w i t  hdrawnl 

UncontestedIDef a u l  t s e t  t 1 ed Transferred A r b i t r a t i o n  Total 
C i v i l :  

Tort :  
Auto t o r t  ......................... 
Professional  t o r t  ................. 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ............ 
Miscel laneous t o r t  ................ 

Total  t o r t  ......................... 
Contract  ............................ 
Real proper ty  r i g h t s  ................ 
Small claims ........................ 
Domestic re la t i ons :  

Uar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  .............. 
Support/ c u r t  ody ................... 
Patern i  ty/bastardy ................ 
Miscel laneous d a e s t i c  r e l a t i o n s  .. 

T o t a l  domestic r e l a t i o n s  ........... 
Probate/wi 11 s / i  n tes ta te  ........... 

t rus teesh ip  ..................... 
M i  s c e l l  aneous es ta te  .............. 

Total  estate ....................... 
Mental h e a l t h  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Adoption .......................... 

Estate: 

Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi  p/ ..... 

Appeal o f  admi n i  s t  r a t  i ve 
a p n c y  case ..................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ........ 
Tota l  c i v i l  appeal ................. 

M i  scel 1 aneous c i v i  1 ................. 
Total  c i v i l  .......................... 

(cont inued on next page) 



Appendix C: Prototype of statistical profile used in 1981 data collection (continued) 

Criminal  d i spos i t i ons  

Jury t r i a l  : 
Convict ion ............ 
G u t l t y  p lea ........... 
Ac qu i t t a1 ............. 
D l  m i s s e d  ............. 

Non-jury t r i a l  : 
Convict ion ............ 
G u i l t y  p lea  ........... 
Acqu i t t a l  ............. 
D1 m i s s e d  ............. 

01 smi ssed/nol 1 e prosequi . 
B a l l  f o r f e i t u r e  .......... 
Bound over ............... 
Transferred .............. 
Other .................... 

Total  d i s p o s i t i o n s  ........ 

M i  scel 1 aneous 
Felony Nisdemeanor owI/oUI Appeal c r im ina l  Total - 

Traf f 1 c / o t  her v i o l  a t  t on d 1 s posi t i ons 

Jury t r i a l :  
Convict i o n  ............. 
Acqu i t t a l  .............. 

Non-jury t r i a l :  
Convl c t 1 on ............. 
Acqu i t t a l  .............. 

G u i l t y  p lea .............. 
D i  smi ssed/nol l  e prosequi . 
B a i  1 f o r f e i t u r e  .......... 
Parking f i nes  ............ 
Transferred .............. 
Other .................... 

Total  ..................... 

mscel laneous t r a f f i c /  h v i  ng t r a f f i c  Ordinance 
T o t a l  o ther  v i o l a t i o n  - v i o l  a t 1  on v i o l  a t l o n  Park l  ng  

Age o f  pending caseload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 91-180 181-360 361-720 Over 720 Average age 
days days days days days days of pending cases 

C i v i l :  
Tort :  

Auto t o r t  ........................ 
Profess ional  t o r t  ................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ........... 
Miscel laneous t o r t  ............... 

Tota l  t o r t  ........................ 
Contract  ........................... 
Real proper ty  r l g h t s  ............... 
Small c la ims ....................... 
Domestic re la t i ons :  

Marr iage d i s s o l u t i o n  ............. 
Support/custody .................. 
Adoption ......................... 
Patern i  ty /bastardy ............... 
Miscel\aneous d m s t l c  r e l a t i o n s  . 

Tota l  domestic r e l a t i o n s  .......... 
Probate/wi 11 s / i  n tes ta te  .......... 
Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi  p/ 

t rus teesh ip  .................... 
Miscel laneous es ta te  ............. 

T o t a l  es ta te  ...................... 
Hental h e a l t h  ...................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  
agency case .................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cou r t  case ....... 
Total  appeal ...................... 

Miscel laneous c i v i l  ................ 
Total  c i v i l  ......................... 
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Age o f  pending caseload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 91-180 181-360 361-720 Over 720 Average age 
& days days days days days days o f  pending cases 

Cr iminal  : 
Felony ........................... 

T r i a b l e  fe lony  ................. 
Lim i ted  fe lony  ................. 

H i  sdemeanor ...................... 
Fel  ony/mi demeanor ............... 
0w1/0u1 .......................... 
Appeal ........................... 
M i  s c e l l  aneour c r i m i n a l  ........... 

Total  c r im ina l  .................... 
Movi ng t r a f f i c  ................... 
Ordinance v l o l a t l o n  .............. 
Parking v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
M i  scel 1 anews t r a f f i c  ............ 

Total  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l  a t i o n  ..... 

T r a f f i c d o t h e r  v i o l  a t lon:  

Juveni le:  
Cr imina l - type  j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  .. 
Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
C h i l d - v i c t i a  p e t i t i o n  ............ 
Niscel laneous j u v e n i l e  ........... 

Total  j u v e n i l e  .................... 
Boldface headings i n d i c a t e  the  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  used by the  CSIH p ro jec t .  
N/A 
X = The data f o r  t h i s  case t ype  are known t o  be included i n  the t o t a l  bu t  are unavai lab le by category. --  - N o t  appl icable.  

U n i t s  o f  count: 

This case type i s  handled by the  court ,  but  the data are unavailable. 

C i v i l  u n l t  o f  count. 
Criminal u n i t  o f  count. 
T r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  u n i t  o f  count. 
Juveni le  u n l t  o f  count. 

Jury t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  
Non-jury t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  

T r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

aCourt j u r i  sdi c t i  on. 
b p a r t i c u l a r  cou r t  o r  repo r t i ng  system informat ion.  - -  
Judge i n forma t i o n. 

fBeginning pending f i g u r e  f o r  the 1981 cour t  year does not equal the end pending f i g u r e  f o r  the 1980 cou r t  year. 
9Change i n  pending does not  equal t h e  d i f f e rence  between f i l i n g s  and d lsposl t ions.  
h F i  yure was caputed .  
'.Data are incomplete. 
JExplanat ion o f  data included i n  the category. 
kAddi t i o n a l  informat ion.  
lSpecia1 source o r  r e v i s i o n  I n  the data. 
mInformat ion on d i s p o s i t i o n  type o r  t r i a l  data. 
n Informat ion on age o f  pending caseload data. 

Source: 
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Appendix D: State population data. 1981 

Populat ion (1  n thousands 1 
State o r  t e r r i t o r y  Juvenile Adul t  Tota l  

Alabama .................. 
A1 aska ................... 
Arizona .................. 
Arkansas ................. 
C a l i f o r n i a  ............... 
Colorado ................. 
Connecticut .............. 
Delaware ................. 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia ..... 
F l o r i d a  .................. 
Georgia .................. 
Guam ..................... 
Hawai i ................... 
Idaho .................... 
I1  1 i n o i s  ................. 
Indiana .................. 
Iowa ..................... 
Kansas ................... 
Kentucky ................. 
Loui s i  ana ................ 
Maine .................... 
Mary1 and ................. 
Massachusetts ............ 
Michigan ................. 
Minnesota ................ 
Miss i ss ipp i  .............. 
Missouri ................. 
Montana .................. 
Nebraska ................. 
Nevada ................... 
New Hampshire ............ 
New Jersey ............... 
New Mexico ............... 
New York ................. 
North Caro l ina ........... 
North Dakota ............. 
Ohio ..................... 
Oklahoma ................. 
Oregon ................... 
Pennsyl vani a ............. 
Puerto Rico .............. 
Rhode I s land  ............. 
South Carol ina ........... 
South Dakota ............. 
Tennessee ................ 
Texas .................... 
Utah ..................... 
Vermont .................. 
V i r g i n i a  ................. 
Washington ............... 
West V i r g i n i a  ............ 
W i  sconsi n ................ 
Wyoming .................. 

1. 145 
133 
801 
662 

6. 412 
81 2 
801 
162 
139 

2. 414 
1. 644 

44 
278 
309 

3. 192 
1. 575 

806 
645 

1. 060 
1. 343 

31 5 
1. 142 
1. 450 
2. 665 
1. 145 

803 
1. 340 

230 
443 
223 
256 

1. 942 

4. 581 
1. 633 

190 
3. 024 

865 
71 8 

3. 049 
1. 221 

237 
932 
202 

1. 276 
4. 410 

564 
143 

1.453 
1.143 

552 
1. 334 

152 

41 a 

2. 772 
279 

1. 993 
1. 634 

17. 784 
2. 153 
2. 333 

436 
492 

7. 769 
3. 930 

62 
703 
650 

3. 893 
2. 093 
1. 738 
2. 602 
2. 965 

81 8 
3. 121 
4. 323 
6. 539 
2. 949 
1. 728 
3. 601 

563 
1. 134 

622 

5. 462 
91 0 

13. 021 
4. 320 

468 
7. 757 
2. 235 
1. 933 
8. 822 
1. 976 

71 6 
2. 235 

484 
3. 336 

10. 356 
954 
373 

3. 977 
3. 074 
1. 400 
3. 408 

340 

a. 270 

680 

3. 917 
412 

2. 794 
2. 296 

24. 196 
2. 965 
3. 134 

598 
631 

10. 183 

106 

959 
11. 462 

5. 468 
2. 899 

3.662 
4. 308 
1. 133 
4. 263 
5. 773 
9. 204 
4. 094 
2. 531 
4. 941 

793 
1. 577 

a45 
936 

7. 404 
I. 328 

17. 602 
5. 953 

658 

5. 574 

981 

2. 383 

10. 781 
3. 100 
2. 651 

11. 871 
3. 197 

953 
3. 167 

686 
4. 612 

14. 766 

516 
5. 430 
4. 217 
1. 952 
4. 742 

492 

1.518 

Source: U.S. Bureau o f  the Census. Current Populat ion Reports. ser ies 
P.25. No . 913 f o r  everyth ing except Guam and Puerto Rico . 
General Populat ion Charac te r i s t i cs  f o r  Guam. PC 80-1 .B . General 
Populat ion Charac te r i s t i cs  f o r  Puerto Rico. PC 80-1 .B . 
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Other publications from the Court Statistics and Information Management Project. 

Ava i lab le  f r o m  the  Nat ional  Center f o r  S ta te  Courts: 

S ta te  Court Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report 1976-1979 

Each o f  these fou r  volumes (1976-1979) has ava i l ab le  caseload in fo rmat ion  from a l l  
appe l l a te  and t r i a l  courts.  1980-1984, paperback, $12.50 each volume, p lus  shipping. 

S ta te  Court  Caseload s t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report 1980 

Ava i lab le  caseload in fo rma t ion  from a l l  appe l l a te  and t r i a l  cou r t s  a re  presented i n  t h i s  
repor t .  1984, 494 pages, 48 oz., paperback, $18.00, p lus  shipping. 

Court  Case Management In fo rmat ion  Systems Manual 

Th ls  manual reviews l o c a l  and statewide case management in fo rmat ion  requirements and 
presents sets o f  model data elements, data c o l l e c t i o n  forms and case management ou tpu t  
repo r t s  f o r  each l e v e l  o f  cour t .  1983, 342 pages, 29 oz., paperback, $15.00, p l u s  shipping. 

The Business o f  S ta te  T r i a l  Courts 

De f in ing  cour ts  business as cases f i l e d ,  ser lous cases, and contested cases, t h i s  monograph 
t e s t s  s i x  myths about courts,  t h e i r  work and declslons. 
paperback, $10.00, p lus  shipping. 

1983, 158 pages, 14 02.. 

The f o l l o w i n g  pub l i ca t i on  may be ordered from the  Court S t a t i s t l c s  and In fo rmat ion  Management 
Pro jec t ,  300 Newport Avenue, W i l l  iamsburg, VA 23187-8798: 

S ta te  Court  Model Annual Report 

Suggested formats t o  be used i n  prepar ing s t a t e  c o u r t  annual reports.  Discusses top i cs  t o  
be considered f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  c o u r t  reports.  
f r e e  o f  charge. 

1980, 88 pages. S ing le  copies ava i l ab le  

Ava i lab le  f r o m  the  Nat ional  Cr iminal  J u s t i c e  Reference Service, Box 6000, Rockv i l le ,  MD 20850: 

S ta te  Court Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D ic t ionary  

Contains d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  terms used t o  c l a s s i f y  and count c o u r t  caseload. Gives the c o u r t  
s t a t i s t i c a l  usage f o r  each term. 129 pages. Also ask f o r  t he  1984 Supplement, 81 pages. 
S ing le  coples ava i l ab le  f r e e  o f  charge. 

S ta te  Court  Organization, 1980 

A reference f o r  In fo rmat ion  on c o u r t  management and admin i s t ra t i on  i n  the  50 s ta tes  and 5 
t e r r i t o r i e s .  Contains i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  p r o f i l e s  and summary tab les  on t o p i c s  i nc lud ing  
c o u r t  o rgan iza t ion  and j u r i s d i c t i o n ;  j u d i c i a l  compensation, q u a l i f i c a t i o n s ,  and se lec t ion ;  
j u r i e s ;  and the  func t i ons  o f  t he  admin i s t ra t i ve  o f f i c e  o f  t he  courts. 537 pages. S ing le  
copies ava i l ab le  f r e e  of  charge. 

Ava i l ab le  from the I n t e r - u n i v e r s i t y  Consortium f o r  P o l i t i c a l  and Social  Research, P.O. Box 1248. 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106: 

S ta te  Court S t a t i s t i c s ,  1978-1980 

These a re  the machine-readable data repor ted  i n  the  Sta te  Court  Caseload S t a t i s t i c s  annual 
r e p o r t  ser ies.  There are f i v e  datasets: appe l l a te  c o u r t  caseload Inventory,  t r i a l  c o u r t  
caseload inventory,  c r im ina l  d isposi  t ions ,  c i v i l  d i spos i t i ons  and t r a f f i c  d ispos l  t ions .  

237 



NATIONAL CENTER FOR STATE COURTS 
Court  S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rmat ion  Manayement P r o j e c t  

The Court  S t a t i s t i c s  and In fo rma t ion  Management P r o j e c t  i s  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  
you r  comments and suggest ions about t h i s  Re o r t .  

,payes, s t a p l e  them together ,  and m a i l  t o  t h e  p rep r in ted  address. 

Thank you f o r  you r  help. 

, 1. For  what purpose d i d  you use t h i s  repo r t?  

We have prov ided t h i s  form 
f o r  whatever op in ions  you wish t o  express. + P ease c u t  out  bo th  o f  these 

USER EVALUATION 
S ta te  Cour t  Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report, 1981 

I 2. For t h a t  purpose, t h e  r e p o r t -  Met most o f  my needs 

a Met some o f  my needs 0 Met none o f  my needs 

3. How w i l l  t h i s  r e p o r t  be use fu l  t o  you? 

Data source Other (p lease spec i f y )  

Teaching m a t e r i a l  

0 Reference f o r  a r t i c l e  o r  r e p o r t  

0 General i n f o r m a t i o n  

iJ C r i m i  na l  j u s t i c e  program p l  anni ng 

I 

0 w i l l  - not 'be use fu l  t o  me 
( p l  ease expl a i  n) 

4. Which p a r t s  o f  t h e  repo r t ,  i f  any, were d i f f i c u l t  t o  understand o r  use? 
How cou ld  they  be improved? 



5. Can you p o i n t  ou t  s p e c i f i c  p a r t s  o f  t h e  t e x t  o r  t a b l e  notes t h a t  a re  n o t  
c l e a r  o r  terms t h a t  need t o  be de f ined? 

6. Are t h e r e  ways t h i s  r e p o r t  cou ld  be improved t h a t  you have n o t  mentioned? 

7. Please suggest o ther  t o p i c s  you would l i k e  t o  see addressed i n  f u t u r e  
r e p o r t s  us ing  s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload data. 

8. I n  what capac i t y  d i d  you use t h i s  repo r t?  

0 Researcher Educator 0 Student 

C r i m i  na l  j u s t i c e  agency employee 

Government o ther  than c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  - Spec i fy  

0 Other - Speci fy 



9. If you used t h i s  r e p o r t  as a governmental employee, p lease i n d i c a t e  t h e  
1 eve1 o f  government . 

Federa l  0 County 0 Other - S p e c i f y  

CI S t a t e  Mun ic ipa l  

10. I f  you used t h i s  r e p o r t  as a c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  agency employee, p lease 
i n d i c a t e  t h e  s e c t o r  i n  which you work. 

I Law enforcement ( p o l  i c e )  0 C o r r e c t i o n s  

0 Legal s e r v i c e s  and p r o s e c u t i o n  P a r o l e  

P u b l i c  o r  p r i v a t e  defense s e r v i c e s  C r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  p l a n n i n g  

0 Cour ts  o r  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  

P r o b a t i o n  

D Other c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  
agency - S p e c i f y  t y p e  

11. 
~~ ~ ~ 

I f  you used t h i s  r e p o r t  as a c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  employee, p lease i n d i c a t e  
t h e  t y p e  o f  p o s i t i o n  you hold. Mark a l l  t h a t  apply. 

Agency o r  i n s t i t u t i o n  a d m i n i s t r a t o r  Program o r  p r o j e c t  manager 

General program p l  anner/eval  u a t o r l  
a n a l y s t  

LJ S t a t i s t i c i a n  

Other - S p e c i f y  0 Budget p l  anner/eval  u a t o r l a n a l y s t  

Opera t ions  o r  management p l  anner/ 
e v a l u a t o r / a n a l y s t  

12. A d d i t i o n a l  comments 

I 
t -  


