
NATIONAL CENTER 
FOR STATE COURTS 

State court 
caseload 
statistics: 

Annual 
Report 
1984 

30NFERENCE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATORS ALABAMA ALASKA ARIZONA AR 
ZALIFORNIA COLORADO CONNECTICUT DELAWARE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

JlAlNE MARYLAND MASSACHUSETTS MICHIGAN MINNESOTA MISSISSIPPI M 
JlONTANA NEBRASKA NEVADA NEWHAMPSHIRE NEWJERSEY NEWMEXICO NE 
JORTHCAROLINA NORTHDAKOTA OHIO OKLAHOMA OREGON PENNSYLVANIA 
SLAND SOUTH CAROLINA SOUTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE TEXAS UTAH V 
JlRGlNlA WASHINGTON WEST VIRGINIA WISCONSIN WYOMING ,ALABAMA ALA 
4R NSAS-+ALIFORNlA COLORADO CONNECTICUT DELAWARE DISTRICT OF C 
:L r" EORGlA HAWAII IDAHO ILLINOIS INDIANA IOWA KANSAS KEN 
-0 , NCSC \MAINE MARYLAND MASSACHUSETTS MICHIGAN MINNESOTA MIS 
dll KE ONTANA NEBRASKA NEVADA NEW HAMPSHIRE NEW JERSEY NEW 
\1E 1 ORTHCAROLINA NORTHDAKOTA OHIO OKLAHOMA OREGON PE 

RHODEISLAND SOUTH CAROLINA SOUTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE TEXAS 

~ E O R G I A  HAWAII IDAHO ILLINOIS INDIANA IOWA KANSAS KENTUCKY LO 

130 
c74  

"I 1984 
JT! c.2 VIA WASHINGTON WESTVIRGINIA WISCONSIN WYOMING ALABAMA 

1 I 
u 

- a  



State I court 
caseload 
statistics: 

Annual 
Report, 
1984 

CONFERENCE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATORS ALABAMA ALASKA ARIZONA AR 
CALIFORNIA COLORADO CONNECTICUT DELAWARE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
GEORGIA HAWAII IDAHO ILLINOIS INDIANA IOWA KANSAS KENTUCKY LO 
MAINE MARYLAND MASSACHUSETTS MICHIGAN MINNESOTA MISSISSIPPI M 
MONTANA NEBRASKA NEVADA NEWHAMPSHIRE NEWJERSEY NEWMEXICO NE 
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH DAKOTA OHIO OKLAHOMA OREGON PENNSYLVANIA 
ISLAND SOUTH CAROLINA SOUTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE TEXAS UTAH V 
VIRGINIA WASHINGTON WESTVIRGINIA WISCONSIN WYOMING ALABAMA ALA 
ARKANSAS CALIFORNIA COLORADO CONNECTICUT DELAWARE DISTRICT OF C 
FLORIDA GEORGIA HAWAII IDAHO ILLINOIS INDIANA IOWA KANSAS KEN 
LOUISIANA MAINE MARYLAND MASSACHUSETTS MICHIGAN MINNESOTA MIS 
MISSOURI MONTANA NEBRASKA NEVADA NEW HAMPSHIRE NEW JERSEY NEW 
NEW YORK NORTH CAROLINA NORTH DAKOTA OHIO OKLAHOMA OREGON PE 
PUERTORICO RHODEISLAND SOUTHCAROLINA SOUTHDAKOTA TENNESSEE TEXAS 
UTAH VIRGINIA WASHINGTON WESTVIRGINIA WISCONSIN WYOMING ALABAMA 

NATIONAL CENTER 
FOR STATE COURTS 

Court Statistics and 
Information Management Project 

$;$i t - * ’ - Library June 1986 
National Center for State  COUP^^ 

300 Ncwport Ave. 
\ , I  ‘I Williamsburg, VA 23 187-8700 



T h i s  P r o j e c t ' s  work was t o t a l l y  funded by t h e  N a t i o n a l  
Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  Wi l l iamsburg,  V i r g i n i a .  The p r i n t i n g  
c o s t s  f o r  t h i s  volume, however, were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  Bureau o f  
J u s t i c e  S t a t i s t i c s  (BJS) ,  U.S.  Department o f  J u s t i c e .  
S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  P r o j e c t  i s  d i r e c t e d  by Rober t  T. 
Roper. P o i n t s  o f  view o r  o p i n i o n s  s t a t e d  i n  t h i s  document a r e  
those o f  t h e  a u t h o r  and do n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  
o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n  o r  p o l i c i e s  o f  t h e  U.S. Department o f  J u s t i c e .  

The Cour t  

C o p y r i g h t  0 1986 by Nat iona l  Center  f o r  S t a t e  Cour ts  
P r i n t e d  i n  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  of America 

I S B N  0-836-56-081-3 

N a t i o n a l  Center Pub1 i c a t i  on No. R-098 

i i  



Conference of State Court Administrators 
Court Statistics and Information Management Project Committee 

Wal ter  J. Kane, Chairman (1982 t o  p r e s e n t )  
S t a t e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Hhode I s l a n d  

L a r r y  P. Polansky, (1979 t o  p r e s e n t )  
Execut ive  O f f i c e r  o f  t h e  D i s t r i c t  

W i l l i a m  G. Bohn (1982 t o  p r e s e n t )  
S t a t e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Nor th  Dakota 

Hugh M. C o l l i n s  (1982 t o  p r e s e n t )  
Deputy J u d i  c i a 1 Admi n i s t r a  t o  r , Lou i s i ana 

o f  Columbia Cour ts  

Sue K .  Uosal (1982 t o  p r e s e n t )  
S t a t e  C o u r t  Admi n i s t r a  t o r ,  M i  niieso t a  

Roy 0 .  G u l l e y  (14711 t o  1985) 
D i r e c t o r ,  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f t i c e  o f  t h e  Cour ts ,  

I 1  1 i n o i s  

J. Denis Moran (1Y83 t o  p r e s e n t )  
U i r e c t o r  o f  S t a t e  Courts,  Wisconsin 

F r a n c i s  J. T a i l l e f e r  (1982 t o  p r e s e n t )  
U i r e c t o r  o f  I n f o r m a t i o n  Serv ices ,  N o r t h  Cdro l  i n a  

S t a n l e y  R. C o l l i s  (1984 t o  p r e s e n t )  
T r i a l  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  and J u r y  Commissioner, 
Alameda County, C a l i f o r n i a  

National Center for State Courts Board of Directors 
C h i e f  J u s t i c e  Edward F. Hennessey, Chairman 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  C o u r t  o f  Massachusetts 

C h i e f  Judge Rober t  C. Murphy, Chairman-Elect  
C o u r t  o f  Appeal s , Mary1 and 

A r t h u r  H. Snowden, 11, Vice-chairman 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Courts,  Alaska 

Judge Dorothy T. Beasley 
Cour t  o f  Appeals, Georgia 

C h i e f  J u s t i c e  W i l l i a m  G. C l a r k  
Supreme C o u r t  o f  I l l i n o i s  

S t a n l e y  R. C o l l i s  
Execut ive  O f f i c e r ,  Alameda S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  

Sue K .  Dosal 
S t a t e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Minnesota 

Hal i b u r t o n  Fa1 es, 2d, 
White and Case, New York City, New York 

Vernon M. Geddy, Jr. 
McGuire, Woods and B a t t l e .  V i r g i n i a  

Judge H a r r i e t  P. Henry, Judge a t  Large 
D i s t r i c t  Court ,  Maine 

National Center for State Courts 
Geof f  G a l l a s ,  D i r e c t o r  
Research and Spec ia l  Serv ices  

C o u r t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management 
P r o j e c t  S t a f f  

Robert  T. Roper, P r o j e c t  D i r e c t o r  
Mary Lou ise  C l i f f o r d ,  S t a f f  Assoc ia te  
Mary E.  E l s n e r ,  Sen ior  S t a f f  Assoc ia te  
Brenda W .  Jones, A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  S e c r e t a r y  
Susan G .  Brigman, Research Assoc ia te  

Judge Char les  V.  Johnson 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t ,  K ing  County, Washington 

Judge Gladys K e s s l e r  
Fami ly  D i v i s i o n ,  Super io r  Court ,  

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbia 

Edward B .  14cConnell 
P r e s i d e n t ,  N a t i o n a l  Center  f o r  S t a t e  Courts 

C h i e f  J u s t i c e  Rober t  N. C. ' N i x ,  J r .  
Supreme C o u r t  o f  Pennsylvania 

P r e s i d i n g  J u s t i c e  John T. K a c a n e l l i  
C o u r t  o f  Appeal, F i r s t  D i s t r i c t ,  C a l i f o r n i a  

P r e s i d i n g  Judge Thomas J. S t o v a l l  
2nd A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  J u d i c i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  Texas 

C h i e f  J u s t i c e  Clement C. Torber t ,  Jr. 
Supreme C o u r t  o f  Alabama 

C h i e f  Judge Gera ld  T. Wether ington 
E leventh  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t ,  F l o r i d a  

Word Process ing  Department 

P a t r i c i a  H. Maddox, Word Process ing  Superv isor  
Stacey A.  Healy, Word Process ing  S e c r e t a r y  
C a t h e r i n e  J. Meek, Word Process ing  S e c r e t a r y  

, 

iii 



Acknowledgments 

The p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  S ta te  Cour t  Caseload 
S t a t i s t i c s :  Annual Report,  1984 h as been 
suoervised and a r e a t l v  a s s i s t e d  b v  the  Cour t  
S t i t i s t i c s  and i n f o r m a t i o n  System; (CSIS) 
Comni t t e e  appointed from t h e  membership o f  the  
Conference o f  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r s  
(COSCA). 
generously o f  t h e i r  t ime, t a l e n t ,  and 
exper ience. T h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  has been 
i n v a l u a b l e  t o  the  p r o j e c t  s t a f f .  
c o n t r o l  exer ted  by COSCA through t h i s  committee, 
u s i n g  a rev iew and approval  process, has g r e a t l y  
enhanced the  q u a l i t y  o f  t h i s  r e p o r t .  

a r e  n o t  t h e  o n l y  COSCA members whose ass is tance 
has been v i t a l  t o  the  produc t ion  o f  t h i s  
document, 
a l l  the  50 s t a t e s ,  the  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, 
Guam, and Puerto Rico have p r o v i d e d  the  Court  
S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management P r o j e c t  
w i t h  whatever research  m a t e r i a l s  they had 
a v a i l  ab le ,  b o t h  pub1 i shed and unpubl 1 shed, and 

The C S I S  Committee members have g iven 

The p o s i t i v e  

The COSCA C S I S  Committee members, however, 

The a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  and t h e i r  s t a f f  i n  

they have been c o n s i s t e n t l y  p a t i e n t  and lie1 p fu l  
i n  answering w r i t t e n  and telephoned i n q u i r i e s  f o r  
more da ta  o r  f o r  exp lanat ions  o f  t he  data 
provided. 
development o f  a n a t i o n a l  data base o f  s t a t e  
c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  w i t h i n  the  Nat iona l  Center f o r  
S t a t e  Courts i s  t he  c r u c i a l  element i n  
de termin ing  t l i e  q u a l i t y  o f  t l i e  s t a t i s t i c s  t h a t  
a r e  b e i n g  gathered. 

The members o f  t he  Nat iona l  Conference o f  
A p p e l l a t e  Court  C le rks  a re  o t h e r  ind ispensab le  
sources o f  much-needed data. The c l e r k s  
vo lun teered t o  p rov ide  and v e r i f y  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
da ta  t h a t  i n  many s t a t e s  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  f r o m  any 
o t h e r  source. T h e i r  ass is tance has been 
i n v a l u a b l e  i n  i n c r e a s i n g  the  q u a l i t y  o f  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  data a v a i l a b l e  t o  the  p r o j e c t .  

Management P r o j e c t  s t a f f  would 1 i k e  t o  recognize 
and thank a l l  these many i n d i v i d u a l s  who have 

T h e i r  c o n t i n u i n g  support  o f  the  

The Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  

c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  
annual r e p o r t s  

t h i s  e i g h t h  i n  the  s e r i e s  o f  
on s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload s t a t i s t i c s .  

i v  



Contents 

Page 
Acknowledgments . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  i v  
L i s t  o f  f i g u r e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  V 
L i s t  o f  t a b l e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  v i  
L i s t  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  . . . . .  i x  

I n t r o d u c t i o n  

Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  
Management P r o j e c t  . . . . . . . . .  

Dynamics o f  improvement . . . . . . .  
H i s t o r i c a l  development . . . . . . .  
S t a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guides 

f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t i ng  . . . .  
Uses o f  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  data . . . .  
Scope o f  t h e  d a t a  i n  t h e  annual r e p o r t  

s e r i e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Data c o l l e c t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . .  

Data sources . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Ver i  f i c a  ti on o f  data . . . . . . . .  
Types o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  . . . . . . .  
V a r i a t i o n s  i n  r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  . . 

Data d i s p l a y  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Case ca tegory  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  . . .  
Format used . Sumnary t a b l e s  ( P a r t  1)  
Footnotes . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Trend t a b l e s  ( P a r t  11) . . . . . . .  
Cour t  system c h a r t s  ( P a r t  111) . . .  

Data i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  . . . . . . . . .  
Con t inu ing  development o f  t h e  s e r i e s  . 

List of figures 

. 3 . 3 . 3 

. 4 . 4 

. 5 . 5 . 5 . 6 . 6 . 6 . 6 . 6 . 6 . 6 . 7 . 7 . 7 . 7 

P a r t  I: 1984 S t a t e  c o u r t  caseload sumnary 
s t a t i s t i c s  

A p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  sumnary s t a t i s t i c s  . . . .  13 
T r i a l  c o u r t  sununary s t a t i s t i c s  . . . . . .  61 

P a r t  11: Trend c h a r t s  

I n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t r e n d  c h a r t s  . . . . . . .  172 
Trend t a b l e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  174 

P a r t  111: 1984 S t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  

Exp lana t ion  o f  c o n t e n t s  o f  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  193 

Pro to type  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t  . . 195 
S t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s :  Alabama 

th rough  Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . .  196 

Appendices 

Appendix A: Technica l  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  
former e s t i m a t i o n  
procedures . . . . . . . .  263 

caseload s t a t i s t i c s  . . . .  264 
Appendix 8: Sources o f  1984 s t a t e  c o u r t  

Appendix C: P ro to type  o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  
p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data 
c o l l e c t i o n  . . . . . . . .  267 

S t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  data. 1984 . 275 Appendix D: 

Appendix E: T o t a l  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  data 
f o r  t r e n d  t a b l e s  1978. 
1981. and 1984 . . . . . .  276 

Page 

F i g u r e  A: R e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 

F i g u r e  8: Cross-reference t o  sumnary t a b l e s  I n  p rev ious  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h e  Annual Repor t  s e r i e s  . . 10 

14 F i g u r e  C: Methods o f  c o u n t i n g  cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
F i g u r e  D: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t .  c o n t r a c t .  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  and 

smal l  c l a i m s  f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cou r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  96 

F i g u r e  E: C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  coun t  used by s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  124 

F i g u r e  F: Minimum s t a t u t o r y  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  a fe lony .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
F i g u r e  G: J u v e n i l e  u n i t  o f  coun t  used i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
F i g u r e  H: S t a t e  t r l a l  c o u r t s  w i th  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . .  
F i g u r e  I: Route o f  appeals o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases t o  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . .  
F i g u r e  J: Number o f  j u d g e s / j u s t i c e s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

130 

156 

249 

254 

259 

V 

. 



List of tables 

Page 
Table 1 :  Reported n a t i o n a l  caseload f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  i n  c o u r t s  o f  
l a s t  r e p o r t  and i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  21 

To ta l  mandatory cases, t o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ,  and t o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
gran ted  review t h a t  a r e  f i l e d  and disposed. The number o f ,  and f i l e d  p e r  judge f i g u r e s  
f o r  b o t h  t h e  sum o f  mandatory cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ,  and t h e  sum o f  mandatory 
cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  review. Court  t y p e  and t h e  p o i n t  a t  wh ich  cases 
a r e c o u n t e d  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  25 

Table 3: Se lec ted  caseload and process ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Cour t  t ype .  F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  Number o f  judges 
and t h e  number o f  lawyer  s u p p o r t  personnel .  F i l e d  p e r  judge and f i l e d  p e r  lawyer  suppor t  
personnel .  F i l e d  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  36 

S e l e c t e d  caseload and process ing  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
C o u r t  type. F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a percent  o f  f i l e d .  Number o f  
judges and t h e  number o f  lawyer  suppor t  personnel .  
1 awyer suppor t  personnel  . F i  l e d  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  42 

S e l e c t e d  caseload and p r o c e s s i n g  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew 
i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
C o u r t  type. F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  Number o f  
judges  and t h e  number o f  lawyer  suppor t  personnel .  F i l e d  p e r  100.000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . .  45 

Cour t  type. C i v i l  appeals.  C r i m i n a l  appeals.  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeals. A l l  
o t h e r  case types. To ta l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by o p i n i o n .  To ta l  cases disposed. Opinions 
as a p e r c e n t  o f  cases disposed. 
Number o f  o p i n i o n s  p e r  j u s t i c e / j u d g e .  
o p i n i o n s  p e r  j u s t i c e / j u d g e  p l u s  1 awyer suppor t  personnel  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  49 

Type o f  case. Beg inn ing  event .  Beginning event  t o  b r i e f s  f i l e d .  
Beg inn ing  event  t o  argument o r  submission. 

Table 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Tab le  4: 

F i l e d  p e r  judge and f i l e d  p e r  

Tab le  5: 

Table 6: Opinions r e p o r t e d  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Content o f  o p i n i o n  count .  Number o f  j u s t i c e s / j u d g e s .  
Number o f  Number o f  lawyer  suppor t  personnel .  

Tab le  7: Time i n t e r v a l  (days)  da ta  f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Argument o r  submission t o  d e c i s i o n  
announced. Beg inn ing  e v e n t  t o  d e c i s i o n  announced. Type o f  s t a t i s t i c  . . . . . . . . .  58 

Table 8: Reported n a t i o n a l  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. . . . . . .  63 

Tab le  9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. 
A l l  c o u r t s .  J u r i s d i c t i o n ,  p a r k i n g ,  and c r i m i n a l  u n i t  o f  count  codes. F i l e d  and disposed 
cases. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . .  66 

Tab le  10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1984. 
A l l  c o u r t s .  J u r i s d i c t i o n .  F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  
F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  74 

A l l  c o u r t s .  J u r i s d i c t i o n  and c r i m i n a l  u n i t  o f  count  codes. F i l e d  and disposed 
Tab le  11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload, 1984. 

cases. Uisposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . .  80 

Table 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload, 1984. 
A l l  c o u r t s .  J u r i s d i c t i o n  and p a r k i n g  codes. F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a 
p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  87 

A l l  c o u r t s .  J u r i s d i c t i o n .  F i l e d  and disposed cases. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  

To r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  and smal l  c l a i m s  f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s  
f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Cour ts  r e p o r t i n g  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  c l a i m s  and u n c l a s s i f i e d  
c i v i l  caseload. S t a t e  and c o u r t  t o t a l s  f o r  d isposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  S t a t e  

Domestic r e l a t i o n s  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Courts r e p o r t i n g  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  caseload. 

Table 16: E s t a t e  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Cour ts  r e p o r t i n g  e s t a t e  caseload. 
100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  113 

Table 13: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload, 1984. 

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  92 

Table 14: 

f i l i n g s  ( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  102 

Table-15: 
Data d e f i n i t i o n .  Disposed as a percent  

o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100.000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  109 

Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  p e r  (d isposed)  

v i  



Page 
Tab le  17: Mental  h e a l t h  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Courts r e p o r t i n g  mental h e a l t h  caseload. 
(d isposed)  p e r  100.000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  115 

C i v i l  appeals caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Cour ts  r e p o r t i n g  c i v i l  appeals caseload. Type o f  appeal .  Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  
f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  116 

C i v i l  j u r y  and n o n - j u r y  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type,  1984. 
S t a t e  and c o u r t .  C i v i l  case types. J u r y  t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  D i s p o s i t i o n s  p e r  case 
type, number of t r i a l s ,  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s ,  
j u r y  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  and of t r i a l s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
T r i a b l e  f e l o n y ,  l i m i t e d  fe lony ,  misdemeanor and D W I / D U I  f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s  
f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
U n i t  o f  count.  
misdemeanor, D W I / D U I  and u n c l a s s i f i e d  c r i m i n a l .  
a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  S t a t e  f i l i n g s  ( d i s p o s i t i o n s )  p e r  100,000 a d u l t  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . .  
C r i m i n a l  appeals case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
U n i t  o f  count.  
f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,ODO a d u l t  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  139 

P r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g  proceedings f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
U n i t  o f  count .  Cour ts  r e p o r t i n g  fe lony  p r e l i m i n a r y  proceedings. Uisposed as a p e r c e n t  
o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 a d u l t  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  142 

Table 23: C r i m i n a l  j u r y  and n o n - j u r y  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type, 1984. 
U n i t  o f  count.  J u r y  t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  
t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s ,  j u r y  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  and o f  t o t a l  t r i a l s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  144 

U n i t  o f  count .  To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  To ta l  p l e a s / b a i l  f o r f e i t u r e s ,  t o t a l  
c o n v i c t i o n s ,  t r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  a c q u i t t a l s ,  no1 1 e p rosequ i  /d ismissa ls .  
d i s p o s i t i o n  t y p e  as a p e r c e n t  o f  c r i m i n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  149 

Table 25: Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Courts r e p o r t i n g  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  caseload. 
F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  154 

C r i m i n a l - t y p e  j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Cour ts  r e p o r t i n g  c r i m i n a l  - t y p e  j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  caseload. 
p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100.000 j u v e n i l e  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . .  160 

Tab le  27: C h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Courts r e p o r t i n g  c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n  caseload. 
F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 j u v e n i l e  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Table 28: S ta tus  p e t i t i o n  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
Courts r e p o r t i n  s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n  caseload. 
F i l e d  (disposed! p e r  100,000 j u v e n i l e  p o p u l a t i o n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Courts r e p o r t i n g  t r a f f i c  d i s p o s i t i o n  t y p e  data.  Pleas, v i o l a t i o n s  bureau, b a i l  o r  
bond f o r f e i t u r e s ,  t o t a l  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  t r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  a c q u i t t a l s ,  n o l l e  p rosequ i ,  
and d i s m i s s a l s .  Each d i s p o s i t i o n  t y p e  as a p e r c e n t  o f  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  165 

S t a t e  and c o u r t .  U n i t  o f  count.  J u r y  t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  Number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  and 
t r i a l s .  
p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  and t r i a l s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  168 

Trend da ta  f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  F i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. Percent  change i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and 

Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  smal l  c l a i m s  case f i l i n g s  f o r  
1978, 1981, and 1984. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  F i l e d  

Tab le  18: 

Table 19: 

118 

Table 20: 

Number o f  f i l e d  and disposed cases f o r  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y ,  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y ,  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t o t a l s  f o r  d isposed as 

131 

Table 21: 
Courts r e p o r t i n g  c r i m i n a l  appeals caseload. Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  

Table 22: 

D i s p o s i t i o n s  p e r  case type, number o f  t r i a l s ,  

Table 24: C r i m i n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n  t y p e s  f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Each 

Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  

Table 26: 
Disposed as a 

Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  
163 

Disposed as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  
164 

Table 29: T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d i s p o s i t i o n  types  f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

Table 30: T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  t o t a l  t r i a l s  and j u r y  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  1984. 

T r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  Number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s ,  j u r y  t r i a l s  as a 

Tab le  31: 

f i l i n g s  f o r  1978-1981, 1981-1984, and 1978-1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  174 

Tab le  32: 

F i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. Percent  change i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and 

Trend da ta  f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t o r t  case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 
1981 , and 1984. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  Percent  change i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and 

f i l i n g s  f o r  1978-1981, 1981-1984, and 1978-1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  178 

Tab le  33: 

F i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981. and 1984. 
f i l i n g s  f o r  1978-1981, 1981-1984, and 1978-1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  182 

v i  i 



Page 
Table 34: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c f f i c a l l y  repor ted  c o n t r a c t  case f i l l n g s  f o r  1978, 

1981, and 1984. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  F i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. 
f il i n g s  f o r  1978-1 981 . 1981 -1 984, and 1978-1 984 

Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repor ted  t r i a b l e  fe lony  case f i l i n g s  f o r  
1978, 1981, and 1984. 
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  F i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. Percent change l n  popu la t ion  and 
f i l i n g s  f o r  1978-1981, 1981-1984, and 1978-1984 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  187 

Percent change f n  popu la t ion  and . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  185 

Table 35: 

, 

v i i i  



List of state court system charts 

Page 

Sta te  Cour t  System Chart.  1984 . . . . . . .  195 
Prototype 

Alabama Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  196 

Alaska Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  197 

Arizona Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  198 

Arkansas Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  199 

C a l i f o r n i a  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  200 

Colorado Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  201 

Connect icut  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  202 

Delaware Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  203 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia Cour t  System. 1984 . . .  204 

F l o r i d a  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  205 

Georgia Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  206 

Guam Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  207 

Hawaii Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  208 

Idaho Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  209 

I l l i n o i s  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  210 

Ind iana Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  211 

Iowa Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . . .  212 

Kansas Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  213 

Kentucky Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  214 

Louis iana Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  215 

Maine Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  216 

Maryland Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  217 

Massachusetts Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . .  218 

Mich igan Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  219 

Minnesota Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  220 

221 M i s s i s s i p p i  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  

Missour i  Court System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  222 

Montana Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  223 

Nebraska Court System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  224 

Nevada Court System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  225: 

New Hampshire Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . .  226 

New Jersey Court System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  227 

New Mexico Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  228 

New York Court System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  229 

Nor th  Caro l ina  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . .  230 

Nor th  Dakota Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  231 

Ohio Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . . .  232 

Oklahoma Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  233 

Oregon Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  234 

Pennsylvania Court System. 1984 . . . . . . .  235 

Puer to Rico Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  236 

Rhode I s l a n d  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  237 

South Caro l ina  Court System. 1984 . . . . . .  238 

South Dakota Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . .  239 

Tennessee Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  240 

Texas Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . .  241 

Utah Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . . . .  242 

Vennont Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  243 

V i r g i n i a  Cour t  System. 1984. . . . . . . . .  244 

Washington Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  245 

West V i r g i n i a  Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . .  246 

Wisconsin Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . .  247 

Wyoming Cour t  System. 1984 . . . . . . . . .  248 

i x  



Introduction 



Introduction 

s t a t i s t i c s .  Such improvement should e v e n t u a l l v  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management 
P r o j e c t  

The Annual Re o r t  s e r i e s  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  
c a s e l o a d d s  t h e  produc t  of t he  
c o n t i n u i n g  c o o p e r a t i v e  e f f o r t  between-the 
Conference o f  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r s  (COSCA) 
and the  N a t i o n a l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts (NCSC). 
F i n a n c i a l  suppor t  and 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 t h e  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and 
I n f o r m a t i o n  Management (CSIM) P r o j e c t ,  f o r m e r l y  
c a l l e d  the  N a t i o n a l  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  P r o j e c t  
(NCSP) o f  t he  NCSC. COSCA, through i t s  Cour t  
S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems Committee, 
p rov ides  general  po l  i c y  review, guidance, and 
c o n t r o l  over  a l l  p r o j e c t  a c t i v i t i e s .  The 
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts funded 
p r o d u c t i o n  o f  t h i s  e n t i r e  volume, except  f o r  
p r i n t i n g  c o s t s ,  wh ich  were p r o v i d e d  by the  Bureau 
o f  J u s t i c e  S t a t i s t i c s  i n  the  U. S. Department o f  
J u s t i c e .  

The goa ls  o f  t h e  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and 
I n f o r m a t i o n  Management P r o j e c t  a re  t o  c o l l e c t ,  
compi le,  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  h e l p  
s t a t e s  improve t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  da ta  by 
a s s i s t i n g  t h e  s t a t e s  i n  r e s o l v i n g  t h e i r  
s t a t i s t i c a l  problems. The Annual Re o r t  s e r i e s  

a l l  a v a i l a b l e  s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload da ta  f rom the  
50 s t a t e s ,  t h e  D i s t r f c t  o f  Columbia, Guam, and 
Puerto Rico.1 

Dynamics o f  improvement 

suggest ions 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  s e r i e s  have come from many 
sources, and have p r o v i d e d  the  c r e a t i v e  s t i m u l u s  
needed t o  assess c u r r e n t  CSIM P r o j e c t  e f f o r t s  and 
t o  map f u t u r e  d i r e c t i o n s .  

C o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  improvement i n  
t h i s  s t a t i s t i c a l  s e r i e s  r e s t s ,  u l t i m a t e l y ,  upon 
the  a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  CSIM P r o j e c t  t o  m a i n t a i n  a 
p r o d u c t i v e  d i a l o g u e  and f l o w  o f  ideas  among t h e  
producer-compi lers o f  t he  Annual Re o r t ,  i t s  da ta  
sources, and i t s  end u s e r s e 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. 

responds d i r e c t l y  t o  the  f i r s  + goa y c o m p i l i n g  

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

Dur ing  c o m p i l a t i o n  o f  t he  S t a t e  o f  t h e  A r t  
and t h e  1975 Annual Report ,  a s t a g g e r i n g  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  Droblem r e s u l t e d  from t h e  
m u l t i t u d e  o f  t e k s  b e i n g  used by the  s t a t e s  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 
documents, p u b l i s h e d  i n  1980, a r e  t o  be used as 
t o o l s  t o  a s s i s t  t h e  s t a t e s  i n  improv ing  t h e i r  

The need f o r  b o t h  a 

I R e p e t i t i o n  o f  "50 s t a t e s ,  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto R i c o "  becomes very  
tumbersome. 

r e p o r t i n g  u n i t s  t h a t  i n c l u d e  the  D i s t r i c t  of 
Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico. 

Throughout the  r e s t  o f  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  
s t a t e s "  and " c o u r t  systems" w i l l  be used f o r  t he  

be r e f l e c t e d  i n  f u t u r e  annual r e p o r t s .  

f l e x i b l e  work ing  o u t l i n e  o f  c r i t i c a l l y  needed, 
The S t a t e  Court  Model Annual Report2 i s  a 

b a s i c  management data t h a t  should, a t  a minimum, 
be i n c l u d e d  i n  s t a t e  c o u r t  annual r e p o r t s .  The 
model i d e n t i f i e s  the  k i n d s  o f  data and t h e  types 
o f  d i s p l a y  r e q u i r e d  t o  meet management needs 
The S t a t e  Cour t  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y j  

emen a r e  compan on ocuments w ch ~:%!?k%& t e r m i n o l o d ,  d z f i n i t i o n s , h k d  
usage f o r  r e p o r t i n g  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  t r a f f i c ,  
j u v e n i l e ,  and a p p e l l a t e  caseload i n v e n t o r y  and 
manner of d i s p o s i t i o n  as presented i n  the  model 
annual r e p o r t .  The c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s t r u c t u r e  and 
d e f i n i t i o n s  serve as models o f  p r e f e r r e d  
te rmino logy  and meanings f o r  purposes o f  
s ta tewide  and n a t i o n a l  comparison. 
e d i t i o n  o f  the  d i c t i o n a r y  covers those data 
elements e s s e n t i a l  f o r  c l a s s i f y i n g  c o u r t  caseload 
i n v e n t o r y  and manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n .  
supplement t o  the  d i c t i o n a r y ,  p u b l i s h e d  i n  1984, 
c o n t a i n s  r e v i s i o n s  o f  those terms t h a t  exper ience 
has demonstrated needed improvement, as w e l l  as 
a d d i t i o n a l  data elements f o r  c o u r t  casef low 
(events  i n  case process ing)  which a r e  needed t o  
determine s t a t u s  o f  pending cases. 
documents do n o t  i n c l u d e  the  r e c e n t l y  approved 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  data elements t h a t  w i l l  be used 
f o r  t he  f i r s t  t ime i n  t h i s  1984 Annual Report.  
These d e f i n i t i o n s  w i l l  be i n c l u d e d  i n  the  
i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  the  appel 1 a t e  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  
s e c t i o n  o f  t h i s  volume. 

l o g i c a l  f i r s t  s tep  i n  promot ing 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  
n a t i o n a l  Annual Re o r t s  b e f o r e  1981. 
Neverthel-ect w i l l  be n o t i c e a b l e  i n  
each succeeding n a t i o n a l - l e v e 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  
n a t i o n a l  s t a t i s t i c a l  s e r i e s .  
accomplished by h e l p i n g  s t a t e s  adopt the  

The f i r s t  

A 

These 

Both o f  these documents must be viewed as a 

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

suggest ions i n  t h e  Model Annual Report  and Model 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y  and by p r o a c t i v e  
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  
c o u l d  b e n e f i t  f rom t e c h n i c a l  ass is tance d i r e c t e d  
a t  h e l p i n g  r e s o l v e  e x i s t i n g  methodo log ica l  
problems o f  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s t r u c t u r e .  
terminology, d e f i n i t i o n  o f  l o c a l  d a t a - r e p o r t i n g  
procedures, and data hand1 i n g / t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  
procedures. To the  e x t e n t  t h a t  such t e c h n i c a l  
ass is tance suggest ions a r e  adopted, i n d i v i d u a l  
s t a t e s  d i r e c t l y  b e n e f i t  and the  Annual Re o r t  
n a t i o n a l  s t a t i s t i c a l  s e r i e s  i n d i d t s .  

ZNat ional  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  P r o j e c t ,  Nat iona l  
Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  S t a t e  Cour t  Model Annual 
Report  (Wi l l iamsburg ,  VA, 1980). 

3Nat ional  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  P r o j e c t ,  Nat iona l  
Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  S t a t e - C o u r t  Model 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y  (Washington, D.C.: U.S. 

overnment r n t  ng 0 f i c e ,  19801; Su lement 
~ W i l l i a m s b u ~ g ~  N:tionzl Center f o r  h t s s  
1984). 
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The Cour t  Case Mana ement I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems 
Manual4 was produced j o q n t l y  by t h e  N a t i o n a l  
-Stat is t ics  P r o j e c t  (now CSIM) and t h e  S t a t e  
J u d i c i a l  Informat ion-Systems P r o j e c t  t o  p r o v i d e  a 
methodology f o r  b u i l d i n g  a c o u r t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
system t h a t  would p r o v i d e  t h e  da ta  needed f o r  
b o t h  d a i l y  c o u r t  opera t ions  and longer - te rm case 
management, resource a l l o c a t i o n ,  and s t r a t e g i c  
p lann ing .  

S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n  . The automat ion o f  t h e  
database r e q u i r e d  a f e g r e e  of p r e c i s i o n  i n  cod ing  
every  data element t h a t  was u n a v a i l a b l e  w i t h  t h e  
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 y e a r s  s u f f e r e d  f rom 
i m p r e c i s i o n  and ambigu i ty  t h a t  a f f e c t e d  t h e  

. q u a l i t y  o f  data. For  example, i n  p r e v i o u s  y e a r s  
genera l  terms were used t h a t  d i d  n o t  s t a t e  what 
types o f  cases were inc luded, , fn  c a t e g o r i e s  such 
as " c i v i l "  and "o ther  c i v i l .  These terms should 
n o t  have been used t o  make comparisons among 
c o u r t s .  A ma jor  e f f o r t  was r e q u i r e d  t o  i d e n t i f y  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 
methods o f  c o u n t i n g  cases i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  
Th is  e f f o r t  was undertaken i n  two stages. The 
f i r s t  stage focused on problems r e l a t e d  t o  
c o u n t i n a  cases i n  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  and 

S t a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guides f o r  

cu lmina ted  i n  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  1984 S t a t e  
T r i a l  Courf J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  
R-3 I n t o r m a t i o n  f rom t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
au de was i n c o r o o r a t e d  i n t o  t h e  database f o r  
i 9 8 l .  
s t a f f  o f  an e s s e n t i a l  l i n k  between t h e  gu ide  and 
t h e  D r o v i d i n a  o f  comDarable data. Staae two 

Work on 'the j u r i s d i c t i o n  gu ide  convinced 

i nvo i  ved t h e - p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  t h e  1984 S i a  t e  
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ingo f o r  t h e  1984 a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  database. 

The impact of t h e  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guides f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t ing  have been profound. See 
t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e  1981 Annual Report  f o r  a 
complete d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  t h e  T r i a l  
Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide. 
e x p l a i n  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e b e e n  1984 a p p e l l a t e  da ta  
r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  volume, and those da ta  r e p o r t e d  
i n  p rev ious  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  s e r i e s .  Th is  gu ide  
has now enabled s t a f f  t o :  

The f o l l o w i n g  i n s i g h t s  

I .  

2. 

3.  

4.  

C l a s s i f y  an a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ' s  case load and 
d i s p o s i t i o n  da ta  i n t o  standard case types.  
D i s t i n g u i s h  between an a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ' s  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n - - w h i c h  w i l l  a l l o w  s t u d i e s  on 
agenda s e t t i n g  and t h e  impact o f  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  on c o u r t  caseload. 
I d e n t i f y  proceedings t h a t  some a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s  count  as cases, b u t  wh ich  do n o t  
comport w i t h  model n a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  an 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  case (e.g., mot ions f o r  t i m e  
ex tens ions  1. 
More c l e a r l y  I d e n t i f y  d i f f e r e n t  o p e r a t i n g  
s t r u c t u r e s  and procedures among t h e  v a r i o u s  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  (which w i l l  f a c i l i t a t e  
research on t h e  impact o f  d i f f e r e n t  o p e r a t i n g  
procedures on c o u r t  workload, e.g.. t h e  use 
o f  panel r a t h e r  than en banc decis ion-making).  

4 C l  i f f o r d  and Jensen, Cour t  Case Management 
I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems Manual (Wi l l iamsburg, 
N a t i o n a l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  1983). 

5C1 i f f o r d  and Roper, T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d ! c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n g  (Wi l l iamsburg ,  
R a t i o n a l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  1985). 

6Roper, 1984 S t a t e  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t ing  (Wi l l iamsburg, 
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts, 1985). 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

More e x p l i c i t l y  descr ibe  t h e  1 i n k  between 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies and t h e  a p p e l l a t e  
cour ts .  
Improve s i g n i f i c a n t l y  t h e  understanding o f  
miss ing  data i n  n a t i o n a l  s t a t i s t i c s  (e.g., 
was t h e  da ta  excluded because t h e  c o u r t  d i d  
n o t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  o r  because i t  had 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  b u t  da ta  were unava i lab le ,  o r  
t h e  c o u r t  had j u r i s d i c t i o n  b u t  t h e  data were 
co l lapsed w i t h  t h a t  o f  another case type?) .  
I d e n t i f y  t h e  p o i n t  i n  t h e  process when 
v a r i o u s  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  count  cases (e.g., 
a t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  e i t h e r  t h e  n o t i c e  o f  appeal 
o r  t h e  record) .  
More a c c u r a t e l y  i d e n t i f y  t h e  components o f  

o p i n i o n  counts" i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  
(e.g., do they i n c l u d e  f u l l  m a j o r i t y  op in ions  
e x c l u s i v e l y ,  o r  do t h e y  a l s o  i n c l u d e  p e r  
cur iam op in ions  and/or memoranda?). 
Cor rec t  double c o u n t i n g  problems t h a t  
r e s u l t e d  f rom an i n a b i l i t y  t o  i d e n t i f y  
whether p e t i t i o n s  t o  appeal t h a t  were 
granted,  r e t a i n e d  t h e  same docket number o r  
were r e f i l e d  as r e g u l a r  appeals. 
Acquire complete l a w y e r l c l e r k  s t a f f i n g  da ta  
on a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  f o r  use i n  
var ious  p r o d u c t i v i t y  measures (e.g., o p i n i o n s  
w r i t t e n  p e r  judge) .  
I d e n t i f y  some procedures used i n  t h e  
gran t ing /deny ing  o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  rev iew i n  
t h e  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  (e.g., t h e  number 
o f  j u s t i c e s / j u d g e s  necessary t o  g r a n t  review 1. 

Uses o f  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  da ta  

The four  major uses o f  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  
data,  as i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  C S I M  p u b l i c a t i o n s ,  
S t a t e  Cour t  Caseload S t a t i s t i c s :  The S t a t e  o f  
t h e  A r t  and Coyr t  Case Management I n f o m a t i o n  
Systems kanual ' ,  a r e  ( 1  1 opera t iona l  ( a i d i n g  i n  
t h e  execut ion  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 h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  ) ;  ( 2 )  management (decis ion-making 
a t  t h e  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  t h e  c o u r t  process and system-wide 
e f f i c i e n c y  i n  t h e  use o f  c o u r t  resources) ;  ( 3 )  
i n t e r n a l  p lann ing  and research (goa l  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  e v o l v i n g  problems); and ( 4 )  i n d i r e c t  
c o u r t  uses (decis ion-making by those o u t s i d e  t h e  
c o u r t s  concerned w i t h  p o l i c y  making o r  research 
about c o u r t  opera t ions) .  
c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s  r e q u i r e  d i f f e r e n t  l e v e l s  o f  
d e t a i l  and a n a l y s i s ,  b u t  t h e  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 t h e  
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 h e  s t a t e  o r  
l o c a l  l e v e l .  Th is  annual r e p o r t  r e s t r i c t s  i t s  
scope t o  t h e  l e v e l  o f  d e t a i l  c u r r e n t l y  a v a i l a b l e  
from s t a t e - l e v e l  r e p o r t i n g  systems. 

Operat ional  d e c i s i o n s  a r e  made a t  t h e  l o c a l  
l e v e l  and r e q u i r e  d e t a i l e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  on a 
case-by-case bas is .  
d a i l y  and cannot be based upon year-end summary 
s t a t i s t i c s  such as those conta ined i n  t h i s  1984 
r e p o r t .  

t h e  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  aggregat ion 
o f  d e t a i l e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  used f o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  
dec is ions .  
t h a t  needed t o  determine t h e  s t a t u s  o f  t h e  
p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  t h e  r e c o r d  f o r  appeal o r  t o  

The var ious  uses o f  

These dec is ions  must be made 

Management d e c i s i o n s  can be made a t  e i t h e r  

Caseflow management data, such as 

7Nat ional  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  P r o j e c t .  Nat iona l  
Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts, S ta te -Cour t  Caseload 
S t a t i s t i c s :  The S t a t e  o f  t h e  A r t  (Washington, 
D . C . :  U.S. Government P r i n t i n g  a f f i c e ,  1978). 
C l i f f o r d  and Jensen, Court  Case Management 
I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems Manual ( W l  m s b u r g ,  
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  1983). 
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genera te  except ion  r e p o r t s ,  a r e  gathered by some 
s t a t e  r e p o r t i n g  systems. 
i n f o r m a t i o n ,  however, i s  a l s o  case s p e c t f i c  and 
too  d e t a i l e d  t o  be compi led and used f o r  
na t ionwide  comparisons. I n  c o n t r a s t ,  s t a t e - l e v e l  
summary s t a t i s t i c s  a r e  use fu l  f o r  management 
purposes i n  severa l  areas: comparisons o f  t ime 
lapses  i n  case process ing  t o  e s t a b l i s h  norms o r  
guides; analyses t o  determine assignments o f  
judges needed t o  re1 i e v e  backlog; analyses t o  
determine t h e  need f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  judges, suppor t  
personnel ,  o r  f a c i l i t i e s ;  and analyses t o  
determine t h e  , ; v a c t  o f  an i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  on the  s t a t e  system. 

Caseload and case process ing  a r e  major  
components o f  c o u r t  workload. 
has d e f i n e d  work load t o  mean a l l  c o u r t - r e l a t e d  
m a t t e r s  thaL consume t i m e  and e f f o r t  (hence. 
p u r e l y  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  f u n c t i o n s  are  a l s o  i n c l u d e d  
as work load) .  Measurement of c o u r t  work load p e r  
se i s  n o t  d i r e c t l y  addressed i n  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  b u t  
caseload i n v e n t o r y  data and da ta  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  
number o f  t r i a l s  a r e  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  t h e  q u a n t i t y  o f  management data 
a v a i l a b l e  f rom each s t a t e ' s  r e p o r t i n g  system i n  
pub l i shed and unpub l ished r e p o r t s .  

I n t e r n a l  p l a n n i n g  and research, as w e l l  as 
p l a n n i n g  and research  by those o u t s i d e  t h e  c o u r t  
system, r e q u i r e  a much w i d e r  range o f  da ta  and 
a n a l y s i s  than o p e r a t i o n a l  and management 
dec is ions .  The i n f o r m a t i o n  necessary f o r  these 
purposes o f t e n  i n c l u d e s  n o t  o n l y  an aggregat ion  
o f  data on caseload and casef low, b u t  a l s o  
s p e c i f i c  da ta  r e g a r d i n g  s t a t u s  o f  cases, as w e l l  
as i n f o r m a t i o n  on c o u r t  opera t ions ,  j u d i c i a l  
budgets, a c t i o n s  p r i o r  t o  f i l i n g  a case, and 
a c t i o n s  a f t e r  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  a case. 
t o  some i n d i v i d u a l s  w i t h i n  and o u t s i d e  the  c o u r t  
system a r e  s t u d t e s  on a w ide  range o f  o t h e r  
sub jec ts ,  such as the  e f f e c t  and c o s t  o f  
l i t t g a t i o n ,  b a i l  a v a i l a b i l i t y  and u n i f o r m i t y  
i n c l u d t n g  recogn izance l l0X b a i l  programs, the  
v a l i d i t y  o f  case w e i g h t i n g  techniques, sentence 
d i s p a r i t y  p a t t e r n s ,  the  e f f e c t s  o f  p l e a  
n e g o t i a t i o n  on caseloads, and t h e  impact o f  
l e g i s l a t i o n  on c o u r t  management. To answer these 
ques t 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  i n f o r m a t i o n  
systems. 
caseflow i s  adequate f o r  many o t h e r  p l a n n i n g  and 
research issues  where t h e  l e v e l  o f  needed d e t a i l  
i s  n o t  as h igh .  
inc lude,  f o r  example, case f i l i n g  and d i s p o s i t i o n  
t r e n d  a n a l y s i s ,  caseload compos i t ion  a n a l y s i s ,  
a n a l y s i s  o f  r e v e r s a l  ra tes ,  t ime l a p s e  a n a l y s i s  
t o  e s t a b l i s h  norms and guides, and f o r e c a s t i n g  o f  
caseload volumes t o  determine resource  and 
f a c i l i t i e s  needs. 

Th is  k i n d  o f  

The C S l M  P r o j e c t  

O f  i n t e r e s t  

Basic i n f o r m a t i o n  on caseload and 

These l a t t e r  k i n d s  o f  i ssues  

Scope o f  t he  data i n  t h e  annual r e p o r t  s e r i e s  

The f i r s t  annual r e p o r t  (1975) presented 
a v a i l a b l e  caseload da ta  f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s ,  t r i a l  c o u r t s  o f  general  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and 
f o r  s e l e c t e d  c a t e g o r i e s  ( j u v e n i l e ,  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s ,  probate,  and mental  h e a l t h )  i n  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  The second annual r e p o r t  
(1976) aga in  p resented  a v a i l a b l e  data f o r  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  and c o u r t s  o f  general  
j u r t s d i c t i o n ,  and a l s o  i n c l u d e d  a v a i l a b l e  
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  
c o u r t s .  As da ta  f rom each c o u r t  l e v e l  become 
.more complete, f u t u r e  aggregat ion  o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  
caseloads shou ld  become more mean ing fu l .  

The 1976 r e p o r t  was expanded t o  i n c l u d e  
Puer to  Rico. Data from Guam were added f o r  t he  
1977 c o u r t  year.  The scope o f  f u t u r e  r e p o r t s  

w i l l  be broadened t o  i n c l u d e  American Samoa and 
the  V i r g i n  I s l a n d s  when these da ta  become 
a v a i l  able.  

The 1979 and 1980 Annual Reports made major  
advances i n  e l i m i n a t i n g  r e p e t i t i v e n e s s  i n  
p r e s e n t t n g  data elements i n  the  summary t a b l e s  
and i n  r e o r g a n i z i n g  t h e  da ta  i n  the  summary 
t a b l e s  based on completeness and c o m p a r a b i l i t y .  
The 1981 volume r e f l e c t e d  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime the  
f i n d i n g s  o f  t he  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide 
f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n  , p e r m i t t i n g  the  f u r t h e r  
arranaement o t  da ta  t o  i!dicate those 
j u r i  s h  c t i o n s  hav ing  comparable case1 oads. 

o r d e r  t o  make t h e  s e r i e s  c u r r e n t  w i t h  the  
p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  1984 volume. 
t h e  1985 Annual Report  i s  p lanned f o r  December 
1986. 

Th is  r e p o r t  r e f l e c t s  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  as they e x i s t e d  i n  1984. 
reader,  however, shou ld  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  
1984 Nor th  Dakota c o n s o l i d a t e d  t h r e e  separate 
county c o u r t s  i n t o  one. The d o l l a r  amount l i m i t s  
of c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  many c o u r t s  change 
p e r i o d i c a l l y .  Since c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n a 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 t ime, 
c a u t i o n  should be e x e r c i s e d  i n  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  
compare the  data i n  t h i s  1984 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  a d d i t i o n ,  spec ia l  care  must be taken when 
comparing the  data i n  t h i s  1984 volume w i t h  
p rev ious  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  s e r i e s .  The A e l l a t e  
Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  Statistics* 

e o r t i n  was used f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime i n  cod ing  ?-f t e appe l a t e  data,  making p o s s i b l e  the  
separa t ion  o f  a p p e l l a t e  cases i n t o  mandatory and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and c l a r i f y i n g  what 
i s  i n c l u d e d  i n  o p i n i o n  counts.  The more p r e c i s e  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  a p p e l l a t e  data i n  1984, 
combined w i t h  the  updat ing  o f  t he  t r i a l  c o u r t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  gu ide  i n  o r d e r  t o  c l a s s i f y  t he  1984 
t r i a l  c o u r t  data,  makes t h e  1984 data the  most 
comparable o f  t h e  s e r i e s .  

Uata c o l l e c t i o n  

Uata sources. The sources o f  data f o r  the  t a b l e s  
presented i n  t h i s  s e r i e s  a r e  t h e  p u b l i s h e d  annual 
r e p o r t s  p r o v i d e d  by the  s t a t e s  and unpubl ished 
s t a t i s t i c a l  m a t e r i a l  requested o f ,  and s u p p l i e d  
by, s t a t e  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  and a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  c l e r k s .  
i d e n t i f i e s  the  sources o f  data f rom each s ta te .  1 
A d d i t i o n a l  r e l e v a n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  was secured from 
a p p r o p r i a t e  personnel  i n  each s ta te .  Telephone 
c o n t a c t  and fo l low-up correspondence were used t o  
c o l l e c t  m i s s i n g  data,  c o n f i r m  t h e  accuracy o f  
a v a i l a b l e  data, and determine the  l e g a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  of each c o u r t .  
c o l l e c t e d  concerning the  number o f  judges p e r  
c o u r t  o r  c o u r t  system ( f r o m  annual r e p o r t s ,  
o f f i c e s  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s ,  and 
a p p e l l a t e  c l e r k s ) ;  t he  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  (based on 
Bureau o f  t he  Census 1984 r e v i s e d  e s t i m a t e s ) ;  
o t h e r  1984 demographic da ta  ( taken from the  
S t a t i s t i c a l  A b s t r a c t  o f  t he  U n i t e d  Sta tes :  
m 4 O ) ;  and spec ia l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  r e g a r d i n g  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and c o u r t  s t r u c t u r e .  

Each s t a t e  p r o f i l e  and c o u r t  system c h a r t  
underwent ma jor  r e v i s i o n s  t o  r e f l e c t  
j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  changes i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  1984 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guides f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  

The 1982 and 1983 r e p o r t s  were postponed i n  

P u b l i c a t i o n  o f  

The 

(Appendix B o f  t h i s  r e p o r t  

I n f o r m a t i o n  was 

8U.S. Bureau o f  t he  Census, S t a t i s t i c a l  
A b s t r a c t  o f  t he  Un i ted  Sta tes :  9 ash in  ton ,  
b . c . :  U.S. Government P r i n t i n g  A f R c r  19843. 
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V e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  data.  I n  o rder  t o  produce t h e  
s t a t i s t i c s  conta ined i n  t h i s  repo r t ,  a g r e a t  deal 
o f  e f f o r t  was expended by C S I M  P r o j e c t  s t a f f  i n  
c o l l e c t i n g  m i s s i n g  data, whether f rom p u b l i s h e d  
o r  a n c i l l a r y  sources, i n  d e f i n i n g  te rmino logy ,  
and i n  i d e n t i f y i n g  c a t e g o r i e s  i n  which cases 
shou ld  be placed. I n  o t h e r  words, data conta ined 
i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  cannot be r e p l i c a t e d  s o l e l y  from 
a v a i l a b l e  p u b l i s h e d  m a t e r i a l .  
t h i s  e x t e n s i v e  da ta-ga ther ing  e f f o r t ,  l a r g e  gaps 
remain i n  the  data c o l l e c t e d .  

d isc repanc ies  i n  r e p o r t e d  data were made, the  
C S I M  P r o j e c t  s t a f f  d i d  n o t  have t h e  resources t o  
assess the  u n d e r l y i n g  v a l i d i t y  o r  accuracy o f  t he  
data rece ived from the  s ta tes .  F o r  example, t he  
pub l ished cumula t ive  case s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  o r  f o r  t r i a l  c o u r t s  f r e q u e n t l y  
d i d  n o t  balance w i t h  r e p o r t e d  t o t a l s  w i t h i n  each 
category.  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  format,  con ten t ,  and l i m i t a t i o n s  
o f  data t a b l e s  have been reviewed and approved by 
t h e  COSCA C S I S  Comnittee, which guides the  Cour t  
S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management P r o j e c t .  

Types o f  data inc luded.  As a r e s u l t  o f  t he  f a c t  
€ h a t  few s t a t e s  r e p o r t  data s u i t a b l e  f o r  a l l  
k i n d s  o f  p l a n n i n g  and research purposes, and 
because most s t a t e s  r e p o r t  o n l y  c e r t a i n  types o f  
data,  t he  NCSP i n i t i a l l y  chose t o  i n c l u d e  i n  the  
n a t i o n a l  s e r i e s  o n l y  those k i n d s  o f  da ta  t h a t  
e i t h e r  were a l ready  f a i r l y  w i d e l y  a v a i l a b l e  o r  
c o u l d  be made a v a i l a b l e  w i t h o u t  r e q u i r i n g  undue 
e f f o r t .  Enough s t a t e s  r e p o r t e d  t r e n d  data,  
caseload by ca tegory ,  number o f  r e v e r s a l s ,  and 
t i m e - t o - d i s p o s i t i o n  data t o  w a r r a n t  i n c l u s i o n  o f  
these t o p i c s  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  and some p r e l i m i n a r y  
analyses can be made. F o r  those s t a t e s  n o t  
s u p p l y i n g  b a s i c  data, b lanks  i n  the  summary 
t a b l e s  draw a t t e n t i o n  t o  the  m i s s i n g  data.  
t he  pas t ,  a l l  data s u p p l i e d  by a s ta te ,  complete 
o r  no t ,  were en tered  i n  t h e  summary tab les .  
Beginning i n  1979, o n l y  data t h a t  a re  complete 
( o r  a t  l e a s t  90% complete f o r  a case c a t e g o r y )  
a r e  d i s p l a y e d  i n  the  summary t a b l e s .  Th is  was 
done t o  f a c i l i t a t e  c o m p a r a b i l i t y .  

Many c u r r e n t  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  data, as 
i n d i c a t e d  by f o o t n o t e s  i n  t h e  summary t a b l e s ,  
must be considered b e f o r e  sumnary t a b l e s  can be 
c o n s t r u c t e d  t o  make comparisons among c o u r t s  o r  
s t a t e s .  
o f  i n t e r s t a t e  data i n  1984 i n c l u d e :  c o u r t  
o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  case 
d e f i n i t i o n ,  u n i t s  o f  count,  completeness, 
accuracy, and r e p o r t i n g  per iods .  

Yet, even a f t e r  

A1 though a t tempts  t o  r e c o n c i l e  obvious 

I n  

V a r i a t i o n s  t h a t  l i m i t  t he  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  r e p o r t i n g  per iods .  As i n d i c a t e d  on 
p r o f i l e  headings and i n  F i g u r e  A, most s t a t e s  
r e p o r t  data by ca lendar  y e a r ;  many r e p o r t  by 
f i s c a l  year,  h w e v e r ,  and a few r e p o r t  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t  data by c o u r t  term. 
spans covered i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  a r e  n o t  always 
d i r e c t l y  comparable. 

r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  approximately u n i f o r m  
l e n g t h ,  t he  s t a r t i n g  and ending dates f o r  t h e  
r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  vary b o t h  w i t h i n  and among 
s ta tes .  D i f f e r e n c e s  i n  r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  have 
l i t t l e  e f f e c t  on cumula t ive  data elements, such 
as f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  s ince  no m a t t e r  when 
t h e  r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d  began and ended, the  data 
cover  one complete year .  Pending data a r e  
t r e a t l y  a f f e c t e d ,  though, s ince  they  r e p r e s e n t  a 

on when t h a t  snapshot was taken. F i g u r e  A 
d i s p l a y s  the  ac tua l  r e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  f o r  a l l  
c o u r t s .  

Therefore,  t h e  t ime 

Al though da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  cover  

snapshot" i n  t ime and can vary g r e a t l y  depending 

Data d i s p l a y  

Case category c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s .  C S I M  case 
c a t e g o r i e s  used f o r  t h i s  1984 r e p o r t  a re  those 
chosen by the  COSCA C S I S  Committee f o r  i n c l u s i o n  
f n  the  Sta te  Court  Model Annual Report and State 
Court  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y .  
ca tegor ies  appear as p r i n c i p a l  headings i n  the  
sumnary t a b l e s  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  P a r t  111. The CSIM main headings 
a r e  c a t e g o r i e s  used u n i f o r m l y  f o r  a l l  t he  s ta tes .  

Summary t a b l e s  ( P a r t  I ) .  
Complete data from each s t a t e  p r o t i l e  were 
t r a n s f e r r e d  i n t o  sumnary t a b l e s  designed t o  
d i s p l a y  the  k i n d s  o f  a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  c o u l d  be 
aggregated. The sumnary t a b l e s  a r e  d i v i d e d  i n t o  
two major  s e c t i o n s  ( a p p e l l a t e  and t r i a l  t o  
r e f l e c t  t he  two major l e v e l s  o f  cour ts .  

A p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  i n c l u d e  bo th  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  
r e s o r t  ( t h e  f i n a l  c o u r t  o r  c o u r t s  o f  appeal 
w i t h i n  a s t a t e )  and i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  
( t h e  c o u r t  o r  c o u r t s  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  c o u r t s  o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies, and i n  which some 
dec is ions  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  appeal o r  review by a 
c o u r t  o f  1 a s t  r e s o r t  1. 

F o r  purposes o f  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  a t r i a l  c o u r t  i s  
considered t o  be a c o u r t  o f  general  j u r t s d i c t i o n  
i f  i t  meets one o f  t he  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 i t  a general  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t .  

--Felony cases are  t r i e d  and f e l o n y  sentences 
g iven f o r  a l l  types o f  f e l o n y  cases. 

--The m g e s  o f  the  c o u r t  a r e  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 t h e r  t r i a l  c o u 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  cour ts .  

I n  the  1975 Annual Re o r t  t he  s t a t e s  were 
arranged alphabe- summary tab les .  
I n  1976 the  t r i a l  c o u r t s  hand l ing  c r i m i n a l  cases 
were grouped accord ing  t o  t h e  way i n  which 
c r i m i n a l  cases were counted i n  each c o u r t .  I n  
the  1979 repo r t ,  a f u r t h e r  e v o l u t i o n  i n  the  
grouping o f  s t a t e s  was added t o  a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t  
case type  t a b l e s  (except  j u v e n i l e )  i n  o rder  t o  
p lace  together  those c o u r t s  t h a t  have s i m i l a r  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e 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  t a b l e s  are  a l s o  arranged i n  t h i s  volume as 
f o l l  ows : 

fhese case 

Format used. 

Complete s t a t e  da ta :  
1. Exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  S t a t e s  

2. Not e x c l u s i v e  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 e x c l u s i v e  case type 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

S ta tes  where two o r  more c o u 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. S ta tes  where one o r  more c o u r t s  have 

case type j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  b u t  complete 
data a re  n o t  r e p o r t e d  by one o r  more 
cour ts .  

Footnotes.  Standard f o o t n o t e  headings 
s p e c l f y i n g  the  completeness and q u a l i t y  o f  the  
data a re  used on a l l  summary t a b l e s  and w i l l  
con t inue t o  be used i n  the  Annual Report  se r ies .  
I f  more i n f o r m a t i o n  on the  data presented i n  the  
summary t a b l e s  i s  needed, the  user should c o n t a c t  
t h i s  p r o j e c t  a t  t he  Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  
Courts t o  o b t a i n  i n f o r m a t i o n  concerning 
i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s .  
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Trend t a b l e s  ( P a r t  11). T h i s  i s  a new 
s e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  Annual Repor t  s e r i e s .  I n  p a s t  
volumes, s t a f f  compi led  a s i n g l e  t a b l e  t h a t  
i l l u s t r a t e d  t r e n d  da ta  f o r  t o t a l  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  
and j u v e n i l e  f i l i n g s ;  however, a s i g n i f i c a n t  
number o f  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  i n  t h e  f i e l d  have 
commented t h a t  i t  would b e  more u s e f u l  t o  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  d e l i n e a t e  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  
case load i n t o  t h e i r  i m p o r t a n t  components. The 
c i v i l  case types  s t u d i e d  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  a r e  
t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  and smal l  
c l a i m s  cases. The c r i m i n a l  case t y p e  i d e n t i f i e d  
i n  these t a b l e s  i s  f e l o n i e s .  

C o u r t  system c h a r t s  ( P a r t  111). A f t e r  t h e  
1984 case d a t a  a v a i l a b l e  f rom 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 h e  c o u r t s  i n  each s t a t e  
was cons t ruc ted .  
o f  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  used i n  t h e  1984 da ta  
c o l l e c t i o n .  These s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e s  a r e  no 
l o n g e r  p u b l i s h e d  i n  these volumes. They now 
serve  as worksheets f o r  c o m p i l a t i o n  o f  t h e  da ta  
base. Each s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t  f o r  1984 
d e p i c t s  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  c o u r t  system 
w i t h i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and r o u t e  o f  
appeal f o r  each c o u r t ,  t h e  number o f  judges ,  and 
i n f o r m a t i o n  on t h e  types  o f  t r i a l s .  

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

t a b l e s  f o r  a n a l y z i n g  t h e  case load da ta .  The 
measures s e l e c t e d  f o r  use vary  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  
da ta  b e i n g  ana lyzed and a r e  e x p l a i n e d  i n  t h e  face  
sheets  accompanying each group o f  summary tab1 es 
under headings such as: d isposed cases as a 
p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases, f i l e d  cases p e r  u n i t  o f  
p o p u l a t i o n ,  and f i l e d  and d isposed cases p e r  
judge. 

C o n t i n u i n g  development o f  t h e  s e r i e s  

See Appendix C f o r  a p r o t o t y p e  

Several  d e v i c e s  a r e  used i n  t h e  summary 

The Annual Re o r t  s e r i e s  i s  an e v o l v i n g  

deve lop ing  sc ience o f  g a t h e r i n g ,  r e p o r t i n g ,  and 
a n a l y z i n g  s t a t e  c o u r t  data,  a d d i t i o n s  and 
re f inements  w i l l  be a f a c t  o f  l i f e  i n  successive 
volumes o f  t h e  s e r i e s .  As more i s  l e a r n e d  about 
t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  data,  more s p e c i f i c  
suggest ions  w i l l  be g i v e n  f o r  t h e i r  p r o p e r  use, 
a long w i t h  warn ings  t o  h e l p  a v o i d  t h e i r  abuse. 

p roduc t .  & i v e n  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h i s  newly 

F i g u r e  U prese i i t s  a h e l p f u l  c ross- re fe rence t o  
summary t a b l e s  iii p r e v i o u s  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  
s e r i e s .  This  w i l l  a s s i s t  t h e  u s e r  t o  l o c a t e  
s i m i l a r  i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  may have been rear rdnged 
on t h e  summary t a b l e s  o v e r  t h e  years .  

o f  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  s e r i e s  t h a t  these e a r l y  
volumes iii t h e  s e r i e s  be c i r c u l a t e d  w i d e l y  enough 
t o  encourage reader /user  ideas  and comientary,  
and t h a t  t h e y  b e  used as a v e h i c l e  f o r  deve lop ing  
s o l u t i o n s  t o  problems e i icountered d u r i n g  t h e  
s t a t i s t i c a l  s e r i e s  p r o d u c t i o n  process. As each 
success ive  volume i s  pub1 ished.  t h e  CSIM P r o j e c t  
can c o n s i d e r  t h e  feedback subsequent ly r e c e i v e d  
froin u s e r s  o f  t l i e  documents, thereby  f u r t h e r  
enhancing succeeding volumes. 

It shou ld  a l s o  be p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  f o r  t h e  
f o u r t h  year ,  t h e  da ta  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  
a r e  a v a i l a b l e  i n  computer-readable form. 
a r e  two da ta  s e t s :  
caseload. These da ta  s e t s  were used t o  c o n s t r u c t  
most o f  t h e  summary t a b l e s .  
1 ,  9, 20, 24-25, and 30-37 were compi led  by 
hand. Th is  number shou ld  b e  reduced i n  f u t u r e  
years .  

aspects o f  summary t a b l e  p r e p a r a t i o n .  
these w i l l  be d iscussed i n  t h e  f a c e  sheet  
accompanying each suimnary t a b l e .  

s t a t i s t i c s  takes  t ime.  Concur ren t  w i t h  expanding 
and r e f i n i n g  t h e  Annual Re o r t  r i a t i o n a l  
s t a t  i s t i  ca 1 se r i e&f f o r t  must 
encourage movement toward  q u a l i t y  and p r e c i s i o n  
i n  s t a t e  c o u r t  s t a t i s t i c s .  
long- te rm n a t u r e  o f  t h i s  e v o l u t i o n a r y  process 
w i l l  c o n t r i b u t e  g r e a t l y  t o  y e a r - t o - y e a r  
improvements and enhancements o f  t h e  s t a t i s t i c d l  
s e r i e s .  Given t h e  c o m p l e x i t y  o f  t h e  problems 
b e i n g  faced, b u i l d i n g  toward c o m p a r a b i l i t y ,  
q u a l i t y  assurance, and a p p r o p r i a t e  d e t a i l  i s  d 
necessary inc rementa l  process. I t  i s  i n  t h i s  
l i g h t  t h a t  t h e  C S I M  P r o j e c t  p rese i i t s  t h e  da ta  and 
a n a l y s i s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  Annual Keport ,  1984. 

Comments and c o r r e c t i o n s  a r e  a welcome p a r t  
o f  t l i e  r e v i s i o n  process, and shou ld  be d i r e c t e d  
t o  t h e  L o u r t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  P r o j e c t  
o f  t h e  tJationa1 Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  300 
Newport Avenue, Wi l l iamsburg ,  V i r g i n i a ,  

I t  i s  i m p o r t a i i t  t o  t h e  long- te rm improvement 

There 
a p p e l l a t e  case load and t r i a l  

T h i s  y e a r  Tables 1, 

The j u r i s d i c t i o n  gu ides  have a f f e c t e d  severa l  
Most o f  

The process o f  b u i l d i n g  toward  meaningful  

The n e c e s s a r i l y  

231 87-8798. 
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FIGURE A: Reporting periods for all state courts, 1984. 

~ ~~~ 

Repor t ing  per iods  

S t a t e  
January 1, 1984 J u l y  1, 1983 September 1, 1983 October 1, 1983 

t o  t o  t o  t o  
December 31, 1984 June 30, 1984 August 31, 1984 September 30, 1984 

A1 abama 
A1 aska 
Ar izona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n t a  

X 

X 

Colorado 
Connect icu t  
Del aware 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia X 
F l o r i d a  X 

X 
X 
X 

Georgia X X X 

Hawaii  X 
Idaho X 
I l l i n o i s  X 
Ind iana X 

Cour t  o f  Appeals T r i a l  Courts Supreme Court  

Iowa X 
Kansas X 
Kentucky X X 

Supreme Cour t  T r i a l  Courts 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals 

Lou is iana X 
Maine X 

Mary1 and X X X 
Cour t  o f  Appeals T r i a l  Courts Cour t  o f  Appeals 
Cour t  o f  Spec ia l  Appeals 
F i l i n g s :  March 1, 1983 t o  D i s p o s i t i o n s :  J u l y  1, 1983 t o  

Cour t  of Special  Appeals 

Feb 28, 1984 June 30, 1984 
Massachusetts X X 

Michigan X X 

Minnesota X 
M i s s i s s i p p i  X 

T r i a l  Courts Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  
Appeals Cour t  

T r i a l  Courts Supreme Cour t  

Supreme Cour t  

M i s s o u r i  X 
Montana X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  J u s t i c e  of t h e  Peace 
Supreme Cour t  C f t y  Cour t  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  
Nebraska X X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Workmen ' s Supreme Cour t  
County Cour t  Compensation Cour t  
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  
Separate J u v e n t l e  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  Probate Cour t  
Super io r  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
Supreme Cour t  

Nevada X 
New Hampshire X X 
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F i g u r e  A: R e p o r t i n g  p e r i o d s  f o r  a l l  s t a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

R e p o r t i n g  per iods  

S t a t e  
January 1, 1984 J u l y  1, 1983 September 1, 1983 October 1 , 1983 

t o  t o  t o  t o  
December 31, 1984 June 30, 1984 August 31 , 1984 September 30, 1984 

New Jersey  
New Mexfco 
New York X 
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  
N o r t h  Dakota X 

Oh1 o 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Puer to  R ico  

Rhode I s l a n d  X 

South C a r o l i n a  X 
South Dakota 
Tennessee X 
Texas X 

T r i a l  Courts 

Munfc ipa l  Cour t  

X 

X 
Supreme Cour t  

X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  
County- level  Courts 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  
Supreme Cour t  
Courts o f  Appeals 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals 

X X 
Suoreme Cour t  T r i a l  Courts 

Utah 

Vermont X 
V i r g i n i a  X X 

Washington X 
West V i r g i n l a  X 
Wisconsin X 
Wyoming X 

T r i a l  Courts Supreme Cour t  
Jan. 16, 1984 t o  

Jan. 11, 1985 

Note: Unless o therw ise  i n d i c a t e d ,  an " X "  means t h a t  a l l  o f  t h e  t r i a l  and a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t  da ta  f o r  
t h e  t i m e  p e r i o d  i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  column. 
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FIGURE B: Cross-reference to summary tables in previous editions of the 
Annual Report series. 

Corresponding tab1 e numbers f o r  p rev ious  r e p o r t s  

1979 - 1980 - 1981 - 1975 - 197G - 1977 __ 1978 

1984 APPELLATE COURT SUWARY TABLES: 

1. Caseload es t imates  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2. To ta l  r e p o r t e d  caseload 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
3. Case process ing  - mandatory 7-18 5-10 5-7 5-7 7-9 7-9 7-9 

4. Case process ing  - d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t .  7-18 5-10 5- 7 5-7 7-9 7-9 7-9 
5. Case process ing- -d isc r .  pe t .  g ran ted  7-18 5-10 5-7 5-7 7-9 7-9 7-9 
6. Number o f  c o u r t  o p i n i o n s  10  10 10  
7. Time i n t e r v a l  da ta  21 13 10 11 11 11 10 

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

1984 TRIAL COURT SUMMARY TABLES: 

8. Caseload es t imates  16 13 14 14 13 12 
9. Grand t o t a l  caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14 13 
10. Reported t o t a l  c i v i l  t r i a l  caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14 13 
11. Reported t o t a l  c r i m i n a l  t r i a l  caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14 14 

12. Reported 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  
t r i a l  caseload 17-19 14-16 15-17 15 14 15 

13. Reported t o t a l  j u v e n i l e  t r i a l  caseload 17-1Y 14-16 15-17 15 14 16 
14. Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  

and smal 1 c la ims caseload 23-26 20-23 21-24 19-22 18-21 20 
15. Domestic r e l a t i o n s  caseload 29 27 24 25 23 22 21 

16. E s t a t e  caseload 30 28 25 26 24 23 22 
17. Mental heal  t h  case1 oad 31 29 26 27 25 24 23 
18. C i v i l  appeals caseload 30 27 28 26 25 24 
19. C i v i l  t r i a l s  48 47 2Y 27 26 25 

20. Felony, misdemeanor, and DWI/DUI 

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

^ - - _ - _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

caseload 35,36 32-34.41 31-33.40 33-35,42 31-33,40 30-32,3Y 29 
21. Cr imina l  appeals caseload 37 36 38 36 35 30 
22. P r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g  proceedings 36 35 37 35 34 31 
23. Cr imina l  t r i a l s  39,48 38,47 40 38 37 33 

24. Type o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  f o r  c r i m i n a l  cases 38 37 39 37 36 32 
25. Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  caseload 35 34 36 34 33 35 
26. Cr imina l - type  p e t i t i o n  caseload 45 44 47 44 43 39 
27. C h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n  47 46 49 46 45 41 

28. Status p e t i t i o n  caseload 46 45 48 45 44 40  
29. 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 t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  cases 43 42 44 41 40 36 
30. T r a f f i d 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 37 
31. Trend data f o r  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and 

r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases 49.50 48,49 50.51 47,48 46 42 

32. Trend data f o r  small  c la ims cases 49,50 48.49 50,51 47,48 46 42 
33. Trend da ta  f o r  t o r t  cases 49,50 48,49 50.51 47,48 46 42 
34. Trend data f o r  c o n t r a c t  cases 49,50 48.49 50,51 47,48 46 42 
35. Trend da ta  f o r  f e l o n y  cases 49.50 48,49 50.51 47.48 46 42 

Note: 

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

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

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

The P r o j e c t  i s  c o n s t a n t l y  developing, there fore  i n  many ins tances ,  t h e  composi t ion o f  t a b l e s  
changed d r a m a t i c a l l y  over  t ime.  The cross-references a r e  in tended t o  p r o v i d e  a qu ick  re fe rence t o  
b a s i c  s u b j e c t m a t t e r  shared by  t h e  t a b l e s .  
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Part I 
1984 State court caseload 
summary stat is t ics 



Appellate court summary statistics 

I n  t h i s  s e c i i o n ,  t a b l e s  are  presented t o  show 
the  caseload o f  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  i n  1984. 
Appe l la te  c o u r t s  a re  subd iv ided i n t o  c o u r t s  o f  
l a s t  r e s o r t  ( t h e  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 i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  
( cou r t s  whose pr imary  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  c o u r t s  o f  
general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies, 
and whose d e c i s i o n s  are  u s u a l l y  s u b j e c t  t o  appeal 
o r  review by a c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t ) .  
been d i v i d e d  f u r t h e r  i n t o  the  f o l l o w i n g  
c a t e g o r i e s :  
r e s o r t  and one i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  ( 2 )  
s t a t e s  w i t h  no i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  and 
(3) s t a t e s  w i t h  m u l t i p l e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a t  any 
l e v e l .  Th is  typo logy  f a c i l i t a t e s  comparisons of 
c o u r t s  s h a r i n g  a b a s i c  s t r u c t u r e .  

The s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  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  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  
have l e d  t h e  C S I M  s t a f f  t o  i n c l u d e  as ' cases '  any 
appeal, any o r i g i n a l  proceeding, o r  any reques t  t o  
appeal case. 

Data presented i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e s  are  
compi led from a l l  data t h a t  a r e  a v a i l a b l e ,  b o t h  i n  
annual r e p o r t s  and i n  unpubl ished r e p o r t s  p r o v i d e d  
by i n d f v i d u a l  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  c l e r k s  and s t a t e  
c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s .  

Dur ing t h e  p a s t  severa l  years ,  i t  became c l e a r  
t o  P r o j e c t  s t a f f  t h a t  a m b i g u i t i e s  e x i s t e d  among 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  data elements i n  the  n a t i o n a l  
database. 
f rom an i n a b i l i t y  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  between a c o u r t ' s  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  The 
1984 A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n  was prepared and p u b l i s h e d  
t o  remedy t h i s  s i t u a 3 i o n .  T h i s  volume o f  t h e  
Annual Re o r t  s e r i e s  i s  t he  f i r s t  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  + mprovements mandated by the  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide. 

t o  s t a t e  o f  these a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  caseload data:  
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 ,  and v a r i a t i o n s  
i n  the  way cases a r e  counted. 

Major v a r i a t i o n  f rom 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 a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  r e s u l t s  f rom 
the  k i n d  and amount o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over i n i t i a l  appeals g ran ted  t o  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  
r e s o r t  and t o  i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  

o f  a c o u r t ' s  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  and mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  d e f i n e d  
as those cases f o r  which a c o u r t  must reach a 
d e c i s i o n  on the  mer i ts - - these cases a r e  o f t e n  
r e f e r r e d  t o  as appeals o f  r i g h t .  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  d e f i n e d  as those cases t o  which a 
c o u r t  can d e c l i n e  rev iew on the  m e r i t s .  I n  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases, t h e  c o u r t s  f i r s t  decide 
whether t o  g r a n t  rev iew u s i n g  some summary 

S t a t e s  have 

( 1 )  s t a t e s  w i t h  one c o u r t  o f  l a s t  

The most s i g n i f i c a n t  ques t ions  stemned 

Two f a c t o r s  r e s t r i c t  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  f rom s t a t e  

The f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e s  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  comparison 

D i s c r e t i o n a r y  

procedure. 
review u s u a l l y  f o l l o w  the  same a p p e l l a t e  
procedures as do mandatory cases. Th is  Repor! 
t h e r e f o r e ,  o rgan izes  i t s  s p e c i f i c  case types  i n t o  
t h r e e  ca tegor ies :  ( 1 )  mandatory cases; ( 2 )  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ;  and ( 3 )  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a re  g ran ted  review. 

The s p e c i f i c  case types  f o r  each o f  the  t h r e e  
broad c a t e g o r i e s  descr ibed above, i n c l u d e  c i v i l ,  
death pena l ty ,  o t h e r  c r i m i n a l ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agency and j u v e n i l e  appeals from f i n a l  judgments; 
as w e l l  as f o u r  types o f  o t h e r  proceedings which 
i n c l u d e  d i s c i p l i n a r y ,  a d v i s o r y  op in ions ,  o r i g i n a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  cases. 

The second V a r i a t i o n  i n  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  case 
da ta  r e s u l t s  f rom d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  p o i n t  a t  
which cases a r e  counted, and how they  a r e  
counted. Some c o u r t s  count  cases as soon as t h e  
n o t i c e  o f  appeal i s  f i l e d ,  w h i l e  o t h e r s  count  them 
a t  a l a t e r  event,  such as t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t he  r e c o r d  
o r  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  a p p e l l a n t ' s  b r i e f  (see F i g u r e  
C). 

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  c o u r t s  may i n f l a t e  o r  d e f l a t e  
t h e i r  caseload by t h e  way they  count  appeals o f  
c r i m i n a l  c o n v i c t i o n s  f o r  two o r  more defendants, 
by whether c ross  appeals a r e  counted as separate 
cases, and by t h e  way t h e y  c o u n t  appeals g ran ted  
through d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Courts w i t h  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  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 t h o u t  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  
between mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cases; o r  they separate mandatory and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases f i l e d  b u t  do n o t  i n d i c a t e  t h e  
number o f  requests f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  rev iew 
granted; o r  they  p r o v i d e  separate data f o r  
mandatory cases, d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
granted, and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  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  separa te ly  
the  t o t a l  number o f  p e t i t i o n s  f o r  rev iew f i l e d ,  
r e s u l t i n g  i n  double c o u n t i n g  o f  g ran ted  p e t i t i 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, t he  Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  
Management P r o j e c t  has presented as much 
i n f o r m a t i o n  as p o s s i b l e  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  
t h e  c o u r t  system c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  l o c a t e d  i n  
P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  

through 7 )  a r e  sequenced from t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  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  tab les .  
The t a b l e s  p r e s e n t  es t imates  o f  a n a t i o n a l  
a p p e l l a t e  caseload, t o t a l  r e p o r t e d  a p p e l l a t e  
cases, p r o d u c t i v i t y  measures by general  case 
types, t h e  number o f  o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by c o u r t ,  
and t i m e  t o  d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  appeals. 

D i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  a r e  g ran ted  

The a p p e l l a t e & I Z s  t h a t  f o l l o w  (Numbers 1 
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FIGURE C: Methods of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Caseload data a r e  n o t  comparable i n  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  un less  cases a r e  counted i n  the  
same way among t h e  cour ts .  The method o f  
count ing  cases must be employed as one t o o l  i n  
o r g a n i z i n g  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  so t h a t  t h e i r  
caseloads a r e  comparable. F i g u r e  C i l l u s t r a t e s  
some o f  t he  more i m p o r t a n t  components o f  t h e  
var ious  methods used i n  count ing  cases i n  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  A b lank  space i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  
no i n f o r m a t i o n  was a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h a t  da ta  
element. A l l  codes used i n  t h i s  f i g u r e  a r e  
d e f i n e d  a t  t h e  end o f  t he  f i gu re .  

The f i r s t  component i n  understanding how 
a p p e l l a t e  cases are  counted i s  the  p o i n t  i n  t h e  
a p p e l l a t e  process where t h e  c o u r t  counts a case 
as p a r t  o f  i t s  caseload. 
c o u n t i n g  cases e a r l i e r  i n  the  process (e.g., a t  
n o t i c e  o f  " i n t e n t  t o  appeal") ,  r a t h e r  than a t  a 
l a t e r  p o i n t  (e.g., comple t ion  o r  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
r e c o r d ) .  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  have a l a r g e r  caseload 
because they a r e  c o u n t i n g  as cases l i t l g a t i o n  
t h a t  i s  dismissed/wi thdrawn/se t t led  be fore  
comple.tion o f  the,,record. The column e n t i t l e d ,  
"Case counted a t :  i n d i c a t e s  the  s t a r t i n g  p o i n t  
f o r  c o u n t i n g  each case i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s .  I n  some s t a t e s ,  a l l  appeals a re  f i l e d  
w i t h  the  c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t ,  which then 
assigns, ( i . e . ,  t r a n s f e r s )  cases t o  the  
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t .  T h i s  s i t u a t i o n  i s  
i n d i c a t e d  by the  word " t r a n s f e r . "  The column 

Courts t h a t  beg in  
, 

l a b e l l e d ,  "Case f i l e d  w i t h : "  indicates the  c o u r t  
w i t h  which the  " i n t e n t  t o  appeal 
f i l e d .  

an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  whether a 
r e i n s t a t e d h e o p e n e d  case i s  counted as a new 
f i l i n g ,  o r  r e t a i n s  the  same docket number. 
Although the  p r a c t i c e  o f  c o u n t i n g  
reopened/reinstated cases i s  n o t  as widespread as 
i t . i s  i n  the  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  and i s  l e s s  o f  a 
problem i n  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  than i n  
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  t he  accuracy i n  
count  i s  s t i l l  noteworthy. Th is  i j l f o rma t ion  i s  
p rov ided i n  the  columns e n t i t l e d ,  Does the  c o u r t  
count  reinstated/reopened cases i n  i t s  count o f  
new f i l i n g s ? "  A "NO" ind!,cates the  case r e t a i n s  
t h e  same docket number. RARELY" means t h a t  i n  a 
few s i t u a t i o n s ,  cases a r e  t r e a t e d  as new f i l i n g s  
(e.g., a case remanded, t h a t  r e s u l t e d  i n  a new 
t r i a l  and a new appeal based on a d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t  
o f  law) .  "YES OR FREQUENTLY" i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the  
c o u r t  r o u t i n e l y  counts reopened and r e i n s t a t e d  
cases as new f i l i n g s .  Occasional ly,  spec ia l  
s i t u a t i o n s  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  i n  these columns. 
Courts,  f o r  example, t h a t  i s s u e  new docket 
numbers t o  such cases, b u t  segregate these cases 
from o t h e r  new f i l i n g s  f o r  : t a t i s t i c a l  purposes, 
a r e  i n d i c a t t d  by the  words 
SEPARATELY. 

document i s  

The l a s t  component o f  count ing  cases i n v o l v e s  

IDENTIFIED 
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FIGURE C: Methods of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Does the  c o u r t  count  
r e i  nstated/reopened 

cases i n  i t s  count o f  
new f i 1 i ngs? Case f i l e d  w i th :  Case counted a t :  

N o t i c e  F i l i n g  
Cour t  
type 

o f  o f  th6  
g p e a l  r e c o r d  Other p o i n t  

S ta te :  
c o u r t  name 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  

Appeals ........... 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  

Appeals ........... 

T r i a l  A p p e l l a t e  Yes, o r  
c o u r t  c o u r t  & Rare ly  f r e q u e n t l y  

COLR X 0 X 0 0 

X 0 X 0 0 

X 0 NO, ON REMAND 
YES, FROM C I R C U I T  COURT; 

X 0 0 

X 0 0 

X 0 0 
-- 

I A C  

I AC 
- - -  

ALASKA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I A C  
X 0 0 
X 0 0 

X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

ARIZOIIA:  
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

C I V  FILING: 
X-CRIM 0 FEE P A I D  
X-CRIM 0 C I V  FILING: 

FEE P A I D  

YES, AFTER CLOSE0 
X X BY ORDER OR MANDATE 
X 0 YES, FOR REOPENED; 

NO, FOR REINSTATED 

COLR 
I AC 

ARKANSAS : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

COLR 
0 X 0 
0 X 0 

0 X X 0 0 
0 X X 0 0 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
0 X 0 
0 X 0 

0 X X 0 0 
0 X X 0 0 

- -  

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I A C  
X 0 0 
X 0 0 

0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
0 X 0 0 X 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  .... COLR 

I AC 
X 0 FEE P A I D  
X 0 FEE P A I D  

X 0 X 0 0 
X 0 X 0 0 

DELAWARE : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 

- 
0 0 X 0 0 X 0 0 

-- - -  
D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 

Court  o f  Appeals ... COLR X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
-- - -  

FLORIDA : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  o f  

Appeals ........... 
COLR 

I AC 

X I AC X 0 0 

CV/CR A0M.AGY. X 0 0 

X 0 0 

X 0 0 
-- - -  

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
0 X 0 
0 X 0 

0 X X 0 0 
0 X 0 X 0 

H A W A I I  : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
I n t e r m e d i a t e  C o u r t  
o f  Appeals ........ 

COLR 

I AC 
- 

0 X 0 

0 X 0 
-- 

0 X X 0 0 

0 X X 0 0 
- -  

IDAHO: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
X 0 0 
0 0 TRANSFER 

X 0 X 0 0 
0 X X 0 0 
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FIGURE C: Methods of c o u n t i n g  cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Does the court count 
r e i  ns ta tedheopened 

cases i n  i t s  count o f  
Case counted a t :  Case f l l e d  w i th :  new f i l i n g s ?  

N o t i c e  F i l i n g  
S ta te :  Court  o f  o f  t h e  T r i a l  Appe l la te  Yes, o r  
c o u r t  name type appeal r e c o r d  Other p o i n t  c o u r t  & Rarely f r e q u e n t l y  

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
A p p e l l a t e  C o u r t  .... I A C  X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIF I EO SEPARATELY 

- -  
IN0 I ANA : 

Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  of Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
0 
0 

0 
0 

BRIEF 
BRIEF 

X 
X 

0 
0 

IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
- -  

IOWA: 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
X 
0 

0 
0 

0 
TRANSFER 

0 
0 

X 
X 

0 X 0 
X 0 0 
- -  

KANSAS: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
0 
0 

0 
0 

DOCKETING” 
DOCKETING* 

X 
X 

0 
0 

IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
- -  

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
X 
X 

0 
0 

0 
0 

X 
X 

0 
0 

X 0 0 
X 0 0 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 

I AC 
0 
0 

X 
X 

0 
0 

0 
0 

X 
X 

0 X 0 
0 X 0 

MAINE: 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  
Cour t  S i t t i n g  as 
Law Cour t  ......... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MARYLAND: 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 0 0 PETITIO14 0 X 0 X 0 

Appeals ........... IAC 0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Specfal  

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  
Cour t  ............. COLR 0 X 0 X 0 0 X 0 

Appeals Cour t  ...... I A C  0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 
- -  --- 

MICHIGAN : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 0 0 BRIEF 0 X 0 0 X 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 

--- - -  
I 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 0 X 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

El ISSOUR I : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 0 X 0 
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FIGURE C :  I4etliods o f  coun t ing  cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1984. ( con t inued)  

Ooes the  c o u r t  coun t  
re instated/ reopened 

cases i n  i t s  count  o f  
new f i l i n g s ?  Case counted a t :  Case f i l e d  w i t h :  

]. lotice F i l i n a  
Cour t  
type 

COLR 

o f  
appeal 

X 

o f  t h e  
reco rd  

0 

T r i a l  
c o u r t  

X 

S ta te :  
c o u r t  name 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

NE14 HAI4PSHIRE : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

Appel l  a t e  
c o u r t  

0 

0 

Yes, o r  
- No Rare ly  f r e q u e n t l y  Other p o i n t  

0 0 0 X 
- -  

COLR 0 X 0 X X 0 0 
- -  

X COLR X 0 
- 

X 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TRANSCRIPT 
TRANSCRIPT 

X 0 0 
- -  

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  

o f  Super io r  Cour t  . 

NEW M E X I C O :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

COLR 

I A C  
- 

COLR 
I A C  
- 

COLR 

I AC 

I AC 
- 

COLR 
I AC 
- 

COLR 
- 

COLR 
I AC 

X-OP 

X 

0 X 0 

IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
- 

X 
X 
- 

X 

X 

0 
- 

0 
0 
- 

0 
- 

X 
0 
- 

X* 

X*  
X* 
- 

0 
0 
- 

X 
X 
0 
- 

0 
0 

X 
X 

0 
0 

0 
0 

NEW YORK : 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 
Appel l  a t e  O i v i  s i o n  

o f  Supreme Cour t  .. 
Appe l l a te  Term o f  

Supreme Cour t  ..... 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals . . . 

X 

X 

x-cv 
- 

X 
X 

0 

0 

X-CR 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
NORTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Cour t  ...... 

OHIO: 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . 
Court  o f  Appeals . . . 

0 X 
- 

0 
X* 

0 

0 
0 

X 
X* 

0 
X 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  C r im ina l  

Appeals ........... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals . . . 

COLR 

COLR 
I A C  

X* 

X* 
0 

0 

0 
TRANSFER 

0 

0 -- 

X 

X -- 

0 

0 
0 

X* 

X* 
X* 

OREGON: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

COLR 
I AC 
- 

COLR 
I AC 
I AC 

0 
0 

0 
0 
- 

X-M* 
X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Super io r  Cour t  . . . . . 
Commonwealth Cour t  . 

0 
0 
0 

X-D* 
0 
0 

0 
0 
X 

PUERTO R I C D :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X-CR x - C Y  IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

- -  
RHODE ISLAND: 

Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 
- -  
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FIGURE C: Methods o f  count ing  cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Does the  c o u r t  count 
r e i n s  tated/reopened 

cases i n  i t s  count o f  
new f i 1 i ngs? Case counted a t :  Case f i l e d  w i t h :  

p 
Yes, o r  S t a t e :  Court  o f  o f  t he  T r i a l  Appe l la te  

c o u r t  name type appeal r e c o r d  Other p o i n t  court c o u r t  Rarely f r e q u e n t l y  

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . COLR 0 0 TRANSCRIPT 0 X X 0 0 

-- X 0 0 Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  0 0 TRANSFER -- 
--- - -  

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  

Appeals ........... I A C  X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 

TEXAS : 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . CDLR X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Cour t  of Cr imina l  

Appeals ........... COLR 0 0 FIRST X 0 IOENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

Cour t  o f  Appeals . . . I A C  X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
CORRESPON. 

UTAH : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X X-AG X 0 0 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 

V I R G I N I A :  PETITION FOR 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . COLR 0 0 APPEAL 0 X IOENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Appeals . . . I A C  X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

WISCONSIN: ACCEPTS 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 0 0 JURISDIC.  0 X X 0 0 
Court  o f  Appeals ... I A C  X 0 0 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Cour t  . . . . . . COLR 0 X 0 0 X 0 0 X - NOT 

MANY OF 
SUCH 
CASES 

-- = Data element i s  i n a p p l i c a b l e .  
ADM. AGY. = A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases on ly .  

CR = Cr imina l  cases on ly .  
C V  = C i v i l  cases on ly .  
DP = Death p e n a l t y  cases on ly .  

COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t .  
I A C  = I n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t .  

*Footnotes:  

Kansas: Docket ing occurs 21 days a f t e r  a n o t i c e  o f  appeal i s  f i l e d  i n  the  t r i a l  cou r t .  
docketed i n  t h e  appe l l  a t e  cou r t .  

Some cases are  never 



FIGURE C: Methods o f  count ing  cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Ohio--Court o f  Appeals: The c l e r k  o f  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  i s  a l s o  t h e  c l e r k  o f  t h e  Cour t  o f  Appeals. 

Oklahoma--The c o u r t s  do no t  count  r e i n s t a t e d  cases as new f i l i n g s ,  b u t  do count  any subsequent appeal o f  an 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court :  

Source: 

e a r l i e r  decided case as a new f i l i n g .  

f i l e d  w i t h  t h e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t .  

The n o t i c e  o f  appeal r e f e r s  t o  t h e  p e t i t i o n  i n  e r r o r .  

Mandatory cases a r e  f i l e d  w i t h  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t ,  and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases a r e  

1984 S t a t e  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  

19 



TABLE 1: Reported national caseload for state appellate courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n :  

Puer to  R ico  have c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t .  Oklahoma 
and Texas have two c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t ,  one 
t h a t  hears c i v i l  cases and one t h a t  hears  
c r i m i n a l  cases. 

c o u r t s ;  f o u r  o f  these s t a t e s  have two 
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  

A l l  50 s t a t e s ,  t he  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, and 

T h i r t y - t w o  s t a t e s  have i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  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 t a t e s  w i t h  
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l  a t e  c o u r t s  g e n e r a l l y  have w ide  
d i s c r e t i o n  i n  s e t t i n g  t h e i r  agenda. Most appeals 
a r e  heard as a m a t t e r  o f  r i g h t  by i n t e r m e d i a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  and by c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  
s t a t e s  w i t h o u t  i n t e n e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
(In 1984, t h e  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  i n  V i r g i n i a  
and West V i r g i n i a  a r e  except ions . )  

To ta l  case f i g u r e s  a r e  n o t  comparable f rom 
s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  w i t h o u t  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  mix  o f  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  appeals heard  by each 
c o u r t ,  and t h e  v a r i e t y  o f  case types  i n c l u d e d  i n  
t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t .  

Sources o f  d a t a  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

Reported cases: 

The number o f  c a s e s / p e t i t i o i i s  f i l e d  and 
disposed a r e  r e p o r t e d  s e p a r a t e l y  f o r  c o u r t s  o f  
l a s t  r e s o r t ,  and f o r  i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  these cases a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  
s e p a r a t e l y  as mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 
d i sc r e  t i ona ry j u r i s d i c t i on cas e s / p e t  i ti on s . 

There a r e  g e n e r a l l y  t h r e e  sub-ca tegor ies  
w i t h i n  t h e  mandatory, and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c a t e g o r i e s :  (1 t h e  number o f  
r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases; ( 2 )  t h e  
number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  
some o t h e r  case t y p e ( s ) ;  and ( 3 )  t h e  number o f  
r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  a r e  

incomple te  and i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  case types. 
These f i g u r e s  a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y  f o r  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s ,  and 
a l s o  aggregated on page 2 o f  t h i s  t a b l e  i n  the  
summary s e c t i o n  f o r  a l l  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  

Number o f  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e :  

Th is  measure i s  used t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  number 
o f  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  and disposed f o r  each 
a p p e l l a t e  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  r e p o r t i n g  cases /pe t i  t i o n s  
f o r  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  ca tegory .  
j u d g e s / j u s t i c e s  f o r  each c o u r t  can be found i n  
Tables 3-5. 

The number o f  

Percent  o f  p o p u l a t i o n  represented  by da ta :  

S t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  f i g u r e s  used f o r  a l l  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  and c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  a r e  
from t h e  r e v i s e d  1Y84 Bureau o f  Census f i g u r e s .  
The denominator f o r  these f i g u r e s  v a r i e d  
depending on t h e  c a t e g o r y  b e i n g  r e p o r t e d .  For  
example, t he  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  t h e  mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  s t a t e s  v a r i e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  f rom the  
d i s c r e  t i ona ry j u r i  s d i c t i on s t a  t e  s . 
The number o f  cases p e r  lawyer  suppor t  personnel  : 

Th is  measure i s  used t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  number 
o f  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  and disposed f o r  each 
l a w y e r l s u p p o r t  personnel  i n  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  
c a s e s / p e t i  tons  f o r  t he  a p p r o p r i a t e  ca tegory .  The 
number o f  lawyer  s u p p o r t  personnel  f o r  each c o u r t  
can be found i n  Tables 3-5. 

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

These r e p r e s e n t  aggregate da ta ,  and due t o  
t h e  c o n t r o l s  a l r e a d y  e x e r c i s e d  on t h i s  t a b l e ,  a r e  
r e p o r t e d  w i t h o u t  r e g a r d  t o  u n i t s  o f  count.  The 
t o t a l  summary s e c t i o n  f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  sonie double 
c o u n t i n g  o f  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  review, and l a t e r  
r e f i l e d  as mandatory cases. 
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TABLE 1: Reported national caseload for state appellate courts. 1984 . 

Reported Caseload F i  1 ed Disposed 

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

I . Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases: 

A . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases .............................. 
1 . Number o f  cases p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 
2 . Number o f  cases p e r  lawyer  s u p p o r t  personnel  .............................. 
3 . Number of  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable data ................... 
4 . Number of c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  .............................. 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

represented  by complete and comparable data ............................... 
B . Number of  r e p o r t e d  complete cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ....... 

1 . Number o f  cases p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 
2 . Number o f  cases p e r  lawyer  s u p p o r t  personnel  .............................. 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete d a t a  w i t h  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .... 
4 . Number of  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  ............................... 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

represented  by complete da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ........ 
Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete.  o r  incomple te  and 
i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .............................................. 
1 . Number o f  cases p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 
2 . Number o f  cases p e r  lawyer  suppor t  personnel  .............................. 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  incomple te  da ta  w i t h  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .. 
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  .............................. 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

C . 

represented  by incomple te  d a t a  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ...... 
I 1  . D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s :  

A . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  .......................... 
1 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ..................................... 
2 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  lawyer  suppor t  personnel  .......................... 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  .............. 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .......................... 

represented  by complete and comparable da ta  ............................... 
B . Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases ....... 

1 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ................................ 
2 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  lawyer  suppor t  personnel  ..................... 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete da ta  w i t h  some mandatory cases ... 
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ..................... 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t  

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete.  o r  incomple te  

represented  by complete da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases ....... 
C . 

.... .... .... .... 
on .... 

i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases .................................................. 
1 . 
2 . Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  l a w y e r  s u p p o r t  personnel  .......................... 
3 . Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  incomple te  da ta  w i t h  some mandatory cases ...... 
4 . Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .......................... 
5 . Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Number of p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ..................................... 

represented  by incomple te  d a t a  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases .......... 

13. 139 
76 
33 
27 
5 O* 

60% 

6. 121 
89 
41 
11 
52 

11% 

1. 033 
37 
11 

4 
52 

15% 

27. 200 
131 

53 
30 
49** 

6 6% 

3. 732 
31 1 

75 
2 

50 

6% 

4. 752 
170 
65 

4 
50 

7% 

9. 666 
86 
38 
16 
5 O* 

50% 

4. 668 
90 
51 
8 

52 

6% 

1. 229 
44 
20 

4 
52 

5% 

15. 608 
127 

53 
18 
49** 

42% 

4. 264 
224 
69 

3 
50 

7% 

3. 352 
120 
55 

4 
50 

8% 
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Table 1: Reported n a t i o n a l  case load f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Reported Caseload F i l e d  Disposed 

I n t e n n e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s :  

I .  Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases: 

A. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases .............................. 74,035 50,165 
1. Number o f  cases p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 160 150 
2. Number o f  cases p e r  l a w y e r  s u p p o r t  personnel  .............................. 81 89 
3. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ................... 24 18 
4. Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  .............................. 38 38 
5. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

represented  by complete and comparable d a t a  ............................... 6 5% 4 0% 

E. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ....... 32,201 26,164 
1. Number o f  cases p e r  j u d g e / j u s t i c e  ......................................... 177 21 1 
2. Number o f  cases p e r  l a w y e r  s u p p o r t  personnel  .............................. 62 72 
3. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete d a t a  w i t h  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .... 11 9 
4. Number of  c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d f c t i o n  .............................. 38 38 
5. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  

represented  by complete d a t a  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases ........ 33% 28% 

C. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 
i n c l u d e  some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases .............................................. 0 0 

I I. D i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  : 

A. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  .......................... 12,785 2,986 
1. Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  j u d g e l j u s t i c e  ..................................... 41 20 
2. Number o f  p e t i t i o n s  p e r  lawyer  s u p p o r t  personnel  .......................... 17 1 0  
3. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable p e t i t i o n s  .............. 16 10 
4. Number o f  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .......................... 26 26 

represented  by complete and Comparable da ta  ............................... 66% 31 % 

E. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases ....... 0 0 

i n c l u d e  some mandatory cases .................................................. 0 0 

5. P e r c e n t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

C .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 

Sumnary s e c t i o n  f o r  a l l  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s :  
Reported f i l i n g s  

I A C  T o t a l  - -  COLK 

A. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable c a s e s / p e t i  t i o n s  ......... 40,339 86,820 127,159 

types  .............................................................. 9,853 32,201 42,054 

incomple te  and i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case types  ............................ 5,785 0 5,785 

E. 

C. 

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c a s e s / p e t f t i o n s  t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case 

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  

To ta l  .................................................................. 55,977 119,021 174,998 

* Data f o r  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  
complete and comparable mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  
cases do n o t  i n c l u d e  d a t a  f rom two c o u r t s  who 
have v i r t u a l l y  no mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n :  t h e  
Mich igan Supreme C o u r t  r e p o r t e d  o n l y  f i v e  
f i l i n g s ,  and t h e  Texas Supreme C o u r t  r e p o r t e d  
no f i l i n g s .  

** Data f o r  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  
complete and comparable d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  d a t a  f rom t h e  
M i s s i s s i p p i  Supreme C o u r t  wh ich  r e p o r t e d  o n l y  
two f i l i n g s .  

COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
I A C  = I n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
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TABLE 2: Reported total caseload for all state appellate courts, 1984. 

Sources o f  d a t a  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i  s d i  c t i on : 

The s p e c i f i c  s u b j e c t - m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  
each c o u r t  can be found i n  the  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Repor t  (e.g., 
c i v i l ,  n o n - c a p i t a l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  e t c .  1. 
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  v a r i e s  among c o u r t s  
w i t h i n  s t a t e s ,  and among s t a t e s .  

Cour ts  a l s o  v a r y  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  amount o f  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Some 
c o u r t s  have t o t a l  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  some 
have t o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n  i n  s e t t i n g  t h e i r  agenda, 
b u t  most c o u r t s  have some mix  between mandatory 
and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

c a s e s / p o s i t i o n s  f i l e d  and disposed i n  a l l  o f  t h e  
s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
down i n t o  t o t a l  mandatory cases, t o t a l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ,  and t o t a l  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

o f  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s :  
l a s t  r e s o r t  and one i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  
s t a t e s  w i t h  no i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  and 
s t a t e s  w i t h  m u l t i p l e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a t  any 
l e v e l .  T h i s  t y p o l o g y  p r o v i d e s  one scheme f o r  
comparing s t a t e  t o t a l s ,  and c o u r t s  s h a r i n g  a t  
l e a s t  one m a j o r  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c .  

T h i s  

T h i s  t a b l e  i d e n t i f i e s  t h e  t o t a l  

These numbers a r e  broken 

S t a t e s  a r e  organ ized i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i n t o  one 
s t a t e s  w i t h  one c o u r t  o f  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  cases: 

The p o i n t  i n  t h e  process a t  wh ich  an 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  case i s  counted v a r i e s  among t h e  
s t a t e s .  I n  some s t a t e s  i t  i s  counted a t  t h e  
f i l i n g  o f  t h e  complete t r i a l  c o u r t  record ,  o t h e r  
c o u r t s  c o u n t  cases a t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  n o t i c e  o f  
appeal, and s t i l l  o t h e r  c o u r t s  c o u n t  cases a t  
t r a n s f e r  f rom another  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t .  These 
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  on 
t h e  r i g h t - s i d e  f a c e  sheet o f  t h i s  t a b l e  (wh ich  
a l s o  p r o v i d e s  s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  t o t a l  
c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  d isposed) .  
v a r i a b l e  t o  c o n s i d e r  when comparing caseloads. 
F o r  example, c o u r t s  t h a t  c o u n t  e a r l y  i n  t h e  

T h i s  i s  an i m p o r t a n t  

process ( a t  n o t i c e  o f  appea l )  shou ld  have a 
h i g h e r  caseload p e r  c a p i t a  than c o u r t s  t h a t  count  
cases l a t e r  i n  t h e  process ( a t  comple t ion  o f  
r e c o r d ) .  

Appropr i  a t e  a n a l y s i s  : 

Sum o f  mandatory cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
e t i t i o n s .  I t  has never  been an easy task  t o  + e i n e  an a p p e l l a t e  case. Some argue t h a t  o n l y  

those cases g i v e n  p l e n a r y  rev iew should be 
counted. Others  contend t h a t  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  a r e  a1 so i m p o r t a n t  because they consume 
c o u r t  resources and judge t ime.  Th is  f i r s t  
measure p r o v i d e s  a t o t a l  f i g u r e  f o r  those 
s u p p o r t i n g  the  l a t t e r  p o s i t i o n .  

cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ,  t h e  number o f  
these c a s e s / p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  p e r  judge i s  a l s o  
p r o v i d e d  as a comparable s t a t i s t i c  t o  i n d i c a t e  
t h e  work load o f  t h e  c o u r t .  

Sum o f  mandatory cases and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
e t i t i o n s  gran ted  rev iew.  

{ n l y  cases g i v e n  f u l l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  c o u r t  
shou ld  be counted, t h e r e  i s  a t o t a l  column which 
sums mandatory cases w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  
g r a n t e d  rev iew.  
number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  judge. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  p r o v i d i n g  t h e  sum o f  mandatory 

t o r  those t h a t  argue 

T h i s  column a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  

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

Comparisons shou ld  o n l y  be made among those 
c o u r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  u n i t s  o f  count .  
A d d i t i o n a l l y .  c a r e  shou ld  be taken t o  compare 
o n l y  those c o u r t s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r ,  
and mandatory ld i  s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  When 
comparing s t a t e s ,  s t a t e s  a r e  o n l y  comparable 
w i t h i n  the  m a j o r  c a t e g o r i e s  by whic l i  t he  s t a t e s  
a r e  organ ized (e.g., s t a t e s  w i t h  one c o u r t  o f  
l a s t  r e s o r t  and one i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
r e p r e s e n t  one such c a t e g o r y ) .  F i n a l l y ,  some 
t r i a l  c o u r t s  o f  general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  have 
i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  which may 
a f f e c t  t he  number o f  appeals f i l e d  i n  the  r e g u l a r  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
i n  F i g u r e  H. 

T h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  can be found 
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TABLE 2: Reported total caseload for all state appellate courts, 1984. 

Tota l  cases f i l e d  
Tota ls  

Sum o f  mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

p e t i t i o n s  
cases and d i sc re t i ona ry  

Tota l  d 1 sc r e  t i o na ry 
d i sc re t i ona ry  pe ti t i  ons granted review 

Total  Total  pe ti ti ons F i l e d  F i  1 ed 

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  cases p e t i t i o n s  review Number judge Number judge 
mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  Per pe I* 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ......... 787 284 
Supreme Court  ............. 320 221 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 467 63 

1,071 134 
541 108 
530 177 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,85ei 1,0663 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 1 os i  1,0163 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 2,753 50 

3,924 196 
1,121 224 
2,803 187 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL ..... 10,340i 9,829 873 20,1691 11,2131 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 2221 3,991 31 4,213’ 540i 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 10,118 5,838 555 15,956 21 6 10,673 144 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,836 81 3 2,649 156 
Supreme Court  ............. 256 81 3 1,069 153 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 1,580 NH NH -- -- -- 

CONNECTICUT--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 
Appel 1 a t e  Cour t  ........... 1,3625 49 1.4115 

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ........ 12,357 3,026 
Supreme Court  ............. 587 1,056 
D i s t r i c t  Court  o f  Appeals . 11,770 1,970 

15,383 290 
1,643 235 

13,740 299 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,7333’ 1,564 325 4,297j 3,05@ 
Supreme Court  ............. 6334 941 158 1 ,604J 821J 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 2,0705 623 167 2,6935 2,2373 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ......... 5725 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 471 J 
In te rmed ia te  Court  o f  

Appeals ................. 101 

IDAHO--STATE TOTAL .......... 4955 
Supreme Court  ............. 3495 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 146 

ILLINOIS--STATE TOTAL ....... 7,5055 
Supreme Court  ............. 371 
Appe l la te  Cour t  ........... 7,134 

INDIANA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Court  ............. 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 1,150j 

32 
32 

NH 

5 
5 

NH 

6045 
5035 

-- 

60 
60 
NH 

1,675 

NH 

204 

5555 
4095 -- 

2,046 292 

5775 
4765 

575 82 

26 



TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cou r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

To ta l  cases disposed 
To ta l s  

Sum o f  
mandatory cases and 

which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases Tota l  To ta l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

P o i n t  a t  To ta l  Sum o f  

Court  a re  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  granted d i s c r e t i o n a r y  grdnted 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  t ype  counted cases p e t i t i o n s  review p e t i t i o n s  review 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ......... 796 297 49 1,093 845 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 347 220 27 567 374 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 44Y 77 22 521, 471 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2.709: 1,107J 106 3.81 b 2,815 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 9 111’ 1,0483 95J 1.159 2Ob 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  9 2,598 59 11 2,657 2, bo9 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 2 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  2 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 1 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 NH NH -- 

CONNECTICUT--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 9 
Appe l la te  Cour t  ........... I A C  3 5683 

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ........ 12.471 2,729 15,200 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  o f  Appeals . I A C  1 11,941 1,669 13,610 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 1 530 1,060 1,590 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 2 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  2 2,0903 629 2,719J 

- 
HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ......... 5795: 35 61 45: 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 4543 35 4893 
In te rmed ia te  Cour t  o f  -- -- Appeals ................. I A C  2 125 NH NH 

IDAHO--STATE TOTAL .......... 5273 55 5823 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 1 3523 55 407 

4 175 N H NH -- -- Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  

ILLINOIS--STATE TOTAL ....... 7,2003’ 

Appe l la te  Cour t  ........... I A C  1 6,8915 

INDIANA--STATE TOTAL ........ 1,4943 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 5 357. 143 500 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 309 1,715 378 2,024 687 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  5 1,1373 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. 

To ta l  cases f i l e d  
Tota ls  

cases and d i sc re t i ona ry  

Sum of mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

Total  d i sc re t i ona ry  pe t i  ti ons 
d i sc r e  ti ona ry p e t i t i o n s  granted review 

Tota l  Total  p e t i t i o n s  F i  1 ed F i l e d  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  cases p e t i t i o n s  review Number judge Number judge 
mandatory d i sc re t i ona ry  granted Per Per 

IOWA--STATE TOTAL ........... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 569 NH NH -- - -  

KANSAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 1,21 d 
Supreme Court  ............. 169 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 1,0415 

223 392 56 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,946 1,065 4,011 191 
Supreme Court  ............. 221 98b 128 1,207 172 349 50 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 2,725 79 2,804 200 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ...... 4,0175 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 1474 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 3,8705 

MARYLAND--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,9975 

Court  o f  Special  Appeals .. 1,777 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 2205 

MASSACHUSETTS--STATE TOTAL . . 1,516j 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  .... 141 
Appeals Court  ............. 1,375J 

MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ....... 4,801 
Supreme Court  ............. 5 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 4,796 

3,9681: 
2,1261 
1,842 

8461 
3591 
48 7 

7,985 145 
2,273 325 
5,712 119 

4,863 88 
506 72 

4,357 91 

1,069 
7 61 
308 

158 
136 
22 

3,0664 
981 J 

2,085 

2,155 108 
356 51 

1,799 138 

1,246 184 1.387 325 46 

4,103 
2,347 
1,756 

585 
95 

490 

8,904 356 
2,352 336 
6,552 364 

5,386 21 5 
100 14 

5,206 294 

MINNESOTA--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Court  ............. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ....... 3,013J 846 106 3,859 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... 2,852 NH NH -- 
Supreme Court  ............. 161J 846 106 1,0075 

3,119 
2675 -- 

NEW JERSEY--STATE TOTAL ..... 6,592J 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 368 1,142i 138 1,510 21 6 50Gi 
Appe l la te  U i v i s i o n  o f  

Super io r  Court  .......... 6,224 

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL ..... 1,207 231 88 1.438 120 1,295 108 
Supreme Court  ............. 635 174 61 809 162 696 140 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 572 57 27 629 90 599 86 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cour ts ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Tota l  cases disposed 
‘ to ta ls  

Sum o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  Tota l  Sum o f  cases and 
which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases Tota l  Tota l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

Cour t  a r e  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  granted d i s c r e t i o n a r y  granted 
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type counted cases p e t i t i o n s  review p e t i t i o n s  review 

IOWA--STATE TOTAL ........... 1,378j 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 8463 -- -- Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 532 NH NH 

KANSAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 1,388 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 6 343 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  6 1,045 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,976 866 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 280 793 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 2,696 73 

3,842 
1,073 
2,769 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 2 
Courts o f  Appeals ......... I A C  2 

MARYLAND--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,107j 1,093 

Cour t  o f  Special Appeals .. I A C  2 1,877 308 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 8 2303 785 

3,200J 
1 ,015J 
2,185 

MASSACHUSETTS--STATE TOTAL . . 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  .... COLR 2 
Appeals Cour t  ............. I A C  2 

- 
MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ....... 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 5 2,495.1’ 
Court o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 

- 
MINNESOTA--STATE TOTAL ...... 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  

- 
MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ....... 81 2 i  

Supreme Cour t  COLR 1 81 z i  ............. -- -- Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 3,159 NH NH 

- 
NEW JERSEY--STATE TOTAL ..... 6,67d 

Super ior  Cour t  .......... I A C  1 6.2623 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 408 1 ,O7!ji 138 1,483 546i 
Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  of 

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 7 30 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  7 

- 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. 

Sum o f  mandatory 
cases and 

d i sc r e  t i ona ry 
d i sc re t i ona ry  p e t i t i o n s  

Tota l  

g r a n t e d 
Tota l  Total  p e t i t i o n s  F i l e d  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  cases p e t i t i o n s  review Number judge 

Supreme Cour t  ............. 230. 541 68 771 110 

ma nda t o  ry d i sc r e  t i  on a ry Per 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 1.5445 1,012 1275 2,5565 

Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 1,3143 471 5 4  1 ,78d  

Total  cases f i l e d  
l o t a l  s 

Sum o f  mandatory 
cases and 

d i sc re t i ona ry  
p e t i t i o n s  

granted review 
F l l  ed 

Pe I" 
Number ju49e 

1.6715 
298. 43 

1,3733 

OHIO--STATE TOTAL ........... 9,721 1,704 147 11,425 190 
Supreme Court  ............. 338 1,704 147 2.042 292 -- -- Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 9,383 NH NH 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ......... 4,033 870 105 4,903 288 ............. 105 1,075 154 Supreme Cour t  205 870 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 3,828 NH NH -_ -- 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 883 13 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 479 13 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 404 NH NH -- 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL ..... 3,0941: 1,144 
Supreme Court  ............. 22813 881 i j  
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 2,866 263 3;129 261 

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ...... 2,337 963 142 3,300 174 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... 2,239 245 54 2,484 207 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 98 71 8 88 81 6 117 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  ..... 3315 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 1 , 8 l d  85 

CIAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court  
S i t t i n g  as Law Cour t  ...... 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Court  .. 838 2 840 93 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ...... 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  ..... 1,002J 

NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ....... 799 NH NH 799 160 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme Court .  NH 603i 603i 

9,868 164 
485 69 -- -- 

~ ~~ 

4,138 243 
31 0 44 -- _ _  
896 81 
492 98 -- 

2,479 130 
186 27 

2,293 191 
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TABLE 2: ‘Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. (con t inued)  

To ta l  cases disposed 
Tota ls  

Sum o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  To ta l  Sum o f  cases and 
which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases Tota l  To ta l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

Cour t  a r e  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  granted d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  counted cases p e t i t i o n s .  review p e t i t i o n s  review 

Supreme Cour t  COLR 2 219. 465 50 684. 269 
NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . i .63 i J  888 2,519J 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  2 1,4123 423 1.8353 
............. 

OHIO--STATE TOTAL ........... 9,444 1,293 202 10,737 9,646 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 320 1,293 202 1,613 522 -- -- Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... IAC 1 9,124 NH NH 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 3ooJ 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 NH NH -- -- 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL . 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 7 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 441 NH NH -- -- 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL ..... 2,9001J 1,175iJ 1 4 6 i j  4,07515 3,046!J 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 176’3 905iJ 11215 1,0811J 28813 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 2,724 270 34 2 , 994 2,758 

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ...... 9305 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 3 721 J 21 aJ 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... IAC 1 2,223 209 2,432 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 1 3 54 j  
- 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-- 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 1 1 ,51d 

MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court  
S i t t i n g  as Law Cour t  ...... COLR 1 4941 52 546i 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  .. COLR 2 637 2 639 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 1 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 1 
- 

NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ....... COLR 2 788 NH NH 7883’ 7 8 4  

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme Court. COLR 1 NH 550i 390i  55ui 3YOi 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. 

To ta l  cases f i l e d  
Tota ls  

cases and d i sc re t i ona ry  

Sum o f  mandatory 
Sum o f  mandatory cases and 

Tota l  d i sc re t i ona ry  p e t i  ti on s 
d isc re t i ona ry  p e t i t i o n s  granted review 

Tota l  Total  p e t i t i o n s  F i l e d  F i l e d  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  cases p e t i t i o n s  r e v i m  Number judge Number judge 
mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  Per Per 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court  . 370 NH NH 370 74 3 70 74 

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court  . 409 202 3 61 1 122 41 2 82 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t  . 344J 

UTAH--Supreme Court  ......... 640 72 71 2 142 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ...... 62 d 25 6 4 4  

VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  ..... 1,915 308 

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  
o f  Appeals ................ HH 1,282 543 1,282 256 

WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ...... 331 NH NH 331 66 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABPJdA--STATE TOTAL ........ 2,677 71 2 3,389 199 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 745 71 2 1,457 162 

Cour t  o f  Cr iminal  Appeals . 1,400 NH NH _- -- 
-- -- Court  o f  C i v i l  Appeals .... 532 NH NH 

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,334 
Supreme Court  ............. 479iJ _ _  --  Court  o f  Appeals .......... 855 NH NH 

NEW YORK--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 

Supreme Cour t  ........... Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

Appe l la te  Term o f  Supreme 
Court  ................... 

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,079 672 
Supreme Cour t  ............. 789 388 
Court  o f  Cr im ina l  Appeals . 502 284 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... 788 NH 

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL ... 10,073J 

Super io r  Court  ............ 5,793J 
Supreme Court  ............. 268 2,7615 

Commonweal tti Cour t  ........ 4,012 82 

160 2,751 115 
84 1,177 131 
76 786 262 
NH -- -- 

3,029J 

4,094 455 

543 109 

331 66 

2,239 93 
873 97 
578 193 -- -- 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cou r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

To ta l  cases disposed 
Tota ls  

Sum o f  
mandatory 
cases and 

which d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases Tota l  To ta l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

P o i n t  a t  To ta l  Sum o f  

Court  a re  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  granted d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  t ype  counted cases p e t i t i o n s  review p e t i t i o n s  rev ie*  

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 1 331 NH NH 331 331 

RHODE ISLANO--Supreme Court  . COLR 2 44 7 21 8 665 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court  . COLR 1 

UTAH--Supreme Court  ......... COLR 1 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 1 532j 26 558J 

VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 8 1,919 

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  
o f  Appeals ................ COLR 1 NH 1,124 3 94 1,124 394 

WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR 2 250 NH NH 250 250 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 -- -- Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals .... I A C  1 NH NH 536 
Cour t  o f  Cr iminal  Appeals . I A C  1 1,480 NH NH -- -- 

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,275iJ 
Supreme Court  ............. COLR 2 4481 J 
Court  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 2 82 7 NH NH -- - -  

-- 
NEW YORK--STATE TOTAL ....... 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... COLR 1 391 3,477 320 3,868 71 1 
Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

Appe l la te  Term o f  Supreme 
Supreme Cour t  ........... I A C  2 

Cour t  ................... I A C  2 

. 
OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 

Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 

Court  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  4 801 NH NH 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals . COLK 1 645 256 901 -- -- 

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL ... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 

Commonwealth Cour t  ........ I A C  1 
Super io r  Cour t  ............ I A C  1 5,908j 

. 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  caseload f o r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

~ ~ ~~ ~- 

Tota l  cases f i l e d  
T o t a l s  

Sum o f  mandatory 

To ta l  
mandatory 

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

TENNESSEE--STATE TOTAL ...... 2,D3d 
Supreme C o u r t  ............. 21 6 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals .......... 951 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . 868J 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL .......... 9,345 
Supreme C o u r t  ............. 0 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . 1,959 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... 7,386 

To ta l  
d i  sc r e  ti onary 

p e t i t i o n s  

842 
57 

2,411 
1,130 
1,281 

NH 

To ta l  
d i s c r e  t i on a ry 

p e t i t i o n s  
gran ted  
review 

11 

Sum o f  mandatory 
cases and 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  

F i l e d  
Per  

Number judge 

1,058 21 2 
1.008 84 

405 
105 
300 

NH 

11,756 120 
1,130 126 
3,240 360 -_ -- 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  

Blank 

COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  
I A C  = I n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
NH = T h i s  case t y p e  i s  n o t  handled i n  t h i s  c o u r t .  

P o i n t s  a t  which cases a r e  counted: 
1 = A t  t h e  n o t i c e  o f  appeal 
2 = A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  r e c o r d  
3 = Other 
4 = A t  t r a n s f e r  
5 = A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  b r i e f s  
6 = A t  d o c k e t i n g  
7 = R e c e i p t  o f  t r a n s c r i p t  
8 = A t  f i l i n g  o f  p e t i t i o n  
9 = Var ies 

iData a r e  incomple te :  

-- - - I n a p p l i c a b l e  

Arizona--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
mandatory j u d g e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
mandatory a t t o r n e y  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases, 
and c e r t i f i e d  q u e s t i o n s  f rom t h e  f e d e r a l  
c o u r t s .  

Cal i fornia--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
mandatory judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
D i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  rev iew do 
n o t  i n c l  ude d i s c r e t i o n a r y  o r i  91 n a l  
proceedings i n i t i a l l y  heard i n  t h e  Supreme 
Court .  

cases and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

p e t i t i o n s  
gran ted  review 

F i l e d  
Per 

Number judge 

962 84 

Y.750 99 
105 12 

2,259 251 _-  -_  

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases cannot be separated 
from the  mandatory caseload. 

Maine--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  mandatory 
d i s c i p l l n a r y  arid a d v i s o r y  o p i n i o n  cases. 

M i s s o u r i  --Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
a few d i s c r e t i o n a r y  o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

New Hampshire--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  judge d i s c i p l l n a r y  
cases. 

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
dec is ions .  

Washington--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  mandatory c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom 
t h e  f e d e r a l  c o u r t s .  

JExp lanat ion  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Arizona--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  

mandatory judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
review . 

Connect icu t - -Appe l l  a t e  Court--Data i n c l u d e  a 
few d i s c r e t i o n a r y  pe t1  t i o n s  t h a t  were 
gran ted  review. 

Delaware--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t l o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
rev iew . 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Court o f  Appeals-Data 
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 
gran ted  rev iew,  and r e f i l e d  as appeals.  

Georg ia - -A l l  courts--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
rev iew and r e f i l e d  as appeals. 
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TABLE 2: Reported t o t a l  case load f o r  a l l  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

To ta l  cases disposed 
T o t a l s  

Sun1 o f  
mandatory 

P o i n t  a t  To ta l  Sum o f  cases and 
wh ich  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases To ta l  To ta l  p e t i t i o n s  cases and p e t i t i o n s  

C o u r t  a r e  mandatory d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  g ran ted  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type counted cases p e t i t i o n s  rev iew p e t i t i o n s  rev iew 

TENNESSEE--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............. COLR 1 
Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 1,010 57 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . I A C  1 851 j 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL .......... 10,511 2,115 328 12,626 10,839 
Supreme Cour t  COLR 1 0 1,034 112 1,034 112 

Cour t  o f  Appeals .......... I A C  1 8,274 NH NH -- -- 
............. 

C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals . COLR 3 2.237 1,081 21 6 3.318 2,453 

Hawai i --Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a smal 1 
number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  
were g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Idaho--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d l s c r e t l o n a r y  p e t l t l o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
rev iew.  

I l l i n o i s - - A p p e l l a t e  Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t l t l o n s .  

Ind iana- -Cour t  o f  Appeals--0ata i n c l u d e  
d i  s c r e t l o n a r y  I n t e r 1  o c u t o r y  d e c l s l o n  
p e t i t i o n s .  

Iowa--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were d ismissed 
by t h e  Cour t .  

Kansas--Court o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  a few 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
review. 

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases.--Courts o f  
Appeal --Data i n c l u d e  r e f i l e d  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  g r a n t e d  review. 

Maryland--Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
rev iew.  

Massachusetts--Appeals Court--Data i n c l u d e  a 
smal l  number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c l s l o n  p e t i t i o n s .  

Missouri--Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t l o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
rev iew.  

Nebraska--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 

New Jersey- -Appe l la te  U i v i s i o n  o f  S u p e r i o r  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t 1  t i o n s .  

Court--Data i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
i n t e r 1  o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n s  t h a t  were gran ted  
rev iew.  

N o r t h  Caro l ina- -Cour t  o f  A p p e a l s - 4 a t a  
i n c l u d e  a smal l  number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t l t l o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  review. 

Oregon--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
review. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
some mot ions  t h a t  c o u l d  n o t  be separated 
from caseload.--Super ior  Court--Uata 
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 
gran ted  r e v i w .  

South Dakota--Data i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
a d v i s o r y  op in ions .  

Tennessee--Court o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeal s--Uata 
i n c l  ude d i s c r e t i o n a r y  I n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases t h a t  were gran ted  rev iew.  

Vermont--Uata i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  review. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s .  

Wisconsin--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a1 1 
disposed mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
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TABLE 3: Selected caseload and processing measures for mandatory cases in 
state appellate courts, 1984. 

TABLE 4: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary 
petitions in state appellate courts, 1984. 

TABLE 5: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary 
petitions granted review in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix E.  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  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  t h e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  
l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  I 1 1  o f  t h i s  Report ,  (e.g., c i v i l  
and c r i m i n a l  cases).  T h i s  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  v a r i e s  among c o u r t s  w i t h i n  s t a t e s ,  
and among s t a t e s .  

Cour ts  a l s o  vary  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  amount o f  
mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  T h i s  
i n f o r m a t i o n  can a l s o  be l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  I 1 1  o f  
t h i s  Report .  The process ing  measures f o r  these 
t a b l e s  a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  by t a b l e  depending on 
whether t h e y  r e p r e s e n t  mandatory cases ( i  .e., 
Table 31,  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  ( i .e . ,  Table 
41, o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  rev iew 
( i .e . ,  Table 5 ) .  

o f  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s :  
l a s t  r e s o r t  and one i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  
s t a t e s  w i t h  no i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ;  and 
s t a t e s  w i t h  m u l t i p l e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a t  any 
l e v e l .  
comparing s t a t e s  t o t a l s ,  and c o u r t s  s h a r i n g  a t  
1 e a s t  one m a j o r  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  . 
V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  a p p e l l t e  c o u r t  cases: 

S t a t e s  a r e  organ ized i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i n t o  one 
s t a t e s  w i t h  one c o u r t  o f  

T h i s  t y p o l o g y  p r o v i d e s  one scheme f o r  

The p o i n t  i n  t h e  process a t  wh ich  an 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  case i s  counted v a r i e s  among t h e  
s t a t e s .  I n  some s t a t e s  i t  i s  counted a t  t h e  
f i l i n g  o f  t h e  n o t i c e  o f  appeal, w h i l e  o t h e r  
s t a t e s  count  i t  l a t e r  i n  t h e  process (e.g., a t  
comple t ion  o f  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  r e c o r d ) .  These 
v a r i a t i o n s  a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  Table 2. Th is  i s  an 
i m p o r t a n t  v a r i a b l e  t o  c o n s i d e r  when comparing 
caseloads. 
i n  t h e  process ( a t  n o t i c e  o f  appea l )  shou ld  
r e p o r t  a h i g h e r  case load p e r  c a p i t a  t h a n  c o u r t s  
t h a t  count  cases l a t e r  i n  t h e  process ( a t  
c o m p l e t i o n  o f  r e c o r d ) .  , 

F o r  example, c o u r t s  t h a t  c o u n t  e a r l y  

A p p r o p r i a t e  a n a l y s i s :  

A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  l e s s  
t h a n  1% and g r e a t e r  t h a n  .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  l e s s  
t h a n  .5% and g r e a t e r  t h a n  0% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  as 1%. 

Disposed cases as a p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  
measure r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
d isposed by  t h e  c o u r t .  

T h i s  

The number i s  computed by 

d i v i d i n g  t h e  number o f  d isposed cases by t h e  
number o f  f i l i n g s ,  and t h e n  m u l t i p l y i n g  by 100. 
A percentage o v e r  100 i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  
d isposed more cases than were f i l e d .  thus  
r e d u c i n g  pending caseload. A f i g u r e  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than 100 i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  cases 
a r e  n o t  keep ing  up w i t h  t h e  volume o f  cases b e i n g  
f i l e d .  

F i l e d  e r  j u d  e. I f  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  

j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  use o f  law c l e r k s ,  and use o f  
pane ls  i n  t h e  c o u r t  (among o t h e r  f a c t o r s )  a r e  
h e l d  cons tan t ,  t h e n  t h i s  measure p e r m i t s  
comparison o f  caseloads p e r  judge.  
i s  computed by  d i v i d i n g  the  number o f  f i l i n g s ,  by  
t h e  number o f  a u t h o r i z e d  a p p e l l a t e  
.i u dqes /.i u s t i  c e  s s e r v i n a t h a t  c o u r t . 

j u r i s  - i c t i o n ,  man a t o r y l d i  s c r e t i o n a r y  

Th is  f i g u r e  

- -  - 
F i l e d  p e r  lawyer  s i p p o r t  personne l .  Th is  i s  

a s i m i l a r  measure t o  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  p e r  
judge,  i n  t h a t  i t  i s  o n l y  meaningful  across 
s i m i l a r  j u r i s d i c t i o n s .  T h i s  f i g u r e  a l s o  
complements t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  p e r  judge by 
p r o v i d i n g  a measure f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  lawyer  
suppor t  a s s i s t a n c e  i n  computing a c t u a l  c o u r t  
workload. 
number o f  f i l i n g s ,  by t h e  number o f  lawyer  

It t o o  i s  computed by d i v i d i n g  t h e  

suppor t  personnel  s e r v i n g  t h a t  c o u r t .  
F i l e d  p e r  100.000 p o p u l a t i o n .  

s t a t e  p o D u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  caseload 
The u n i t  o f  

char ts .  i s  100,000. 
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  and g i v e s  a more 
r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  comparison o f  caseloads among 
s t a t e s  o f  v a r i o u s  s i z e s .  I f  a l l  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  
(e.g., j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  u n i t  o f  count ,  e t c . )  a r e  
s i m i l a r ,  t h e  f i l e d  p e r  100,001) f i g u r e  p e r m i t s  
d i r e c t  comparisons among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  number o f  
f i l e d  cases. 

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

Th is  measure compensates f o r  

Comparisons shou ld  o n l y  be made among those 
c o u r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  u n i t s  o f  count ,  
j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  and s t r u c t u r e s .  When comparing 
s t a t e s ,  s t a t e s  a r e  o n l y  comparable w i t h i n  t h e  
major  c a t e g o r i e s  by which s t a t e s  a r e  organ ized 
(e.g., s t a t e s  w i t h  one c o u r t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 
one i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l  a t e  c o u r t  r e p r e s e n t  one 
such ca tegory) .  

F i n a l l y ,  some t r i a l  c o u r t s  o f  genera l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  have i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  wh ich  may a f f e c t  t h e  number o f  
appeals f i l e d  i n  t h e  r e g u l a r  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
T h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  F i g u r e  H.  
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TABLE 3: Selected caseload and processihg measures for mandatory cases 
in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Mandatory cases 
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

percent  Number posed) lawyer  per  lawyer per  
as a ( d i s -  of (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type F i  1 ed O i  sposed fi 1 ed judges judge personnel personnel popu la t ion  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AN0 ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

Cour t  o f  o f  per  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLR 
I A C  

COLR 
I A C  

COLR 
I A C  

COLR 
I AC 

787 796 101% 
320 347 108% 
46 7 449 96% 

8 98 
5 64 
3 156 

22.5 35 
13.5 24 
9.0 52 

157 
64 
93 

2,858! 2,709: 95%: 
1051 11 11 106%’ 

2,753 2,598 94% 

20 143: 
5 21’ 

15 184 

58 4 9: 
16 7’ 
42 66 

94i 
31 

90 

10,3401: 
222’ 

10,118 

81 1281 
7 321 

74 137 

245 4Zi 

203 50 
42 5 i  

40: 
1’ 

39 

1,836 
256 

1,580 

17  108 
7 37 

10 158 

36 51 
14 18 
22 72 

58 
8 

50 

CONNECTICUT-- 
Appe l la te  Cour t  .......... I A C  1,362J 5683’ 42x j  5 2723’ 7 1873’ 43 j  

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ....... 12,357 12,471 101% 53 233 109 113 113 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 587 530 90% 7 84 15 39 5 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  o f  Appeals. I A C  11,770 11,941 101% 46 256 94 125 107 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 2,739 16 1715 45 615 4 73: 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 663J 7 9 q  17 3 9  11J 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC 2,0703 2 ,09d  i o i x j  9 2303 28 743 353 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ........ 5725 5795 101x5 8 725 18 325 5 55 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 4713 4543 96%J 5 94J 12 393 453 

Appeals ................ I A C  101 125 124% 3 34 6 17 10 
In te rmed ia te  Cour t  o f  

IDAHO--STATE TOTAL ......... 49!$ 5274 1 0 6 g  8 625 14 3 5J 4YJ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 3493 3525 101%J 5 705 10.5 333 353 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  146 175 120% 3 49 3.5 42 15 

ILLINOIS--STATE TOTAL ...... 7,505J 7,200j 96x j  41 i 8 J  139 54J 6 5J 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 371 309. 83% 7 53 25 15 3 
Appe l la te  Cour t  .......... I A C  7,134 6,8913 97%j 34 21Oj 114 6 3J 62 j  

INDIANA--STATE TOTAL ....... 1,494j 17 ( 8 8 ) j  47 (32 ) j  (27)J 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 357. 5 (71)  11 (33)  ( 6 )  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  1,15Oj 1,1373 99%J 12 36 21 

IOWA--STATE TOTAL .......... 1,3785 15 (92)J 21 (66)J (47 )J 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 8463 9 (9415 12 (71 ) J  (2913 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... I A C  569 532 94% 6 95 9 63 20 
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TABLE 3: Selected caseload and process ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
(con t inued 1 

Mandatory cases 
Uisposed 1 i l e d  Number t i l e d  1 1  l e d  

percent  Number posed) lawyer  per  lawyer  p e r  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel personnel p o p u l a t i o n  
Cour t  o f  of p e r  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

........ KANSAS--STATE TOTAL 1 , 2 1 d  1 , 3 8 a  1 1 5 d  14 8d 22 5 s r  5a.j 
Supreme Cour t  COLR 169. 343 203% 7 24 7 24 7 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC 1,0413 1,045.1’ loox j  7 i49J  15 69J 43J 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL 2,946 2,976 101% 21 140 34 87 79 

Cour t  o f  Appeals I A C  2,745 2,696 99% 14 195 22 124 73 

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

...... ............ Supreme Cour t  COLR 221 280 127% 7 32 12 18 6 ......... 
LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ..... 4.01 75 55 7$ 162 2 9  9oj. 

Supreme Cour t  COLR 1474 7 21J 27 5J 3; 
Cour ts  o f  Appeals ........ I A C  3,8705 48 813 135 293 873 

MARYLANO--STATE TOTAL ...... 1,9975 2,107J 1 0 b d  20 l o @  43 4 6 j  4 6? 

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

......... 1 b j  53 Cour t  o f  Appeals COLR 2203 2303 io5%J 7 313 14 
Cour t  o f  Specia l  Appeals . I A C  1,777 1,877 106% 13 137 29 61 41 

MASSACHUSETTS--STATE TOTAL . 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ... 
Appeals Cour t  ............ 

i ,516J 

1,3753 
141 

17 893’ 
7 20 

10 1 3 d  

40 3 8 j  
19 7 
21 665 

2 6 j  

2 a i  
2 COLR 

I A C  

25 192 
7 1 

18 266 

96 50 
35 4 1  
61 79 

53 
< 1  

53 

MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

4,801 
5 

4,796 
COLR 
I A C  
- 

3,0133: 
1613 

39 775 
7 233 

32 89 

6 O j  
3 j  

57 

65 4 6J 
15 1 l j  
50 57 

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  2,852 3,159 111% 

28 2353 

21 2965 

7 53 
61 1 o8 j  
17 22 

44 i 4 i J  

8 8 j  
5 

83 

NEW JERSEY --STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  o f .  

Super io r  Cour t  ......... 
COLR 

I A C  
- 

1,207 
635 
572 

12 101 
5 127 
7 82 

24 50 
10 64 
14 41 

85 
45 
40 

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I AC 

19 8 i j  

12 l ld 
7 33 

31 5o j  

23 5 7J 
8 29 

25 j  

21 j 
4 

1 , 5 4 4  1,6313’ i o 6 % j  

1 , 3 1 4  1,4123’ i07%j  
230 219 95% 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  

OHIO--STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

60 162 
7 48 

53 177 

90 
3 

87 

9,721 9,444 97% 
338 320 95% 

9,383 9,124 97% 

74 131 
20 17 
54 174 

COLR 
I AC 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ........ 4,033 17 237 28 144 151 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 205 39oJ 7 29 8.5 24 8 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  3,828 10 383 19.5 196 143 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 883 11 80 30 29 27 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 479 5 96 19 25 1 5  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  404 441 109% 6 67 11 37 12 
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TABLE 3: Selected case load and process ing  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1984. 
(con t inued)  

Mandatory cases 
01 sposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

pe rcen t  Number posed) lawyer  pe r  lawyer  p e r  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

Court  o f  o f  p e r  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 
type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel personnel p o p u l a t i o n  S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  .... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-- 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 
MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  

Cour t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Cour t  .................. 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  .... 

NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ...... 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme 
Cour t  .................... 

RHODE ISLANO--Supreme Court .  

SOUTH OAKOTA--Supreme Court .  

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ 
VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ..... 

WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ..... 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. 

ARKANSAS--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

3,094iJ 2,900iJ 94%!j 25 124:J 51 61 i J  
COLR 228’3 17613 77%1J 9 2513 19 1213 
I A C  2,866 2,724 95% 16 179 32 90 

2.337 19 123 33 71 
COLR 98 7 14 11 9 
I A C  2,239 2,223 99% 12 187 22 102 

- 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
- 
COLR 331 j 3 5 4  1 0 7 d  5 6 d  5 6 d  

71 I! 
51 J 

66 

49 
2 

47 

COLR 4941’ 7 (71 I i  11 ( 4 5 ) i  (43  ) i  
- 
COLR 838 637 76% 9 93 18 47 32 

COLR 1,002j 7 1 4 d  13 7 7J 6 2 j  
- 
COLR 799 788 99% 5 160 14 57 88 
- 
COLR 370 331 90% 5 74 9 41 54 

COLR 409 447 10% 5 82 16 26 43 

COLR 3443’ 5 6 9 j  7 49 j  4 9 j  

COLR 640 5 128 13  49 39 

- 
- 
- 
COLR 6 2 d  53z j  8 5 J  5 125 i  5 125 j  llsi 
- 
COLR 331 250 76% 5 66 7 47 65 
- 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

2,677 17 157 37 72 67 
COLR 745 9 83 21 36 19 
I A C  532 536 101% 3 177 6 89 13  
I A C  1,400 1,480 106% 5 280 10 140 35 

1,33415 1,275!J 96%iJ 13  103IJ 27  491J 421:J 
COLR 479’j 44813 9J%iJ 7 6813 15 321 J 151J 
COLR 885 827 97% 6 143 12 71 27 
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TABLE 3: Se lec ted  case load and p r o c e s s i n g  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
( c o n t i n u e d  1 

Mandatory cases 
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i  1 ed 

p e r c e n t  Number posed) lawyer  p e r  l a w y e r  p e r  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed)  (d isposed)  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges  judge personne l  personnel  p o p u l a t i o n  
C o u r t  o f  o f  p e r  s u p p o r t  s u p p o r t  100,000 

7 (56 )  23 ( 1 7 )  

24 87 32 65 63 
9 88 13  61 24 
3 167 6 84 15 

12  66 13 61 ’ 24 

NEW YORK-- 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 391 

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ...... 2,079 
Supreme C o u r t  ............ COLR 789 

C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... IAC 788 801 102% 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. COLR 502 645 128% 

PENNSYLVANIA--STATE TOTAL .. 
Supreme C o u r t  ............ 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ........... 
Comnonwealth C o u r t  ....... 

TENNESSEE--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme C o u r t  ............ 
C o u r t  of Appeals ......... 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 

COLR 
I A C  
I A C  
- 

COLR 
I AC 
I AC 

1 0 , 0 7 J  
268 

4.01 2 
5,7933 5,9085 i o z J  

2,0355 
21 6 
951 1,010 106% 
868J 8 s i J  98% 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 
Supreme C o u r t  ............ 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

COLR 
COLR 
I A C  

9,345 10,511 112% 

1,959 2,237 114% 
7.386 8.274 112% 

0 0 0 

Note :  A l l  a v a i l a b l e  d a t a  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  t h a n  90% complete,  o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  and/or  c o u r t s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  
t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  
case load d a t a  on mandatory cases, o r  d i d  
n o t  have mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n .  S t a t e  
c o u r t s  w i t h  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be 
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  
Report .  

iData a r e  incomple te :  
Arizona--Supreme Cour t - -0a ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  

judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

mandatory a t t o r n e y  d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases, 
and c e r t i f i e d  q u e s t i o n s  f rom t h e  f e d e r a l  
c o u r t s ,  

Cal i f o r n i a - - S u p r e m e  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  j u d g e  d i s c i p l f n a r y  cases. 

Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  C o u r t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  mandatory 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  and a d v i s o r y  o p i n i o n  cases. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  mandatory c e r t i f i e d  q u e s t i o n s  
f r o m  t h e  f e d e r a l  c o u r t s .  

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  c a t e g o r y :  
Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
rev iew.  

C o n n e c t i c u t - - A p p e l l a t e  Court--Data i n c l u d e  a 
few d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 

31 3 2 d  155 6 d  8 d  
7 38 33.5 8 2 

15 386J 85.5 6 8 j  4 9 j  
9 446 36 111 34 

26 7 8 j  33 625 4 3J 
5 43 9.3 23 5 

12 79 13.3 72 20 
9 96J 10.3 843’ i 8 j  

98 95 185 51 58 
9 0 25 0 0 
9 218 23 85 12  

80  92 137 54 46 

Del aware--Supreme Cour t - -0a ta  i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r 1  o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n s  
t h a t  were gran ted  rev iew.  

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
rev iew,  and r e f i l e d  as appeals.  

Georgia--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 
g r a n t e d  rev iew,  and r e f i l e d  as appeals.  

- -Court  o f  Appeals--0ata i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were 
g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Hawaii--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a smal l  
number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  
were g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Idaho--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
review. 

Ill i n o i s - - A p p e l l a t e  Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s .  

Ind iana- -Cour t  o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  
p e t i t i o n s .  

Iowa--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were d ismissed 
by t h e  Cour t .  

Kansas--Court o f  Appeals--Data i n c l u d e  a few 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
r e v i e w .  

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 

--Courts o f  Appeal--Data i n c l u d e  r e f i l e d  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases. 

d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  
g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Maryland--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were w a n t e d  _ .  - .  

g r a n t e d  rev iew.  rev iew . 

40 



TABLE 3: S e l e c t e d  c a s e l o a d  and p r o c e s s i n g  measures f o r  mandatory cases i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 
( c o n t i n u e d  1 

Massachusetts--Appeals Court--Uata i n c l u d e  a 
smal l  number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n  p e t i t i o n s .  

M i s s o u r i  --Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
r e v i e w  . 

Nebraska--Data i n c l u d e  a few d f s c r e t l o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s .  

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  d e c i s i o n s  
t h a t  were g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - C o u r t  o f  Appeals--Data 
i n c l u d e  a smal l  number o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Oregon--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t 1  t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
r e v i e w .  

Pennsyl van ia - -Super io r  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  t h a t  were g r a n t e d  
rev iew.  

South Dakota--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  a d v i s o r y  o p i n i o n s .  

Tennessee--Court of C r i m i n a l  Appeal s--Data 
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n  cases t h a t  were g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Vermont--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  rev iew.  

Washington--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 
d i  s c r e t l  onary  p e t i  ti ons. 
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TABLE 4: Selected caseload and processing measures for discretionary 
petitions in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Discre t ionary  p e t i t i o n s  
O i  sposed F i l e d  Number F i l e d  F i l e d  

percent  Number posed) lawyer per  lawyer per  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (disposed) (disposed) 

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel personnel popu la t ion  
Cour t  o f  o f  per  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

ALASKA--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

284 297 105% 
221 220 100% 
63 77 122% 

8 36 
5 44 
3 21 

22.5 13 
13.5 16  
9.0 7 

57 
44 
13 

COLR 
I AC 

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 

1,066 1.107 104% 

50 59 118% 
1,016J 1,048J 103% 

20 53 

15 3 
5 203J 

35 

2 
333 

58 18 
16 64 j  
42 1 

245 40 
42 95 

203 29 

COLR 
I A C  

81 121 
7 570 

74 79 

38 
16 
23 

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 

9,829 
3,991 
5,838 

COLR 
I A C  

COLORADO--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 81 3 

81 3 
7 116 
7 116 

14 58 
14 58 

26 
26 COLR 

- 

5 10 
CONNECTICUT-- 

Appel 1 a t e  Cour t  .......... I A C  49 7 7 2 

FLORIDA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  o f  Appeals. 

3,026 2,729 90% 
1,056 1,060 100% 
1,970 1,669 85% 

53 57 
7 151 

46 43 

109 28 
15 70 
94 21 

28 
10 
18 

COLR 
I A C  

1,564 
941 
623 629 101% 

16 98 
7 134 
9 69 

45 35 
17 55 
28 22 

27 
16 
11 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  

32 35 109% 
32 35 109% 

5 6 
5 6 

12 3 
12 3 

3 
3 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 

~~ ~ 

IDAHO--STATE TOTAL ......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 5 12 COLR 

- 
COLR 
- 

60 55 92% 6 11 6 

25 67 15 ILLINOIS--Supreme Cour t  .... 7 239 1,675 1,715 102% 

1,065 866 81 % 
986 7 93 80% 

79 73 92% 

21 51 
7 141 

14 6 

34 31 
12 82 
22 4 

2Y 
26 

2 

KENTUCKY--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  

89’ 

41 
481 

3,968’ 
2,1261 
1,842 

162 25’ 

135 14 
27 791 

55 72i 
7 3041 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Courts o f  Appeals ........ COLR 

I A C  48 38 

20 54 
7 109 

13 24 

43 25 
14 54 
29 11 

25 
18 

7 

MARYLANO--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... 
Court  o f  Special Appeals . 

1,069 1,093 102% 
761 785 103% 
308 308 100% 

COLR 
I A C  

~ 

1,246 
MASSACHUSETTS-- 

Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ... 19 66 21 COLR 7 178 
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TABLE 4: Selected caseload and processing measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  
1984. (con t inued 

D isc re t i ona ry  p e t i t i o n s  
Disposed F i l e d  Number F i  1 ed F i  1 ed 

percent  Number posed) lawyer  pe r  lawyer pe r  
as a ( d i s -  o f  (d isposed) (disposed) 

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel personnel popu la t i on  

MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL 4,103 25 164 96 43 45 
Supreme Court  COLR 2,347 2,4955 7 335 35 67 26 
Court  o f  Appeals I A C  1,756 18 98 61 29 19 

Court  of  of  pe r  suppor t  suppor t  100,000 

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

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ...... 846 81 21 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 846 81 21 

7 121 15 56 17 
7 121 15 56 17 

NEW JERSEY--Supreme Cour t  . . COLR 1 ,142i 1,0751 94%i 7 1631 17 67 i  151 

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL .... 231 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 174 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  57 

12 19 24 10 16 
5 35 10 17 12 
7 8 14 4 4 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 1,012 888 88% 19 53 31 33 16 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 541 465 86% 7 77 8 68 9 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  471 423 90% 12 39 23 21 8 

OHIO--STATE TOTAL .......... 1,704 1,293 76% 7 243 20 85 16 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 1,704 1,293 76% 7 243 20 85 16 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ........ 870 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 870 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

7 124 8.5 102 33 
7 124 8.5 102 33 

963 9 3 g  19 51 33 29 20 
71 8 721 J 7 103 11 65 15 
245 209 8 5% 12 20 22 11 5 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... COLR 85 9 9 25 3 14 

MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  
Court  S i t t i n g  as Law 

Court  .................. COLR 52 

MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 2 2 100% 9 4 1  18 41 4 1  

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme 
Cour t  .................... COLR 603i 550i 9 l % j  5 1211 10 60 i  62i  

43 



TABLE 4: Se lec ted  caseload and process ing  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  
1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

U i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i  t i o r i s  
U i  sposed F i l e d  Nuiiiber F i  1 ed F i l e d  

p e r c e n t  Number posed) lawyer  p e r  lawyer u c r  
as a ( d i  s-  of  (d isposed 1 (d isposed 

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

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court .  

UTAH--Supreme C o u r t  ........ 

VERMONT--Supreme C o u r t  ..... 

VIRGINIA--Supreme C o u r t  .... 

WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

ALABAMA--STATE TOTAL ....... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . 

OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
C o u r t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. 

PENNSYLVANIA--Supreme Cour t .  
Commonwealth C o u r t  ....... 

TENNESSEE--Supreme C o u r t  ... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 

Court  o f  o f  - p e r  suppor t  . s u p p o r t  
type F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel  personnel  

COLR 202 218 108% 5 40 16 13 

COLH 72 5 14 13 6 

COLR 25 26 104% 5 5 5 5 

COLR 1,915 1,919 100% 7 274 16 120 

COLH 1,282 1,124 88% 5 256 18 71 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

71 2 9 79 21 34 
COLK 712 9 79 21 34 

COLR 3,477 7 (497)  23 (151 1 

672 12 56 19 35 
COLR 388 9 43 13 30 
COLK 284 256 9U% 3 95 6 47 

COLR 2,7615 
I AC a2 

7 3943’ 33.5 82J 
9 9 36 2 

COLR 842 5 168 9.3 91 
I A C  57 57 100% 12 5 13.3 4 

2,411 2,115 88% 18 134 48 50 
COLR 1,130 1,034 92% 9 126 25 45 
COLR 1,281 1,081 84% 9 142 23 56 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  and/or c o u r t s  o m i t t e d  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  case load 
data on d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s ,  o r  d i d  
n o t  have d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  
P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Report .  

Blank 

iData a r e  incomple te :  
Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

Missouri--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

New Hampshire--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases cannot be separa ted  
from t h e  mandatory caseload. 

a few o r i g i n a l  proceedings. 

i n c l u d e  judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

lDb,UOO 
p o p u l a t i o n  

21 

4 

5 

34 

66 

18 
18 

(20 )  

20 
12 
9 

2 3J 
1 

18  
1 

15 
7 
8 

New Jersey--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n t e r l o c u t o r y  
d e c i s i o n s .  

Washington--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  some cases r e p o r t e d  w i t h  mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 

j k x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
A r i  zona--Supreme Court--Da ta  i n c l u d e  

mandatory judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
Michigan--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a few 

mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
Pennsylvania--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  

some mot ions t h a t  c o u l d  n o t  be separated 
from the  caseload. 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
mandatory c e r t i f i e d  ques t ions  f rom t h e  
fede ra l  c o u r t s .  

Wisconsin--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
d isposed mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
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TABLE 5: Selected caseload and Drocessing measures for discretionary 
petitions granted review in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Discretionary petitions granted review 
01 sposed Filed Number tiled F i l e d  

as a (di s- of (disposed) (disposed ) 

State and court title: type Filed Disposed filed judges judge personnel personnel population 

percent Number posed) lawyer per lawyer per 
Court o f  of per support support 100,000 

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

........ ALASKA--STATE TOTAL 49 8 ( 6 1  22.5 (2) (10) 
Supreme Court COLR 27 5 ( 5 1  13.5 (2) ( 5 )  
Court o f  Appeals IAC 22 3 (7) 9 (2) (4) 

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

ARIZONA--STATE TOTAL ....... 1 o6.j 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 95J 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC 1 1  

CALIFORNIA--STATE TOTAL .... 873i 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 3181 
Court o f  Appeals ......... IAC 555 

81 11: 245 4i 3 
7 451 42 8i 1 

74 8 203 3 2 

GEORGIA--STATE TOTAL ....... 325 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 158 
Court of  Appeals ......... IAC 167 

16 20 45 7 6 
7 23 17 9 3 
9 19 28 6 3 

HAWAII--STATE TOTAL ........ 5 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 5 

5 1 12 1 1 
5 1 12 1 1 

ILLINOIS--Supreme Court .... COLR 204 378 ’ 185% 7 29 25 8 2 

INDIANA--Supreme Court ..... COLR 143 5 (29) 1 1  (13) (3) 

KANSAS--Supreme Court ...... COLR 223 7 32 7 32 9 

KENTUCKY--Supreme Court .... COLR 128 7 18 12 1 1  3 
- 

LOUISIANA--STATE TOTAL ..... 8461 
Supreme Court ............ COLR 3591 
Courts of  Appeals ........ IAC 487 

MARYLAND--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Court of Appeals ......... 
Court o f  Special Appeals . 

MASSACHUSETTS-- 
Supreme Judicial Court ... 

MICHIGAN--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Court ............ 
Court o f  Appeals ......... 

MISSOURI--STATE TOTAL ...... 
Supreme Court ............ 

NEW JERSEY--Supreme Court .. 

COLR 
IAC 
- 

COLR 
- 

COLR 
IAC 

COLR 
- 
COLR 

55 15I 162 5’ 19’ 
7 511 27 131 81 
48 10 135 4 1 1  

158 
136 
22 

20 8 
7 19 

13 2 

43 4 
14 10 
29 1 

4 
3 
1 

184 

585 
95 

490 

106 
106 

138 138 100% 

7 26 19 10 3 

25 23 
7 14 
18 27 

96 6 
35 3 
61 8 

6 
1 
5 

7 15 
7 15 

7 20 

15 7 
15 7 

2 
2 

17 8 2 
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TABLE 5: Selected caseload and processing measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  granted review i n  s t a t e  
appe l l a te  cou r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

U isc re t i ona ry  p e t i t i o n s  gran ted  review 
F l l e d  t t l e d  F i l e d  Number Disposed 

as a ( d i s -  o f  ~ (d isposed) (disposed) 
percent  Number posed) lawyer per  lawyer per  

Cour t  o f  of per  suppor t  support  100.000 
F i l e d  Disposed f i l e d  judges judge personnel personnel popu ia t i on  

6 
4 
2 

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  

NEW MEXICO--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

88 
61 30 49% 
27 

12 7 24 4 
5 12 10 6 
7 4 14 2 

19 7 j  31 4 j  

12 d 23 3 j  
7 10 8 9 

7 21 20 7 
7 21 20 7 

7 15 8.5 12 
7 15 8.5 12 

5 3 19 1 
5 3 19 1 

COLR 
I AC 

~~ 

127J 
68 50 74% 
59J 

147 202 137% 
147 202 137% 

2 j  

l j  
1 

NORTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... 

OHIO--STATE TOTAL .......... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

COLR 
I A C  
- 

COLR 

OREGON--STATE TOTAL ........ 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

SOUTH CAROLINA--STATE TOTAL. 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 

105 
105 

13 
13 

COLR 
- 

COLR 

WASHINGTON--STATE TOTAL .... 
Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  of Appeals ......... 

WISCONSIN--STATE TOTAL ..... 
Supreme Court  ............ 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... 

COLR 
IAC 
- 

142 19 7 33 4 

I AC 54 12 5 22 2 
COLR 88 21 d 7 13 11 8 

3 
2 
1 

STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
- 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme 
Cour t  .................... 

RHOOE ISLANO--Supreme Court .  

VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  .... 
WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 

(40) ’  COLR 390i  5 ( 7 8 ) i  10 (3911 

COLR 3 5 1 16 41 

COLR 308 7 44 16 19 

4 1  

5 
~~ 

COLR 543 394 73% 5 109 18 30 
- 

STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT A N Y  LEVEL 

COLR 320 7 (46) 23 (141 

28 

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . 
OKLAHOMA--STATE TOTAL ...... 

Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. 

TENNESSEE--Court o f  Appeals . 
TEXAS--STATE TOTAL ......... 

Supreme Cour t  ............ 
Court  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. 

5 
3 
2 

160 12 . 13 19 8 
COLR 84 9 9 13 6 
COLR 76 3 25 6 13 

I AC 11 12 1 13 1 < 1  

3 
1 
2 

405 328 81% 18 23 48 8 
COLR 105 112 107% 9 12 25 4 
COLR 300 216 72% 9 33 23 13 
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TABLE 5:  Selec ted  case load and p r o c e s s i n g  measures f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  rev iew i n  s t a t e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
c m p l e t e  a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  and/or c o u r t s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  
t a b l e  d i d  n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  case load 
d a t a  on d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  g r a n t e d  
rev iew,  o r  d i d  n o t  have d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  can be 
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  P a r t  I 1 1  o f  t h i s  
Report.  

fData  a r e  incomple te :  

Blank 

Cal i fo rn ia - -Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  proceedings i n i t i a l l y  
heard i n  t h e  Supreme Court .  

Louisiana--Supreme Court--Some d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
cases g r a n t e d  rev iew c o u l d  n o t  be separa ted  
f rom t h e  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  caseload. 

New Hampshire--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  judge 

Washington--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

i n c l u d e  some cases r e p o r t e d  w i t h  mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t l o n  cases. 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Arizona--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  

mandatory judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 
N o r t h  Carol  ina- -Cour t  o f  Appeal s--Data 

i n c l u d e  some s i t u a t i o n s  where r e l i e f ,  n o t  
review, were gran ted .  

Washington--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  
mandatory c e r t i f i e d  q u e s t i o n s  f rom t h e  
f e d e r a l  c o u r t s .  

Wisconsin--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  a l l  
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases t h a t  were 
disposed. 
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TABLE 6: Opinions reported by state appellate courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n :  

A p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  have been 
separated i n t o  c o u r t s  i n  s t a t e s  w i t h o u t  
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  c o u r t s  i n  s t a t e s  
w i t h  i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  and c o u r t s  i n  
s t a t e s  w i t h  m u l t i p l e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a t  any 
l e v e l .  Th is  breakdown i l l u s t r a t e s  how t h e  number 
o f  cases disposed o f  by o p i n i o n  may vary  be 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

The types  o f  a p p e l l a t e  cases and t h e i r  
complex i ty  vary  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e ,  and from 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  t o  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  w i t h i n  a 
s t a t e .  V a r i a t i o n  i n  s u b j e c t - m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
may be p a r t i a l l y  e x p l a i n e d  by c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  
e.g., t he  presence o f  an i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t ,  o r  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  a s p e c i a l i z e d  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t .  
consumed by, o r i g i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases i s  a l s o  
a f f e c t e d  by severa l  v a r i a b l e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  whether 
s t a t e  s t a t u t e s  r e q u i r e  t h a t  c o l l a t e r a l  a t t a c k s  on 
c r i m i n a l  c o n v i c t i o n s  be f i l e d  o r i g i n a l l y  i n  t h e  
t r i a l  c o u r t  o r  i n  the  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t .  

Sources o f  da ta :  

The number o f ,  and t i m e  

These a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

A case was c l a s s i f i e d  as disposed o f  by 
o p i n i o n  i f  i t  was so c l a s s i f i e d  by the  s t a t e  
annual r e p o r t ,  e.g., a l i s t i n g  o f  " p e r  cur iam"  
would o n l y  by c l a s s i f i e d  as a n n o p i n i o n  i f  i t  was 
l i s t e d  as "per cur iam o p i n i o n .  These da ta  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  d i s s e n t i n g  and concur ing  o p i n i o n s .  
The conten ts  o f  a c o u r t ' s  o p i n i o n  c o u n t  a r e  
i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i n  t h e  columns l a b e l e d :  
"Opinion c o u n t  i s  by case o r  w r i t t e n  document;" 
and "Does t h e  o p i n i o n  count  i n c l u d e  m a j o r i t y  
op in ions ,  p e r  c u r i a m  o p i n i o n s ,  and memos/orders." 

A p p r o p r i a t e  ana lyses :  

Number o f  cases disposed o f  by o p i n i o n  as 
e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  T h i s  summary s t a t i s t l c  

i a v  i n d i c a t e  t h e  imoortance a t t r i b u t e d  by a 
s G c i f i c  c o u r t  t o  o p i n i o n - w r i t i n g  as a manner o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n .  A f i g u r e  o f  68% can be i n t e r p r e t e d  
t o  mean t h a t  68% o f  t h a t  c o u r t ' s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  
were r e s o l v e d  by an o p i n i o n .  A l though a lower  

f i g u r e  i n  another c o u r t  may i n d i c a t e  t h a t  c o u r t ' s  
p re fe rence t o  r e s o l v e  d i s p u t e s  w i t h o u t  op in ion ,  
t h e  lower  f i g u r e  may r e s u l t  f rom a v a r i e t y  o f  
o t h e r  f a c t o r s ,  such as: a h i g h e r  caseload than 
the  f i r s t  c o u r t ;  fewer resources  t h a t  can be 
devoted t o  o p i n i o n - w r i t i n g  than t h e  f i r s t  c o u r t ;  
o r  a d i f f e r e n t  s e t  o f  cases t h a t  do n o t  r e q u i r e  
e l a b o r a t e  e x p l a n a t i o n s  o f  d e c i s i o n s  through 
o p i n i o n - w r i t i n g .  I n  s h o r t ,  t h i s  may be more o f  a 
work load measure than one wh ich  i d e n t i f i e s  
o p i n i o n - w r i t i n g  as a method o f  announcing 
d e c i s i o n s .  

Number of cases disposed o f  by o p i n i o n  p e r  
judge, and p e r  judge p l u s  lawyer  s u p p o r t  
personne l .  
b u t  one component o f  a general  work load measure. 
A f i g u r e  o f  44 can be i n t e r p r e t e d  t o  mean t h a t  
g i v e n  t h a t  c o u r t ' s  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  an o p i n i o n ,  44 
cases were disposed o f  by an o p i n i o n  f o r  each 
a u t h o r i z e d  judge and/or 1 awyer s u p p o r t  personnel  
assigned t o  t h a t  c o u r t .  

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

Th is  s u m a r y  s t a t i s t i c  can be used as 

U i  f f e r e n c e s  between c o u r t s  can 1 i m i  t the  
v a l u e  o f  t he  f i g u r e s  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le .  
use o f  d i f f e r e n t  te rmino logy  by d i f f e r e n t  c o u r t s  
t o  mean t h e  same t h i n g  f u r t h e r  compl ica tes  
a n a l y s i s .  A p e r  cur iam o p i n i o n  i n  one c o u r t  may 
be the  f u n c t i o n a l  e q u i v a l e n t  o f  a f u l l  o p i n i o n  i n  
another  c o u r t ,  o r  a memorandum o p i n i o n  i n  y e t  
another  c o u r t .  An e f f o r t  has been made t o  l i m i t  
t he  r e p o r t i n g  o f  o p i n i o n s  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  t o  
f u l l - l e n g t h  o p i n i o n s ,  s igned o r  unsigned, b u t  
some l e s s  than f u l l - l e n y t h  o p i n i o n s  a r e  p r o b a b l y  
i n c l u d e d  i n  these data.  

types  o f  op in ions ,  f u l l  o p i n i o n s  may be o f  
d i f f e r e n t  l e n g t h s .  
o f  commissioners, law c l e r k s ,  and o t h e r  l e g a l  
s t a f f .  Some c o u r t s  may use s t a f f  t o  d r a f t  
o p i n i o n s ,  w h i l e  o t h e r s  do n o t .  
a l s o  vary  depending on a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  s t r u c t u r e  
and t h e  amount o f  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
F o r  these reasons, f i g u r e s  such as t h e  number o f  
cases disposed o f  by o p i n i o n  p e r  judge, and t h e  
number o f  o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  p e r  judge a r e  l e s s  
than p e r f e c t  i n d i c a t o r s  o f  t h e  l e v e l  o f  work done 
by judges i n  these c o u r t s ,  and they  a r e  by no 
means an al l -encompassing measure o f  a j u d g e ' s  
workload. Behaviors o t h e r  than o p i n i o n - w r i t i n g  
a r e  i m p o r t a n t  components o f  a j u d g e ' s  d a i l y  
a c t i v i t i e s .  

The 

Beyond the  problem o f  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  among 

A lso ,  c o u r t s  make v a r i e d  use 

These f i g u r e s  may 
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TABLE 6: Opinions reported by state appellate courts, 1984. 

Admi n- 
i s t r a -  A l l  Opinions a s  
t i v e  o the r  Total  Total  a percent 

Court  C i v i l  Cr iminal  agency case d i spos i t i ons  cases o f  cases 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  t ype  appeals appeals appeals types by op in ion  disposed disposed 

STATES UITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

ALASKA--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X X X X 148 374 4 Ob 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  -- X -- X 120 471 2 5% 

----- 
ARIZONA--Supreme Court  ..... COLR X X X X 157 206 76% 

Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 331 2,609 13% 

CALIFORNIA--Supreme Court  .. COLR X X X X 126 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 8,509 

COLORADO--Supreme Court  .... COLK X X X X 21 7 448P 23XP 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 493k 1 ,411 

CONNECTICUT--Supreme Cour t  . COLR 162 56 21 8 
Appe l la te  Cour t  .......... I A C  X X X X 182 

FLORIDA--Distr ict  Court  o f  
Appeals .................. I A C  X X X X 4,636 1 3,61 Op 34%P 

X X X 420 1 , 5 4 9 0  27XdP GEORGIA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR X 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 1,606 2,71!4@ 59Zdp 

HAWAI I--Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR X X X X 21 5 489Q 44& 
In te rmed ia te  Cour t  o f  

Appeals ................ I A C  X X X X 115 125 9 22 

IDAHO--Supreme Cour t  ....... COLR X X X X 153 4 0 7 4  3 8 d P  
Court  o f  Appeals ......... IAC X X X X 156 175  89% 

----- 
ILLINOIS--Appellate Court  . . I A C  X X X X 4,570 b,891p 66%p 

INDIANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

X X 
X X 

X X 327 
X X 1,121 

X X 
X X 

X X 270 
X X 455 

91 5 30% 
532 86% 

IOWA--Supreme Cour t  ......... COLR 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

343i 8 0 d  
1,045 2 2% 

X X 27bi 
X X 234 

KANSAS--Supreme Court  ...... COLR 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  

X X 
X X 

KENTUCKY--Supreme Court  .... COLR X X X X 339k 1,073p 32XkP 
.Court  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 1,955 2,769p 71%p 
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TABLE 6: Opinions r e p o r t e d  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

o p i  r i ions 
Does t h e  o p i n i o n  p e r  j u s -  

Up i n i oil count  i n c l u d e ?  Number o f  Nuinber o f  t i c e l j u d g e  
count  i s  by: Per Number o f  o p i n i o n s  lawyer  p l u s  lawyer  

w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  cur iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j u s -  suppor t  suppor t  
case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  o r d e r s  judges t i c e / j u d g e  personnel  personnel  -- S t a t e  arid c o u r t  t i t l e :  

STATES WITH ONE COURT OF LAST RESORT AND ONE INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

...... ALASKA--Supreme Cour t  X 0 X 0 0 5 30 13.5 8 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 3 40 9 10 

ARIZONA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X 0 5 31 16 7 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 15 22 42 6 

CALIFORNIA--Supreme Cour t  . . X 0 X X some 7 18 42 3 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 83k 103k 203 30k 

COLORADO--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 7 31 14 l o  
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 some 10 4 9k 22 1 gk 

CONNECTICUT--Supreme Cour t  . X 0 X X some 6 36 9.25 14  
A p p e l l a t e  C o u r t  .......... X 0 X X some 5 36 7.25 1 5  

FLORIDA--D is t r i c t  C o u r t  o f  
Appeals .................. X 0 X 0 0 46 101 94 33 

GEORGIA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X 0 7 60 17 18 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 0 X X 0 0 Y 178 28 43 

HAWAII--Supreme Cour t  ...... X 0 X X some 5 43 12 13 
I n t e r m e d i a t e  Cour t  of 

Appeals ................ X 0 X X X 3 38 6 13 

IDAHO--Supreme C o u r t  ....... 0 X X X X 5 31 10.5 l o  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... 0 X X X 0 3 52 3.5 24 

ILLINOIS--Appel late Cour t  . . X 0 X X some 34 134 114 31 

INDIANA--Supreme C o u r t  ..... X 0 X X 0 5 65 11 20 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X X X X X 12 93 36 23 

IOWA--Supreme Cour t  ........ 0 X X 0 0 9 30 12 13 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 6 7b 9 30 

KANSAS--Supreme Cour t  ...... X 0 X X some 7 3Yi 7 20 i  
Cour t  of Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 7 33 15 11 

KENTUCKY--Supreme C o u r t  .... X 0 X X some 7 48k 12  18k 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 14 140 22 54 
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Table 6: Opinions repor ted  by s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. 

Admi n- 
i s t r a -  A l l  Opiti ions as 
t i v e  o the r  To ta l  Total  a percent  

Court  C i v i l  Cr iminal  agency case d i s p o s i t i o n s  cases o f  cases 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  t ype  appeal s appeals appeals types by op in ion  disposed disposed 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-- 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR X X X X 322k 

----- 
MAINE --Supreme Jud i  c i  a1 

Court  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Cour t  .................. COLR X X X X 248i 5461 45zi  

- - - -~  
MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Court  . COLR X X X X 353k 03YP 5 5x1: P 

MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR X X X X 373 565P 66%p 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  .... COLR X X X X 499 Y86p 51 %P 

----- 

----- 

----- 
NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  ...... CDLR X X X X 142 788 182 

- - - - ~  
NEW HAYPSHIRE--Supreme 

Cour t  .................... COLR X X X X 224i 55OiP 41%ip 
----- 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court. COLR X X X X 247j 331 75%J 
----- 

RHODE ISLAND--Supreme Court .  CDLR 98 42 4 38 182 665p 2 J%p 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court. COLR X X X X 235 391 p GO’bp 

----- 

----- 
UTAH--Supreme Court  ........ COLR X X X X 305 677p 4SZP 

VERMONT--Supreme Court  ..... COLR X X X X 164 5StldP Z9ldP 

----- 

----- 
VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  .... COLR X X X X 17b 

----- 
WEST VIRGINIA--Supreme Court  

o f  Appeals ............... COLR X X X X 194 394 4 9% 

WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ..... COLR X X X X 135 2 so 54% 

----- 

----- 
STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABAMA--Supreme Court  ..... COLR 5 94 1,451p 41 Zp 
Court  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... I A C  X _- X X 366 536 68% 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. I A C  -- 5 78 -- X 5 78k 1,480 39% 

ARKANSAS--Supreme Court  .... COLR X X X X 354i 448i 79xi 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... COLR X X X X 506 827 61% 
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TABLE 6: Opinions repo r ted  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s ,  1984. (cont inued)  

Number o f  
opin ions 

Uoes t h e  op in ior i  ec r  Jus- 
Up in ion  coui i t  i n c l u d e ?  Nuiiiber of  Number of t i c e / j u d g e  

count i s  by: Per Number o f  op in ions  lawyer  p l u s  lawyer 
w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  cur iam Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j u s -  suppor t  support 

case document op in ion  g i n i o n  o rde rs  judges t i c e / j u d g e  personnel personnel -- State  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA-- ......... Cour t  o f  Appeals X 0 X X 0 9 36k 25 9k 
--- 

MAINE--Supreme J u d i c i a l  
Court S i t t i n g  as Law .................. Cour t  0 X X 0 0 7 3 5 i  11 1 4 i  

--- 
MISSISSIPPI--Supreme Cour t  . X 0 X 0 some 9 39k 18 1 jk 

--- 
MONTANA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X 0 0 7 53 14 18 

NEBRASKA--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X X 7 71 13 25 

NEVADA--Supreme Cour t  X 0 X X 0 5 28 14 7 

NEW HAMPSHIRE--Supreme 

----- 

---~- 
...... 

-___- 

Court  .................... X O X X some 5 451 10 1 5i 

NORTH DAKOTA--Supreme Cour t .  X 0 X X some 5 4IM’ 9 18.j 

--- 

RHOUE ISLAND--Supreme Court.  X 0 X X some 5 36 16 9 

SOUTH DAKOTA--Supreme Court.  X 0 X X 0 5 47 7 20 

UTAH--Supreme Cour t  ........ X O X X 0 5 61 13 17 

VERMONT--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X 0 0 5 33 5 16 

----- 

-~- - -  

--- 

--- 
VIRGINIA--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 9.5k 18.5k 16 7k 

--- 
WEST V I R G I N  IA--Supreme Cour t  ............... 5 39 18 8 of  Appeals X 0 X X soiiie 

----- 
WYOMING--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X some 5 27 7 11 

--- 
STATES WITH MULTIPLE APPELLATE COURTS AT ANY LEVEL 

ALABAMA--Supreme Cour t  ..... X 0 X X some 9 66 21 20 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  Appeals ... X 0 X X X 3 122  b 41 
Cour t  o f  Cr iminal  Appeals. X 0 X 0 some 5 97k 10 39k 

ARKANSAS--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 7 51 i 15 16 i  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X 0 6 84 12 28 
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Table 6: Opinions repor ted  by s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. 

Adniin- 
i s t r a -  A l l  U p i t i i o t i s  a s  
t i v e  o the r  Total  l o t d l  d percer i t  

Court  C i v i l  Cr in i inal  agency case d i s p o s i t i o n s  cases o f  cases 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  t ype  appeals appeals appeals typcs by op in ion  disposcd d i s p o s e d  

LOUISIANA--Supreme Court  ... COLK X X X X 175 
Courts of Appeals ........ I A C  X X X X 2,979 

- _ _ _ - ~ -  

MARYLAND--Court of Appeals . COLH X X X X 137 1 ,015dp 1 jZ idP 

MASSACHUSETTS--Supreme 
J u d i c i a l  Cour t  ........... COLR X X X X 268 
Appeals Cour t  ............ I A C  X X X X 184 

MICHIGAN--Supreme Cour t  .... COLH X X X X 70 2,4Y5P 3%P 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 3,775 6, b05p 57%P 

MISSOUHI--Supreme Court  .... 
Court  of Appeals ......... COLR 

I A C  
X X X 
X X X 

X 121 - 
X 1,735 

1 %  7 7% 
3,159 5 5% 

COLR NEW JERSEY--Supreme Court  . . 
Super io r  Cour t  ......... Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  o f  

X X X X 76 546 14% 

I AC X X X X 3,781 6,262 6 01 

X 21 2 
X 1 G S  

COLR 
I AC 

X X X 
X X X 

NEW MEXICO--Supreme Court  . . 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... 

NORTH CAROL INA--Supreme 
Court  .................. 

Court  of Appeals ......... 

541 P 30XP 

COLR 
I AC 
- 
I AC 
- 
I A C  

X X 
X X 
-- 

X X 
-- 

X X 

160 
1,306 

269 
1,412 

59% 
92% 

502 4,544 9,124 OHIO--Court of Appeals ..... 

OREGON--Court o f  Appeals ... 593 3,759 1 GX 
-- 

SOUTH CAROLINA--Supreme 
Cour t  .................. 

Cour t  of Appeals ......... 425k 
36tlk 

X X 
X X 

X X 
X X 

443 
441 

COLK 
I AC 

WASHINGTON--Supreme Cour t  .. COLR X X X X 201 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 1,240 

366 5 52 
2,7S8 4 Yb 

WISCONSIN--Supreme Cour t  ... COLR X X X X 145 
Cour t  of Appeals ......... I A C  X X X X 81 3 

21 8 67% 
2,432P 33%P 

----- 
STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 

DELAWARE--Supreme Court  .... COLR X X X X 73 359 2 0% 
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TABLE 6: Opinions repo r ted  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t s .  1984. ( con t inued)  

Nuiiibcr o f  
opinioris 

Uocs tlic o p i i i i o i i  ycv- J I I ~ , -  
Opi i i iot i  couti t i tic I utlc? Nuiiibcr 0 1  Nuiiibcr of t i c c / j u d g c  

count  i s  by: Per Number of  op in ions  lawyer p l u s  lawyer 
w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  curiain Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j u s -  suppor t  suppor t  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  case document op in ion  opin ior i  o rde rs  judges t i c e / j u d g e  personnel personnel 

... LOUISIANA--Supreme Cour t  X 0 X 0 some 7 25 27 5 ......... Courts o f  Appeals X 0 X 0 X 48 62 135 16 
--- 

MARYLAND--Court o f  Appeals . X 0 X 0 U 7 20 14 7 
--- 

MASSACHUSETTS--Supreme ........... J u d i c i a l  Cour t  0 X X 0 0 7 38 19 10 
Appeals Cour t  ............ 0 X X 0 0 10 18 21 6 

MICHIGAN--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 7 10 35 2 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 18 21 0 61 48 

MISSOURI--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X some 7 17 15 6 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 32 54 50 21 

NEW JERSEY--Supreme Cour t  .. 0 X X 0 0 7 11 1 7  3 

Super ior  Cour t  ......... X 0 X X some 2 3k 164k 44 56k 
Appe l l a te  D i v i s i o n  of  

NEW MEXICO--Supreme Cour t  .. X 0 X 0 some 5 42 10 14 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 7 24 14 8 

--- 
NORTH CAROLINA--Supreme 

Court .................. X 0 X 0 some 7 23 8 11 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 X 12 109 23 37 

OHIO--Court o f  Appeals ..... X 0 X 0 X 53 86 54 42 

OREGON--Court o f  Appeals ... X 0 X 0 0 10 59 19.5 20 

--- 

--- 

--- 
SOUTH CAROLINA--Supreme 

Cour t  .................. X 0 X X X 5 85k 19 18k 
Cour t  of  Appeals ......... X 0 X X X 6 61 k 11 22k 

WASHINGTON--Supreme Cour t  . . X 0 X X some 9 22 19 7 
Court o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 16 78 32 26 

WISCONSIN--Supreme Cour t  ... X 0 X X 0 7 21 11 0 
Court  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 12 68 22 24 

-- 

--- 
STATES WITH NO INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
--- 

DELAWARE--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 5 15 5 7 
--- 
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Tab le  6: Opinions r e p o r t e d  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. 

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

NEW YORK--Court o f  Appeals . 
Appel 1 a t e  Term o f  Supreme 

Cour t  .................. 

OKLAHOMA--Supreme Cour t  .... 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... 

PENNSYLVANIA--Supreme Court .  
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........... 
Commonwealth C o u r t  ....... 

Cour t  m 
COLK 

I A C  
- 
COLR 
COLK 
IAC 
- 
COLK 
I A C  
I AC 

C i v i l  
appeals 

X 

X 

Cr im ina l  
appeals 

X 

X 

Admin- 
i s t r a -  
t i  ve 

agency 
appeals 

X 

0 

A1 1 
o t h e r  
case 
types 

X 

X 

Tota l  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  

by o p i n i o n  

145 

1,037 

Tota l  
cases 

disposed 

71 1 

1,821 

Opinions as 
a p e r c e n t  

o f  cases 
disposed 

20% 

5 7% 

X 
0 
X 

0 
X 
0 

X 
0 
X 

X 
X 
X 

245 
299 
759 

1,065p 
901 P 
801 

%3XP 
33XP 
9 5% 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
0 
X 

X 
X 
X 

l t l l k  
3,941 
1,316 

5,908 GbX 

TENNESSEE--Supreme C o u r t  ... COLR X X X X 244 1,128P 22ZP 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X 0 X X 848 1,067P 79%P 
C o u r t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. I A C  0 0 X X 792 851 p 930P 

TEXAS--Supreme C o u r t  ....... COLR X 0 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. COLR 0 X 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ......... I A C  X X 

--- 
dThis f i g u r e  i n c l u d e s  d f s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  

t h a t  a r e  g r a n t e d  rev iew and counted once as 
p e t i t i o n s .  and then r e f i l e d  as mandatory 
cases and counted again.  

t h a t  a r e  g r a n t e d  and den ied  rev iew.  

Arkansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  and a d v i s o r y  o p i n i o n  cases. 

Kansas--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases. 

Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  Cour t  S i t t i n g  as Law 
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  mandatory 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  and mandatory a d v i s o r y  o p i n i o n  
cases. 

New Hampshi re--Supreme Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

PThis f i g u r e  i n c l u d e s  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p e t i t i o n s  

i D a t a  a r e  incomple te :  

X X 91 112 til % 
0 X 28b 2,453 12% 
X X 5,016 8,274 61 % 

JExp lanat ion  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  

-- 

N o r t h  Uakota--Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  
preargument d i s p o s i t i o n s .  

kAdd i t iona1 i n f o r m a t i o n :  
Alabama--Court o f  Cr imina l  A p p e a l s - - h e  

computed f i g u r e  does n o t  i n c l u d e  92 
o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by r e t i r e d  and o t h e r  
a c t i v e  judges. 

Cal i f o r n i a - - C o u r t s  o f  Appeal --The tiumber o f  
judges a r e  FTEs, because the  riumber o f  
o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by a u t h o r i z e d  judges c o u l d  
n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y .  

Colorado--Court  o f  Appeals--This f i g u r e  does 
n o t  i n c l u d e  461 unpub l ished o p i n i o n s .  

U i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Court o f  Appeals--The 
o p i n i o n  count  does n o t  i n c l u d e  485 memo 
o p i n i o n s  arid judgments. 
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TABLE 6: Op in ions  r e p o r t e d  by s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Nuiitber o f  
o p i n i o n s  

Does the  o p i n i o n  p e r  j u s -  
Op in ion  c o u n t  i n c l u d e ?  Number o f  Number o f  t i c e / j u d g e  

cour i t  i s  by: Per Number o f  o p i n i o n s  lawyer  p l u s  lawyer  
w r i t t e n  M a j o r i t y  c u r i a m  Memos/ j u s t i c e s /  p e r  j u s -  suppor t  suppor t  

case document o p i n i o n  o p i n i o n  o r d e r s  judges t i c e / j u d g e  personnel  personnel  -~ S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  

NEU YORK--Court o f  Appeals . 0 X X 0 0 7 21 23 5 

Cour t  .................. X 0 X X some 15 69 41 19 

OKLAHOMA--Supreme Cour t  .... X 0 X X 0 9 27 13  11 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. X 0 X X 0 3 100 6 33 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X X 12 63 13 30 

A p p e l l a t e  Term o f  Supreme 

-- 

--- 
PENNSYLVANIA--Supreme Court .  X 0 0 7 26k 33.5 4k 

S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........... X 0 X X X 22k 269k 85.5 37k 
Commonwealth C o u r t  ....... 0 X X X X 12k l l O k  36 27k 

TENNESSEE--Supreme Cour t  ... X 0 X X some 5 49 , 9.3 1 7  
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X X some 12 71 13.3 34 
Cour t  o f  C r i m i n a l  Appeals. X 0 X X some 9 88 10.3 41 

TEXAS--Supreme C o u r t  ....... 0 X X 0 0 9 10  25 3 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  Appeals. X 0 X 0 0 9 32 23 9 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ......... X 0 X 0 0 80 63 137 23 

Kentucky--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  117 
p u b l i s h e d  and 222 unpub l ished o p i n i o n s .  

M i s s i s s i p p i  --Supreme Court--Uata i n c l u d e  55 
unpub l ished o p i n i o n s  on t h e  m e r i t s .  

New Jersey- -Appe l la te  U i v i s i o n  o f  S u p e r i o r  
Court--Number o f  judges  i n c l u d e  two 
supplemental judges  whose o p i n i o n s  c o u l d  
n o t  be separated f rom t h e  o p i n i o n s  o f  
a u t h o r i z e d  judges. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme C o u r t - - I t  i s  n o t  c l e a r  
whether t h i s  number i s  an o p i n i o n  o r  case 
count.  

i n c l u d e s  7 supplemental judges because 
t h e  number o f  o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by t h e  
a u t h o r i z e d  judges  c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
s e p a r a t e l y .  

- -Super io r  Court--The number o f  judges  

--Commonwealth Court--The number o f  judges 
i n c l u d e s  3 supplemental judges because 
t h e  number of o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by t h e  
a u t h o r i z e d  judges  c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
s e p a r a t e l y  . 
244 unpub l ished o p i n i o n s .  

unpub l ished f u l l  o p i n i o n s .  

South Carol  ina--Supreme Court--Data i n c l u d e  

--Court  o f  Appeal s--0ata i n c l u d e  44 

V i  rg in ia--Supreme Court--The number o f  judges  
i n c l u d e s  2.5 supplemental judges  because 
t h e  number o f  o p i n i o n s  w r i t t e n  by the  
a u t h o r i z e d  judges c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
s e p a r a t e l y .  
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TABLE 7: Time interval (days) data for state appellate courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n :  

separated i n t o  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t  and 
i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cour ts .  

Sources o f  data:  

c o u r t s  can be found i n  Appendix 6. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases: 

o f  appeal i s  f i l e d  w h i l e  o t h e r s  count  them a t  a 
l a t e r  event,  such as a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  r e c o r d  
o r  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  the  a p p e l l a n t ' s  record.  
l a t t e r  method w i l l  exclude those cases t h a t  a r e  
wi thdrawn b e f o r e  the  c o u n t i n g  p o i n t  f rom t o t a l  
d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
methods o f  c o u n t i n g  cases among a l l  t h e  s t a t e  
a p p e l l  a t e  cour ts .  

Appropr ia te  analyses: 

f o r  s p e c i f i c  case types i n  c o u r t s  a t  t he  same 
l e v e l  t h a t  use the  same event  f o r  t h e  s t a r t  of 
t h e  t i m e  i n t e r v a l .  Unfor tunate ly ,  t h e r e  i s  so 
l i t t l e  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  s i m i l a r  case t y p z s  t h a t  
t h e r e  a r e  few caseloads t o  compare. 
cases" i s  t he  most comon category,  b u t  
represents  o n l y  an average o f  a l l  case types  i n  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  cou r t .  

The t i m e  i n t e r v a l s  used on t h i s  tab1 e a r e  
designed t o  d i v i d e  t h e  e n t i r e  t ime a case i s  

A p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  have been 

The sources o f  da ta  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  a p p e l l a t e  

Some c o u r t s  count  cases as soon as the  n o t i c e  

The 

F i g u r e  C d i s p l a y s  t h e  v a r i o u s  

Comparison can be made o f  t ime t o  d i s p o s i t i o n  

To ta l  

pending i n t o  the  p o r t i o n  o f  t ime i t  i s  under the  
c o n t r o l  o f  t he  c o u r t  and the  p o r t i o n  f o r  which 
lawyers a r e  respons ib le .  Comparisons can be made 
o f  t h e  p o r t i o n  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 t a t u s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  cases 
pending i n  another c o u r t  o f  t h e  same type. Where 
case types  are  a v a i l a b l e ,  comparisons can a l s o  be 
made o f  t he  l e n g t h  o f  t ime taken by d i f f e r e n t  
types  o f  cases i n  the  same cour t .  

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

Courts a r e  grouped on t h i s  t a b l e  by type o f  
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  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ) ,  and by the  events used t o  
d e f i n e  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  c o u r t s  t h a t  use t h e  same events f o r  
t he  s t a r t  and end o f  t h e  i n t e r v a l  o f  i n t e r e s t .  

Al though an a t tempt  has been made t o  d i v i d e  
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 whlch the  lawyers have c o n t r o l  and 
t h e  p o r t i o n  the  c o u r t  has c o n t r o l ,  they are  n o t  
t he  o n l y  f a c t o r s  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  r e p o r t e r  t o  prepare the  necessary 
t r a n s c r i p t s .  
another c o u r t  t o  make a d e c i s i o n  on a d i f f e r e n t  
aspect o f  t h e  case. 
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  n e c e s s a r 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 r e a t e r  d e t a i l  than a r e  
a v a i l a b l e  here. 

The lawyer may have t o  i t a i t  f o r  t h e  

The c o u r t  may have t o  w a i t  f o r  

Th is  t a b l e  i n d i c a t e s  the  
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TABLE 7: Time interval (days) data for state appellate courts, 1984. 

Beginning Beginning Argument o r  Beginning Type 
event event t o  submission event t o  o f  

Type o f  Beginning t o  b r i e f s  argument o r  t o  dec i s ion  dec is ion  s ta -  
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  case event f i l e d  submission announced announced t i s t i c  

COURTS OF LAST RESORT 

Alaska--Supreme Cour t  ..... 
Delaware--Supreme Court  ... 

Maine--Supreme J u d i c i a l  
Court  ................... 

New Jersey--Supreme Court  . 

New Mexico--Supreme Court  . 
North Dakota--Supreme 

Court  ................... 

Oregon--Supreme Court  ..... 

c i v i l  NOA 

c r i m i n a l  NOA 
c i v i l  NOA 
c e r t i f i c a t i o n s  NOA 
o r i g i n a l  

app l i ca t i ons  NOA 
Lawyer 

d i s c i p l i n a r y  NOA 
Bd o f  Pro f .  

Respon. 
Bd. Bar Exam 

t o t a l  cases 
w i t h  w r i t t e n  
op in ions  NOA 

t o t a l  cases NOA o r  
g ran t i ng  
o f  c e r t i -  
f i c a t i  on 

g ran t i ng  
o f  c e r t i -  
f i  c a t i  on 

t o t a l  cases MOA o r  

t o t a l  cases NOA 

c i v i l  NOA 
c r im ina l  NOA 

t o t a l  cases 
by w r i t t e n  
op in ion  NOA 

21 7 31 2 221 

146.7 204.3 9 2 

77 126 

44 227 

159 236 110 

128 176 100 
131 183 115 

36 80 137 

533 mean 

256.3 
216.7 

84.6 

47.1 

283.6 
238.0 

293.9 mean 

323 mean 

302 median 

346 mean 

228 mean 
246 mean 

217 mean 

Arkansas--Supreme Court  ... c i v i l :  FOR 
No o r a l  

argument 
Oral  argument 

No o r a l  

Oral  argument 

c r im ina l  : FOR 

argument 

158 19 177 meani 
170 32 202 meani 

135 15 150 meani 
163 26 189 meani 

Iowa--Supreme Court  ....... t o t a l  cases SUB 164 mean 

Maryland--Court o f  
Appeals ................. t o t a l  cases d i  sposi- 

t i o n  i n  
1 ower 
c o u r t  125 222 187 409 mean 

td iss iss ipp i  --Supreme Court. t o t a l  cases FOA 

i n  lower  
cou r t  

t o t a l  cases judgment 
21 5 24 239 mean 

394 mean 
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Table 7: Time i n t e r v a l  (days) data f o r  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

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

New Jersey--Supreme Cour t  . 
New Jersey--Supreme Cour t  . 

Beginning Beginning Argument o r  Beginning Type 
event event t o  submission event t o  o f  

Type o f  Beginning t o  b r i e f s  argument o r  t o  d e c i s i o n  d e c f s i o n  s t a -  
case event  f i l e d  submission announced announced t i s t i c  

t o t a l  cases judgment 

t o t a l  cases judgment 

ma j o r i  t y  

be l  ow 

be l  ow 

op in ions  FOR 

206 255 452 mean 

147 330 405 median 

334 mean 
Wyoming--Supreme Cour t  

INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS 

Alaska--Court  o f  Appeals . 

C a l i f o r n i a - - C o u r t s  o f  Appeal 

Oregon--Court o f  Appeals . . 
Texas--Courts o f  Appeals . . 

( D i s t r i c t s  11 I/IV) 

Wisconsin--Court  o f  Appeals 

Arkansas--Court o f  Appeals 

Mary1 and--Court o f  Special  
Appeals ................ . 

f e l o n y  m e r i t  NOA 238 302 176 478 mean 
misdemeanor 

m e r i t  NOA 105 148 159 307 mean 
f e l o n y  sentence NOA 85 108 145 253 mean 
misdemeanor 

sentence NOA 63 79 121 200 mean 

c i v i l  NOA 
c r i m i n a l  NOA 

5/9 12/19 median 
5/6 13 median 

NOA 167 221 58 285 mean t o t a l  cases 

c i v i l  NOA 
c r i m i n a l  NOA 

t o t a l  cases 
by o p i n i o n  NOA 

70 277 mean 
45.6 307 mean 

31 8 

c r i m i n a l  : FOR 
w/out o r a l  

argument 
w i t h  o r a l  

argument 

w/out o r a l  
argument 
w i t h  o r a l  
argument 

c i v i l  : FOR 

t o t a l  cases d i s p o s i -  
t i o n  i n  
lower  
c o u r t  115 

140 22 162 meani 

156 26 182 meani 

252 30 282 meani 

186 38 224 meani 

mean 

Note: Times a r e  o f t e n  g i v e n  i n  months, f r a c t i o n s  
o f  months, o r  months and days. For  
c o m p a r a b i l i t y ,  months were conver ted  t o  days by 
u s i n g  30.4 days per  month. 

Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t he  da ta  a re  n o t  
a v a i l  ab1 e. 

sample o f  cases. 

A l l  a v a i l a b l e  data a r e  en tered  f n  the  tab le .  

‘Time i n t e r v a l  da ta  f o r  Arkansas a r e  f o r  a 

A t  issue-- Idaho Supreme Court, Oregon Supreme 
Court ,  Oregon Court  o f  Appeals. 

For  the  t ime d e c i s i o n  announced, t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
events were used: 

Alaska Court  o f  Appeals 

Oregon Court  o f  Appeals 

Opinion p u b l i c a t i o n - - A l a s k a  Supreme Cour t  and 

F i n a l  decision--Oregon Supreme Court  and 

F i n a l  c losure-- Idaho Supreme Court  

F o r  t h e  t ime t h e  b r i e f s  a r e  f i l e d ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

Readiness--Iowa Supreme Court .  
Date perfected--Washington Supreme Court,  and 

Washington Cour t  o f  Appeals. 
Docketing--Maryland Cour t  o f  Appeals, Maryland 

Cour t  o f  Special  Appeals. 
A t  issue--New Mexico Supreme Court .  

K E Y :  

FOA = f i l i n g  o f  appeal 
NOA = n o t i c e  o f  appeal 
FOR = f i l i n g  o f  record  
SUB = ready f o r  submission 

events  were used: - 
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Trial court summary statistics 

T h i s  s e c t i o n  c o n t a i n s  t a b l e s  t h a t  d i s p l a y  t h e  
1984 s t a t i s t i c a l  da ta  from t h e  t r i a l  cour ts .  The 
data can be found i n  pub l i shed annual r e p o r t s ,  as 
w e l l  as unpub l ished documents p rov ided by  s t a t e  
c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  and a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  c l e r k s .  
A l l  a v a i l a b l e  documents f rom t h e  50 s ta tes ,  t h e  
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Guam, and Puer to  R i c o  a r e  
used when a p p r o p r i a t e  and e s s e n t i a l l y  complete. 

Cour t  systems t h a t  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  f i r s t  
Annual Report  (1975) have prov ided more da ta  as 
s t a t e  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  have become aware o f  
t h e  C S I M  P r o j e c t  da ta  needs. Severa l  s t a t e s  t h a t  
d j d  n o t  submit  da ta  f o r  t h e  1975 r e p o r t  have 
s ince  changed o r  inproved t h e i r  da ta  systems t o  
t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  they  now p r o v i d e  da ta  f o r  t h i s  
ser ies .  

g e n e r a l l y  more d e t a i l e d  than a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
data.  Al though t h e  1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  C o u r t  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n g  
enabled s t a f f  t o  make quantum leaps  fo rward  i n  
i d e n t i f y i n g  u n i t s  o f  count  and t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t r i a l  cour ts ,  some s p e c i f i c  
problems make comparisons o f  t h e  da ta  presented 
i n  t h i s  Re o r t  d i f f i c u l t .  Among t h e  problems a r e  
( 1 )  t l i e  i 2 k f  u n i f o r m  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s ;  ( 2 )  
l a c k  of u n i f o r m  ways o f  c o u n t i n g  cases; ( 3 )  t h e  
l a c k  o f  complete da ta  r e p o r t e d  by t h e  c o u r t s ;  (4) 
quest ions  r e l a t i n g  t o  t l i e  v a l i d i t y  o f  da ta  
c o l l e c t e d ,  b o t h  p u b l i s h e d  and unpubl ished; and 
( 5 )  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  t h e  c o u r t s .  

The f i r s t  problem i n  comparing da ta  f rom 
t r i a l  c o u r t s  i s  t h e  l a c k  o f  u n i f o r m i t y  i n  case 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  
c l a s s i f i e d  i n  t h e  case c a t e g o r i e s  vary  f rom s t a t e  
t o  s t a t e .  
w i t h  c r i m i n a l  cases i n  one s t a t e ,  and w i t h  
t r a f f i c  cases i n  another s ta te .  T h i s  s o r t  of 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  problem, however, has been 

T r i a l  c o u r t  da ta  r e c e i v e d  from s t a t e s  a r e  

Case c a t e g o r i e s  and t h e  da ta  

F o r  example, DWI  cases may be counted 

addressed i n  t h e  1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  C o u r t  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i  ng. 

The second problem dea ls  w i  tli t h e  u n i t s  o f  
count  employed t o  measure cases. T h i s  problem 
has a l ready  been e x p l a i n e d  i n  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  
t h i s  volume, and i s  examined i n  g r e a t e r  d e t a i l  
F i g u r e s  E and G. 

The t h i r d  problem i n  comparing da ta  f rom 
t r i a l  c o u r t s  i s  the  l a c k  o f  complete s t a t i s t i c s  
Some s t a t e s  r e p o r t  o n 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 ca tegor ies ,  b u t  do n o t  
descr lbe  t h e  c o n t e n t s  o f  those ca tegor ies .  F o r  
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 

t o  
i n  

c r i m i n a l  da ta  b u t  n o t  i d e n t i f y  whether they  
i n c l u d e  es ta te ,  domestic r e l a t i o n s  o r  mental 
hea l th .  T h i s  omission presents  a problem i n  
i n t e r s t a t e  comparisons. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  a r e  
s t a t e s  t h a t  a r e  n o t  c o n s i s t e n t  i n  t h e i r  r e p o r t i n g  
of data. The genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t ,  f o r  
example, may g i v e  d e t a i l e d  ca tegory  breakdowns, 
whereas t h e  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  
o n l y  t o t a l  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  and j u v e n i l e  cases, 
or 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  ques t ions  o f  
v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  da ta  c o l l e c t e d ,  b o t h  p u b l i s h e d  
and unpublisl ied. 
da ta  v a l i d i t y  i s  t h e  chance o f  human e r r o r .  
elements (h idden data,  t r a n s p o s i t i o n  o f  f i g u r e s ,  
double c o u n t i n g  o f  cases, manner used t o  v e r i f y  
d a t a )  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  scope o f  t h i s  problem. 
A1 though 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  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s  and by 
t h e  C o u r t  S t a t i s t i c s  and I n f o r m a t i o n  Management 
P r o j e c t  s t a f f  t o  keep e r r o r s  t o  a minimum, t h e  
reader  shou ld  understand t h a t  a v e r i f i c a t i o n  
process does n o t  guarantee a b s o l u t e  accuracy. 

m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t h e  c o u r t s .  I n  1984, s i x  
s ta tes ,  I l l i n o i s ,  Idaho, Iowa, Massachusetts, 
M i s s o u r i ,  and South Dakota, t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  
Columbia and Guam handled a l l  cases i n  genera l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  I n  o t h e r  s ta tes ,  such as 
F l o r i d a  and New Jersey, genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  process o n l y  ma jor  c r i m i n a l  cases and 
major  c i v i l  ac t ions ,  w h i l e  o t h e r  c i v i l  and 
c r i m i n a l  cases a r e  handled by  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  The 1984 s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 show t h a t  t h e  number and types 
o f  t r i a l  c o u r t s  vary  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  T h i s  
d i f f e r e n c e  i n  c o u r t  s t r u c t u r e  must be k e p t  i n  
mind w h i l e  examining t h e  da ta  i n  these summary 
tab les .  

The reader  shou ld  no te  t h a t  o n l y  s t a t e s  
r e p o r t i n g  da ta  t h a t  c o u l d  be d i s p l a y e d  i n  
s p e c i f i c  case ca tegory  t a b l e s  ( i .e . ,  f e l o n y ,  r e a l  
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  s t a t u s  o f fenses ,  e t c .  1 a r e  
i n c l u d e d  i n  such t a b l e s .  F o r  t h e  sake o f  c l a r i t y  
s t a t e s  t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  s p e c i f i c  case 
types,  b u t  which f a i l e d  t o  r e p o r t  da ta  were 
excluded from these tab les .  

The f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e s  a r e  sequenced from a 
genera l  overview ( n a t i o n a l  caseload t o t a l s  f o r  
a l l  c o u r t s )  t o  t h e  more s p e c i f i c  caseload d e t a i l  
( c i v i l ,  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 ,  and 
j u v e n i l e  case c a t e g o r i e s  and caseload).  

One o f  t h e  major  f a c t o r s  i n  
Many 

The f i n a l  problem i s  v a r i a t i o n  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  
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TABLE 8: Reported national civil and criminal caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

Reported cases: 

The number o f  cases f i l e d  and d isposed a r e  
r e p o r t e d  s e p a r a t e l y  f o r  c o u r t s  o f  genera l ,  and 
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n s .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  these cases 
a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y  as c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l .  

There a r e  g e n e r a l l y  t h r e e  sub-ca tegor ies :  
( 1  1 t h e  nuinber o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and 
comparable cases; ( 2 )  t h e  number o f  r e p o r t e d  
complete cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  case 
t y p e ( s ) ;  and ( 3 )  t h e  number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases 
t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  a r e  incomple te  and 
i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  case types.  These f i g u r e s  a r e  
i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y  f o r  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  
cases and a l s o  aggregated on page 2 o f  t h i s  t a b l e  
i n  t h e  sumnary s e c t i o n  f o r  a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  

Percent  o f  p o p u l a t i o n  represented  by data:  

S t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  f i g u r e s  used f o r  a l l  t r i a l  
c o u r t s  a r e  f rom t h e  r e v i s e d  1984 Bureau o f  Census 
f i g u r e s .  The denominator f o r  these f i g u r e s  
v a r i e d  depending on t h e  ca tegory  b e i n g  repor ted .  
F o r  example, t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  t h e  genera l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  v a r i e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  f rom t h e  

l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  because severa l  
s t a t e s  do n o t  have l i i i i i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  
T h i s  perccn tage rcprese i i t s  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  
t o t d l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  coniplete 
da ta  f o r  e i t h e r  i t s  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o t i  c o u r t s  
o r  a l l  o f  i t s  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  F o r  
example, a s t a t c  which has two l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s ,  b u t  complete da ta  f rom o n l y  
one o f  them. would n o t  be counted i n  s e c t i o n  
I I .A.3.  o f  t h i s  t a b l e ,  b u t  t h e  r e p o r t e d  cases 
from t h e  one c o u r t  wou ld  be counted i n  s e c t i o n  
1I.A o f  t h i s  t a b l e .  

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

These r e p r e s e n t  aggregate data,  and due t o  
t h e  c o n t r o l s  a l r e a d y  e x e r c i s e d  on t h i s  t a b l e ,  a r e  
r e p o r t e d  v i t h o u t  r e g a r d  t o  u n i t s  o f  count .  
problem i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t roublesome f o r  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  case count .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e  t o t a l  
c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  f i g u r e s  a r e  incomplete,  and 
may i n c l u d e  some j u v e n i l e  and t r a f f i c  f i g u r e s .  
These f i g u r e s  a r e  n o t  t o t a l  es t imates ,  and a r e  
n o t  comparable t o  e s t i m a t e s  r e p o r t e d  i n  p r e v i o u s  
e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  Report .  

Th is  
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TABLE 8: Reported national civil and criminal caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

~ 

Reported Caseload F i l e d  U i  sposed 

C i v i l  cases: 

I .  General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s :  

A .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases .......................... 2,959,662 1,911,491 

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 52 52 
3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ............... 26 23 

c o u r t s  represented  by complete and comparable c i v i l  da ta  .............. 39% 31 % 

B .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case types  ..... 2,545,167* 2.072,091* 
1 .  Nuniber o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  

Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i th  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  by complete c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  

case types  ............................................................ 18 11 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 52 52 
3. 

case types  ............................................................ 31 % 25% 

C.  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 
i n c l u d e  r i o n - c i v i l  case types  .............................................. 1,750,700 1,869,557 
1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incomple te  c i v i l  da ta  o r  incomple te  

c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  case types  .......................... 11 1s  
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 52 52 

c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  case types .......................... 2 7% 30% 

3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  by e i t h e r  incomple te  c i v i l  data,  o r  incomple te  

11. L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s :  

A .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and coi i iparable cases .......................... 4,371,812 2,951,326 

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 42 42 
3. Percent  of  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by  complete and comparable c i v i l  da ta  .............. 4 2% 2 7% 

6 .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case types  ..... 900,057 684,862 
1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c i v i l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 42 42 
3. 

1. Number o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable da ta  ......... 46 35 

case types  ............................................................ 4 3 

Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  by  complete c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  
case types  ............................................................ 3% 3% 

C. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 
i n c l  ude non-c i  v i  1 case types  .............................................. 1,052,669 
1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incomple te  c i v i l  da ta  o r  incomple te  

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c i v i l  c o u r t s  ............... 42 42 
3. 

979,935 

c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  case types  .......................... 12 l U  

Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  b y  e i t h e r  incomple te  c i v i l  data,  o r  incomple te  
c i v i l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c i v i l  case types  .......................... 2 5% 2 5% 

C r i m i n a l  cases: 

I .  General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s :  

A .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and comparable cases .......................... 1,086,979 555,393 

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 52 52 
3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c r i m i n a l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case 
types  ..................................................................... 311,459 296.658 
1.  Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  coniplete c r i i o i n a l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  

3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable d a t a  ............... 20 1 8  

c o u r t s  represented  by complete and comparable c r i m i n a l  da ta  ........... 4 8% 4 2% 

8. 

o t h e r  case types  ...................................................... 11 11 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 52 52 

o t h e r  case types  ...................................................... 11% 11% 
c o u r t s  represented  by complete c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some 
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Table 8: Reported n a t i o n a l  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

F i  1 ed Uisposed Reported Case1 oad 

C. Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 

1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incomple te  c r i m i n a l  da ta  o r  

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 
3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by e i t h e r  incomple te  c r i m i n a l  data,  o r  incomple te  

i n c l u d e  non-cr im ina l  case types  ........................................... 
incomple te  c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  non-cr im ina l  case types  ......... 

c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  non-cr im ina l  case types  .................... 

11. L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s :  

A .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete and coniparable cases .......................... 
1 .  

3. 

Number o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete and comparable d a t a  ......... 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 

c o u r t s  represented  by complete and comparable c r i m i n a l  da ta  ........... 
Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete c r i m i n a l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  case types  .. 
1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  complete c r i m i n a l  cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  

o t h e r  case t y p e s  ...................................................... 
2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 
3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  of s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

c o u r t s  represented  by complete c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  some o t h e r  
case types  ............................................................ 

i n c l u d e  non-cr im ina l  case types  ........................................... 
incomple te  c r i m i n a l  da ta  t h a t  i n c l u d e  non-cr im ina l  case types  ......... 

2. Number o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  ............ 

c r i m i n a l  d a t a  t h a t  i n c l u d e  n o n - c r i m i n a l  case types  .................... 

Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

6 .  

C .  Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  a r e  e i t h e r  incomplete,  o r  incomple te  and 

1. Number o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  e i t h e r  incomple te  c r i m i n a l  da ta  o r  

3. Percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  s t a t e s  w i t h  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  represented  by e i t h e r  incomple te  c r i m i n a l  data,  o r  incomple te  

81 1,995 

15 
52 

30% 

854,225 
8 

41 

1% 

1,770,945 

9 
41 

9% 

2,531,616 

25 
41 

38% 

691 ,508 

15 
52 

32% 

219,430 
3 

41 

OX 

1,674,776 

9 
41 

9% 

2,429,109 

22 
41 

41 7; 

Summary s e c t i o n  f o r  a l l  t r i a l  c o u r t s :  

Reported f i l i n g s  
General L i m i t e d  

J u r i s d i c t i o n  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Tota l  
- C i v i l  Cr imina l  civil C r i m i n a l  C i v i l  Cr im ina l  - -  

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  complete 
and comparable cases ............. 2,959,662 1,086,979 4,371,812 854,225 7,331,474 1,941,204 

Number of  r e p o r t e d  complete 
cases t h a t  i n c l u d e  o t h e r  
case types ....................... 2,545,167 31 1,459 900,057 1 ,770,945 3,445,224 2,082,404 

Number o f  r e p o r t e d  cases t h a t  
a r e  e i t h e r  incomple te ,  o r  
incomple te  and i n c l u d e  o t h e r  
case types ....................... 1,750,700 81 1,9Y5 1,052,669 2,531,616 2,803,369 3,343,611 

Tota l  ( i n c o m p l e t e )  ............... 7,255,529 2,210,433 b,324,538 5,156,786 13,580,067 7,367,219 

*Data f o r  Minnesota c o u l d  n o t  be broken down i n t o  
genera l  and l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s ,  50 were 
r e p o r t e d  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  o n l y .  
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TABLE 9: Reported grand total state trial court caseload, 1984. 
TABLE 10: Reported total state trial court civil caseload, 1984. 
TABLE 11: Reported total state trial court criminal caseload, 1984. 
TABLE 12: Reported totaI state trial court traff idother violation caseload, 1984. 
TABLE 13: Reported total state trial court juvenile caseload, 1984. 
V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n :  

F i f t y  s t a t e s ,  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Guam, 
and Puer to  R ico  have 1984 t r i a l  c o u r t  d a t a  
d i s p l a y e d  i n  Table 9 th rough Table 13. 

A c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t  f o r  each s t a t e  i s  
i n  P a r t  I11  o f  t h i s  Report .  The w ide  v a r i a t i o n  
i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e  can be 
i l l u s t r a t e d  by  comparing t h e  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, 
wh ich  has a number o f  genera l  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  c o u r t s .  These d i f f e r e n c e s  
i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  determine t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  
t o t a l  t r i a l  c o u r t  case load t h a t  w i l l  be heard  i n  
genera l  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  
c o u r t s  i n  each s t a t e .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  s u b j e c t  m a t t e 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 r g a n i z a t i o n  
ment ioned above w i l l  a l s o  de termine what  
p r o p o r t i o n  o f  c i v i l ,  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 ,  and j u v e n i l e  case types  a r e  heard  a t  
each l e v e l  o f  c o u r t .  These a r e  t h e  o n l y  f o u r  
t a b l e s  t h a t  l i s t  every  c o u r t  w i t h  t h e  r e l e v a n t  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  data.  See t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  
system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 f o r  more d e t a i l e d  
d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  case types  hand led  i n  each 
t r i a l  c o u r t .  

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

breakdown o f  case load i n t o  c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a 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  cases. 
These t a b l e s  g i v e  a good overview o f  t h e  way 
case load i s  d i s t r i b u t e d  among t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  
The l a r g e  number o f  b l a n k  spaces i n d i c a t e s  f rom 
wh ich  c o u r t s  d a t a  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 
90% complete f o r  1984. No t o t a l s  appear f o r  a 
s t a t e  on t h e  s t a t e  name l i n e  i n  any o f  t h e  
columns u n l e s s  complete da ta  ( a t  l e a s t  90%) were 
r e p o r t e d  by a l l  c o u r t s  h a n d l i n g  t h a t  case type .  
S t a t e  t o t a l s  a r e  l e f t  b l a n k  i f  d a t a  a r e  m i s s i n g  
from any c o u r t  i n  t h e  s t a t e .  

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  i n  Appendix 6 .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  cases: 

Care shou ld  be taken t o  a v o i d  comparing 
s t a t e s  w i t h  da ta  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 i m i n a l  cases a r e  
s p e l l e d  o u t  i n  F i g u r e  E. 
end o f  each t a b l e  t o  i d e n t i f y  those c o u r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count  c i v i l  cases a t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
p e t i t i o n  o r  compla in t .  
c o u r t s  t h a t  count  cases i n  t h e  same way can be 
compared. 
v a r i e s  among c o u r t s  i n  many s t a t e s  so t h a t  s t a t e  
caseloads cannot  be compared u n l e s s  t h e  u n i t  o f  
count  f o r  each case t y p e  i s  t h e  same i n  each 
c o u r t  h a n d l i n g  t h a t  case type.  

count  when comparing s t a t e  da ta  was d iscussed i n  
t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  volume. 

Tables 9 th rough 1 3  show o n l y  t h e  v e r y  b road 

Check t h e  n o t e s  a t  t h e  

Only da ta  f r o m  those 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h e  u n i t  o f  count  

The importance o f  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  t h e  u n i t  o f  

t o  1%. 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 .5% b u t  g r e a t e r  than 0% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  a s < l % .  

Uisposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  Th is  
measure represents  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
disposed by t h e  c o u r t .  
d i v i d i n g  t h e  number o f  cases disposed 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 p e r c e n t  o v e r  one hundred i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  
c o u r t  d isposed more cases than were f i l e d ,  thus  
reduc ing  pending caseload. A p e r c e n t  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  
t h e  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  t h e  volume o f  
cases b e i n g  f i l e d .  

The p e r c e n t  i s  computed by  

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n .  The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  
case load c h a r t s  i s  100,000. F i l e d  p e r  100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  and g ives  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  v a r i o u s  
s i z e s .  

t h e  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  
number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  o f  p o p u l a t i o n  
was en tered  i n  t h i s  column i n  p l a c e  o f  t h e  number 
o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n 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 n d i c a t e d  by 
e n c l o s i n g  i t  i n  parentheses. 
r e p r e s e n t  t h e  t o t a l  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n .  

d e f i n i t i o n ,  u n i t  o f  count ,  e t c . )  a r e  s i m i l a r ,  t h e  
f i l e d  p e r  u n i t  o f  p o p u l a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  p e r m i t s  
d i r e c t  comparison among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  number o f  
f i l e d  c i v i l  cases, c r i m i n a l  cases, t r a f f i c / o t n e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases, j u v e n i l e  cases, as w e l l  as among 
s t a t e  t o t a l  s . 

I f  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  was u n a v a i l a b l e  b u t  

P o p u l a t i o n  f i g u r e s  

I f  a l l  o t h e 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 r e  l e s s  than 90% complete a r e  n o t  
i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  t o  p r e v e n t  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  
comparisons. Any comparisons among t h e  da ta  t h a t  
a r e  i n c l u d e d  must t a k e  i n t o  account t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  way cases a r e  d e f i n e d  and 
counted i n  d i f f e r e n t  c o u r t s .  

These t a b l e s  serve t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  rough 
dimensions o f  t o t a l  caseload across  t h e  s t a t e s ,  
b u t  comparing broad c a t e g o r i e s  l i k e  c i v i l ,  
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 s ,  and j u v e n i l e  
i s  r i s k y  because o f  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  what i n d i v i d u a l  
s t a t e s  i n c l u d e  i n  those c a t e g o r i e s .  Some s t a t e s ,  
f o r  example, c l a s s i f y  a l l  appeals as c i v i l .  Many 
s t a t e s  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  i n  c r i m i n a l  
caseload; a few s t a t e s  do n o t  count  o rd inance 
v i o l a t i o n s  a t  a l l .  Some s t a t e s  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  
t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s  i n  j u v e n i l e  caseload. 

Comparisons among s t a t e s  and c o u r t s  shou ld  be 
l i m i t e d  t o  s p e c i f i c  case types t h a t  a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
i n  l a t e r  t a b l e s  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  

Before  making comparisons between l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  o r  among genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s ,  check t h e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 
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 .  

A p p r o p r i a t e  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  
t h a n  1% b u t  g r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand total state trial court caseload, 1984. 

Oisposed k i l e d  
Cr iminal  as a (d isoosed)  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  percent  per  ioo,ooo 
d i c t i o n  i n g  count f i led  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G NH 2 -A 125,4075 1 24 , 9253: 100%J 3,1435 
L NPA 2-C 470,1443 465,8223 99%J 11,7833 
L NH NH 
L NPA 2-C 

ALASKA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

149,061 i J (29,812) iJ  

L CP 7-c i 3 3 , i  i31J  (26.623 ) i J  
G NH 7-A 20,460 15,948. 78% 4,092 

G NH 4 -A 11 3,685: 106,895 3,501 f 
L NPA 1-C 457,558’ 437,023i 96Xi 14,9871 
L NPA 1-C 

- 

ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Chancery Cour t  and Probate 

Court.  ...................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas ........ 
P o l i c e  Cour t  and City Cour t  .. 

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL ....... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

~~ ~~ 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Court,  Denver 

Super ior  Court,  Denver 
J u v e n i l e  Court,  and Denver 
Probate Cour t  .............. 

Water Cour t  .................. 
County Cour t  ................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL ...... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 

DELAWARE: STATE TOTAL ......... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Court o f  Chancery ............ 
Court  o f  Comnon Pleas ........ 
Fami ly  Cour t  ................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  of Wilmington. 
Alderman‘s Cour t  ............. 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... 

~ ~ 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: TOTAL ... 
*Superior Cour t  ............... 

FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
County Cour t  ................. 

G NH 1 -A 57 659 53,627 93% 2,455 

G NH NH 49,416 44,715 90% 2,104 
L NPA 1-C 491,573 323,843 66% 20,927 
L NH NH 102. 4 
L NPA 1-C 27,598’ 22,240i 81Xi 1 ,175i 

18,333,359j 16,255,372J 71,553J 
G NH 2-A 750,065 617,759. 82% 2,927. 
L P 2-c 660,1933: 575,197; 87%4 2.577; 
L P 2-C 16,923,1013 15,062,416J 8Y%J 66,0493 

G NH 4-E/A 11 4 ,56d  1 1 0 , m J  96%J 3,605J 
G NH NH 1,688 1,955 116% 53 
L NH 4-c 284,712 274,748 9 7% 8,959 
L NPA NH 

740,253; 23.4 704 
G NPA 2-A 691.2973 21,918J 
L NH NH 48 , 956 1,552 

289,3701 j 283,5091:J 98xi.J 47,206:J 
G NH 2 -A 7.5043 7.1573 95x3 1.2243 
G NH NH 2;882 2;614 91 % 4 70 
L NH 1 -c 19,4771: 18,9951: 9S%! 3,177i 
L NH 2-c 30,273: 28,972’ Y6X; 4,Y381: 
L P 1 -c 26,659’ 2 ! ~ , 9 1 2 ~  97%’ 4.349’ 
L P 1 -c 24.844 22.305 90% 4.053 

177;286 100% 28;994 L NH 1 -c 177,731 

204,573 198,390 97% 32,837 
G NH 2-8 204,573 198.390 97% 32,837 

4.1 03,168 37,383 
G NH 5 -B 633,909 5,775 
L NPA 1-C 3,469.259 3,219,225i 31,608 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

U i  sposcd F i  1 cd 
Cr iminal  a s  a (d isposed)  

J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t l o n  i n g  count F i l e d  Uisposcd o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  Sta te  and c o u r t  name 

GEORGIA:  STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super ior  Court ............... 
Sta te  Cour t  .................. 
Probate Court ................ 
Munic ipa l  Court ( l o c a t e d  i n  

Savannah and Columbus) ..... 
C i v i l  Court .................. 
County Recorder’s Cour t  ...... 
A t l a n t a  Munic ipa l  and City 

Courts ..................... 
Juven i le  Cour t  ............... 

GUAM: TOTAL ................... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 

Magi s t r a t e ’ s  Cour t  ........... 

H A W A I I :  STATE TOTAL ........... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

G NH 7 -A 189,511 183,8051:J 9 7 % i j  3,24715 
L NH 7-c 497,0431 J 381,60813 8,51515 
L NH 2-c 

L NH N/A 
L NH 2-c 
L NH N/A 
L NPA N/A 

L NPA N/A 
L NH NH 34,111 32,823 96% 584 

31.565 29,048 92% 30,062 
G NPA N/A 31,565 29,048 92% 30,062 

959,105 926.71 6 97% 92.310 
G NH 2-8 39,645 47,286 119% 3,816 
L P 2-8 91 9,460 879,430 96% 88,495 

31 5,803iJ 312,200IJ 99%fJ 31,549!? 
G NPA 4-8 315,80313 312,20013 99’tlJ 31,549’3 

~~~~~ 

ILLINOIS: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Court ................ 7,717,811: 5,730,6771 74%1 67,0471 

G P 7-A 7,717,811’ 5,730,677’ 74%’ 67,0471 

I N D I A N A :  STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super ior  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  

Cour t  ...................... 
County Cour t  ................. 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Marion 

County ..................... 
S m a l l  Claims Cour t  o f  Marion 

County ..................... 
City Cour t  and Town Court .... 

IOWA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL ........... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Fami ly  Cour t  and J u v e n i l e  

Cour t  ...................... 
City Cour t  and Par ish  Cour t  .. 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ... 
Mayor’s Cour t  ................ 

1,079,55241’ 999,092i 93%i 19,6354 

G NH 7 -A 353,096! 351,6471 9O%I 6,4221’ 
L P 7-8 325,782’ 310,904’ 95%’ 5,9251 
L NH NH 3,358 2,972 89% 61 

L P 7-8 182,871 164,380 90% 3,326 

L NH NH 55,432 56,453 102% 1,008 
L P 4-8 158,985 145,736 92% 2,892 

G CP 2 -A 
834,363: 
834,3631 

(28,672 I i  
(28,672 ) i  

G NH 2-E/A 404,155 407,229 101% 16,577 
L NPA NH 

G NH 11-A 509,386J 11,416J 

L NH NH 28,421 637 
L NH 7-8 642,974 508,007 79% 14,410 
L NPA NH 
L NPA NH 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name 

MAINE: STATE TOTAL ............ 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Admini s t r a t i  ve Cour t  ......... 

Disposed F i  1 ed 
Cr iminal  as a (d isposed)  

J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t i o n  i n g  count F I l  ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G NH 2 -A 15,7445 16,6195 106% 1,362J 
L P 9 -6 21 7,161 21 0,095’ 97% 18,7861 
L NH NH 
L NH NH 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Orphan‘s Cour t  ............... 

G NH 2-A 160,637 146,851 91 % 3,694 
L NH 2-8 1,373,737 31,587 
L NH NH 

MASSACHUSETTS : STATE TOTAL .... 
Commonw ea 1 t h  ............... T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  

1,847,909 

G NPA 2-A/C 1,847,909 

31 ,871 

31 ,871 

MICHIGAN: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Court  o f  Claims .............. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
D i s t r i c t  Court,  Probate 

Court,  County Court,  
County Munic ipa l  Court,  
and Conci 1 i a t i o n  Cour t  ..... 

MISSOURI :  STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 

MONTANA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... 
City Court ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Cour t  ................. 
Separate J u v e n i l e  Cour t  ...... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
Workmen’s Compensation Court.. 

~~~ ~ 

NEVADA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL .... 
Super io r  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL ....... 
*Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. Surrogate ’s  Cour t  ............ 

G NH 5 -A 191 ,703i 218,852i 11 4%i  2.11 Pi 
G NH I4 H 539. 431 8 OX 6 
L P 2-C 1,957,524’ 1.955,159i 21 ,571i 
L NH NH 
L NH N /A 

1,885,834 2,077,466 11U% 44,21b 

2-c 
G/L P 1 -C  1,885,834 2,077,466 110% 44,216 

G P 11-6 

G NH 7-A 30,421 26,117 86% 3,692 
L NPA 2-C 
L NPA 2-C 
L NPA 2-C 

464.4781’5 28,921iJ 
G NH 2 -A 41,7953 4 2 , l O d  l O l % J  2,602J 
L NPA 2-8 263,6601 255,591’ 97%’ 16.41 7‘ 
L NH NH 3,318. 138. 

L NH NH 305 295 9 7% 19 
L NPA 2-C 1 56,500’ 9,745‘ 

G N/A 11-A 
L N/A 11-C 
L N/A 11-C 

333,463 34,131 
G NH 1 -A 23,474 23,491 100% 2,403 
L NH NH 14,768 1,512 
L CP 1 -c 286.786 29,354 
L CP 1 -c 8,435 863 

5,800,609i 4,805,778i 84% 77,187j 
G NH 2-A 71 0.781 721.903 102% 9.458 
L NH NH 
L P 2-C 5,089,828 4,163,875 82% 67,729 



TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. (cont inued)  

UisDosed F i l e d  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL ....... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Magis t ra te  Cour t  ............. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Bernal ill o County M e t r o p o l i t a n  

Cour t  ....................... 

NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL ......... 
*Supreme Cour t  and County 

Cour t  ...................... 
Sur rogate ’s  Cour t  ............ 
Family Cour t  ................. 
C i v i l  Cour t  o f  the  City o f  

New York ................... 
Cr iminal  Cour t  o f  t h e  City o f  

New York ................... 
D i  s t r i c t  Court and C i  ty Court.  
Cour t  o f  Claims .............. 
Tarn and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  

Cour t  ...................... 

Cr iminal  as a (disposed) 
J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t i o n  i n g  count F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G NH 2-c 65,4743’ 61,7643’ 94zJ 4,5983’ 
L NH 2-c 1DD,253i 7, O4Oi 
L NH NH 
L NH NH 

L P 2-c 243,934 208,208 85% 17,130 

G NH 7 -A 175,908iJ 183,883iJ iosxi3’ 981 i j  
L NH NH 83,993 68,098 81 % 468 
L NH NH 357,504 31 6,541 89% 1,993 

L NH NH 247,228i 232,005i 94Ei 1 ,37&Ii 

L 9-0 
L NH 2-C 807,001 ( 4,500) 
L NH NH 1,678 1,346 80% Y 

L NPA 1-C 

NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ... 
Super io r  Court ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

1 ,596,860i 1 ,584,993i 99%i 25,9OZi 
G NH 2 -A 1 50,680. 149,169 99% 2,444 
L CP 3-C 1,446,1801 1,435,8241’ Y9Zi 23,458i 

_ _ _ ~ ~  _ _ _ ~  ~ 

NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ..... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Cour t  ................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

OHIO:  STATE TOTAL ............. 
Court  o f  Comon Pleas ........ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
County Cour t  ................. 
Mayor‘s Cour t  ................ 
Court  o f  C1 aims .............. 

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cr imina l  Cour t  o f  

Record ..................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  Not o f  Record. 
Cour t  of  Tax Review .......... 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL ........... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Tax Cour t  .................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ 
County Cour t  ................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL ..... 
Court  o f  Comnon Pleas ........ 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  ....... 
Ph i lade lph ia  Munic ipa l  Court . 
Ph i lade lph ia  T r a f f i c  Court ... 
P i t t s b u r g h  City Mag is t ra te  

Cour t  ...................... 

G NPA 2-A 16,8985 15,978IJ 2,4635 
L NPA 5-6 96,876l 97,8681 1 O l % i  14,122’ 
L NPA 2-C 

G NH 2 -E 513,2243’ 506.9963’ 99%j 4,7735 
L P 2-c 1,948,498 1,937,171 99% 18,122 
L NH 2-c 229,421 227,133 9 9% 2.134 
L NPA N/A 
L NH NH 2,770 2,420 87% 26 

G * NH 9 -A 492,l 57i 468,667i 95%‘ 14,9231 

L NPA NH 
L NPA NH 
L NH NH 0 0 0 -_  

G NH 5-8 
G NH NH 249 296 119% 9 
L NH 5-8 419,796i 420,9631’ l O O % i  15,6991 

NPA 5-C s i  L 
L NH NH 143i 
L NPA 1-C 

3,533,578i 29,691! 
G NH 2 -A 358,2 71 343,9801 96x1 3.01 0’ 
L P 2-C 1,771,835 1,588,163 90% 14,888 
L NH 2-c 109,543i 107,730i 98%‘ 921 
L P NH 910,610 375,304 41% 7,652 

L P 2-c 383,31gi 3,221i 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

PUERTO R I C O :  STATE TOTAL ...... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
Just ices  o f  t h e  Peace ........ 

Disposed F i l e d  
Cr iminal  as a (disposed) 

J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t i o n  i n g  count F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G NH 1 -c 90,997i 88,310i 97%’ 2,7851’ 

L NPA NH 
L NH NH 

L NH 1 -c 147,823 146,083 99% 4,525 

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ..... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Family Cour t  ................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

G NH 4 -A 12,5053 i,3ooJ 
L NH NH 11,479’ 
L NH 1 -c 69,076iJ 5 8 , 2 i i i J  84%iJ 7, iao iJ  
L NH NH 
L NPA NH 

_ _ _ _ _ ~  ~~ ~ 

SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Fami ly  Court ................. 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Magis t ra te  Cour t  ............. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

SOUTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ..... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 

G NH 2 -A 82,206J 84,716J io3%J 2,491J 
L NH NH 62,413 63,830 102% 1,891 
L NH NH 1 8,595 11.400 61 % 564 
L NPA 2-C 
L NPA 2-C 332,165i 330,165i 10OXi 10,066i 

190,595i 
G NPA 2-C 1 90,595i 

26,9961 
26,996’ 

_______ 

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ........ 
C i r c u i t  Court,  Cr iminal  Cour t  

and Chancery Cour t  ......... 
General Sessions Cour t  ....... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

G NH 11 -A 141 ,504ij 132,620ij 94%iJ 3,oooiJ 
L NPA N/A 
L NH NH 
L NH NH 
L NPA N/A 

~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~  

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Level Cour ts  .......... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... 

UTAH: STATE TOTAL ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... 
Juven i le  Cour t  ............... 

G NH 2-A 563,340 520.41 1 92% 3,523 
L NH 2-8 613.794 3.839 
L NPA 1-C 
L NPA 1-C 

G NH 9 -A 33,697J 26,8871J 2,040J 

L P 2-c 
L NH NH 42,929 2,599 

L P 9-c 703.3603 654,7925 93xJ 42,5763 

~~ ~ 

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super io r  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 

G NH 2 -A 8,244 8,956 109% 1,555 
G NH 4 -E 139,438 139,198 100% 26,309 
L NH NH 4.1 56 (784) 

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

2,507,977i 2,357,O1Oi 94Zi 44.49gi 
G NH 1 -A 149,399 140,496 94% 2,651 
L P 1-C 2,358,578i 2.216,514i 94%i 41 ,84ai 

WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL ....... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

G NH 7 -A 150,476: 124,377iJ 3,4603 
L P 3-c 675.868! 15,541 
L P 3-C 1,081,014’ 24,857’ 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Disposed F i l e d  
Cr imina l  as a (d isposed)  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name d i c t i o n  i n g  count  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  

WEST V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL .... 

J u r i s -  Park- u n i t  o f  p e r c e n t  p e r  100,000 

C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ................ G NH 9 -A 60.1 24J 53,73@ 89%J 3 , 0 8 d  
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  ............. L NH 9-c 281,8601 277,0841 98%' 14,4404 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  .............. L NPA 1-C 

WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL ........ 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ G P 4-E 536,203 537,598 100% 11,251 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  .............. L NPA 1-C 

WYOMING: STATE TOTAL .......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... G NH 9 -A 12,740iJ 12,5595iJ 9 9 % i j  2 ,493 i j  

County C o u r t  ................. L NPA 9-A 101,398 98,398 97% 19.832 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... L NPA 9-6 

M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  .............. 1 NPA 1-C 

Note: M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  
because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  t r i a l  l e v e l  data 
f o r  1984, and d i d  n o t  respond t o  t h e  Trial 
C o u r t  J u r i  s i d i  c t i  on Guide ; t h e r e f o r e  , 
grand t o t a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  
u n a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  o t h e r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  a r e  
l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  
whether da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  d a t a  t h a t  
a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a r e  e n t e r e d  i n  
t h e  t a b l e .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  da ta  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  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  a r e  
i n a p p r o p r i t t e .  The " f i l e d  p e r  100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n  STATE TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  
equal  t h e  sum o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  
c o u r t s  due t o  round ing .  

* C i v i l  U n i t  o f  Count: 
These c o u r t s  c o u n t  t h e i r  c i v i l  cases " a t  
i s s u e "  as opposed t o  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
p e t i t i o n  o r  compla in t .  

PARKING CODES: 
NH = Cour t  does n o t  handle p a r k i n g  cases. 
NPA = The c o u r t  handles p a r k i n g  cases b u t  t h e  

d a t a  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e .  
P = The da ta  i n c l u d e  c o n t e s t e d  and uncontes ted  

p a r k i n g .  
CP = The da ta  i n c l u d e  c o n t e s t e d  p a r k i n g  on ly .  

C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  c o u n t  codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number 
o f  charges)  : 
1. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  charge 
2. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

number o f  charges) 
4. S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h a r i e s  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r  
6. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  charge 
7 .  One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s h i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  

(maximum number o f  charges)  
9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more 

i n c i d e n t s  
10. One o r  more de fendants /var ies  w i t h  

p r o s e c u t o r  
11. Var ies w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r / v a r i e s  w i t h  

p r o s e c u t o r  

P o i n t  a t  wh ich  case i s  counted: 
A. A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

i n d i c t m e n t  

6. 

C. 

D. 
E. 
N/A = The da ta  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  

A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
compl a i  n t 
A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  compla in t  ( w a r r a n t  o r  
a c c u s a t i o n )  
A t  t h e  a s s i g n i n g  o f  a docket  number 
A t  t he  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

iData a r e  incomplete:  
A l a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  
Ar izona- -Super io r  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

- - J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Court--Data do n o t  

Arkansas--Ci ty Court--Data were u n a v a i l a b l e  

Delaware--Family Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

mental h e a l t h  cases. 

i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  fe lony ,  and 
misce l laneous t r a f f i c  cases. 

f o r  s i x  months f rom f i v e  c i t i e s .  

s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s  and c h i l d - v i c t i m  
p e t i t i o n s .  

- -Court  o f  Common Pleas and Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  
o f  Wilmington--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

F lo r ida- -County  Court--Disposed data do n o t  

Georgia--Super ior  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  and moving t r a f f i c  
cases from Ware County. 

F u l t o n  County and do n o t  i n c l u d e  l l m l t e d  
f e l o n y  cases. 

i n c l u d e  reopened cases. 

- -S ta te  Court--Data a r e  incomple te  f o r  

Idaho--Uata do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  

I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

Ind iana- -Super io r  Cour t - -To ta l  data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  mental  h e a l t h ,  c r i m i n a l  appeals!, 
m isce l laneous c r i m i n a l ,  and "redocketed 
o r  " o t h e r "  cases 

--Count{ Court--Data do n o t  inc lude, , "o ther  
cases and "reopened proceedings. 

cases. 

a l l  p a r k i n g  cases. 

Iowa--0ata do n o t  i n c l u d e  f a m i l y  i n  need o f  
ass is tance,  some e s t a t e ,  and ill 
j u v e n i l e  cases. 

K e n t u c k y - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

M a i n e - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Uata do n o t  i n c  
1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

n c l  ude 

ude 
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TABLE 9: Reported grand t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  caseload, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Mich igan- -C i rcu i  t Court--Data a r e  m i s s i n g  
'from f o u r  c o u n t i e s .  

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  and a r e  m i s s i n g  f rom 
f o u r  c i t i e s .  

Nebraska--County Cour t  and M u n i c i p a l  
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n i e s .  

New Jersey- -S ta te  t o t a l s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  da ta  
f rom S u r r o g a t e ' s  Cour t .  

New Mex ico- -Mag is t ra te  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

New York--Supreme C o u r t  and County 
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  c i v i l  
appeal s,  c r i m i n a l  appeals, and 
misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 

i n c l u d e  misce l laneous c i v i l  cases. 
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Uata do n o t  

N o r t h  D a k o t a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Disposed da ta  

- - C i v i l  C o u r t  o f  New York C i ty - -Uata  do n o t  

i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

do n o t  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 
--County Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

j u v e n i l e  data.  

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Uata do n o t  i n c l u d e  

O k l a h o m a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  

Oregon--County Court--Data were u n a v a i l a b l e  
f rom b o  c o u n t i e s .  

l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  
Pennsylvania--Court  o f  Common Pleas--Data do 

n o t  i n c l u d e  mental  h e a l t h  and c r i m i n a l  
appeal s cases. 

- - P i t t s b u r g h  City Mag is t ra tes- -Data  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  c r i m i n a l  cases. 

- - P h i l a d e l p h i a  M u n i c i p a l  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l  ude 1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

i n c l u d e  e s t a t e  cases. 
Puerto R ico- -Super io r  Court--Data do n o t  

Rhode I s l a n d - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  c i v i l  appeals and mental  
h e a l t h  cases. 

--Family Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  cases. 

South Carol  ina- -Mun ic ipa l  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

South Dakota--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n y  cases. 

Tennessee--Circui t Cour t  and C r i m i n a l  
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Disposed cases do n o t  
i n c l u d e  spouse abuse cases. 

Washington--Super ior  Court--Di  sposed d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  domestic v i o l e n c e  p e t i t i o n s .  

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

- -Mun ic ipa l  Court--Data a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  
f rom two c o u r t s .  

West V i r g i n i a - - M a g i s t r a t e  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s . -  

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
cases from S u b l e t t e  County f o r  s i x  months. 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Alabama--Circui t Court--Uata i n c l u d e  

p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

hear ings. 
- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  

p r o b a t i o n  r e v o c a t i o n  and search w a r r a n t  
cases. 

Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  C o u r t  and M u n i c i p a l  
Court--Data i n c l u d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings .  

C o l o r a d o - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
e x t r a d i t i o n ,  r e v o c a t i o n  hear ings ,  and 
r e l e a s e  from commitment hear ings .  

Connect icu t - -Super io r  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Georgia--Super ior  Court--Da ta  i n c l u d e  
p r o b a t i o n  r e v o c a t i o n  hear ings .  

Idaho--Data i n c l u d e  sentence rev iew o n l y  
and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Kentucky- -C i rcu i  t Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy and sentence 
rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  sentence 
rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

A l a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Uata i n c l u d e  

L o u i s i a n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Maine--Super ior  Court--Uata i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy and sentence 
rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

N e b r a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

New M e x i c o - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

N o r t h  D a k o t a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
sentence rev iew o n l y  and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings. 

Ohio--Court  o f  Common Pleas--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Rhode I s l a n d - - S u p e r i o r  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceea i  ngs . 

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  
hear ings .  

South C a r o l i n a - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Tennessee--Circui t Cour t  and Cr imina l  
Court--Data i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy 
proceedings. 

U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings and 
sentence rev iew o n l y  cases. 

- - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Washington--Super ior  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

West V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 
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TABLE 10: Reported total state trial court civil caseload, 1984. 

U i  sDoscd F i l e d  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name 

ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
O i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 

ALASKA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
O i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

as a (disposed 1 
J u r i s -  percent  per  100,OOU 
d i c t i o n  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G 76,0095 75,5945 99aj 1,9055 
L 128,499 130,709 102% 3,221 
L 

32,5845 25,742! J 6,5175 
G 1 6,6303 13,10213 3,326i j  
L 15,954 12,640 7 9% 3.191 

ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super io r  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Court ... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Chancery Cour t  and Probate 

Cour t  ...................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
County Cour t  ................. 
Court  o f  Comon Pleas ........ 
City Cour t  ................... 

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL ....... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ......... 
O i s t r i c t  Court,  Uenver 

Super ior  Court,  and Oenver 
Probate Cour t  .............. 

Water Cour t  .................. 
County Court ................. 

CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL ...... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 

DELAWARE : STATE TOTAL ......... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Court o f  Chancery ............ 
Cour t  o f  Comnon Pleas ........ 
Family Court ................. 
Alderman’s Cour t  ............. 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
STATE TOTAL ................ 

*Superior Cour t  ............... 
FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL .......... 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
County Cour t  ................. 

172,615i 
G 85,355’ 83,045 
L 86,088 76, 502i 
L 1,172 

5,6541 
2,7961 
2,820 

38 

G 28,879 28,791 100% 1,229 

G 49,416. 44,715 90% 2,104 
L 36,704’ 15,57ai 48%f 1 ,563i 
L 
L 102 4 
L 303i 239j 79ai 1 li 

1,614,555 1,278,854 . 79% 6,301 

L 44,337 34,093 7 7% 173 
G 598,330 487,505 81 % 2,335 

L 971,888 757,256 78% 3,793 

170.563 162,724 9 5% 5,367 

G 86,930 82,128 94% 2,735 
G 1,688 1,955 11 6% 53 
L 81 ,945 78,641 96% 2,579 

204.6375 
G 155,6813 
L 48,956 

6,4885 
4,9363 
1,552 

52,638 51,543 98% 8,587 
G 3,825 3,486 91 % 624 
G 2,882 2,614 91 % 470 
L 4.046 3.510 8 7% 660 
L 20,929 20,320 97% 3,414 
L 150 330 220% 24 
L 20,806 21 ,283 102% 3,394 

1 40,261 1 35,364 97% 22,514 
ti 140,261 135,364 97% 22.51 4 

665,231 
G 383,516 
L 281 ,715 

6,061 
3,494 
2,567 
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TABLE 10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  case load ,  1984. (cont inued)  

U i  sposed F i l ed  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name 

GEORGIA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super ior  Court  ............... 
S t a t e  Court  .................. 
Probate Court  ................ 
Municipal Court  ( l oca t ed  i n  

Savannah and Columbus ..... 
Magis t r a t e ’ s  Court ........... 
Civi l  Court  .................. 

a s  a (d isposed  1 
Juris- pe rcen t  per 100,000 
d i c t i o n  F i l ed  Disposed o f  f i l e d  population 

GUAM: 
Super ior  Court  ............... 

HAWAII:  STATE TOTAL ........... 
Circuit Court  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court ............... 

45,5235 50,6483 111x5 4.3815 
G 25.91 65 31.7283 122x5 2.4945 
L 19,607 18,920 96% 1,887 

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ............ 
District Court  ............... 

I L L I N O I S :  STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................ 

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super ior  Court and Circuit 

Court  ...................... 
County Court  ................. 
Probate Court  ................ 
Municipal Court  of Marion 

County ..................... 
Small Claims Court  o f  Marion 

County ..................... 
City  Court  and Town Court .... 

IOWA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
District Court  ............... 

59,117 59,251 100% 5,906 
G 59,117 59,251 100% 5,906 

661 ,1995 665,4845 101 %j  5,7445 
G 661 ,199J 665,4843 101 %J 5,7445 

341 , 551 i j (6,21 z ) i j  

G 190,5631: 196,500! 103%: 3,4661: 
L 70,9471 66,9231 94x1 1,2901 
L 1,625 1,485 91 % 30 

L 10.37d 11,3673’ 1 1 oxj  i m j  

L 54,380 55,510 102% 989 
L 9,7661 (168) i  

146,0801’ 1 42,575i 5,0201 
G 146.O8Oi 142,575i 5,0201 

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL ........... 
District Court  ............... 11 7.888 122,691 104% 4,835 

G 11 7,888 122,691 104% 4,835 

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL ......... 
Circuit Court  ................ 
District Court  ............... 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Family Court and Juven i l e  

Court ...................... 
City  Court and Par i sh  Court  .. 
J u s t i c e  o f  the Peace Court  ... 

MAINE: STATE TOTAL ............ 
Super ior  Court  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Probate Court  ................ 
Admi n i  s t r a t i  ve Court ......... 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ......... 
Circuit Court ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Orphan‘s Court  ............... 

182,498i j  174.9341:j 96% i j 4 ,902 i j  
G 65,629j 67.9785 104%J 1,763j 
L 1 16,8691 1 06,956i 92%’ 3,1391 

G 164,2075 3 , 6 8 d  

L 
L 88,438 54,553 62% 1,982 
L 

G 6,775 7,469 110% 586 
L 47.429 45,203 95% 4,103 
L 
L 

G 97,674 89,218 91 % 2,246 
L 549,068 12,625 
L 
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TABLE 10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

MASSACliUSETTS: STATE TOTAL .... 
Commonwealth ............... T r i a l  Court  o f  t h e  

MICHIGAN:  STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................ 
Court  o f  Claims .............. 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Probate Court  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

Disposed F i  1 ed 
as a (disposed 1 

J u r i s -  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t i o n  F i l e d  Uisposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  

433,606 7,479 

G 433,606 7,479 

G 149,713i 175,243i 11 7Xi 1,6501 
G 539 431 80% 6 
L 305,692i 307,912i 101 %i 3,36gi 
L 
L 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
Div i s ion ,  County Court ,  
County Mun ic ipa l  Court ,  
and C o n c i l i a t i o n  D i v i s i o n  .. 

D i s t r i c t  Court, Probate 
1 94,038j 1 95,i 97 j  i o i % j  3,989j 

G/L 1 94,038j 195,197j 101 %j 3,984 

MISSOURI :  STATE TOTAL ......... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 

MONTANA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  ... 
City Court  ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Court  ................. 
Munic ipa l  Court  .............. 
Workmen’s Compensation Court.. 

NEVADA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Jus t i ce  Court  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL .... 
Super io r  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

213,533:J 202,928iJ 95XiJ 4 , 2 6 4 i j  
G 21 3,533’J 202.9281 J 95X’J 4,264ij 

G 26,346 22,661 86% 3,197 
L 
L 
L 

90,893i 5,6601 
G 35,51 gi 35,5791 1 ooxf 2,2121 
L 34 , 298 35,151 102% 2.1 36 
L 20,773 1,293 
L 305 295 97% 19 

G 
L 
L 

73,079 7,480 
G 16,622 16,653 100% 1,701 
L 14,768 1,512 
L 41,123 4,209 
L 566 58 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL ....... 
*Superior Court  ............... 

Surrogate‘s Cour t  ............ 
G 566,791 573 , 548i 101%i 7 , 542” 
L 

NEW MEXICO: STATE TOTAL ....... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Mag is t ra te  Court  ............. 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Bernal  i 11 o County Metropol  1 tan  

Court  ...................... 

G 50,271 j 47,3295 94%j 3,530j 
L 18,308 1,286 
L 

L 9,744 8,931 92% 684 
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TABLE 10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1984. (cont inued)  

D i  SDosed F i  1 ed 

Sta te  and c o u r t  name 

NEW YORK: STATE TOTAL ......... 
Court  ...................... 

Surrogate ’s  Cour t  ............ 
Family Cour t  ................. 
C i v i l  Cour t  o f  the  City o f  

New York ................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court and City Court.  
Cour t  o f  Claims .............. 
Town and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  

Cour t  ...................... 

*Supreme Cour t  and County 

as a (d isposed 1 
J u r i s -  percent  per  100,000 
d i c t i o n  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G 126,717iJ 133,529iJ i o 5 % i J  707iJ 

L 247,2281’ 232.0051 94%i 1,3781’ 

L 83,993 68,098 81 % 468 
L 319,435 280,211 88% 1,781 

L 116,358 112,590 9 7% 649 
L 1,678 1,346 80% 9 

L 

NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

NORTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ..... 
D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Cour t  ................. 

OHIO: STATE TOTAL ............. 
Court  o f  Common Pleas ........ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 
County Cour t  ................. 
Court  o f  Claims .............. 

381,600 381 ,328 100% 6,190 
G 82,604 82,160 99% 1,340 
L 298,996 299,168 100% 4,850 

32,516j 31,3453’ 96% 4,740j 
G 13,734. 13,378. 97% 2,002. 
L 18.7823 17,9673 96x3’ 2,7383 

636,887 631,447 99% 5,923 
G 290,980 285,972 8 8% 2,706 
L 318,983 318,716 100% 2,967 
L 24,154 24,339 101% 225 
L 2,770 2,420 8 7% 26 

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Court  o f  Tax Review .......... 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL ........... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Tax Court .................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ 
County Cour t  ................. 

21 4,644 200,107 93% b,508 
G 214,644 200,107 93% 6,508 

0 L 0 0 -- 

G 64,4873’ 61,302iJ 2,4i 2J 

L 119i  4 i  

G 249 296 1 19% 9 
L 62,542 64,720 103% 2,339 
L 

PENNSYLVANIA: STATE TOTAL 
Cour t  o f  Comnon Pleas ........ 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  ....... 
Phi lade lph ia  Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  . 
P i t t s b u r g h  City M a g i s t r a t e  

Cour t  ...................... 

PUERTO R I C O :  STATE TOTAL ...... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 

491,654 4,131 

L 183,143 177,927 97% 1,539 
L 83,342 82,954 100% 700 

G 219,9921 204,019’ 93%i 1,8491’ 

L 5,177 44 

G 
L 53,268 53,220 100% 1,630 

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ..... 
Super ior  Cour t  ............... 
Family Cour t  ................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

G 7.2394 7533 
L 5,588: 581: 
L 30,846’ 21,4791 70%i 3,206’ 
L 
L 

SOUTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Family Court ................. 
Probate Cour t  ................ 
Magis t ra te  Cour t  ............. 

G 41,835j 42,528.1’ 102~3’  1 ,2683 
L 51 ,924 53,827 104% 1,573 
L 18.595 11,400 61% 564 
L 
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TABLE 10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

SOUTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ..... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 

Oisposed F i l e d  
as a pe r  (disposed) 100,000 

J u r i s -  percent  
d i c t i o n  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t i on  

38,910 
G 38,910 

5.511 
5,511 

TENNESSEE: STATE TOTAL ........ 
C i r c u i t  Court  and Chancery 

Cour t  ...................... 
General Sessions Court  ....... 
Probate Court  ................ 
Juven i l e  Cour t  ............... 

TEXAS: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
County Level Courts .......... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Court  ... 

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

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL .......... 
Super io r  Court  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Probate Cour t  ................ 

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  Cour t  ............... 

WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL ....... 
Super io r  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL .... 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................ 
Mag is t ra te  Court  ............. 

G 1 01 ,5433 94,3383 93x3 2,1535 
L 
L 
L 

G 
L 
L 

443,159? 404,6423 
149.4505 

91 %j 2,7725 
9355 

G 29.76d 24,076iJ 1,8013 
L 69,393 45,023 6 5% 4,201 
L 

28,985 (5,469) 
G 8,233 8,951 109% 1,553 
G 15,226 15,878 104% 2,873 
L 4,156 (784) 

803,9693 731 ,9353 91 %j 14,2655 

L 721,455J 655,528j 91 J 12,8013 
G 82,514 76,407 93% 1,464 

205,443i 
G 1 13.1 50. 91 ,56!jij 
L 91 ,724' 
L 56gi 

4, 724i 
2,602 
2,1Ogi 

13' 

101 ,093 94,650 94% 5,179 
G 45,912 41,092 9 0% 2,352 
L 55,181 53,558 97% 2,827 

WISCONSIN: STATE TOTAL ........ 314,6123 31 8,6923 1 01 %J 6,601J 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................ G 31 4,612J 318,6923 l O l % J  6,6013 

WYOMING: STATE TOTAL .......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... G 11 11 ,I 63iJ  m i 3  2,207i j  
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ... L 
County Court  ................. L 18,861 18,823 100% 3,691 

Note: M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  inc luded i n  t h i s  t a b l e  *UNIT OF COUNT: 
The f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s  count  t h e i r  c i v i l  cases "a t  
i ssue"  as opposed t o  the  f i l i n g  o f  the  p e t i t i o n  
o r  compl a in t - -D i  s t r i c t  o f  Columbia Super io r  
Court, New York Supreme Court  and County Court, 
and the  New Jersey Super ior Court. 

iData a re  incomplete:  

because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  c i v i l  da ta  f o r  
1984, and d i d  n o t  respond t o  t h e  Triar 
Court  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide; t he re fo re ,  c i v i l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n fo rma t ion  i s  unava i lab le .  
A l l  o t h e r  s t a t e  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  are  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  
regard less  o f  whether data a re  ava i l ab le .  
A l l  da ta  t h a t  a re  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a re  
en tered  i n  the  tab le .  Blank spaces i nc lude  domestic v io lence  cases. 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a re  
unava i l ab le  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, or 
t h a t  the  c a l c u l a t i o n s  are  i napprop - ia te .  
The " f i l e d  pe r  100,000 popu la t i on  STATE inc lude  miscel laneous c i v l l  
TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  equal t h e  sum o f  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  rounding. 

A1 aska--Superior Court--Disposed data do n o t  

Ar izona--Super ior  Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  
mental h e a l t h  f i l i n g s .  
- -Jus t ice  o f  t he  Peace Court--Data do n o t  

d i spos i t i ons .  
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TABLE 10: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c i v i l  caseload, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Arkansas--Municipal  Court--Data a r e  m i s s i n g  
from severa l  c o u r t s .  
--City Court--Data a r e  m i s s i n g  f rom 
s e v e r a l  c o u r t s .  

Guam--Some c i v i l  d a t a  a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  

Ind iana- -Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  
j u v e n i l e  data.  

Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  mental  
h e a l t h  f i l i n g s .  

--County Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  mental  
hea l  t h  o r  m i s c e l l  aneous c i  v i  1 cases. 

--City Cour t  and Town Court--Some c i v i l  
cases would n o t  be separated o u t  o f  t h e  
grand t o t a l .  

Iowa- -F i l  i n g s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  mental  h e a l t h  
cases, and d i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  a 
few domest ic r e l a t i o n s  and some e s t a t e  
cases. 

K e n t u c k y - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y  cases. 

M i c l i i g a n - - C i r c u i  t Court--Data were 
u n a v a i l a b l e  f rom f o u r  smal l  c o u n t i e s .  

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data were u n a v a i l a b l e  
f rom f o u r  c i t i e s .  

M issour i - -Data  do n o t  i n c l u d e  a d o p t i o n  o r  
t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  p a r e n t a l  r i g h t s  cases. 

N e b r a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
c i  v i  1 appeal s. 

New Jersey- -Super io r  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l  ude adopt ions,  t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  
p a r e n t a l  r i g h t s ,  some p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  , 
and some e s t a t e  cases. 

New York--Supreme C o u r t  and County 
Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  c i v i l  
appeal s. 

i n c l u d e  misce l laneous c i v i l  cases. 
D r e g o n - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - D i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  

i n c l u d e  a d o p t i o n  o r  mental  h e a l t h  
cases. 

--County Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  some 
e s t a t e  cases. 

Pennsylvania--Court  o f  Common Pleas--Data do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  mental  h e a l t h  cases. 

Hhode I s1  a n d - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  c i v i l  appeals and mental  
h e a l t h  cases. 

--Family Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. 

U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Disposed d a t a  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  misce l laneous domest ic r e l a t i o n s  
cases. 

Washington--Super ior  C o u r t - - D i s p o s i t i o n s  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  domest ic v i o l e n c e  p e t i t i o n s .  

- - D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  
da ta  f o r  1984. 

- -Mun ic ipa l  Court--Two c o u r t s  d i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  d a t a  f o r  1984. 

- - C i v i l  Cour t  o f  New York C i ty - -Data  do n o t  

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Court--One county r e p o r t e d  
da ta  f o r  o n l y  6 months. 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
A labama--C i rcu i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 

p o s t c o n v i c t f o n  remedy proceedings. 
A1 aska--Super ior  Court--Data i n c l u d e  

p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 
Connect icu t - -Super io r  Court--Data i n c l u d e  

p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 
Georgia--Super ior  Court--Data i n c l u d e  

p r o b a t i o n  r e v o c a t i o n  hear ings .  
Guam--Data i n c l u d e  some t r a f f i c  and some 

j u v e n i l e  cases. 
H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 

c r i m i n a l  and t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

I 1 1  i n o i s - - D a t a  i n c l u d e  some misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases. 

I n d i an a --Mu n i c i pa 1 Co u r t o f Ma r i o 11 
County--Data i n c l u d e  misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases. 

K e n t u c k y - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

L o u i s i a n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Minnesota--Data i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 
New M e x i c o - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  

p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 
New York--Supreme Cour t  and County 

Court--Da t a  i nc 1 ude p o s t c o n v i c t i  on remedy 
proceedings. 

N o r t h  Dakota--County Court--Data i n c l u d e  
c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

O r e g o n - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  
appeals.  

Rhode Is1 and--Super ior Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

South Carol  i n a - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
c r i m i n a l  appeals and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceed ings  . 

Tennessee--Ci r c u i  t Court--Data i n c l u d e  
misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases and 
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  

--County Level  Courts--Data i n c l u d e  

U t a h - - U i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings . 

V i r g i n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
c r i m i n a l  cases f i l e d  i n  t h e  J u v e n i l e  and 
Domestic R e l a t i o n s  Cour t .  

Washington--Super ior  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Wisconsin--Ci r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  appeals.  

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  
c r i m i n a l  appeals and j u v e n i l e  cases. 

c h i  1 d - v i c t i m  pe t1  t i o n s .  

c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  
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TABLE 11: Reported total state trial court criminal caseload, 1984. 

01 sDosed t i l e d  
Cr iminal  as a (disposed 1 

d i c t i o n  count F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 

ALABAMA : ............................ C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 2-A 31,241 30,354. 97% 1,085 

Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... L 2-c 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L 2-C 98,4733’ 97,0593 99x3’ 3,4193’ 

....................... ........................... ........................... 
ALASKA: STATE TOTAL 30,433:J 2 7 ~ 0 4 ~ j  9,oo4!J 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 7-c 28,587iJ 25,516iJ 8 9 v J  8,458’J 
Super io r  Cour t  G 7-A 1,846’ 1,5881 86Xi 546: 

ARIZONA: STATE TOTAL ...................... 249,251 11 ,350i 

J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ............... L 1-c 44,9571’ 2,047i 
........................... Super ior  Cour t  G 4-A 17,475 16,010 92% 7 96 

Munic ipa l  Cour t  L 1-C 186,819 8,507 .......................... 

ARKANSAS: STATE TOTAL ..................... 169,978iJ 1 1 7,458iJ 6 9 d J  10,016ij  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 1-A 28,780, 24.836 86% 1,696 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... L 1-C 134,883:J 87,416:J 65%iJ 7,94813’ 
City Cour t  ............................... L 1-C 6,315’5 5.206’3 8ZXiJ 372iJ  

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL ................... 884,356iJ 75~,039 iJ  86XiJ 4,664iJ 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... G 2-A 78,044.. 69,704.. 89%. . 41 2 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ............................ L 2-C 63,001:: 52.529:: 83%?J 332!j 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... L 2-C 743,311’3 636,606’3 86X’J 3,920’3 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ..................... 49,880i.J 49,621iJ 9 d . J  2,148!J 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 4-E/A 15,785: 16,241j 103%: 680: 
County Cour t  ............................. L 4-C 34.095’ 33,380’ 98%’ 1,4681 

CONNECTICUT: STATE TOTAL .................. 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... G 

DELAWARE: 
Super io r  Cour t  ........................... G 
Cour t  o f  Common Pleas .................... L 
Fami ly  Cour t  ............................. L 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Wilmington ............ L 
Alderman’s Cour t  ......................... L 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ............... L 

izi,9201:J 123,1271:J i o i x i j  5,065jJ 
2-A 121,9201J 123,127’3 l O l % i J  5,065’3 

2-A 3,6794 3,6714 1 oorJ 8034 
1-C 15,431’ 15,485’ 100x1 3,369’ 
2-C 2,781 2,643 95% 607 
1 -c 
1-C 2,685: 2,6215 98XJ 5865 
1-C 35,164’ 34,882’ 99%’ 7,678’ 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Super io r  Cour t  ........................... G 2-8 

FLORIDA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 5-8 174,193 152,267i 
County Court ............................. L 1 -c 

2,058 

GEORGIA: 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... 
S t a t e  Cour t  ............................. 
Probate Cour t  ............................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ( l o c a t e d  i n  Savannah 

and Col urnbus) .......................... 
C i v i l  Cour t  .............................. 
County Recorder’s Cour t  .................. 
A t l a n t a  Munic ipa l  and City Courts ........ 

M a g i s t r a t e ‘ s  Cour t  ....................... 

G 7 -A  49,153ij 47.922jj  97x‘J 1 ,16giJ 
L 7-C 83,5Oli 75,3191 9DXi 1 , 986i 
L 2-c 

L N/A 
L 2-c 
L N/A 
L N /A 
L N/A 
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TABLE 11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

Disposed F i  1 cd 
as a (disposed) 

S ta te  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 - d i c t i o n  count  F i l e d  Uisposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

GUAM: STATE TOTAL 9863 556J 56%4 
Super ior  Cour t  G N/A 9863 5565 56%J 

Cr iminal  

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

....................... H A W A I I :  STATE TOTAL 31,511: 32,507: 103%: 4,1901 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 2-8 3,138! 4,6161 147%: 41 7: ............................ ........................... D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 2-8 28,3731 27,8911 98%1 3,773’ 

IDAHO: STATE TOTAL ........................ 51,86215 49,3071:J 95xi3’ 7,63815 ........................... D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 4-8 51,86215 49,30713 95x iJ  7,63813 

ILLINOIS : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 7 -A 

INDIANA:  STATE TOTAL ...................... i73.086iJ 153, ,574fJ mi3’ 4,341 i j  
Super ior  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Court G 7-A 38,134 35,832 94% 957. . 
County Cour t  ............................. L 7-8 48,6731J 46.69313 96%iJ 1,221 1.J 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Marion County ......... L 7-8 60,73313 46,87315 77x13 1,52315 
Small Claims Cour t  o f  Marion County ...... L N/A 1,052 943 90% 26 
City Cour t  and Town Cour t  ................ L 4-8 24.4941 23,2331 95%i 61 4 i  

......... 

IOWA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 2-A 

KANSAS: STATE TOTAL ....................... 31,009 33,637 108% 1,736 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 2-E/A 31,009 33,637 108% 1,736 

KENTUCKY: STATE TOTAL ..................... 193,246:J 193,399iJ i o o x i j  7 ,203i j  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 2-A 14,335J 13,063J 91 %J 5333 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L 2-c 178,91113’ 180,33613’ i o i % i j  6,671 1 j  

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL .................... 476,2561 1 5, 32ai 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 11-A 331,816 10.680. 
City Cour t  and Par ish  Cour t  .............. L 7-8 144,4401 155,2491’ 107%i 4,6491 

MAINE: 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... G 2 - ~  6,766iJ 6,661iJ g s x i j  796iJ 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................... L 9-8 

MARY LAN0 : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 2-A 36.4Y3 34,271 94% 1,118 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L 2-8 

MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL ................ 
T r i a l  Cour t  o f  the  Commonwealth .......... 

MICHIGAN : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 

280,803iJ 6.334iJ 
G 2-A/C 280,80313 6.3341J 

G 5-A 41,Y90i 43,6091’ 104%i 637i 
L 2-C 
L N/A 

~~ 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL .................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 
County Courts ............................ 

132,9051:J 141 ,80613’ 107%!3’ 4,37513’ 
127%’ 577: 

L 1-C 115,3695 119,5993 1 o4%J 3,7983 
G 2-C 17,536: 22,207: 
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TABLE 11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload, 1984. (cont inued) 

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name 

MISSOURI :  STATE TOTAL ..................... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ 

MONTANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... 
J u s t i c e  of  t h e  Peace Court  ............... 
City Court  ............................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 

Disposed F i l e d  
Cr iminal  as a (disposed) 

J u r i s -  u n i t  o f  percent  pe r  100,000 
d i c t i o n  count F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

96,2874 91,7025 95%5 2,6075 
G 1 1 -B 96,2873 91 ,7023 95%3 2,6073 

G 7-A 2,936 2,628 90% 
L 2-c 
L 2-c 
L 2-c 

499 

NEBRASKA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... G 2 - ~  6,2761 6,5214 104x5: 5405 
County Cour t  ............................. L 2-8 40,573ij 39,609’j 98%’ J 3,489’j 
Mun ic ipa l  Court  .......................... L 2-c 

NEVADA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ............................ 
Municipal  Court  .......................... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ................ 
Super io r  Cour t  ........................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... 
Munic ipa l  Court  .......................... 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL ................... 
Super io r  Court  ........................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 

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

47,348 6,531 
G 1-A 6,852 6,838 100% 94 5 
L 1-C 39,063 5,388 
L 1-c 1,433 198 

398,7755 399,3035 i o o d  7,0441 
G 2-A 41,141. 42,671 104% 727 
L 2-C 357,6343 356,632j 1 OO%J 6,3185 

NEW M E X I C O  : 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... G 2-C 8,831 7,777 88% 894 
Mag is t ra te  Court  ......................... L 2-c 
Bernal il l o  County Me t ropo l i t an  Court  ..... L 2-c 

NEW YORK: 
Supreme Court  and County Court  ........... G 7-A  49,191i 50.354i 102%i 3691 
Criminal  Court  of t he  City o f  New York ... L 9-0 231,120. 215,864. 9 3% 1,732 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and City Court  ............ L 2-C 259,0995 194,6033 7 5 x j  19d i  
Town and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  Court  ........... L 1 -c 

NORTH CAROLINA: STATE TOTAL ............... 428,1665 424,9711 99x1 9,3813 
Super io r  Court  ........................... G 2-A 68,067 67,009. 98%. 1,491 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L 3-C 360,0993’ 357,9623 99%J 7,890j 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................... G 2-A 1,335 1,273 95% 2 74 
County Cour t  ............................. L 5-6 
Munic ipa l  Court  .......................... L 2-c 

OHIO: 
Court  o f  Common Pleas .................... G 2-E 37,073. 36,339 9 8% 471 . 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... L 2-C 355,603J 354,2825 1 OO%J 4,541J 
County Cour t  ............................. L 2-C 38,9035 38,0643 98XJ 4943 
Mayor’s Court  ............................ L N/A 

OKLAHOMA: STATE TOTAL ..................... 76,6225 72,4535 95%J 3,2235 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 9-A 76,6223 72,4533 95%J 3,2233 
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TABLE 11: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  c r i m i n a l  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

U i  sposed F i  1 ed 
Cr iminal  as a , (d isposed)  

d i c t i o n  count  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  u n i t  o f  percent  per  100,000 

OREGON: ............................ ........................... ............................ 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 5-8 19,9131: 19,593: 98%: 1,0131: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 5-8 83,4261J 76,1411J 9 i v j  4,2461J 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  L 5-c 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... L 1 -c 

PENNSYLVANIA: .................... Court  o f  Common Pleas G 2-A 86.0831 88,3551: 103%: 991 i ................... D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  L 2-C 147,5355 119,8433 81 %J 1,6413 ............. Phi lade lph ia  Munic ipa l  Cour t  L 2-c 
P i t t s b u r g h  City M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  ......... L 2-c 

PUERTO RICO:  ........................... ........................... Super io r  Cour t  G 1-C 23,102 22,050 95% 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 1 -c 

RHODE ISLAND: STATE TOTAL ................. 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
C i  r cu f  t Cour t  ............................ 
Magis t ra te  Cour t  ......................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 

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

G 2-A 40,371i 42,1881 105Oi 1,701i 
L 2-c 
L 2-C 60,4541’ 2,5481’ 

G 2-c 

TENNESSEE: 
C i r c u i t  Court,  and Chancery Court,  and 

Cr iminal  Cour t  ......................... 
General Sessions Cour t  ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 

TEXAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 
County-Level Courts ...................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .......................... 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ............... 

G 11-A 39,961i 38,28Zi 96%i 1,151i 
L N/A 
L N/A 

G 2-A 108,796 104,480 96% 965 
L 2-8 384,435 383,2191 3,411 
L 1 -c 
L 1 -c 

UTAH: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 9-A 3,937; 2.811; 71 %j 3835 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ L 9-c 41,6161J 41,0931J 99x iJ  4,05211 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ............... L 2-c 

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ...................... 19,7565 10.45i j  98x j  5,0661 
Super ior  Cour t  ........................... G 2 -A 11. 5 .  4 5% 3 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... G 4-E 19.7453 19.4465 98%j 5,0631 

V I R G I N I A :  STATE TOTAL ..................... 364,187:J 343,520i.J 94%iJ 8,655:J 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 1-A 66,885; 64.0894 96%; 1,589; 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L I-c 297,3021J 279.43i iJ 9 4 v J  7,06511 
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Disposed F i l e d  
Cr imina l  as a (d isposed 

S t a t e  and c o u r t  name J u r i s -  u n i t  o f  p e r c e n t  p e r  100,OOc) 
d i c t i o n  c o u n t  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  

WASIiINGTON: STATE TOTAL ................... 1 84,8391’ 5,7941 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........................... G 7 -A  16,395 14,594 89% 51 4 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... L 3-C 1 0 1 . 1 8 1 ~  3,17zi 
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  .......................... L 3-C 67,263’ 2,1091 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ............................ G 9-A 6,911J 6,105j 88XJ 4865 
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  ......................... L 9-C 123,753’ 11 3,195’ Y1%‘ 8,7091 
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  .......................... L 1 -c 

WISCONSIN:  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ G 4-E 
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  .......................... L 1 -c 

WYOMING: 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ........................... G 9-A 1,462i 1,4321’ 98Xi 41 7i 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace C o u r t  ............... L 9-8 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  .......................... L 1 -c 
County Cour t  ............................. L 9-A 7,522 2,143 

Note: M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  P o i n t  a t  which case i s  cbunted: 
because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  any c r i m i n a l  
data i n  1984. and d i d  n o t  respond t o  i n d i c t m e n t  

A. A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

ques t ions  i n - t h e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n y ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  c r i m i n a l  . j u r i s d i c t i o n  
i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  u n a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  o t h e r  
s t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  
whether data a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  d a t a  t h a t  
a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a r e  e n t e r e d  i n  
t h e  t a b l e .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  
than 90% complete, o r  t h a t  the .  
t a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  inappropriat: .  The 

f i l e d  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  
f i g u r e  may n o t  equal  t he  sum o f  the  
i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  round ing .  

N/A = I n f o r m a t i o n  i s  u n a v a i l a b l e .  

C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  c o u n t  codes: 

STATE TOTAL 

-- - - Not  a p p l i c a b l e .  

Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number o f  

Contents of case: 
1. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h i n g l e  charge 
2. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  (maximum number 

4.  S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h a r i e s  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r  
6. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  charge 
7. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  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 de fendants /var ies  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r  
11. Var ies  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r / v a r i e s  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r  

charges) - P o i n t  a t  wh ich  case i s  counted 

o f  charges) 

number o f  charges) 

6. 

C. A t  t he  f i l i n  o f  t h e  compla in t  ( w a r r a n t  o r  

D. A t  t he  a s s i g n i n g  o f  a docket number 
E. A t  t he  ar ra ignment  ( f i r s t  appearance) 

A laska- -Super io r  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

A l a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  data 
do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

Ar izona- -Jus t ices  o f  t h e  Peace--Total 
c r i m i n a l  data do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n i e s .  

Arkansas--Municipal Court--The f o l l o w i n g  
c o u r t s  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  o r  r e p o r t e d  
p a r t i a l l y  : Alma, Crawfordsvi  1 l e ,  
Farmington, Humnoke, Mountainburg, Ash 
F l a t ,  Bryant ,  C l i n t o n ,  Crosset t ,  Dermott,  
De V a l l s  B l u f f ,  Endora, Fordyce. Lake 
V i l l a g e ,  Lake City, Mammoth Spr ing, 
Marsha l l ,  Osceola, Si loam Springs, 
Magnolia, R u s s e l l v i l l e ,  and S t a r  City. 
Tota l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  d a t a  f o r  s i x  months. 

--City Court--There were no r e p o r t s  o r  o n l y  
6 months o f  da ta  r e p o r t e d  from t h e  c i t i e s  
o f  Alma, C r a w f o r d s v i l l e ,  Farmington, 
Humnoke, and Mountainsburg. 

C a l i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  Cour t  and Mun ic ipa l  
Cour t - -To ta l  Cr imina l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
DWI/DUI cases. 

Colorado--County Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
com p 1 a i n t 

accusat ion  4 

i o a t a  a r e  incomple te :  
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Connect icu t - -Super io r  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Del aware--Court o f  Common P leas- -Tota l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n i e s .  

- - J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t - -To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  most 
DWI/DUI cases. 

F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  d i s p o s i t i o n  
da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  reopened cases. 

Georg ia - -Super io r  Cour t - -Cr imina l  d a t a  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  DWI /DUI  cases. 

- -S ta te  Cour t - -Cr imina l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  and some DWI/DUI cases. 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  reopened p r i o r  cases. 

- - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  some misdemeanor cases 
i n c l u d e d  w i t h  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 

Indiana--County Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 

- - M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  o f  Mar ion  County--Total  

--City C o u r t  and Town Court--There were 

n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

n o t  i n c l u d e  misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  
cases. 

c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 

1,068 f i l i n g s  and 637 d i s p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  
were n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  by case c a t e g o r i e s .  

K e n t u c k y - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

L o u i s i a n a - - C i t y  C o u r t  and Paush Cour t - -To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI 
cases. 

Maine--Super ior  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases and some 
c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

Massachuset ts - -Tr ia l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  
Commonweal t h - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  a l l  DWI/DUI f i l i n g s .  

Mich igan- -C i rcu i  t Court--No da ta  were 
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  H i l l s d a l e ,  Osceola, Kalkaska, 
and D e l t a  c o u n t i e s .  

M i n n e s o t a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals.  

Nebraska--County Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

New York--Supreme Cour t  and County 
Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
c r i m i n a l  appeals f i l e d  i n  t h e  County 
Court .  

Oregon--Circui  t Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

- - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

Pennsylvania--Court  o f  Common P1 eas- -Tota l  
c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  
appeal s. 

South Carol  i n a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals.  

- -Municipal  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s .  

Tennessee- -C i rcu i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Texas--County Level  Cour ts - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
d i s p o s i t i o n  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c  
appeals. 

U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  m isce l laneous c r i m i n a l  
cases. 

V i  r g i n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n i e s  and cases 
f i l e d  i n  J u v e n i l e  and Domestic R e l a t i o n s  
Cour t  i n v o l v i n g  a d u l t  o f f e n s e s  a g a i n s t  
j u v e n i l e s .  

W a s h i n g t o n - - D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  any da ta  d u r i n g  1984, and one 
o t h e r  d i d  n o t  submi t  a l l  r e p o r t s .  To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n i e s .  

r e p o r t  da ta  f o r  1984. 
--Municipal  Court--Two c o u r t s  d i d  n o t  

West V i r g i n i a - - M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t - -To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  
f e l o n y  cases. 

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
A l a b a m a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  

A l a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  L o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings .  

i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  and 
misdemeanor t r a f f i c  cases. 

Arkansas--Municipal  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

- - C i t y  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  C o u r t  and M u n i c i p a l  
Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  
p r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g s  bound over ,  o t h e r  
t r a n s f e r s ,  and some ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Col orado--Di s t r i c t  Cour t  --To t a l  c rimi na 1 data  
i n c l u d e  e x t r a d i t i o n s ,  r e v o c a t i o n s ,  p a r o l e ,  
and r e l e a s e  from commitment hear ings .  

da ta  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy 
proceedings. 

i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Connect i  cu t - -Super i  o r  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  

Delaware--Super ior  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  

--Alderman's Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  data 

Georg ia - -Super io r  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Guam--Superior C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  
i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c  and ord inance v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

I n d i an a - -County C o u r t - -Tot  a 1 c r i m i n a 1 d a t a 

- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Mar ion  County--Total  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy and 
sentence rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

- - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  and 
sentence rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

Maine--Super ior  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  

K e n t u c k y - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  

i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s ,  
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy and sentence rev iew 
o n l y  proceedings. 

Massachuset ts - -Tr ia l  Cour t  o f  t h e  
Commonweal t h - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  f rom t h e  D i s t r i c t  
C o u r t  Department. 

i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  
Minnesota--County Cour ts - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
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M i s s o u r i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  data 
i n c l u d e  those ord inance v i o l a t i o n  cases 
t h a t  r e q u e s t  j u r y  t r i a l s .  

N e b r a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  c i v i l  appeals and 
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

--County C o u r t - - T o t a l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

New Jersey- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
data i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i  o l  a t i o n s .  

Nor th  Dakota--Total  c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  
sentence rev iew o n l y  and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings. 

c r i m i n a l  d a t a  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Ohio--Municipal  Cour t  and County Cour t - -To ta l  

Ok lahoma--D is t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  

O r e g o n - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  

P e n n s y l v a n i a - - D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t - -To ta l  
c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

Rhode I s1  a n d - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  i n c l u d e  p r e l f m f n a r y  hear ings, movlng 
t r a f f i c  cases and ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

U t a h - - U i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  
i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy and 
sentence rev iew o n l y  proceedings. 

- - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  data 
i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy 
proceedings. 

V e r m o n t - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  d a t a  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

V i  r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  and D i s t r i c t  
Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  da ta  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

West V i r g i n i a - - C i  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
da ta  i n c l u d e  p o s t c o n v i c t i n  remedy 
proceedings and e x t r a o r d i n a r y  w r i t s .  
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TABLE 12: Reported total state trial court trafficlother violation caseload, 1984. 

Sta te  and c o u r t  name 

ALABAMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

Disposed F i  1 ea 
as a (disposed) 

J u r i s -  percent  per 100.000 
d i c t i o n  Park ing F i l e d  Uisposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

L N PA 21 4,3861’ 210,8311’ 98%i 5,3731’ 
L N/A 

ALASKA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. L CP 

ARIZONA: 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  ...... 
City Mag is t ra te  Cour t  ........... L N/A 

L N /A 

ARKANSAS: 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 
City Cour t  ...................... 

CALIFORNIA: STATE TOTAL .......... 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

L NH 
L NH 

15,868,09513 14,243,549 i J  90%iJ 61,9321:J 
L P 660,1931 J 575,197:; 87x14 2,5771J 
L P 15,207,902’3 13,668,354’5 90%1 J 59,35513 

COLORADO: 
County Cour t  .................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L NH 168,6725 162,727j 96xJ 5,3U73 

L NH 
~~~ ___ ~~ 

CONNECT1 CUT : 
Super ior  Cour t  .................. G CP 

DELAWARE : 
Fami ly  Court .................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Wilmington ... 
Alderman’s Cour t  ................ 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  ...... 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: STATE TOTAL. 
Super io r  Cour t  .................. 

FLORIDA: STATE TOTAL ............. 
County Cour t  .................... 

L NH 493 508 103% 80 
L P 
L P 22,0091 21,354i 97%: 3,590i 
L NH 121 ,7613 121,1215 99x5 19.8633 

20,7273 19,8583 9 6 g  3,327J 
G NH 20,7273 19,8583 96%3 3,3275 

2.938.0993 2,759,9634 94%J 26,768J 
L NH 2,938,0995 2,759,9635 94x3 26,7685 

GEORGIA: 
Super ior  Cour t  .................. 
S t a t e  Cour t  ..................... 
Probate Cour t  ................... 
Juven i le  Cour t  .................. 
County Recorder ’s  Cour t  ......... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  and t h e  City 

Cour t  o f  A t l a n t a  .............. 

M a g i s t r a t e ’ s  Cour t  .............. 

G NH 
L NH 245,3433 226,901 3 9zx j  4,2033 
L NH 173,31 z i j  171,4185 2,9691J 
L NH 1,12b 1.098 98% 19 
L NH 
L N/A 

L N/A 

GUAM: STATE TOTAL ................ 
Super ior  Cour t  .................. 

HAWAI I :  STATE TOTAL .............. 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 

24,8971 24,2681 97%: 23,711 I 
G N /A 24,8971 24,2681 97%’ 23,711’ 

871,596fJ 832,76013’ 96x13’ 83,8881 j 
G NH 116: 1411 122%? 1 1 1. 
L P 871,4803 832,6195 96%J 83.8773 
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TABLE 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

U i  sDosed F i  1 ed 

Sta te  and c o u r t  name 

IDAHO: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 

~~~ ~~ 

ILLINOIS: 
C i r c u i t  Court  ................... 

INDIANA: 
Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  

Cour t  ......................... 
County Court  .................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Marion 

County ........................ 
City Cour t  and Town Court  ....... 

a i  a (disposed) 
J u r i s -  percent  per  ioo,ooo 
d i c t i o n  Parking F i l e d  Uisposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

G CP 

G P 

G N/A 88,396. 85,848. 97% 1,608 
L P 201,977’ 193.436’ 96Xi 3.674i 

L P 
L P 118,750i 11 2,l ooi  94x1 2,160i 

IOWA: STATE TOTAL ................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. G P 

650,3355: 
650,3353 

(22,348 )J 
(22,348)J 

KANSAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

KENTUCKY: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 

~~ 

G NH 245,382j 242,706i 99%i 1O,06!ii 
L N/A 

L CP 

LOU I S I ANA : 
City Cour t  and Par ish  Court  ..... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court  ...... 
Mayor’s Cour t  ................... 

MAINE: 
Super io r  Court  .................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ............ 
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 

G NH 
L P 136,6935 11,8253 

693,57014 693.570iJ lOO%!J 1 5,948f j  
L NH 693.570’3 693,57015 1OOX’J 15,9481.1 

MASSACHUSETTS: STATE TOTAL ....... 
T r i a l  Court  o f  t h e  Commonwealth . 

1,100,7491:J 
G NPA 1,100,7491J 

M I  CH I G A N  : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 
Probate Cour t  ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL ........... 
County Courts ................... 

L N/A 1,766.344iJ 1,762,964iJ l o o x i j  19,464ij 
L NH 
L NH 

1,529,9261 1 ,699,078i l l l % j  36, 75g1 
L P 1 ,529,926’ 1 ,699,07ai lll%i 36 , 7591 

MISSOURI:  
C i r c u i t  Court  ................... 

MONTAN A : 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  ...... 
City Court  ...................... 

G P 

L P 
L P 
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TABLE 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

Disposed F i l e d  
as a (disposed) 

d i c t i o n  Park ing F i  1 ed Disposed 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 -  percent  per 100,000 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ............ 320,855:j 19,979:J 
County Cour t  .................... L CP 185,128’ 177,8991 96%i 11,527’ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L NPA 135,7273 8,4513 

NEVADA: 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................... L P 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L P 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: STATE TOTAL ....... 206,286 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. L CP 199,850 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L CP 6,436 

21 ,114 
20,455 

659 

NEW JERSEY: STATE TOTAL .......... 4,732,1941: 3,807,2431 80%: 62,9701 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L P 4,732,1941 3,807,2431 80%’ 62,9701 

NEW MEXICO:  
Mag is t ra te  Cour t  ................ L NH 36,671 2,575 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L N/A 
Bernal ill o County Metropol i tan 

Cour t  ......................... L P 200,847i 169,602i 84%i 14,104j 

NEW YORK : 
Cr iminal  Cour t  o f  t h e  City o f  

New York ...................... L P 
D i s t r i c t  Court and Ci ty Court ... L P 
Town and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  Cour t  .. L N/A 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. L CP 

73 
NORTH DAKOTA: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. G N/A 502 

Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L NH 
County Cour t  .................... L NPA 60,899 60,899 100% 8,877 

OHIO: ................. 1,264,175I 9YXi 11.8481 Munic ipa l  Cour t  L P 1,273,9121: 
County Cour t  L NH 1 66,364’ 164,730’ .................... 99%’ 1,547’ 
Mayor’s Cour t  ................... L N/A 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. G NH 200,891 196,107i 98%i 6,091i 
Munic ipa l  Cr imina l  Cour t  o f  

Record ........................ L N/A  
Munic ipa l  Cour t  Not o f  Record ... L N/A 

OREGON: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. L NH 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................... L NPA 85,568 81.81 1 9 6% 3,200 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. L CP 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
1.291.1 63 i  90%i 12,110i D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  .......... L P 1,441.1 571 

P h i l a d e l p h i a  Munic ipa l  Cour t  .... L NH 
P h i l a d e l p h i a  T r a f f i c  Court ...... L N/A 910,610 375,304 41 % 7,652 
P i t t s b u r g h  City Mag is t ra te  

Cour t  ......................... L N /A 367,242i 3,08tii 
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TABLE 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 

PUERTO R I C O :  
D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 
Munic ipa l  Court  ................. 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Family Court  .................... 
Mag is t ra te  Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

SOUTH DAKOTA: STATE TOTAL ........ 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................... 

Disposed F i l e d  
as a (disposed) 

J u r i s -  percent  pe r  100,000 
d i c t i o n  Parking F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  

L NH 
L P 

L N/A 
L NH 

L NH 
L N /A 
L P 271,711 8,234 

1 31 , 9964 127,8825 97%J 18,6964 
G CP 131,9963 127,8825 97%J 18,6963 

TENNESSEE: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  and Cr imina l  

Cour t  ......................... 
General Sessions Court  .......... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

TEXAS: 
County-Level Courts ............ 
Municipal  Court  ................. 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court  ...... 

UTAH: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................... 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court  ...... 
Juven i l e  Court  .................. 

L NH 77,673 71 ,803i 48b 
L P 
L P 

L P 592,351 j 568,6735 96x5 35,8575 
L P 
L NH 8,797 533 

VERMONT: STATE TOTAL ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................... 102,842! 1O2,37gi l O O X i  1 9,404i 

G NH 102,842’ 1O2,37gi lOOXi  19,404i 

V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court  ................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 

WASHINGTON: STATE TOTAL .......... 
O i  s t r i c t  Cour t  .................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
Magi s t r a t e  Cour t  ................ 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. 

G NH 
L P 

1 .496,145i 34,402i 
L NH 482,9631 11,105i 
L N/A 1 .013,182i 23,297i 

L NH 102,926 1 10,331 107% 5,273 
L N /A 

WISCONSIN:  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................. G CP 1 32,6863 i32.79iJ l o o x j  2,7865 

L P 

W Y OM1 NG : 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Court  ...... 
County Court  .................... 
Munic ipa l  Court  ................. 

L P 
L P 74,956 
L P 

14.b68 
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TABLE 12: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  caseload, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Note: M i s s i s s i p p i  i s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  
because i t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  any 
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n  1984, 
and d i d  n o t  respond t o  ques t io r is  i n  the  
T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t  
i n f o r m a t i o n  on t r a  
i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  u n a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  o t h e r  
s t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  i n f o r m a t i o n  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  
t a b l e ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  whether complete da ta  
a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  
90% complete a r e  en tered  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  
Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% c,omplete, 
o r  t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  
i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  The " f i l e d  p e r  100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n "  STATE TOTAL f i g u r e  may n o t  
equal  t h e  sum o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  
c o u r t s  due t o  round ing .  

uncontes ted  p a r k i n g  cases. 
P = Reported da ta  i n c l u d e  c o n t e s t e d  and 

CP = Reported d a t a  i n c l u d e  contested, b u t  n o t  

NH = Cour t  does n o t  hand le  p a r k i n g  cases. 
NPA = The c o u r t  handles p a r k i n g  cases b u t  t h e  

d a t a  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e .  
N/A = The da ta  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e .  

{Data  a r e  incomple te :  

uncontes ted  p a r k i n g  cases. 

Cal i f o r n a - - J u s t i c e  C o u r t  and M u n i c i p a l  
Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Connect i  cut--A1 derman ' s Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Georgia--Probate Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  t o t a l  f i l i n g  data.  

Guam--Superior Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  data do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Hawaii  - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  reopened 
p r i o r  cases. 

I n d i  ana--County Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i  d o t h e r  

--City Cour t  and Town Court--There were 

v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

1,068 f i l i n g s  and 637 d i s p o s i t i o n s  f o r  
t h i s  c o u r t  wh ich  c o u l d  n o t  be i d e n t i f i e d  
by s p e c i f i c  case ca tegory .  

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  
t r a f f i c  cases. 

Mary 1 and - -0 i s t r i c t Cou r t - -Tot a 1 t r a  f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

Massachuset ts - -Tr ia l  C o u r t  of t h e  
Commonweal t h - - 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  
d a t a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  
and a l l  moving t r a f f i c  cases. 

M i  c h i  gan--Di s t r i c t  Court--Di  s t r i c t  c o u r t s  i n  
t h e  c i t i e s  o f  Dearborn, L i n c o l n  Park, 
Romulus, and East  Lansing d i d  n o t  r e p o r t .  

Minnesota--County Cour ts - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

Nebraska--County Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

New Jersey- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

New Mexico--Bernal ill o County Metropol  i t a n  
Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  da ta  
do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Oh 1 o- -Mun i c i pal  Cou rt and County Court  - - lo  t d  1 
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do r io t  i n c l u d e  
ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

Ok lahoma--D is t r i c t  C o u r t - - T o t a l  t r a f f i c / o t t i e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l  a t i o n s  . 

P e n n s y l v a n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and P i t t s b u r g h  
City M a g i s t r a t e s  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a  f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

V e r m o n t - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

W a s h i n g t o n - - D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  any 1984 da ta  and one c o u r t  d i d  
n o t  submit  a l l  t h e  r e p o r t s .  

r e p o r t  1 984 data.  
- -Mun ic ipa l  Court--Two c o u r t s  d i d  n o t  

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  c a t e g o r y :  
Cal i f o r t i i a - - J u s t i c e  C o u r t  and Mun ic ipa l  

Col orado--Di  s t r i  c t Cour t  --To t a  1 t r a  f f i c / o  t h e r  

C o n n e c t i c u t - - J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 

Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t i  on data 
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n c l u d e  DWI /DUI  cases. 

Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  data 
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Super ior  C o u r t - - 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  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
DWI/DUI cases. 

F lo r ida- -County  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Georg ia - -S ta te  C o u r t  and Probate Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
DWI /DUI  cases. 

Hawai i  - - D i  s t r i  c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n c l u d e  some misdemeanor 
cases. 

I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  data: i n c l u d e  some misdemeanor 
cases. 

L o u i s i a n a - - C i t y  Cour t  and P a r i s h  Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l  ude 
DWI/DUI cases. 

M a i n e - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To td l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n l c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Mary 1 and - -0 Is t r i c t Lou rt - - To t a 1 t r a f t i c/o  t he r 
v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Massachuset ts - -Tr ia l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  
Commonweal t h - - T r a f f i  c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t i o n  da ta  
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

M i c h i g a n - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l u d e  O W I / O U I  cases. 

Nebraska--Municipal  Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l  a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l  ude 
misdemeanor and DWI /DUI  cases. 

South Dakota--Ci r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
misdemeanor and c r i m i n a l  appeal cases. 

Texas--County- level  Cour ts - -To ta l  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d i s p o s i t i o n  d a t a  
i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c  appeal S. 

Utah--Ci r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  da ta  i n c l u d e  misce l laneous 
c r i m i n a l  cases. 

W i s c o n s i n - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  d a t a  i n c l u d e  some DWI /DUI  cases. 
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TABLE 13: Reported total state trial court juvenile caseload, 1984. 

Disposed F i l e d  
as a (disposed) 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  name percent  per  100,000 

J u v e n i l e  cases are counted a t  the  f i l i n g  of  the  p e t i t i o n  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  cour ts :  

................ ALABAMA: STATE TOTAL 46.943 46,200 98% 4,229 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 18,157 18,977 105% 1,636 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 28,786 27,223 95% 2,543 

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

................. ALASKA: STATE TOTAL 2,058 1.333 65% 1,270 
Super ior  Cour t  G 1,984 1,258 63% 1,225 
D i s t r i c t  Court L 74 75 101% 46 

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

ARIZONA: 
Super ior  Cour t  ..................... G 10,855 7,840 72% 1,267 

CALIFORNIA: 
Super ior  Cour t  ..................... G 73,691 60,550 82% 1,106 

COLORADO: STATE TOTAL ............... 11,845 11,923 101% 1,384 

and Denver Probate Court ......... G 11,845 11,923 101% 1,384 

D i s t r i c t  Court,  Denver Super ior  
Court,  Denver J u v e n i l e  Court, 

DELAWARE : 
Fami ly  Court ....................... L 

FLORIDA: 
C i r c u i t  Court ...................... G 76,200 3,035 

IDAHO: 
O i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 5,667 5,757 102% 1,760 

ILLINOIS: 
C i r c u i t  Court ...................... G 28,099 27,308 97% 909 

INDIANA: STATE TOTAL ................ 30,3475 27,9855 92%J Z,008? 
Super ior  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t  ... G 28,6143 26.4983 93%J 1,8943 
Probate Cour t  ...................... L 1,733 1,487 86% 115 

IOWA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ..................... G 6,061 773 

KANSAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 9,876 8,195 83% 1,515 

KENTUCKY: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... L 37,7873 33,8353 9O%j 3,664 
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TABLE 13: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload, 1984. (con t inued)  

Disposed F i l e d  
as a (d isposed)  

J u r i s d i c t i o n  F i  1 ed U i  sposed o f  f i l e d  popu la t ion  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  name percent  per  100,000 

LOUISIANA: STATE TOTAL .............. 52.83d 3,899j 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 13,363 986 
Fami ly  Cour t  and J u v e n i l e  Cour t  .... L 28,421.1 2,097J 
City Cour t  and Par ish  Cour t  ........ L 11,051 8,540 77% 81 6 

MAINE: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... L 3,065 2,920 95% 1,002 

MARYLAND: STATE TOTAL ............... 30,595 27,080 89% 2,820 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...................... ti 26,470 23,362 88% 2,440 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... L 4,125 3,718 90% 380 

MICHIGAN : 
Probate Cour t  ...................... L 

MINNESOTA: STATE TOTAL .............. 28,938 41,385 143% 2,575 
County Cour ts  and D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ... G/L 28,938 41,385 143% 2,575 

MISSOURI:  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...................... G 19,720j 19,301j 98z j  1,501J 

MONTANA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 1,139 838 74% 483 

NEBRASKA: STATE TOTAL ............... 5 , 249 1,185 
County Cour t  ....................... L 3.031 2,218 9 7% 684 
Separate J u v e n i l e  Cour t  ............ L 2,218 501 

NEVADA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... L 6,750 2,679 

NEV MEXICO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 6,372 6,658 104% 1,461 

NEW YORK : 
Family Cour t  ....................... L 38,069 36,330 95% 86 7 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... L 18.682 21,077 113% 1,167 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 1,327 1,327 100% 670 

OREGON: STATE TOTAL ................. 13,5021 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...................... G 13,4781 
County Cour t  ....................... L 24 

1 ,9041 
1,901 i 
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TABLE 13: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload, 1984. (cont inued) 

01 sposed t i l e d  

percent  per  100.000 
t' as a (disposed) 

S ta te  and c o u r t  name 
J u r i s d i c t i o n  F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  popul a t i  on 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Family Court  ....................... 
Mag is t ra te  Cour t  ................... 

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

TEXAS: 
D i  s t r i c t  Court  ..................... 
County-Level Cour t  ................. 

~~ ~~~ 

UTAH: 
Juven i l e  Cour t  ..................... 

VERMONT: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ..................... 

V I R G I N I A :  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... 

WASHINGTON: 
Super io r  Cour t  ..................... 

L i o , 4 8 ~ J  10.0033 95x3 i , i 3 i J  
L 

G 1,891 91 8 

G 
L 

L 34,132 5,461 

G 1,625 1,495 92% 1,161 

L 128,7623' 115,2353 89%3 9,0173 

G 20,931 18,218 87% 1,806 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Court  ...................... G 7 , 301 6,533 8 9% 1,375 

WISCONSIN: 
C i r c u i t  Court  ...................... G 30,235 29,833 9 9% 2,366 

~ ~ ~~ 

WYOMING: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 

Juven i l e  cases a re  counted a t  i n t a k e  o r  r e f e r r a l  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  cour ts :  

ARKANSAS : 
County Court  ....................... L 6,803 6,292 92% 1,043 

CONNECTICUT: 
Super io r  Cour t  ..................... G 11,857 11,882 100% 1,587 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Super io r  Court  ..................... G 11,484 11,424 9 9% 8,507 

GEORGIA:  STATE TOTAL ................ 32,985 31,725 96% 2,021 
Super io r  Cour t  and Juven i l e  Court  .. G 32.985 31 ,725 96% 2,021 

H A W A I I :  
C i r c u i t  Court  ...................... G 10,475 10.801 103% 3,650 
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TABLE 13: Reported t o t a l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t  j u v e n i l e  caseload, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Disposed ____ F i r e d - - -  
as a (d isposed 1 

J u r i s d i c t i o n  F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  name p e r c e n t  p e r  100,000 

MASSACHUSETTS : 
T r i a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  Comnonweal t h  .... G 32,405 2,374 

NEW JERSEY: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ..................... L ioz.849J 105,684J i 0 3 x J  5,547J 

OHIO: 
Cour t  o f  Common Pleas .............. G 99,524 99,024 99% 3,457 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Cour t  o f  Common P leas  .............. G 52,196 51,606 99% 1,794 

PUERTO RICO:  
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ..................... G 4,714 4,914 104% 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Fami ly  Cour t  ....................... L 5,891 2,607 

TENNESSEE: 
General Sessions C o u r t  ............. L 
J u v e n i l e  C o u r t  ..................... L 

J u v e n i l e  cases a r e  counted a t  d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  process, 
o r  t h e  p o i n t  i s  unknown i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c o u r t s :  

GUAM: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ..................... G 

MISSISSIPPI : 
Chancery Cour t  ..................... G 
County C o u r t  ....................... L 
Fami ly  C o u r t  ....................... L 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... G 

Note: A l l  s t a t e  c o u 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 r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  
whether da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  A l l  d a t a  t h a t  
a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% complete a r e  e n t e r e d  i n  
t h i s  t a b l e .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  t h e  d a t a  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  
t h a n  90% complete,  o r  t h a t  t h e  
$ a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t t .  The 

f i l e d  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n  STATE TOTAL 
f i g u r e  may n o t  equal  t h e  sum o f  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  c o u r t s  due t o  round ing .  

1 Data a r e  incomple te :  
Oregon C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - J u v e n i l e  d a t a  does 

n o t  i n c l u d e  p e t i t i o n s  f i l e d  i n  Mar ion  
County. 

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  c a t e g o r y :  

i n c l u d e  m i s c e l l a n e o u s  domest ic r e l a t l o n s  
cases and e s t a t e  cases i n v o l v i n g  
j u v e n i  1 es. 

I n d i a n a  S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -To ta l  j u v e n i l e  
case l  oad i n c l u d e s  p a t e r n l  t y / b a s t a r d y  
cases. 

Guam S u p e r i o r  C o u r t - - T o t a l  j u v e n i l e  da ta  
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Kentucky S u p e r i o r  C o u r t - - T o t a l  j u v e n i  1 e 
case l  oad i n c l u d e s  p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  
cases. 

L o u i s i a n a  Fami ly  C o u r t  and J u v e n i l e  
Cour t - -To ta l  j u v e n i l e  d a t a  i n c l u d e  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s  and mental  h e a l t h  
cases. 

M i s s o u r i  C i r c u i t  ,Court--Total  j u v e n i l e  
f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  a d o p t i o n  and t e r m i n a t i o n  
o f  p a r e n t a l  r i g h t s  cases. 

New Jersey  S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -To ta l  j u v e n i l e  
f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  adopt ions ,  some 
misce l laneous domest ic r e l a t i o n s  cases 
( t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  p a r e n t a l  r i g h t s )  and 
p a t e r n i t y  cases w i t h o u t  monetary awards. 

South C a r o l i n a  Fami ly  Cour t - -To ta l  j u v e n i l e  
da ta  i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
cases. 

V i r g i n i a  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - T o t a l  j u v e n i l e  
case load i n c l u d e s  j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  and 
suppor t /cus tody  cases. 
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FIGURE D: Dollar amount jurisdiction for original tort, contract, real property 
rights, and small claims filings in state trial courts, 1984. 

F i g u r e  0 l i s t s  a l l  o f  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  
handle t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  and 
smal l  c la ims cases, and t h e  d o l l a r  amount 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t  i n  t h e  v a r i o u s  case 
types. Only when t h e  c o u r t s  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  
way does t h e  w ide  v a r i a t i o n  i n  d o l l a r  amounts i n  
c i v i l  cases become apparent .  The c o m p a r a b i l i t y  
o f  caseloads among i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t s  requ i res ,  o f  
course, t h a t  c o u r t s  be ing  compared handle cases 
w i t h  s i m i l a r  d o l l a r  ranges. 

Most s t a t e s  have one c o u r t  i n  wh ich  t h e r e  i s  
no maximum d o l l a r  amount t h a t  can be sought, one 
o r  more c o u r t s  i n  wh ich  t h e  d o l l a r  amount i s  
l i m i t e d ,  and one o r  more c o u r t s  t h a t  hear  smal 
c la ims cases. Comparisons among s t a t e s  can on 
be v a l i d  when they a r e  based on aggregate 
caseload o f  a l l  t h e  c o u r t s  i n  each s t a t e  hand1 
these k i n d s  o f  cases. This  f i g u r e  has been 

Y 

ng 

cons t ruc ted  t o  i n d i c a t e  which c o u r t s  must be 
inc luded i n  each s t a t e  i f  v a l i d  comparisons a r e  
t o  be made. 

u n i f o r m i t y  i n  what s t a t e s  a r e  c a l l i n g  small  
c la ims cases. Four s t a t e s  and Puer to Rico have 
no small  c la ims procedure. Some s t a t e s  p e r m i t  
j u r y  t r i a l s  i n  small  c la ims cases; some do n o t  
p e r m i t  lawyers; in fo rmal  summary procedures 
predominate b u t  a r e  n o t  u n i v e r s a l .  

I n  Table 14, t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s ,  small  c la ims.  and u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l  
caseloads a r e  d isp layed w i t h o u t  regard  t o  t h e  
d o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t h e  c o u r t s  
invo lved.  
c o u r t s  should take i n t o  account t h e  d o l l a r  amount 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t h e  s p e c i f i c  c o u r t s .  

Th is  f i g u r e  a l s o  r e v e a l s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  

Any a t tempt  t o  make comparisons among 
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FIGURE D: Dollar amount jurisdiction for original tort, contract, real roperty 
rights, and small claims filings in state trial courts, 198 d: 

Unl i m i  t e d  dol  1 a r  L im i ted  dol 1 a r  
General / amount amount Small c la ims 
1 i m i  t ed  TORTS, CONTRACTS, TORTS, CONTRACTS Maximum Summary Lawyers 
j u r i s -  REAL PROPERTY REAL PROPERTY d o l l a r  Jury proce- per -  

Name o f  c o u r t  d i c t i o n  Mfnimum/maximum Minimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Court  G $1,00O/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court  L -- $1,000/ $5,000 $1,000 No Yes Opt ional  

ALASKA: 
Super ior  Court  G 0 /No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court L -- 0 /$10,000 $2,000 No Yes No 

$1 5,000 
auto t o r t  

ARIZONA: 
Super ior  Court  G $500/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
Jus t i ces  o f  t he  Peace 

Court  L -- 0 / $2,500 $500 No Yes No 

ARKANSAS : 
C i r c u i t  Court  G $1 OO/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
Cour t  o f  Common Pleas L -- 5500/ $1,000 -- -- -- -- 

(con t rac t  on l y  

( con t rac t  and 

(con t rac t  and 

Municipal  Court  L -- 0 / $300 $300 No Yes No 

r e a l  p roper ty  1 
C i  t y  Court, Pol i c e  Court  L -- 0 / $300 

rea l  p roper ty  1 

-- -- -- -- 

CALIFORNIA: 
G $1 5,00O/No maximum -- -- - -  - -  -- Super ior Court  

Jus t i ce  Court L -- 0 /$15,000 $1,500 No Yes No 
Municipal  Court  L -- 0 /$lS,OOO $1,500 No Yes No 

COLORADO: 
G 0 /No maximum _- -- -- -- -- D i s t r i c t  Court  

Water Court G 0 /No maximum 
(on ly  r e a l  p roper t y )  

County Court  L -- 0 / $5,000 $1,000 No Yes No 

-- -- -- -- -- 

CONNECTICUT: 
Super ior  Court  G 0 /No maximum -- $1,000 No Yes Yes 

-- -- -- -- -- DELAWARE: 
0 /No maximum Court o f  Chancery G 

Super ior  Court  G 0 /No maximum 
Court o f  Common Pleas L 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace 

-- -- -_ -- -- 
-- 0 /$15,000 -- -- -- -- 

Court  L -- -- $2,500 No Yes Yes 

be fore  Nov. 1. 1984: 

(*except f o r  t o r t s ,  where 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  below $750 i s  
concurrent w i t h  smal 1 c l  aims) 
A f t e r  Nov. 1. 1984: 

Super ior  Court  G $750*/No maximum -- $750 Yes Yes Yes 
D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 

J2,000/No ma x i  mum $2,000 Yes Yes Yes 

FLORIDA: 
C i r c u i t  Court 
County Court  

-- -- -- -- -- G $5,00O/No maximum 
L -- $1,500/$5.000 $1,500 Yes Yes Yes 
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FIGURE 0: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r l g h t s ,  and small c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1984. (cont inued) 

Unl i m i  t ed  d o l l a r  Lt  m i ted  d o l l a r  

Name o f  c o u r t  

GEORGIA: 
Super ior  Court  
S ta te  Court  

C i v i l  Court  

Mag is t ra te  Court  
Municipal  Court  

General 1 
1 i m i  t ed  
j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n  

G 
L 

L 

L 
L 

amount amount 
TORTS, CONTRACTS, TORTS, CONTRACTS 
REAL PROPERTY REAL PROPERTY 
Minimum/maximum M i  nimum/maxi mum 

0 /No maximum -- 
0 /Varies 

(No r e a l  p roper t y )  -- 
-_ 0 /$3,000- 

25,000 -- -- 
-_ 0 /$1,500- 

7,500 

Small c la ims 
Raximum Summary Lawyers 
d o l l a r  Jury proce- per -  
amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

Varies No Yes Yes 

Varies No Yes Yes 
52,500 Yes Yes Yes 

7.500 Yes Yes Yes 
$1 ,500- 

HAWAI I :  
C i r c u i t  Court G 55,OOWNo maxi mum -- -- -- -_ -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court L 0 /$lO,OOO $2,500 No Yes No -- 

I DAH0 : 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 0 /No maximum -- -- -- -_  

Magis t ra tes  D i v t s i o n  G -- 0 /$10,000 $2,000 No Yes No 

ILL I NO IS : 
C i r c u i t  Court G 0 /No maximum -- $2,500 Yes Yes Yes 

I NO IANA: 
Super ior  Court and 

C i r c u i t  Court G 0 /No maximum -- $3,000 No Yes Yes 
County Court L 0 / $5,000 $3,000 No Yes Yes 
Municipal  Court  o f  

Marion County L -- 0 /$15,000 ( J u l y  1, 1984) 
Small Claims Court  o f  

Marion County L -- $3,000 No Yes Yes 

-- 

-- 
City Court  and Town Court  L -- 0 /$500- -- -- -- -- 

2,500 
(No r e a l  p roper t y )  

IOWA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  G 0 /No maximum -- $2,000 No Yes Yes 

KANSAS: 
D i s t r i c t  Court G 0 /No maximum -_  $500 No Yes No 

KEN TUCK Y : 
C i r c u i t  Court G Q2,500/No maximum -- -- -- -- _ _  
D i s t r t c t  Court  L -- 0 /32,50D $1,000 No Yes Yes 

LOUISIANA: -- -- -- -- -- D i s t r i c t  Court G 0 /No maximum 
City Court, Par ish  Court L -- 0 /$5,000 $1,500 No Yes Yes 
Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace Court  L -- -- $1,200 No Yes Yes 

MAINE: -- -- ..- -- -- Superior Court  G 0 /No maximum 
D i s t r i c t  Court  L -- 0 /$30,000 $1,400 No Yes Yes 

MARYLAND: 
G $2,50O/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- C i r c u i t  Court 

D i s t r i c t  Court  L -- 0 /$10.000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 
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FIGURE D: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  and small c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1984. (cont inued) 

Un l im i ted  d o l l a r  L i  m i ted  d o l l a r  

Name o f  c o u r t  

General / amount amount Small c la ims 
1 i m i  t e d  TORTS, CONTRACTS, TORTS, CONTRACTS Raximum Sumnary Lawyers 
j u r i s -  REAL PROPERTY REAL PROPERTY d o l l a r  Jury proce- per -  
d i c t i o n  Minfmum/maximum M i  nimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i  t t e d  

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r i a l  Court  o f  t he  

Comnonweal t h :  G 
Super ior  Court  Dept. $7,50O/No maximum -- -_  -- -- -- 
Housing Court  Dept. -- 0 / $7,500 $1,200 No Yes Yes 

(on l y  r e a l  
p roper ty  

0 / $7,500 $1,200 No Yes Yes 

0 / $7,500 $1,200 No Yes Yes 

D i s t r f c t  Court  Dept. -- 
Dept. -- Boston Municipal  Court  

MICHIGAN : 
C i r c u i t  Court G S10,000/No maximum -_  -- -- -- -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court  L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $600 No Yes No 
Municipal  Court  L -- 0 / $1.500 $1,500 No Yes No 

MINNESOTA: 
D i  s t r f c t Court G 0 /No maximum _ -  -- -- -- -- 
County Court  L $1,000/$15,000 $1.250 No Yes Yes 
County Municipal  Court  L -- $1.000/$15,000 $1,250 No Yes Yes 
C o n c f l i a t f o n  Court  L -- $1,250 No Yes Yes 

-_ 
-- 

(except 
1 and t i t l e s  1 

MISSISSIPPI: (No data ava i l ab le )  

MISSOURI :  
0 /No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 

Associates D i v i s  1 on -- 0 / S5.000 $1,000 No Yes No 
C i r c u i t  Court  G 

MONTANA: 
G $50/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 

and Municipal  Court  L -- 0 / $3,500 $1,500 No Yes No 

D i s t r i c t  Court  
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Court  

NEBRASKA: 
0 /No maximum -- -- - -  -- -- D i s t r i c t  Court  G 

County Court  L -- 0 /$lO,OOD $1,000 No Yes No 
$5,000 f o r  

( r e a l  p roper ty  1 
Municipal  Court  L -- 0 /$lO,OOD $1,000 No Yes No 

S1,000/No maximum -- -- -- -- - -  NEVADA: 
D i  s t r i c t  Court  G 
J u s t i c e  Court  L 
Municipal  Court  L 

-_ 0 / $1,250 $1,000 No Yes Yes _ _  0 / $1.250 $1,000 No Yes Yes 

$500/No maximum _- -- -- -- -_  
D i s t r i c t  Court  L -_ 0 /$lO,OOO $1,500 No Yes Yes 
Municipal  Court  L -_ -- $1 ,500 No Yes Yes 

NEW HMPSH I R E  : 
Superior Court  G 

(on l y  landlord-tenant,  
small c la ims 1 

NEW JERSEY: 
Super io r  Court  (Law D i v i -  

s ion  and Chancery 
D i v i s i o n  1 G 0 /No maximum 
(Law D iv i s ion ,  
Special  C i v i l  P a r t )  L 0 / $5,000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 

-- -- -- -- -- 
-- 

99 



FIGURE 0: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t i o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  and smal l  c la ims 
f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. (cont inued)  

Unl i m i  t ed  do l  l a r  L i m i t e d  dol  1 a r  
General / amount amount Small c la ims 
1 i m i  t e d  TORTS. CONTRACTS, TORTS. CONTRACTS Maxi mum Sumnarv Lawvers 

Name o f  c o u r t  

- - -  ~ 

j u r i s -  REAL-PROPERTY . REAL-PROPERTY d o l l a r  Jury  proce- per -  
d i c t i o n  Minimum/maximum Minimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i  t t e d  

NEW M E X I C O :  
D i s t r i c t  Court  G 0 /No maximum _ _  _- -- -- _ -  
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L -- 0 1 $2,000 -_  -- -- -_  
B e r n a l i l  l o  County 

Metropol  i t a n  Cour t  L -- 0 / S5,OOO -- -- -- -- 

Supreme Cour t  G $6,000- -_ -- _- -_ -- 
County Cour t  G -- 0 / $6,000- -- _ -  -- _ _  
C i v i l  Cour t  o f  t h e  C i t y  25,000 

o f  New York L -- 0 /$2S,OOO $1,500 Yes Yes Yes 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and City 

Court  L -- 0 / 92,000- S1,OOO Yes Yes Yes 

Cour t  o f  Claims L 0 /No maximum -- -- -_ -- -- 
Town Cour t  and V i l l a g e  

J u s t i c e  Cour t  L 0 / $3,000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 

NEW YORK : 

$25,00O/No maximum 

6,000 

-- 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Super io r  Court  G 910,00O/No maximum _ -  -- -- _ _  -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court  L _ _  0 /$10,000 91,000 No Yes Yes 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  G S1,000/No maximum -- -- -- -_ -- 
County Court  L -- 0 /$lO,OOO S1,500 No Yes Var ies 

OHIO:  
$500/No maximum -- -_  -- -_ _ -  Court  o f  Common Pleas G 

County Cour t  L -- 0 / S3.000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L -- 0 /$lO,OOO $1.000 No Yes Yes 

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  G 0 /No maximum -- $1,500 Yes Yes Yes 

G 93,00O/No maximum -- -_ -- -_ -- 
_- 0 / $3,000 $1,000 No Yes No 
-- 0 / $2,500 $1,000 No Yes No 

OREGON : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  L 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  L 

-- - -  -_  -- PENNSYLVANIA: 
0 /No maximum -_ -- _ _  -- Cour t  o f  Common Pleas G 

D i  s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  L _ _  0 / $4.000 
Phi 1 ade lph ia  Mun ic ipa l  

P i t t s b u r g h  City Magis- 
Cour t  L -- _- $5,000 No Yes Yes 

t r a t e s  Cour t  L _- -- -- 0 /No maximum -- -- 
(on ly  r e a l  
p r o p e r t y  1 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Super io r  Cour t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

-_  -- _- -_  -- RHODE ISLAND: 
S5,000/No maximum 

-_ $1 ,OOO/ $5,000- S1.000 No Yes Yes 
Super io r  Court  G 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 

10,000 
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FIGURE D: D o l l a r  amount j u r i s d i c t t o n  f o r  o r i g i n a l  t o r t ,  con t rac t ,  r e a l  p roper ty  r i g h t s ,  and small c la ims 
f t l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  t r t a l  cour ts ,  1984. (cont inued) 

Un l imt ted  d o l l a r  L t  m i ted  d o l l a r  
General / amount amount Sniall c la ims 
1 i m t  t e d  TORTS, CONlRACTS, TORTS, CONTRACTS kaximum Summary Lawyers 
j u r t s -  REAL PROPERTY REAL PROPERTY d o l l a r  Jury  proce- per -  

Name o f  c o u r t  d t  c t i  on Minimum/maximum Minimum/maximum amount t r i a l s  dures m i t t e d  

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
C1 rcu t  t Court  
Mag is t ra te  Court  

0 /No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 
-_ 0 / $1.000 -- -- _ -  -- 

G 
L 

(no max. i n  
1 and1 ord- tenant )  

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
C i r c u i t  Court  G 0 /No maximum .- $2,000 No Yes Yes 

TENNESSEE: 
C f r c u i t  Court and 

Chancery Court  
$50/No maximum -- -- -- -- -- 

_ -  -- C r i m t  na l  Court  G 
G $50/No maximum -- -- -- 

(no t o r t s  1 
General Sessions Court  L -_  0 / $5,000- 

$10,000 $5,000 No Yes Yes 
( t o r t s  

-- -- -- -- -- TEXAS: 
D t  s tri c t  Court  G $500/No maxtmum 
County Court  a t  Law, 

Cons t i t u t i ona l  County 
Court, Probate Court  L 

Jus t t ce  o f  the  Peace Court  L 

_- $ZOO/ $1,000- 
$5,000 $150- Yes Yes Yes 

-_ 0 /s 1,000 $1,000 No Yes Yes 
200 

(No max. 
i n  r e a l  
p roper ty  1 

UTAH: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  
C i r c u i t  Court  
J u s t i c e  Court  

-- -- -- -- -- G 0 /No maximum 
L 
L 

-- 0 /$lO,OOO $600 No Yes Yes 
-- 0 / $750 $COO No Yes Yes 

VERMONT: 
Super ior  Court 
D t s t r i c t  Court  

V I R G I N I A :  
C t  rcut  t Court 

D i  s t r t c t  Court L 

G S1,000/No maximum 
0 /No maximum I n  

condemnation -- -- -- -- -_ 0 / $7,000 

WASHINGTON: 
Super ior  Court  
D l s t r t c t  Court  

-- -- -- -- 0 /No maximum -- 
No Yes Yes -- 0 / $7,500 $500 

G 
L 

-- - -  -- -- -- WEST V I R G I N I A :  

-- -- $300/No maximum -- 0 / $2,000 -- -- C i r c u i t  Court  G 
Magts t ra te  Court  L 

WISCONSIN: 
C t  r c u i  t Court G 0 /No maximum -- $1,000 Yes No Yes 

-- -- -- -- -- WYOMING : 
$4,00O/No maximum 

-- 0 / S7,OOO $750 No Yes Yes 
-- 0 / $1.000 5750 No Yes Yes 

D i s t r i c t  Court G 
County Court  L 
Jus t i ce  o f  t he  Peace Court  L 

-- - - Data element i s  i napp l i cab le .  
Source: 1984 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 ing.  
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TABLE 14: Tort, contract, real property rights, and small claims filings and 
dispositions for state trial courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e 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  f rom b o t h  genera l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  
The same case types  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 t a t e .  Only s t a t e  t o t a l s  
can be compared. 
s t a t e s  i n  these t a b l e s  have been grouped i n t o  
t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s :  those s t a t e s  where a c o u r t  has 
e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  a case t y p e  and where 
i t  submi t ted  complete da ta ;  those s t a t e s  where 
more than one c o u r t  handles a case t y p e  and each 
c o u r t  submi t ted  complete data;  and those s t a t e s  
t h a t  r e p o r t e d  incomple te  da ta  f rom any one o f  
these c o u r t s  w i t h  t h a t  case t y p e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 shou ld  b e  
c o n s u l t e d  f o r  a b r i e f  summary o f  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  each c o u r t .  

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix E.  

To f a c i l i t a t e  comparisons, t h e  

V a r i a t i o n s  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  Committee has chosen t o  
c l a s s i f y  cases a c c o r d i n g  t o  s u b j e c t - m a t t e r  r $ t h e n  
t h a n  t h e  remedy sought. Categor ies  such as law 
and " e q u i t y "  have been r e c l a s s i f i e d  accord ing  t o  
what was l e a r n e d  about  case types  handled i n  each 
c o u r t  i n  t h e  T r i a l  C o u r t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  h i d e .  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h e  T r i a l  C o u r t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide (See F i g u r e  U), t h i s  t a b l e  d i s p l a y s  
t o g e t h e r  a l l  t h e  case types  i n  which money 
damages may be requested  and a l l  t h e  c o u r t s  t h a t  
hand le  those types  o f  cases, r e g a r d l e s s  o f  d o l l a r  
amount j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Small  c l a i m s  a r e  s imp ly  
t o r t s ,  c o n t r a c t s ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases 
o f  smal l  d o l l a r  amounts t h a t  a r e  handled by 
summary procedures.  S t a t e s  w i t h  smal l  c l a i m s  
procedures w i l l  p r o b a b l y  have a s m a l l e r  t o r t ,  
c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  case c o u n t  
t h a n  s t a t e s  w i t h o u t  such procedures.  
a d d i t i o n ,  some s t a t e s  r e p o r t  one combined f i g u r e  
f o r  t o r t s ,  c o n t r a c t s ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  
cases. These cases a r e  r e p o r t e d  on t h i s  t a b l e  i n  
t h e  u n c l a s s i f i e d  ca tegory .  I n  most ins tances ,  
t h e  s t a t e  and c o u r t  t o t a l s  a r e  t h e  comparable 
f i g u r e s .  

Only s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  da ta  t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d i s p l a y e d  i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case t y p e  a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  these t a b l e s ,  and t h e n  o n l y  if t h e  d a t a  a r e  
90% complete. 

I n  each case t y p e  ( t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  smal l  c la ims,  and u n c l a s s i f i e d ) ,  
t h e  caseload o f  a s i n g l e - t i e r e d  t r i a l  c o u r t  can 
o n l y  be compared t o  t h e  e n t i r e  s t a t e  case load i n  
s t a t e s  w i t h  t w o - t i e r e d  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases: 

do n o t  count  cases a t  t h e  same beg in t i ing  and end 

Given what was l e a r n e d  about  d o l l a r  amount 

I n  

Caseload cannot  be compared among c o u r t s  t h a t  

p o i n t .  
t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  p e t i t i o n  o r  c o m p l a i n t  a r e  
i n d i c a t e d  by an " * '  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  

A p p r o p r i a t e  analyses: 

than 1% b u t  g r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. 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 .5% and g r e a t e r  t h e n  0% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
as a C1%. 

Those s t a t e s  t h a t  do n o t  count  cases a t  

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  

Disposed cases as p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  Th is  
measure represents  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
wh ich  t h e  c o u r t  disposed. 
computed by d i v i d i n g  t h e  number o f  cases disposed 
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. 
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  d isposed o f  more cases than were 
f i l e d ,  thus  reduc ing  pending caseload. 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  t h a n  one hundred i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  t h e  volume 
o f  cases b e i n g  f i l e d .  
computed when t h e  f i l e d  and disposed f i g u r e s  were 
n o t  compa r a b l  e. 

The percent  i s  

A p e r c e n t  o v e r  one hundred i n d i c a t e s  

A p e r c e n t  

T h i s  f i g u r e  was n o t  

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n .  The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  
caseload c h a r t s  i s  100.000. F i l e d  p e r  100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  and g i v e s  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  v a r i o u s  
s izes .  I f  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  was n o t  
a v a i l a b l e  b u t  t h e  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  was en tered  i n  t h i s  column i n  p l a c e  
o f  t h e  number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n i t ,  
and t h e  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 
i n d i c a t e d  by e n c l o s i n g  i t  i n  parentheses. 

I f  a l l  o t h e 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 ,  e t c . )  a r e  s i m i l a r ,  t h e  
f i  1 ed-per-uni t -o f -popu l  a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i  11 
p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. F o r  c i v i l  cases i n  t r i a l  
c o u r t s ,  t h i s  measure w i l l  i n d i c a t e ,  among o t h e r  
t h i n g s ,  t h e  p r o p e n s i t y  t o  l i t i g a t e  among t h e  
c i t i z e n s  i n  a g i v e n  s t a t e .  

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

I n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  o n l y  t h e  STATE TOTALS can b e  
compared i n  those s t a t e s  where more than one 
c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  t h e  case type.  

Comparisons can be made between t h e  da ta  
r e p o r t e d  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 e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  t h e  t y p e  o f  case 
and t h e  STATE TOTALS f o r  s t a t e s  where more than 
one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons cannot 
be made f o r  s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  incomple te  data.  
Comparisons should be made o n l y  between those 
c o u r t s  t h a t  use t h e  same u n i t  o f  c o u n t  f o r  
c o u n t i n g  c i v i l  cases. 
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TABLE 15: Domestic relations caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 
TABLE 16: Estate caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 
TABLE 17: Mental health caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 
TABLE 18: Civil appeals caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  these t a b l e s  a r e  f rom b o t h  
genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i  t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s .  The same case types  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 t a t e .  
s t a t e  t o t a l s  can be compared. 
comparisons, t h e  s t a t e s  i n  these t a b l e s  have been 
grouped i n t o  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s :  
where a c o u r t  has e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  a 
case t y p e  and where i t  submi t ted  complete data;  
those s t a t e s  where more than one c o u r t  handles a 
case t y p e  and each c o u r t  submi t ted  complete data;  
and those s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  incomple te  da ta  
f rom any one o f  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h a t  case 
t y p e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 shou ld  be 
c o n s u l t e d  f o r  a b r i e f  s u m a r y  o f  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  each c o u r t .  

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

Only 
To f a c i l i t a t e  

those s t a t e s  

V a r i a t i o n s  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 S  Committee has chosen t o  
c l a s s i f y  cases accord ing  t o  s u b j e c t - m a t t e r  r a t h e r  
than t h e  remedy sought. Categor ies  such as "law" 
and " e q u i t y "  have been r e c l a s s i f i e d  by case types  
handled i n  each c o u r t  as i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  Trial 
Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide. 

Even w i t h  use o f  t h e  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  
D i c t i o n a r  case d e f i n i t i o n s ,  t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  
iF+ rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  Domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  
f o r  example, may i n c l u d e  a l l  f a m i l y  m a t t e r s  i n  
some s t a t e s  w h i l e  o t h e r  s t a t e s  r e p o r t  o n l y  
d i v o r c e  a c t i o n s  as domest ic r e l a t i o n s  cases. The 
C S I M  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  scheme i n c l u d e s  mar r iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n ,  suppor t /cus tody ,  adopt ion ,  
p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  , and m i  sce l  1 aneous as 
subcategor ies  under domest ic 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 t h e  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  used here  p l a c e s  these m a t t e r s  i n  
domestic r e l a t i o n s  caseload. I n  some s t a t e s  
s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y  i s s u e s  a r e  counted as separa te  
cases, w h i l e  o t h e r  s t a t e s  t r e a t  s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y  
issues  as p a r t  o f  mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  cases. 
i h e s e  s i t u a t i o n s  a r e  descr ibed p a r t i a l l y  i n  the  

da ta  d e f i n i t i o n "  column on Table 15. Care 
shou ld  be taken t o  compare o n l y  those c o u r t s  w i t h  
s i m i l a r  da ta  d e f i n i t i o n s .  

The C S I M  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  scheme i n c l u d e s  
probate /w i  11 s / i n t e s t a t e  and guard iansh ip /  
conserva torsh ip / t rus teesh ip  as subcategor ies  
under e s t a t e  cases. 

I n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  
i n d i c a t e d  on Table 18  and i n  F i g u r e  H. 

Only s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  d a t a  t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d i s p l a y e d  i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case t y p e  a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  these t a b l e s ,  and then o n l y  i f  t h e  d a t a  a r e  
90% complete. Many c o u r t s  do n o t  break d a t a  down 
beyond t h e  broad c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  t r a f f i c ,  and 
j u v e n i l e  c a t e g o r i e s .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases: 

do n o t  c o u n t  cases a t  the  same b e g i n n i n g  and end 

Some s t a t e s  count  s u p p o r t  and cus tody  m a t t e r s  

Caseload cannot be compared among c o u r t s  t h a t  
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p o i n t .  
t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t he  p e t i t i o n  o r  c o m p l a i n t  a r e  
i n d i c a t e d  by an "*" i n  each t a b l e .  

Those s t a t e s  t h a t  do n o t  count  cases a t  

A p p r o p r i a t e  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 r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were 
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
a s 4 l X .  

Disposed cases as p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  This 
measure represents  t t ie  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
disposed by t h e  c o u r t .  The p e r c e n t  i s  computed 
by d i v i d i n g  the  number o f  cases disposed by the  
number f i l e d  and then m u l t i p l y i n g  by one 
hundred. 
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  d isposed o f  more cases than were 
f i l e d ,  t h u s  reduc ing  pend ing  caseload. A p e r c e n t  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t he  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keep ing  up w i th  the  volume 
o f  cases b e i n g  f i l e d .  

A p e r c e n t  o v e r  one hundred i n d i c a t e s  

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 p o p u l a t i o n .  The 
u n i t  o t  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  
case load c h a r t s  i s  100,000. F i l e d  p e r  100,UOO 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  and g i v e s  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  v a r i o u s  
s i z e s .  

If the  number o f  f i l i n g s  was u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  
was incomple te  b u t  t h e  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 
a v a i l a b l e ,  the  number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  was e n t e r e d  i n  t h i s  column i n  p l a c e  
o f  t h e  number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n i t ,  
and t h e  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 
i n d i c a t e d  by e n c l o s i n g  i t  i n  parentheses. 

I f  a l l  o t h e 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 ,  e t c .  1 a r e  s i m i l a r ,  t h e  
f i  1 e d - p e r - u n i t - o f  -popul a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i  11 
p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. F o r  c i v i l  cases i n  t r i a l  
c o u r t s ,  t h i s  measure w i l l  i n d i c a t e ,  among o t h e r  
t h i n g s ,  t h e  p r o p e n s i t y  t o  l i t i g a t e  among t h e  
c i t i z e n s  i n  a g i v e n  s t a t e .  

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

I n  these case t y p e  t a b l e s ,  o n l y  t h e  STATE 
TOTALS can be compared i n  those s t a t e s  where more 
than one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  t h e  case 
type.  

Comparisons can be made between t t ie  data 
r e p o r t e d  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 e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  the  type o f  case 
and t h e  STATE TOTALS f o r  s t a t e s  where more than 
one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons cannot 
be made f o r  s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  incomple te  da ta .  
Comparisons shou ld  be made o n l y  between those 
c o u r t s  t h a t  use the  same u n i t  o f  count  f o r  
c o u n t i n g  c i v i l  cases. 



TABLE 15: Domestic relations caseload for state trial courts. 1984 . 

F i l e d  I d i s -  

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

E x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Alabama.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ......................... 
Alaska.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ......................... 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........... 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  .......................... 
I1 1 inois.. C i  r c u i  t Court  ........................ 
Kansas.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ......................... 
Massachusetts.. T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  Commonwealth . 
Minnesota .. County Cour ts  ....................... 
Montana.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................ 
New Mexico.. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ..................... 
N o r t h  Dakota.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................... 
Ohio.. C o u r t  o f  Common Pleas .................... 
Oklahoma.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....................... 
Pennsylvania.. C o u r t  o f  Common Pleas ............ 
South Carolina.. Fami ly  Cour t  ................... 
Utah.. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ........................... 
Wisconsin.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....................... 
Not  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Arizona.. STATE TOTAL ........................... 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ............................. 
J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  Peace ...................... 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  ............................ 

Arkansas . -STATE TOTAL .......................... 
Chancery and Probate Cour t  ................. 
County Cour t  ............................... 

Colorado.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and Denver J u v e n i l e  C o u r t  ... 

Connecticut.. STATE TOTAL ....................... 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............................. 
Probate C o u r t  .............................. 

Delaware.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
Fami ly  C o u r t  ............................... 

Nebraska.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
U i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............................. 
County C o u r t  ............................... 

New Hampshire.. STATE TOTAL ..................... 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............................. 
Probate C o u r t  .............................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................. 

New York.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
*Supreme C o u r t  .............................. 
Fami ly  C o u r t  ............................... 
S u r r o g a t e ' s  C o u r t  .......................... 

Puer to  Rico.. STATE TOTAL ....................... 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............................. 

Data 
D e f i n i t i o n  

4 
3 

3 
1 
2 
4 
4 

1 
1 
3 
2 
4 
4 
5 

4 
N/A 
N /A  

1 
N/A 

1 

4 
N /A 

2 

4 
N/A 

4 
N /A 
N/A 

N/A 
1 
N/A 

4 
N/A 

F i  1 ed Disposed 

46. 359 
9. 852 

1 1 .  965 
15. 008 

135. 796 
25. 196 
53. 819 
40. 1 2 4  

8. 577 
21 . 512 

6. 646 
111. 862 
45. 841 

121 . 739 
51 . 924J 
16. 523 
39. 425 

36. 703 
31. 828 

3. 703 
1 .  172 

39. 977 
35. 325 

4. 652 

37. 830 
37. 830 

26. 440 
23. 836 

2. 604 

20. 929 
20. 929 

25. 735 
24. 602 

1 .  133 

11. 941 
7. 657 
1 .  969 
2. 315 

389. 904 
67. 789 

31 9. 014 
3. 101 

34. 667 
31. 852 

2. 815 

46. 836 

10. 377 
15. 248 

136. 667 
24. 848 

49. 874J 
7. 409 

20. 036 

6. 518 
111. 049 
45. 804 

113. 578 
53. 827; 
12. 4811 
41. 380 

32. 982 

35. 221 
34. 190 

1. 031 

35. 454 
35. 454 

24. 701 

20. 320 
20. 320 

25. 429 
24. 294 

1 .  135 

8.208 

352. 242 
69. 320 

279. 710 
4. 212 

32. 908 
30.150 

2. 758 

Disposed 
as p e r c e n t  
of f i l e d  

101% 

a 7% 
102% 

101% 
99% 

1 2 4 d  
86% 
93% 

98% 
99% 

100% 
93% 

i o a j  

105% 

104% 

88% 
97% 
22% 

94% 
94% 

104% 

97% 
97% 

99% 
99% 

100% 

107% 

91 % 
102% 
88% 

136% 

9 5% 
9 5% 
98% 

posed) p e r  
100. 000 
popu 1 a ti on 

1 .  162 
1 .  970 
1.921 
1 .  499 

1 .  180 
1 .  033 

928 

1 .  041 
1 .  511 

969 
1 .  040 
1 .  390 
1.023 . 
1 .  5733 
1 .  000 

827 

9645 

1 .  202 
1 .  043 

121 
38 

1 .  702 
1 .  504 

198 

1 .  190 
1 .  190 

a39 
756 
83 

3. 414 
3. 414 

1 .  602 
1 .  532 

71 

1 .  222 
784 
202 
237 

2. 1 7 4  
378 

1 .  779 
17 

1 .  061 
975 
86 

110 



TABLE 15: Domestic r e l a t i o n s  case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Uata 
D e f i n i t i o n  

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

C a l i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  .. 
Georg ia - -Super io r  C o u r t  ..... 
Guam--Superior C o u r t  ........ 
Hawaii  - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ....... 
I n d i a n a - - S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  and C 
I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ........ 
Kentucky--Ci  r c u i  t C o u r t  ..... 
Maine--STATE TOTAL .......... 

SuDer io r  C o u r t  .......... 

.... 

... ... ... 
r c u  ... 
... ... ... 

.............. .............. .............. .............. 
t Cour t  ...... .............. 
.............. .............. ............... 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .............................. 
M a r y l a n d - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ........................ 
M i c h i g a n - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ........................ 
M i s s o u r i  - - C i  r c u i  t C o u r t  ........................ 
New Jersey- -Super io r  C o u r t  ..................... 
Oregon--STATE TOTAL ............................ 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................... 
County C o u r t  ............................... 

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................. 

Rhode I s l a n d - - F a m i l y  C o u r t  ........ 
South Dakota--Ci r c u i  t C o u r t  ....... 
Tennessee--Circui t C o u r t  and Chance 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............. 
Vermont--STATE TOTAL .............. 

S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ................ 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ................ 
Probate C o u r t  ................. 

...... 

...... 
y Cour 

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

..... 

..... .... 

..... ..... ..... ..... ..... ~ ~~~ ~ 

V i  rginia--STATE TOTAL .......................... 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  .............................. 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............................. 

Washington--STATE TOTAL ........................ 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............................. 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  ............................ 

Wyoming--County Cour t  .......................... 

5 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 

4 

3 
4 
2 
3 
5 

2 
4 

4 
N /A 
4 

5 
3 

1 

4 
3 
N/A 

5 
5 

5 
N/A 
N / A  
N/A 

F i 1 ed L ) i  sposed 

164,3521: 
70,874: 

1.166’ 
14,291 j 
77,3171 
24,6861 

38,61ai 
9,2161 
1,7051 
7,511 

57.699! 
91,854’ 

131 ,9881’ 
59,039 
25, 7Oai 
25,703 

5 
5.588” 

3,653i 
52,742 

249,7141J 
6,0571 
3.165’ 
2,396 

49bi  
11 4,934:j 

32, YO51 

49,4571’ 
82.029’ 

47,821 
1 ,067i 

56Yi 
31 9 

143,4581 
68,281 1 
1 4,42Y1J 
81 ,5101 
24,6611 

39,8541 

2, 0941 
6,840 

103,092i 
51 ,850i 

133,9441’ 

1,076; 

8,9341 

54 * 9b9i  

24,116 

3,507i 

242,397 i j  
6,66b? 
3,350’ 
2.262 
1 .u54 

io3 , ia71J  
31.198: 
71 ,989’ 

41 .U14i 

299 

Disposed 
as p e r c e n t  

o f  f i l e d  

87’61 
96%’ 
92%: 

105%’ 
m : J  

103%: 
97’61 

9 5 % i  
11 L%i  

1 01 %i 

123%’ 
91 % 

94% 

97”bJ 

106Xi 
94% 

guA1J 
95%: 
88%’ 

94% 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
posed) p e r  
10u.000 
p o p u l a t i o n  

641: 
1,214: 
1,110: 
1,375:J 
1,4U61 

79 7: 

1,012’ 

8481 

1 ,037i 

147’ 
650. 

1,327: 

(1,035) 

1 ,75bi 
957 
961 
961 

1 
581 

51 7i 
,118 

,56Zi 
,2481 
597’ 
452 
1 9 Y i  
, USY! 
584: 

1,455: 
1,137’ 
1,100 

2 4 i  
1 3 i  
62 

Note: S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  
cases. S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Re o r t .  A l l  a v a i l a b l e  d a t a  
t h a t  a r e  a t  f- e a s t  90% complete a r e  en tered  
i n  t h e  t a b l e .  Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  
than 90% complete, o r  t h a t  t h e  
c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  S t a t e s  
i n c l u d e d  under “ incomple te  s t a t e  da ta“  may 
p r e s e n t  da ta  f rom o n l y  one o f  severa l  
c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

* = These c o u r t s  c o u n t  c i v i l  cases “ a t  i s s u e “  
r a t h e r  t h a n  a t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  p e t i t i o n  o r  
compla in t .  

Data d e f i n i t i o n  codes: 

1 = Separate f i g u r e s  f o r  m a r r i a g e  d i s s o l u t i o n ,  

2 = Separate f i g u r e s  f o r  mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  and 

3 = Separate f i g u r e s  f o r  mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  and 

4 = No subcategor ies  i n  domest ic r e l a t i o n s .  

suppor t /cus tody  , and URESA. 

s u p p o r t  cus tody .  

URESA. 
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5 = Unknown o r  f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  u n c l a s s i f i e d  

N/A = Uata a r e  n o t  d v a i l a b l e  

i u a t a  a r e  incomplete:  

c i v i l .  

Cal i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  some 
suppor t l cus tody ,  a1 1 adopt ion ,  and a l l  
p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  cases. 

Georg ia - -Super io r  Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  case load does n o t  i n c l u d e  
a d o p t i o n  data.  

Guam--Superior Court--Some domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  cases a r e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  
misce l laneous c i v i l  and j u v e n i l e  da ta .  

Hawaii  - - C i  r c u i  t C o u r t - - T o t a l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  case load does n o t  i n c l u d e  some 
cases r e p o r t e d  i n  reopened p r i o r  case 
c a teg  o ry 

Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  case1 odd 
does n o t  i n c l u d e  o r i g i n a l  suppor t /cus tody  
cases, p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  cases and 
a d o p t i o n  cases. 

low a --D i s t r i c t  Cour t  - -To t a  1 domes t i c  
r e l a t i o n s  f i l i n g s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
a d o p t i o n  o r  p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. 
To ta l  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  adopt ion ,  p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y ,  
o r  f a m i l y  i n  need o f  a s s i s t a n c e  cases. 

Ind iana- -Super io r  C o u r t  and C i r c u i t  



TABLE 15: Uomestic r e l a t i o n s  case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Kentucky--Ci  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  casc load does n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y  c a w s .  

Maine--Superior Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. 

Mary1 and--Ci r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  some 
cases r e p o r t e d  i n  u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l .  

M i c h i g a n - - C i r c u i t  Court--No da ta  were 
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  H i l l s d a l e ,  Osceola, Kalkaska 
and D e l t a  c o u n t i e s .  

M i s s o u r i  - - C i  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
re1  a t i o n s  case1 oad does n o t  i n c l  ude 
a d o p t i o n  o r  t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  p a r e n t a l  
r i  ghts  cases. 

Hew Jersey- -Super io r  Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  case load does n o t  i n c l u d e  
adopt ions,  p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases t h a t  
do n o t  i n v o l v e  monetary awards, and 
t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  p a r e n t a l  r i g h t s  cases. 

Oregon--Circui  t Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
a d o p t i o n  da ta .  

Rhode I s1  and--Family Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. 

South Dakota- -C i rcu i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  f i l i n g s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  
s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y  cases o r  
p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. To ta l  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  a1 1 s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y  cases, 
p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  cases and a d o p t i o n  
cases. 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  
annulments o r  p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  cases. 

r e l a t i o n s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
spouse abuse cases. 

U t a h - - U i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 

Vermont--Superior C o u r t - - 1 o t a l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  
p a t e r n l  t y l b a s t a r d y  cascs. 
- -Probate Cour t - -  l o t a l  domestlc r e l a t l o n s  
f i l i n g s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  miscel laneous 
domestic r e l a t i o n s  cases. 

V i  r g i n i a - - C i  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  
adopt ion  cases, p a t e r n i  t y l b a s t a r d y  
cases, and some suppor t l cus tody  cases. 

Washington--Superior Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  d i s p o s i t i o n s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
domestic v i o l e n c e  p e t i t i o n s .  
- - U i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  
any data i n  1984, and one o t h e r  d i d  n o t  
submit  a l l  r e p o r t s .  
- -Mun ic ipa l  Court--Two c o u r t s  a i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  any da ta  d u r i n g  1984. 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  

r e l a t i o n s  caseload i n c l u d e s  mental 
h e a l t h  cases. 

M i  nneso t a  - -Coun ty Courts-  -Tot a 1 domes t i c  
r e l a t i o n s  caseload i n c l u d e s  cases from t h e  
D i s t r i c t  Court .  

South Caro l ina- -Fami ly  Cour t - -To ta l  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  caseload i n c l u d e s  misce l laneous 
c i v i l  cases. 

Texas - - D i  s t r i  c t Court  - -To t a l  domes t i c  
r e l a t i o n s  data i n c l u d e  c h i l d - v i c t i m  
p e t i t i o n s  . 

V i r g i n i a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  data i n c l u d e  a d u l t  o f fenses  
a g a i n s t  j u v e n i l e  v i c t i m s .  

Hawaii - - C i  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  domestic 
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TABLE 16: Estate caseload for state trial courts. 1984 . - 
F i l e d  ( d i s -  

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Alaska.. Super io r  Cour t  ............................ 
Arizona.. Super io r  Cour t  ........................... 
Arkansas.. Chancery and Probate Cour t  .............. 
California.. Super io r  Cour t  ........................ 
Connecticut.. Probate Cour t  ........................ 
Del aware.. Cour t  of Chancery ....................... 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. Super ior  Cour t  .............. 
Florida.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................. 
Iowa.. D i s t r i c t  Court .............................. 
Kansas.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................ 
Massachusetts.. T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  Commonwealth .... 
Missouri.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ........................... 
Montana.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 
Nebraska.. County Cour t  ......... ..., ............... 
New Hampshire.. Probate Cour t  ...................... 
Ohio.. Cour t  o f  Common Pleas ....................... 
Oklahoma.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .......................... 
Pennsylvania.. Court o f  Common Pleas ............... 
South Dakota.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....................... 
Utah.. D i s t r i c t  Court .............................. 
Washington.. Super io r  Cour t  ........................ 
Wisconsin.. C i r c u i t  Court .......................... 
Not e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Colorado.. STATE TOTAL ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and Oenver Probate Cour t  ....... 

Kentucky.. STATE TOTAL ............................. 

I 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................ 
C i r c u i t  Court ................................. 

New York.. STATE TOTAL ............................. 
Family Court .................................. 
Surrogates ’  Cour t  ............................. 

North Dakota.. STATE TOTAL ......................... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................ 
County Cour t  .................................. 

Oregon.. STATE TOTAL ............................... 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................................. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................ 
County Cour t  .................................. 

F i l e d  O i  sposed 

1. 352 
8. 672 
7. 167 

65. 711 
43. 192 

2. 288 
3.014 

52. 490 
4. 486J 

24. 1YO 
12. os9 
58. 618 
11. 983 

3. 487 

9. 155 
11. 988 
86. 520 
16. 7osJ 
14. 068 

4. 818 
2. 313 

15. 528 
35. 820 

7. 980 
7. 980 

26. 952 
26. 893 

59 

81 . 146 
254 

80. 892 

3. 687 
72 

3. 615 

7. 683 
7. 503 

67 
113 

7. 849 
4. 270 

63. 097 

2. 090 
2. 499 

4.8383’ 

11. 067 

11. 099 
2. 577 

Y. 575 

81. 953 
14. 991J 
14. 188 

3. 526 
9. 631 

35. 380 

7. 109 
7.10Y 

26. 871 
26. 800 

71 

64. 184 
298 

63. 886 

3.  239 
65 

3. 174 

7. 013 
6. 866 

49 
98 

Disposed 
as percent  

o f  f i l e d  

91 % 
60% 
96% 

91 % 
83% 

108%j 

92% 

93% 
7 4% 

105% 

94% 
9 uxj 

101% 

152% 
62% 
99% 

8 9% 
89% 

100% 
100% 
120% 

79% 
117% 

7 9% 

8 8% 
90% 
88% 

91 % 
92% 
7 3% 
87% 

posed) per  
100. 000 

p o p u l a t i o n  

270 
284 
305 
257 

1. 369 

373 
484 
478 
4483’ 

831 
495 

1. 011 
239 
423 

570 
1. 227 

805 

118 

682 
140 
357 
752 

507J 

251 
251 

724 
2 

722 

452 
1 

451 

538 
1 1  

527 

287 
281 

3 
4 

113 



TABLE 16: E s t a t e  case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) p e r  

F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t t o n  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  as p e r c e n t  100,000 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Guam--Superior Cour t  .............................. 1 60i 145! 91 %i 1 521 

Ind iana- -Super io r  C o u r t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t  ......... 26,981 24,281 90%' 491 . 
Probate C o u r t  ................................. 1,043j 902J 86x4 19J 

Minnesota--County Cour ts  .......................... 12,0593 15,9373 132%J 2903 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ............................. 2,094i 1,21311 58Xi 2021 

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  .................... 
South Caro l ina- -Probate  Cour t  ..................... 
Tennessee--Ci r c u i  t Court  Chancery Cour t  ........... 
Vermont--Probate C o u r t  ............................ 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  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  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  i n c l u d e d  under " incomple te  s t a t e  
d a t a "  may p r e s e n t  da ta  f rom o n l y  one o f  
severa l  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  e s t a t e  cases. S t a t e  
c o u r t s  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  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  
Report .  

* = These c o u r t s  c o u n t  c i v i l  cases " a t  i s s u e "  
r a t h e r  than a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  p e t i t i o n  o r  
compla in t .  

Guam S u p e r i o r  Court--Some e s t a t e  d a t a  a r e  
i n c l u d e d  i n  the  misce l laneous c i v i l  and 
j u v e n i l e  data.  

Hawaii  C i r c u i t  Court--Some e s t a t e  cases a r e  
found i n  t h e  reopened p r i o r  cases. 

i o a t a  a r e  incomple te :  

39,4771 39,8721' 101%: 640i 
16,5061 10,0471 6081 5001 
8,603 182 
2,873i 2,493 470' 

Ind iana Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t - -  
E s t a t e  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  cases 
i n c l u d e d  i n  "redocketed c i v i l "  ca tegory .  

Nor th  C a r o l i n a  S u p e r i o r  Court--Some e s t a t e  
cases a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  u n c l a s s i f i e d  
c i v i l  ca tegory .  

South C a r o l i n a  Probate Cour t - -To ta l  e s t a t e  
data do n o t  i n c l u d e  some guard ianshtp  
cases. 

Vermont Probate Cour t - -To ta l  e s t a t e  f i l e d  
caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  g i f t s  t o  minors.  

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Idaho D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Es ta te  case1 oad 

i n c l u d e s  mental h e a l t h  cases. 
Ind iana Probate Cour t - -To ta l  e s t a t e  f i g u r e s  

i n c l u d e  adopt ion  cases. 
Minnesota County Cour ts - -Es ta te  da ta  

i n c l u d e  cases from D i s t r i c t  Court.  
Okl ahoma D i s t r i c t  Court  - -Es ta te  da ta  

i n c l u d e  mental  h e a l t h  cases. 
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TABLE 17: Mental health caseload for state trial courts. 1984 . 

t i l e d  ( d i s -  

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

E x c l u s l v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Alaska.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............................ 
Arizona.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........................... 
Arkansas.. Chancery and Probate C o u r t  .............. 
Cal i fornia. .  S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........................ 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  .............. 
Florida.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ 
I l l ino is . .  C i r c u i t  Cour t  ........................... 
Iowa.. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  .............................. 
Kansas.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................ 
Maine.. D i  s t r i c t  C o u r t  ............................. 
Massachusetts.. T r i a l  C o u r t  o f  t h e  Comnonwealth .... 
M i s s o u r i  .. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ........................... 
Montana.. D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................... 
New Hampshire.. Probate C o u r t  ...................... 
New York.. Fami ly  Cour t  ............................ 
Nor th  Dakota.. County Cour t  ........................ 
Ohio.. Cour t  o f  Common Pleas ....................... 
South Carolina.. Probate Cour t  ..................... 
South Dakota.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....................... 
Utah.. D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  .............................. 
Washington.. S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ........................ 
West Virginia.. C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ...................... 
Wisconsin.. C i r c u i t  Cour t  .......................... 
Not  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r f s d l c t l o n :  

Colorado.. STATE TOTAL ............................. 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  and Denver Probate C o u r t  ....... 

Connecticut.. STATE TOTAL .......................... 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ................................ 
Probate C o u r t  ................................. 

Kentucky.. STATE TOTAL ............................. 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................................. 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ................................ 

F i  1 ed Disposed 

678 

1. 773 
4. 745 

2. 745 
17. 880 
10. 418 

2. 879 

1. 054 
4. 128 
1. 2Y3 

469 
190 
167 

1. 329 

8.319 . 
2. 0893 

494 
785 

7. 900 
4. 287 
4. 373 

2. 784 
2. 784 
2. 733 

752 
1.  981 
5. 092 

0 
5. 092 

797 
1. 435 
5. 239 

2. 726 

10. 620 
4. 219 
2. 879 

990 
3. 721 
1.384 

431 

203 
1. 329 

8. 140 
1. 3535 

1. 023 
5. 617 
4. 291 
4. 254 

2. 701 
2. 701 

71 0 

4. 194 
27 

4. 167 

Disposed 
as p e r c e n t  

o f  f i l e d  

81 % 
110% 

9 9% 

102% 

100% 

94% 
90% 

107% 
92% 

122% 
100% 

98% 
6 5XJ 

130% 
71 % 

100% 
97% 

97% 
97% 

94% 

82% 

82% 

posed) p e r  
100. 000 

p o p u l a t i o n  

136 
(26 )  

75 
19  

441 
163 

91 
(145)  
118 

91 
71 
26 
57 
19 

1 
94 

77 

70 
48 
82 
20 
92 

63J 

88 
88 
87 
24 
63 

137 

137 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Delaware.. S u p e r i o r  Cour t  .......................... 496 448 90% 81 
Minnesota.. County Cour ts  .......................... 1 . 97oJ 3.55Dj i 8oxJ  4 7J 
Oregon.. C i  r c u i  t Cour t  ............................. 3. 934 147 
Tennessee.. C i r c u i  t C o u r t  and Chancery Cour t  33 
Vermont--District Cour t  ........................... 444 46 7 105% 84 

....... 1. 537 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete. 
o r  t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  . 
S t a t e s  i n c l u d e d  under " incomple te  s t a t e  
d a t a "  may p r e s e n t  d a t a  f rom o n l y  one o f  
severa l  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  . 
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  mental  h e a l t h  
cases . S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Repor t  . 

* = T h i s  c o u r t  counts  i t s  c i v i l  cases " a t  i s s u e "  
r a t h e r  than a t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  p e t i t i o n  o r  
compla in t  . 

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Minnesota County Courts.. Mental  h e a l t h  

caseload i n c l u d e s  da ta  f rom D i s t r i c t  Cour t  . 
South C a r o l i n a  Probate Court.. Mental  h e a l t h  

caseload i n c l u d e s  some e s t a t e  cases . 
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TABLE 18: Civil appeals caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) p e r  

t y  Pe F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Appeal as p e r c e n t  100,000 

COMPLETE STATE TOTALS 

E x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Ar izona- -Super io r  Cour t  T 41 3 352 8 5% 14 
Connect icu t - -Super io r  Cour t  A 1,064 1,075 101% 34 

* D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Super ior  Cour t  ... A 173 426 246% 28 
I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  A-T 500 465 93% 50 
I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Court  T 732 71 7 98% 25 

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  A -T  341 14 
N o r t h  D a k o t a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  A -T  330 321 9 7% 48 
Vermont--Super ior  Cour t  A -T  41 3 441 107% 78 
Washington--Super ior  Cour t  A-T  1,614 1,301 81 % 37 
West V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ........... A-T 3.114 160 

Not  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

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

Ohio--Court  o f  Common Pleas ............ A 2,956 2,789 94% 28 .................... C o u r t  o f  Claims A 2,770 2,420 87% 26 

INCOMPLETE STATE TOTALS 

E x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Cal i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............. A ~ - T  
Delaware--Super ior  Cour t  ............... A-T 
Hawaii  - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  .................. A 
I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ A 

K e n t u c k y - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ A;T 
Ma ine- -Super io r  Cour t  .................. A I - T  
M a r y l a n d - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ AyT 
Massachuset ts - -Tr ia l  Cour t  ............. A’-T 
M i c h i g a n - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ A-T 

Minnesota--Di s t r i c t  Cour t  .............. A-T.  
M o n t a n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court  ................ A-T! 
South D a k o t a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............ A-T’ 
U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ................... A-T 
Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  Cour t  ................ A-T 

N o t  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Col orado--Di s t r i  c t  Cour t  and Denver 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ....................... A-T 

Nebraska--Workmen’s Compensation Cour t  . A 

Oregon--Tax Cour t  ...................... A 

D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ..................... A 

Cour t  ............................... A-T 

Puer to  R ico- -Super io r  Cour t  ............ A-Ti 

Tennessee--Ci r c u i  t Cour t  and Chancery 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  .................. A 

V i  r g i n i a - - C i r c u i  t Cour t  ................ A-T 

17,681 
320i 
1 60i 

22,951i 

1 ,246i 
262. 

891 
7,693i 

3,473’ 

138 
244 

13Yij 
2991’ 

1.109 

305 

249 

179 
14 

11,817 

7, 920i 

5.443 

18,155 

112’ 
28,620i 

1,186j 
274. 

3,348’ 
1,353. 
7,779’ 

i 3 i J  

195i  

2331 

784 

295 

269 

172 
13 

8,3891 

3,983 

103% 
73%i 
70x1 

125%’ 

95x1 

101%i 

105% 
96Xi 

152% 

65Zi 

71 X 

97% 

108% 

96% 
93% 

106%i 

7 3% 

69 

1 5i 
521 

1Y9i 

331 

801 

8 5 i  

(30  ) j  

181 
27 iJ  

23 

15 

17 
35 

35 

19  

9 

6 
4 1  

251 

5ui 

97 
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TABLE 18: C i v i l  appeals case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1 984. ( c o n t i  nued ) 

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  t h a n  90% complete, 
o r  t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  i n c l u d e d  under " incon ip le te  s t a t e  
d a t a "  may p r e s e n t  da ta  f rom o n l y  one o f  
s e v e r a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  c i v l l  appeal cases. 
S t a t e s  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  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  I 1 1  o f  t h i s  Report.  

*Th is  c o u r t  counts  cases " a t  i s s u e "  r a t h e r  than 

Appeal t y p e  code : 

Ai =The c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  appeal o f  

a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  p e t i t i o n  o r  compla in t .  

A = The r e p o r t e d  d a t a  r e p r e s e n t  appeal o f  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases. 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases, b u t  t h e  da ta  
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e .  

T = The r e p o r t e d  da ta  r e p r e s e n t  appeal o f  t r i a l  
c o u r t  Cases. 

Ti = The c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  appeal o f  
t r l a l  c o u r t  cases, b u t  t h e  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e .  

i D a t a  a r e  incomple te :  
Delaware S u p e r i o r  Court--Some c i v i l  appeals 

a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  u n c l a s s i f i e d  c i v i l  
ca tegory .  

Hawaii  C i r c u i t  Court--Some c i v i l  appeals 
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  misce l laneous c i v i l  
c a t e g o r y  . 

I l l i n o i s  C i r c u i t  Court--Some c i v i l  appeals 
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  misce l laneous remedy 
ca tegory  . 

Kentucky C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  appeals 
f i g u r e s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  any a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
appeals, except  f o r  workmen's compensation 
cases. The remainder o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
appeals a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  " o t h e r  c i  v i  1 " 
ca tegory .  

Maryland C i r c u i t  Court--Some c i v i l  appeals 
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  unrepor ted  c a t e g o r i e s .  

Mich igan C i r c u i t  Court--No da ta  were 
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  H i l l s d a l e ,  Osceola, Kalkaska, 
and D e l t a  c o u n t i e s .  

Texas U i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - C i v i l  appeals do n o t  
i n c l  ude agency appeal s o t h e r  than 
workmen's compensation cases. These a r e  
i n c l u d e d  i n  o t h e r  c i v i l .  

Utah D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c i v i l  appeals do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  appeals de novo from the  
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace c o u r t .  These cases 
a r e  c a t e g o r i z e d  by case type.  

Wyoming D i s t r i c t  Court--No data were r e p o r t e d  
from S u b l e t t e  County f o r  the  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  
t h e  year .  

J E x p l a n a t i o n  of data  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Minnesota D i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - C i v i l  appeal d a t a  

Wyoming D i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - C i v i l  appeal da ta  
i n c l u d e s  c r i m i n a l  appeal cases. 

i n c l u d e s  c r l m i n a l  appeal cases. 
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TABLE 19: Civil jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  : 

The "+" symbol under the  heading "case t y p e "  
i n d i c a t e s  what case types  a r e  r e p o r t e d  f o r  each 
p i e c e  o f  t r i a l  data.  An "0" symbol i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  r e p o r t e d  f i g u r e s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  t h a t  
case type. 
d i f f e r i n g  l e n g t h s  o f  t i m e  t o  hear  depending on 
t h e  c o m p l e x i t y  o f  t h e  i s s u e  i n v o l v e d :  
uncontes ted  d i v o r c e  case w i l l  t a k e  very  l i t t l e  
t ime,  w h i l e  a t o r t  o r  c o n t r a c t  case m i g h t  take  
days. T r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  shou ld  o n l y  be compared 
f o r  t h e  same case types. General j u r i s d i c t i o n  
and 1 i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  d a t a  
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

D i f f e r e n t  k i n d s  o f  cases t a k e  

an 

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

Case c a t e g o r i e s  and t h e  data c l a s s i f i e d  i n  
each case ca tegory  vary  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  
C S I M  case types  focus on s u b j e c t - m a t t e r  r a t h e r  
than on t h e  remedy sought. 

The d o l l a r  amount sought i n  c i v i l  l a w s u i t s  
a l s o  v a r i e s  from j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  as 
i s  i n d i c a t e d  i n  F i g u r e  D. 
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  and smal l  c l a i m s  cases shou ld  
o n l y  be compared i f  the  d o l l a r  amount 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  s i m i l a r .  

The 

Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  b o t h  cases and t r i a l s :  

Caseload cannot be compared among c o u r t s  t h a t  
do n o t  count  cases i n  the  same way. 
c o u r t s  on t h i s  t a b l e  count  the  p e t i t i o n  o r  
c o m p l a i n t  as a case a t  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  i t  i s  
f i l e d .  An "*" i n d i c a t e s  those c o u r t s  t h a t  count  
c i v i l  cases " a t  i s s u e "  r a t h e r  than a t  t h e  f i l i n g  
o f  t he  p e t i t i o n  o r  compla in t .  

t r i a l s  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  i n  a separate column. 
Comparisons can o n l y  be made between c o u r t s  t h a t  
c o u n t  t r i a l s  i n  t h e  same way. 

It shou ld  a l s o  be p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  some 
s t a t e s  may be r e p o r t i n g  i n f o r m a l  h e a r i n g s  as 
t r i a l s .  
w i l l  be made t o  draw g r e a t e r  d i s t l ' nc t i ons  between 
hear ings  and t r i a l s .  

Most o f  t h e  

The d e f i n i t i o n s  used by each c o u r t  t o  count  

I n  t h e  1985 Annual Report ,  an e f f o r t  

Appropr ia te  analyses : 

I n  some s i t u a t i o n s ,  t h e  number o f  t r i a l s  were 
a v a i l a b l e  b u t  the  number o f  t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  
were u n a v a i l a b l e .  I n  these ins tances ,  t he  number 
o f  f i l i n g s  were used as t h e  denominator and were 
p u t  i n  parentheses t o  i n d i c a t e  they  were f i l i n g s  
r a t h e r  than d i s p o s i t i o n s .  

than 1% b u t  g r e a t e r  than -5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
as a (1%. 

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  

T r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
D i v i d i n g  the  number o f  t r i a l s  conducted by t h e  
t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  t he  
a p p r o p r i a t e  case t y p e  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  t r i a l  r a t e  
f o r  t h a t  case type  f o r  t he  c o u r t .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
D i v i d i n g  t h e  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  
a p p r o p r i a t e  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 t y p e  f o r  t h e  c o u r t .  

t h e  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  by t h e  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  
t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t r i a l s  t h a t  a r e  t r i a l s  by j u r y  
f o r  t h a t  case type  f o r  t h e  c o u r t .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a percent  o f  t r i a l s .  O f v i d l n g  

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

Comparisons on these t a b l e s  must be 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  the  c o u r t  l e v e l ,  and must be 
c o n t r o l l e d  f o r  case type, u n i t  o f  count,  and 
t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s .  S t a t e  t o t a l s  have n o t  been 
computed i n  o r d e r  t o  a v o i d  ally t e m p t a t i o n  t o  
compare "apples and oranges. 

Care shou ld  a l s o  be taken t o  compare o n l y  
those c o u r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  r u l e s  r e g a r d i n g  
t h e  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, i n  
some s t a t e s  b o t h  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 ,  w h i l e  i n  o t h e r  s t a t e s  one 
o f  t h e  p a r t i e s  can demand a j u r y  t r i a l .  
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TABLE 19: Civil jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1984. 

Case type f o r  which 
t r i a l  data g iven Jury 

T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jury 

U L r x l W  0)  0 Jury d i s p o s i -  percent  Number percent  as a 
L u + 2 ; t r i a l  t i o n s  f o r  Nuniber o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  $ 5 8 2 E .; d e f i n i -  case types o f  d ispo-  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  

r -  . e .C 

& E m  .- > Number o f  as a as a t r i a l s  e o . . - -  m .- 
r ( l L . - I x 0 ) X . -  

o f  o f  percent  * r x l  * 

I- u w o w IT r t i o n  descr ibed 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  

Ar izona:  
Super io r  Cour t  ...... + + + o o o o + o A 

o o o o + o o o o  A 
o o o o o + o o o  A 
o o o o o o + o o  A 

Peace ............. + + + + o o o o o A 

Super ior  Cour t  ...... + o o o o o o o o A 
o o + o o o o o o  A 
o o o o + o o o o  A 
o o o o o + o o o  A 
o o o o o o + o o  A 
o o o o o o o + o  A 
o + o o + o o + +  A 
o o o o o o o o +  A 

J u s t i c e  Cour t  ....... + + + o o o o o + A 
o o o + o o o o o  -- 

Munic ipa l  Cour t  ..... + + + o o o o o + A 
o o o + o o o o o  A 

J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  

C a l i f o r n i a :  

27,3291 
32,9821 

7,849 
747 

76,502 

80,511 
495 

1 43,4581 
63,097 

5,239 
18,155 

162,488 
14,062 
10,828 
23,265 

380,073 
377,183 

1,948! 
1,4521 

0 
0 

13.627 

3.81 7 
138 

96,4801 
57,282 
4,839 

17,070 
57,976 
4,486 
2,610 

15,984 
91,285 

296,367 

7% i 
4%1 
0% 
OX 

18% 

5% 
28% 
67%i 
91 % 
92% 
94% 
36% 
32% 
24% 
6 9% 
6 9% 
7 9% 

646! 
86’ 
0 
0 

14 

1,561 
43 

296 
N/A 
N/A 

1,142 
N /A 

26 

637 
19 

741 

-- 

Colorado: 
County Cour t  ........ + + + o o o o + o A 62,868 3,106 5% 85 <1% 3% 

o o o + o o o o o  -- 15,793 5,320 34% -- -- -- 

Connect icut :  
Super io r  Cour t  ...... + + o o o o o o + A 49,319 1,334! 3 f i  381 1% 2Y%i 

o o o o + o o o o  -- 24,7Oli 1,132’ 5%i  -- - -  -- 
o o o o o o o + o  -- 1,075 429 4Ui -- -- - -  

Del aware: 
Super io r  Cour t  ...... + + + o o o o + o A 1,749 138 8% 88 52 642 

Super io r  Court* ..... + + + o o o o o o C 6,038i 4421’ 7’61 169 i  3Zi 38%i 
o o o o o o + o o  c 2,726 31 1% 16 1% < 1% 
o o o o o o o + o  c 426 15 4% 0 0% 0% 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col urnbia : 

F1 o r i  da : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... + o o o o o o o o A 

o + o o o o o o o  A 
o o + o o o o o o  A 
o o o o + o o o o  A 
o o o o o + o o o  A 
+ o o o + o o + +  A 

County Cour t  ........ + + o o o o o o + A 
o o + o o o o o o  A 
o o o + o o o o o  A 

21,7831: 
32,767: 
26,7461 
86.594: 
44,660: 
73,5481 
47,0231 
44,8971 

150.2661 

Hawaii :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... o o o o o o o + + A 7,4881’ 

+ o o o o o o o o  A 2.8041 
o + o o o o o o o  A 4,036i 

o o o o + o + o o A 14,2911 
o o o o o + o o o  A 1,2134 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o o o o o -- 6Y1 
o + o o o o o o o  -- 11,603 
o o + o o o o o o  -- 1,252 
o o o + o o o o o  -- 5,113 
o o o o o o o o +  -- 261 

o o + o o o o o o  A 3431: 

11,5831 53%! 1,5651 7%! 14%i 

16,881 63%’ 116 < l X i  1% 

55,139 75x1 331 4 1 % !  1% 

29,168 65%’ 13 4 1 8 1  4 1 %  
100,324 67%i 17 < 1 % i  < 1 %  

20,227 62%: 507 2x1 3% 

78,7251’ 91 %! 21 4 l Z i  c l%i  
116 I%! 1 c 1 % i  <l% 

31,305 67%! 34 < l % ?  c 1% 

178! 2%! 
145: 5%: 

91’ 2%: 
61 2%’ 

48! 1x1 
01 0x1 

22 3% 
94 1% 
71 6% 

518 10% 
1 5  6% 
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Table 19: Civil j u r y  and non-jury t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case  type,  1984. (cont inued)  

t r i a l  da t a  given Jury  
V ) .  r -  e e‘- 

T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jury  

V L e w  a o - - e w I -  u Jury  d i spos i -  percent  Number percent a s  a 
L . u e  . a  . w v  a t r i a l  t i o n s  f o r  Number of of of percent  

& E a  r w Number of as  a a s  a t r i a l s  e 0 . - -  a .- 
* e . -  S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  L = * E + 2 .: d e f i n i -  ca se  types  o f  d i spo-  j u r y  d ispo-  of 

Idaho: 

c” ,” 2 g 6 r = t i o n  descr ibed  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  

D i s t r i c t  Court  ...... + o o o o o o o o A 1,592i 42gi 27x1 
o o o + o o o o o  -- 14,044 9.034 64% -- -- -- 
o o o o + o o o o A 15,248 9,774 64% 
o o o o o + o o o  A 4,838 2,593 54% 
o o o o o o o + o  A 465 263 57% 
o o o o o o o o +  A 2,8221 693 25%i 
+ + + o o o o o + A 20.242 3,797 19% 

I1 1 inoi  s : 
C i r c u i t  Court ....... + + + o o o o o o C 185,16Ei 

Indiana: 
Super ior  Court and 

C i r c u i t  Court  ..... o o o + o o o o o -- 
o o o o + o o o o  -- 
+ + t o + + ( ) + +  c 

Ci ty  Court  and 
Town Court  ........ + + o o o o o o o C 

Municipal Court  of 
Marion County ..... + + + o o o o o o C 

County Court  ........ + + + o o o o o o C 

Probate Court ....... o o o o + + o o + C 
Small Claims Court  

o o o + o o o o o  -- 

o f  Marion County . + + + + o o o o o -- 

36,1421 
81 ,51 01 
54,567f 

9,766i 

11,128 

63,3391 
3.5841 

1,4851 

55,510 

6.2175 
50,3663 
14,047j 

4851 

3,271 

12,6861 
545f 

431 

12,841 

1,993 1% 

Iowa : 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ...... o o o + o o o o o -- 71,300 12,796 18% -- -- 

o o o o o + o o o A 16,5371 2121 1%i 51 <;if 2x1 
+ + t o + o + + o A 54,73Ei 5,328 loxi 430 1%i 8% 

D i s t r i c t  Court ..... . + + + o o o o + + A 69,668. 4,440 6% 487 1% 11% 
o o o o + o o o o A 22,804’ 3,7984 17%i 41 C l % i  e 1x1 

Kansas : 

Louisiana: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... + + + o + + + + + B (164,207) 755 P 1 % )  

Maine: 
Super ior  Court  ...... + + + o + o o + + A 5, 764i 381 7%f 192i 3Xi 50Xi 

Maryland: 

New Je r sey :  

Circuit Court ....... + + + o + + t + + A 89,218 7,981 9% 1,228 1% 15% 

Super ior  Court* ..... + o o o o o o o o C 43.916i 1,6954 4gi 9801 2%’ 58%i 
o + o o o o o o o C 183,563i 2,5051 1 %f 1 1 01 1 %i 4x1 
o o + o o o o o o C 123,48gi 33,O0Oi 2781 01 O%f O%i 

51 < l % i  < 1 % i  -- -- -- o o o + o o o o o C 52,088 11,794 23Xi 
o o o o + o o o o -- 133,944i 9,0294 7x1 
+ + + 0 0 + + 0 + c 35,8991 2,822 8% 1,745 5% 62% 

New York: ~~ 

Supreme Court  and 
County Court* ..... + + + o + o o + + C 133,52gi 13,7521 10%1 5,481i 4Xi 40%i 

D i s t r i c t  Court and 
Ci ty  Court  ........ + + + + o o o o o C 112,590 3,807i 3Si 

North Carolina: 
Super ior  Court  ...... + + o o + o o + + A 82.160 5,5351 7x4 9101 1%f 16Xi 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... + + + o o o o + o A 104,789 15,289 15% 41 7 1% 3% 

o o o o + o o o o A (59,039) 50,452 (85%) 75 ( 1%) 1% 
-- -- -- o o o + o o o o o  -- 194,379 

North Dakota: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... + + + o + + o + + C 13.378 2.950 22% 71 1% 2% 
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Table 19: C i v i l  j u r y  and non- jury  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type, 1984. (con t inued)  

- 
Cas e type  f o r  which 

t r i a l  data g iven Jury 
r . -  T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jury  
F > Number o f  as a as a t r i a l s  

v n m a a u Jury d i s p o s i -  percent  Number percent  as a 
L * U  4J m t r i a l  t i o n s  f o r  Number o f  o f  o f  percent  

a m .  42 .r 

e, 2 5 3  m 
m - 0 I W ) I -  

. m  . a v  
Sta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  2 2 2 E e, = 2 .: d e f i n i -  case types of d ispo-  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  
- ? u” &! 5 2 u = t i o n  descr ibed 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  

Ohio: 
Cour t  o f  Common 

Pleas ............. + o o o o o o o o A 
o + + o o o o o o  A 
o o o o + o o o o  -- 
o o o o o o o + o  A 

County Cour t  ........ + o o o o o o o o A 
o , + o o o o o o o  A 
o o + o o o o o o  A 
o + o o o o o o +  A 

Court  o f  Claims ..... o o o o o o o o o A 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ..... + o o o o o o o o A 

o + o o o o o o o  A 
o o + o o o o o o  A 
o + o o o o o o +  A 

20,610i 
57.009 
79,647i 

2.789 

5,5691 
3,340 
3,042 
2,420 

15,212 
153,2051 

54,019 
15,403i 

593. 

1 ,955i 
11,597 
1 2,701 

456 
111 
261 i 
107 
280 

17 
1,102 
3,8711 
1,248 
1,108i 

9%i  
2 0% 
16%i 
16% 
19% 

3% 
9% 
1% 
7% 

5%i 

3% i 
2% 
7%i 

94Zi 5%i 48Xi 
543 1% 5% 

170 6% 37% 
-- -- -- 

2 1% 2%: 
4 i  A l%i 2x1 
2 4 1 %  1% 
2 < 1 %  1% 
1 (1% 6% 

95 1% 9% 

11 4 1 %  1% 
8 8 i  < 1%i  2%i 

2o i  <1%i 2%i 

Oregon: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... + + + o + o o + + A 30,320i 2,1471 7Xi 1 ,03ai 3Xi 48 i i  

o o o o + o o o o A 24,116i 1,438’ 6Xi -- -- -- 

Pennsylvania: 
Cour t  o f  Common 

D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  
Pleas ............. + + + o o o o + + C 29,139 5.008 17% 1,305 4% 26% 

Cour t  ............. 177,927 43,545 24% -- -- -- + + + o o o o o o -- 
Puerto Rico: 

Super io r  Cour t  ...... + o o o o o o o o .. 
o + o o o o o o o  -- 
o o + o o o o o o  -- 
o o o o + o o o o  -- 
o o o o o o o + o  -- 
o o o o o o o o +  -- 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o o o o o .. 
o o + o o o o o o  -- 
o o o o + o o o o  -- 
o o o o o o o + o  -- 
o + o o o o o o +  -- 

3,7945 
4,3834 
9,8064 

30,150; 
1721 

13,041 
1,529 

131 
2,758 

13 
48,789 

3955 

2,019; 
351 

990J 
241 

33 
105 

5 
6,253 

4284 
896J 

1 u%J 
1 O%J 

9XJ 
9%; 

20x1 
8% 

16% 
2 5% 

4% 
3 9% 
1 3% 

Rhode Is land:  
13,688 3,031 22% -- -- -- D i s t r i c t  Court ...... + + + o o o o o o .. -- - -  -- o o o + o o o o o  -- 7,791 1,277 16% 

South Dakota: ....... 129 1 x i  23%j 

o o o o + o o o o  A 3,5071 297iJ 0 o%i ox j  
-- -- -- C i r c u i t  Cour t  + + + o + o o + + A 9,770i 5 6 5 i j  

18,440. 2,288J 12%J o o o + o o o o o  -- 

Texas : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o o o o o A 30,455 

o + o o o o o o o A 45,032 
o o + o o o o o o  A 585 
o o o o + o o o o A 242,397!j 
o o o o o o o + o  A 8,3891 
o o o o o o o o + A 32,1671 
o o o o + + o + + A 45,617: 
+ o o o o o o o o  C 7.77815 
o + o o o o o o o C 30.254:; 
o o o o + o o o o  c 2,589’ J 
o o o o o o o o +  c 1 ,325i 

+ o o o o c 41,7683 

County-Level Courts 

4% 34% 3,855 13% 1,296 
4,623 10% 463 1% 10% 

188.. 32% 17. .  3% 9% 
i65),210:~ 70x iJ  3151.3 <i%ij i x i j  

1,887’ 20%! 4811 6%i 25%’ 
2,375! 7%: 140! 4 1 % i  6Xi 

12,6131 28%’ 723’ 2%! 6%’ 
794:j lo%!! 14515 2’bl.j 18%1J 

2.1011J 7%1J 11713 <l%lJ 6%1J 
2,0441; 79%:; 0 0% 0% 

20713 16Xl.J 0 0% 0% 
4,7353 11%J 47oJ i x j  i o x j  

121 



Table 19: C i v i l  j u r y  and non- ju ry  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Case t y p e  t o r  which 

. * .  . I = , -  c, .r T r i a l s  t r i a l s  J u r y  
+I % . E 2  m .C Number o f  as a as a t r i a l s  

L w * u J u r y  d i s p o s i -  p e r c e n t  Number p e r c e n t  as a 
L U C I  2 ; t r i a l  t i o n s  f o r  Number o f  o f  o f  p e r c e n t  

5 2 2 2 2 z t i o n  descr ibed 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  

t r i a l  d a t a  g i v e n  J u r y  

> 7 

m n - t x w x , -  
u u -  e r n  * S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  L = E = 9. * d e f i n i -  case types o f  d ispo-  j u r y  d lspo-  o f  

Utah: 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ...... + + + o + + + + + A 24,0761 1,034i 4%i 

J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... + + + o o o o o o A 23,364 560 2% 
o o o + o o o o o A 21,659 6,132 28% 

Cour t  ............. + + o o o o o o o A 96 31 32% 1 1% 3% 
o o + o o o o o o  A 3,740 613 16% 3 4 1% < 1% 

S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ...... o o o o o o o + o C 441 133 30% 4 1% 3% 
+ + + o + o o o o  c 5,085 703 14% 92 2% 13% 

D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ...... + + o o o o o o o C 3,686 254 7% 13 41% 5% 
o o o + o o o o o  c 9,463 1,041 11% 1 < 1 %  < 1 %  

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... o o o o + o o o o A 31,1981’ 1,707i 5%i 101 4 l%i 1 % i  
o o o o o o o + o  A 3,983 1,734 44% 1 so 4% 9% 

Vermont : 

V i  r g i n i a  : 

+ + + o + + + o + A 38,2344 8,017i 21Xi 1,5521 481 19%f 

Washington: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ...... + o o o o o o o o A 7,280 752i lo%! 

o + o o o o o o o A 13,311 714i 5%’ 
o o + o o o o o o  A 8,443 348! 4%1 

o o o o o + + o o A 15,248 134i 1x1 
o o o o o o o + o  A 1,301 42gi 33%’ 
o o o o o o o o +  A 4,968 2951’ 6%f 

o o o o + o o o o A 41.014i 1,9781 5x1 -- -- -- 

D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ...... + + o + + o o o o A (91,724Ii  25.3391 (28X) i  1,94gi (2%Ii  8Xi 

West V i r g i n i a  : 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ... .... + + o o + + o o o A 33,224iJ 4543’ 1 3  

Wisconsin: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... o o o + o o o o o A 167,005 5,073 3% 37 4 1 %  1% 

o o o o + o o o o A 41,380 6,903. 17% 72 <l% 1% 
+ + + + + A 70,673J 4,4393 6%J 1,069j 2%J 24%j 

Wyoming : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ...... + + + o + + + + o 
County Cour t  ........ + + + + + o o o + 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  a r e  e n t e r e d  i n  t h e  
t a b l e  and a l l  a p p r o p r i a t e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  
inc luded.  
data a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e ,  l e s s  t h a n  90% 
complete,  o r  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  
i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  

*A c i v i l  case i s  counted when i t  has reached 

Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  

issue.  

-- - - Not  a p p l i c a b l e .  
+ = Data a r e  g i v e n  f o r  these case types .  
o = Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  these case types. 

T r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n :  
A = A j u r y  t r i a l  i s  counted a t  j u r y  s e l e c t i o n ,  

empaneling o r  swearing i n .  
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  swearing of  f i r s t  w i t n e s s .  
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  

dec i  s i  on. 

A 11,163iJ 3,508iJ 3 i % i J  71 i J  l x i j  2 x i J  
A 18,823 3,658 19% 

i b a t a  a r e  n o t  complete: 
Ar izona- -Super io r  Cour t - -Tor t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  

and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  s t a t i s t i c s  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  t r a n s f e r s  i n / o u t .  Domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  cases i n  Ar izona do n o t  i n c l u d e  
support /custody cases, wh ich  a r e  
cons idered p a r t  o f  mar r fage d i s s o l u t l o n  
cases. 

Cal i f o r n i  a--Superi o r  Cour t  --Domes t i c  
r e l a t i o n s  does n o t  i n c l u d e  some 
suppor t l cus tody .  a l l  adopt ion ,  and a l l  
p a t e r n i  t y /bas tardy  cases. 

Connect icu t - -Super io r  C o u r t - - T r i a l s  f o r  
t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and domestic r e l a t i o n s  
cases do n o t  i n c l u d e  t r j a l s  conducted by 
geographic area c o u r t s .  Domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  cases i n  Connect icu t  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  support /custody cases, which a r e  
cons idered p a r t  o f  mar r iage d l s s o l u t f o n  
cases. 
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Table 19: C i v i l  j u r y  and non- ju ry  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

D i  s t r i  c t o f  Col umb i a --Superi o r  Cour t  --Real 
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases do n o t  i n c l u d e  
1 and1 o r d  and t e n a n t  m a t t e r s .  

F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i  t Cour t  and County Cour t - -  
D i s p o s i t i o n s  i n  F l o r i d a  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
reopened cases d i s p o s i t i o n s .  T o r t  cases 
do n o t  i n c l u d e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  t o r t ,  wh ich  
i s  combined w i t h  o t h e r  case t y p e s  i n  
another  l i n e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

i n c l u d e  some cases r e p o r t e d  as reopened 
p r i o r  cases. 

I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Some t o r t  cases and 
misce l laneous c i v i l  a r e  combined w i t h  
o t h e r  case types  i n  another  l i n e  i n  t h i s  
t a b l e .  

I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - A l l  t o r t ,  b u t  o n l y  
sane c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  
cases a r e  inc luded.  

I n d i a n a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t - -  

redocketed  c i v i l "  i n  Ind iana.  

Hawaii  - - C i r c u i  t Court--A1 1 case types  do n o t  

A l l  c i v i l  case d i s p o s i t i o n  f i g u r e s  do 
Cot i n c l u d e  some cases r e p o r t e d  as 

Domestic r e l a t i o n s  f i g u r e  does n o t  
i n c l u d e  some suppor t /cus tody  cases, 
wh ich  a r e  combined w i t h  o t h e r  case 
types  i n  another  l i n e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

Probate  Court--Adopt ions a r e  t h e  o n l y  
domest ic r e l a t i o n s  cases handled. 

City Cour t  and Town Court--Some cases 
r e p o r t e d  were n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  by case 

County Court--Some cases r e p o r t e d  were n o t  
i d e n t i f i e d  by case type.  

I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Es ta te  cases do n o t  
i n c l u d e  guardianship/conservatorship/ 
t r u s t e e s h i p .  Domestic r e l a t i o n s  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  adopt ion ,  
p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r Q ,  o r  f a m i l y  i n  need o f  
a s s i s t a n c e  cases. 

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Domestic r e l a t i o n s  
does n o t  i n c l u d e  a d o p t i o n  cases. 

Mai ne--Superi o r  Court--Domestic re1  a t i o n s  
does n o t  i n c l u d e  suppor t /cus tody  (which 
i s  n o t  counted  s e p a r a t e l y  f rom m a r r i a g e  
d i s s o l u t i o n )  o r  p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  
cases. C i v i l  appeals do n o t  i n c l u d e  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency appeals.  

New Jersey- -Super io r  Cour t  and County Cour t - -  
Some t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  
mental  h e a l t h ,  e s t a t e ,  and misce l laneous 
c i v i l  cases a r e  found i n  a combined 
s t a t i s t i c  on another  l i n e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

New York--Supreme C o u r t  and County Cour t - -  
T o t a l  does n o t  i n c l u d e  uncontes ted  
mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n  cases o r  appeals 
o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  cases. 

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -Adopt ion  
cases a r e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s .  

Ohio--Court  o f  Common P l e a s - - T o r t  f i g u r e s  
i n c l u d e  o n l y  persona l  i n j u r y  cases. 
Domestic r e l a t i o n s  f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  
o n l y  m a r r i a g e  d i s s o l u t i o n  cases. 

County Court--Some c o n t r a c t  cases a r e  
combined w i t h  o t h e r  cases on another  
l i n e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

M u n i c i p a l  Court--Some c o n t r a c t  cases a r e  
combined w i t h  o t h e r  cases on another  
l i n e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  

type. 

Oregon- -C i rcu i t  Court--The combined case 
types i n c l u d e  c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  
appeals and s u p p o r t l c u s t o d y .  The 
domest ic r e l a t i o n s  f i g u r e  a long does n o t  
i n c l u d e  adopt ions  o r  t h e  support /custody 
cases i n c l u d e d  i n  the  combiried f i g u r e .  

types  i n c l u d e  o n l y  suppor t /cus tody  and 
p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y  i n  t h e  domest ic 
r e l a t i o n s  ca tegory ,  and t r i a l  c o u r t  
appeals i n  the  appeals ca tegory .  
separa te  domest ic r e l a t i o n s  f i g u r e s  
i n c l u d e s  c o n t e s t e d  m a r r i a g e  d i s s o l u t i o n  
and some suppor t /cus tody  cases. 

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Domestic r e l a t i o n s  
cases do n o t  i n c l u d e  annulments o r  
p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y  cases. 

V i  r g i n i a - - C i  r c u i  t Court--Domestic r e l a t i o n s  
i n c l u d e s  o n l y  mar r iage d i s s o l u t i o n .  The 
combined case types  i n c l u d e  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t  
some r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s .  adopt ions,  
p a t e r n i  t y / b a s t a r d y  , some suppor t /cus tody  , 
and some misce l laneous c i v i l  cases. 

South Dakota--Ci r c u i  t Court--The combined case 

The 

Wash i ng t o n  - -Supe r i  o r  C o u r t  --Domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  does n o t  i n c l u d e  domestic 
v i o l e n c e  p e t i t i o n s .  
r e p o r t  t r i a l  da ta  by case type.  

D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  submi t ted  no 
da ta ,  another  incomple te  da ta .  

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  C o u r t - - S u b l e t t e  County 

Two c o u n t i e s  d i d  n o t  

r e p o r t e d  d a t a  f o r  o n l y  t h e  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  
t h e  year .  

J E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Ind iana- -Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t - -  

South D a k o t a - - C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - T o t a l  t r i a l  

Texas - - D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  --Domes t i c  re1  a ti ons 

T r i a l  f i s u r e s  i n c l u d e  redocketed  f i g u r e s  as 
w e l l  as 'hear ings" .  

f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  h e a r i n g s .  

f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  c h i 1  d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  
County-Level C o u r t s - - C i v i  1 case da ta  f o r  

H a r r i s  County (Houston) i s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  
i n  separa te  case c a t e g o r i e s ,  b u t  i s  
i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  combined case types  on a 
l a t e r  l i n e  i n  t h i s  c h a r t .  The combined 
case types  a l s o  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  
c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s  f rom a l l  county 
c o u r t s .  A l l  d isposed c i v i l  case t y p e  
d a t a  elements i n c l u d e  appeals t h a t  
c o u l d  n o t  be broken down by case type. 

does n o t  i n c l u d e  spouse abuse case 
d i s p o s i t i o n s .  

Vermont--Superior Court--Domest ic r e l a t i o n s  
i n c l u d e s  o n l y  p a t e r n i t y / b a s t a r d y  cases. 

West V i  r g i n i a - - C i  r c u i t  Cour t - - Inc ludes  t o r t ,  
c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  mar r iage 
d i s s o l u t i o n ,  support /custody. 
p a t e r n i t y l b a s t a r d y ,  and c o n t e s t e d  e s t a t e  
cases. 

Wiscons in - -C i rcu i  t Court--The combined case 
types  i nc 1 ude t r a f  f i c / o t h e r  v i  o l  a t i  ons 
appeal s. 

Wyoming- -D is t r i c t  C o u r t - - J u v e n i l e  cases and 
c r i m i n a l  appeals a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  
c i v i l  data.  

Utah --U i s t r i c t  C o u r t  - -Domes ti c r e 1  a t i  ons 
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FIGURE E: Criminal case unit of count used by the state trial courts, 1984. 

FIGURE F: Minimum statutory definitions of a felony, 1984. 

Cr imina l  case u n i t  o f  count. The C S I M  P r o j e c t  
has always been concerned about the  f a c t  t h a t  
s t a t e s  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  way such cases are  counted by the  c o u r t s .  
Since the  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  t he  1975 volume o f  t h i s  
s e r i e s ,  some e f f o r t  has been made t o  i d e n t i f y  t he  
v a r i o u s  methods o f  c o u n t i n g  c r i m i n a l  cases f o r  
each s t a t e  cou r t .  The two predominant methods 
were e i t h e r  a defendant count,  o r  a charg ing  
document count.  Since charg ing  documents c o u l d  
have one o r  more defendants, i t  was assumed t h a t  
c o u r t s  u s i n g  c h a r g i n g  documents would have fewer 
per  c a p i t a  c r i m i n a l  cases than those s t a t e s  who 
r e p o r t e d  cases u s i n g  t h e  ac tua l  number o f  
defendants. Therefore,  s t a t e s  were grouped 
accord ing  t o  t h e i r  u n i t s  o f  count.  

The 1984 T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n  revea led  severa l  problems 
w i t h  t h a t  method o f  :ounting c r i m i n a l  cases. 
F i r s t ,  c o u n t i n g  the  number o f  charg ing  documents 
i s  i n s u f f i c i e n t  as a measure o f  c o u n t i n g  cases 
un less  one knows the  p o s s i b l e  conten ts  o f  such 
documents. 
a r e  i n v o l v e d  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  o f fenses  per  i n c i d e n t ,  does common 
p r a c t i c e  c a l l  f o r  a s i n g l e  charg ing  document f o r  
a l l  o f fenses  o r  a separate document f o r  each 
o f f e n s e ?  

O f  equal importance t o  the  conten ts  o f  a 
c h a r g i n g  document i n  count ing  c r i m i n a l  cases i s  
t h e  p o i n t  i n  the  process when a c r i m i n a l  case i s  
counted. The two predominant p o i n t s  a r e  a t  the  
f i l i n g  o f  t he  compla in t ,  and the  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  ind ic tment .  Since the  f i l i n g  of 
t he  compla in t  occurs much e a r l i e r  i n  the  process 
than the  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  ind ic tment ,  
c o u r t s  t h a t  count  cases a t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  
compla in t  should have a much h i g h e r  caseload than 
c o u r t s  which u a i t  u n t i l  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
i n d i c t m e n t  b e f o r e  count ing  c r i m i n a l  cases. 

dimensions o f  t he  c r i m i n a l  u n i t  o f  count:  t he  
p o i n t  i n  the  process a t  which c r i m i n a l  cases a r e  
counted; t he  number o f  defendants per  case; and 
the  conten ts  o f  charg ing  documents. 
i n f o r m a t i o n  has been organ ized i n t o  the  f o l l o w i n g  

F o r  example, when mu1 t i p l e  defendants 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  when t h e r e  a r e  

F i g u r e  E p resents  i n f o r m a t i o n  on a l l  

Th is  

typo logy .  The conten ts  o f  t he  cases ( i .e . .  t he  
number o f  p o s s i b l e  defendants/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. 

C r i m i n a l  case u n f t  o f  count  codes: 
Contents o f  case: 

1. 
2. 
3.  

4. 
5. 
6. 
7 .  
8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  charge 
S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing l  e 1 n c i d e n t  
S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
Sing1 e de fendant /var ies  w i  t h  p rosecutor  
One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  charge 
One o r  more d e f e n d a n t d s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  

One o r  more de fendantdone o r  more 

One o r  more defendants/var ies w i  t l t  

Var ies w i t h  p rosecutor /var ies  w i t h  

number o f  charges) 

(maximum number o f  charges) 

i n c i d e n t s  

p rosecutor  

p rosecutor  

P o i n t  a t  which a case i s  counted: 
A. 

B. 

C. 

0. 
E. 

A t  the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  compla in t  (war ran t  

A t  t he  ass ign ing  o f  a docket number 
A t  the  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

i n d i c t m e n t  

compla in t  

o r  accusat ion)  

The combinat ion o f  these two dimensions o f  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  u n i t  o f  count i s  p rov ided f o r  each c o u r t  
when c r i m i n a l  data a re  presented. 

D e f i n i n g  f e l o n i e s .  
v a r i a t i o n  t h a t  e x i s t s  among the  s t a t e s  regard ing  
the  s t a t u t o r y  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a fe lony. Although 

F i g u r e  F i l l u s t r a t e s  the  

t h e  overwhelming m a j o r i t y  o f  s t a t e r  d e f i n e  
f e l o n i e s  by p o s s i b l e  sentences exceeding 
approximately one year  i n  the  s t a t e  p r ison ,  
almost o n e - t h i r d  o f  t he  s t a t e s  d e f i n e  a f e l o n y  as 
cr imes w i t h  p o s s i b l e  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 .  

- 

i’ 

7 
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FIGURE E: Criminal case unit of count used by the state trial courts, 1984. 

STATE: 

Contents o f  charg ing  document 
Number o f  S i n g l e  S i n g l e  

General / defendants i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  One o r  
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  # o f  (uti1 i in-  more 
j u r i s -  P o i n t  o f  count ing  o r  S i n g l e  charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  
d i c t i o n  a c r i m i n a l  case - One __ more charge p e r  case) charges) dents 

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G I n d i c t m e n t  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Complaint 
Flunic ipal  C o u r t  L Complaint  

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

(No data r e p o r t e d )  

ALASKA: 
Super io r  C o u r t  G I n d i c t m e n t  X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Complaint X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  n d i  ctment X X 

Cour t  L Complaint  X X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Complaint X X 

ARIZONA : 

J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 

ARKANSAS : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G I n  forma t i  on / l  ndictmen t X X 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t  X X 
City Court,  P o l i c e  C t .  L Complaint  X X 

CAL I FORN I A : 
Super io r  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  n d i  ctment X 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  L Compl a i  n t  X 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L Complaint  X 

X 
X 
X 

COLORADO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G F i r s t  appearance f o r  X X 

some count ies / in fo rma-  
t i o n  f o r  cases coming 
up from County Court .  

County Cour t  L Compl a i  nt/sumnons X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  n d i  c tment X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X X 
Fami ly  Cour t  L Complaint X X 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace C t .  L Complaint  X X 
Cour t  o f  Comon Pleas L Complaint X X 

Alderman s Cour t  L Complaint  X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G Compl a i n t / i n f o r m a t i o n /  X X 

CONNECTICUT: 

bELAWARE: 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  
W i  l m i  nq ton  L Complaint  X X 

R I C T  Ob COLUMBIA: 

i n d i c t m e n t  

I D A :  I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G o r  sworn compla in t  X (Prosecutor  dec ides)  
County Cour t  L Complaint  X X 

SuDerior C o u r t  G I n d i  c tmen t /accusa t i  on X X 
GEORGIA: 

S t a t e  Cour t  L Accusat ion X 
M a g i s t r a t e  C o u r t  L Complaint  X 
Probate Cour t  L Accusat ion X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L No data  r e p o r t e d  
C i v i l  Court  L No da ta  r e p o r t e d  
County Recorder 's  Cour t  L No d a t a  r e p o r t e d  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour ts  

and the  City Cour t  
o f  A t l a n t a  L No d a t a  r e p o r t e d  

X 
X 
X 

HAWA I I : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G Compl a i  n t / i n d i  ctment X X (I4ost s e r i o u s  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Informat ion/compl a i n t  X X (Most ser ious  
charge) 

charge 1 
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F i g u r e  E :  C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  count  used by  t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

# Contents o f  charg ing  document 
Number o f  S i n g l e  S i n g l e  

General / defendants i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  One o r  
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  X o f  (un l im-  more 
j u r i s -  P o i n t  o f  count ing  o r  S i n g l e  charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  

- STATE : d i c t i o n  a c r i m i n a l  case - One __ more charge p e r  case) charges) dents  

IDAHO: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i o n  X 
M a g i s t r a t e s  D i v i s i o n  G Complaint  X 

X 
X 

P L L I  NO1 S : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G I n  forma t i  on/ i  n d i  ctment X X 

INDIANA:  
Super io r  C o u r t  and G I n f o r m a t i  on / ind i  ctment X X (may n o t  be 

C i r c u i t  C o u r t  c o n s i s t e n t  1 
County Cour t  L In fo rmat ion /compla in t  X X (may n o t  be 

cons i s t e n t  1 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  o f  L I n  forma t i  on/compl a i  n t  X X (may n o t  be 

Mar ion  County c o n s i s t e n t )  
City C o u r t  and Town L In fo rmat ion /compla i  n t  X X 

Cour t  (may n o t  
be con- 
s i  s t e n t  ) 

I O W A :  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n  f o r m a t i  on/ i  nd ic tment  X X 

KANSAS : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G F i r s t  appearance/ X 

i n f o r m a t i  on / i  nd ic tment  
X 

Y :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G I nf  ormat i  o n / i  n d i  ctment X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Compl a i  n t / c  i t a  t i  on X 

X 
X 

LOUISIANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G In fo rmat ion / ind ic tment  Var ies  Var ies  
City C o u r t  and P a r i s h  

Cour t  L In fo rmat ion /compla in t  X X 

W I N E :  
Super io r  Cour t  G I n  format i on/ i  n d i  ctmen t X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L I n  f o r m a t i  on/compl a i n t  X 

X 
X 

MARYLAND : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G In forma t i o n / i  nd ic tment  X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L C i t a t i o n / i n f o r m a t i o n  X X 

T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  
Commonwealth: 
Super io r  Cour t  Dept. G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X 
Housing C o u r t  Dept. G Complaint X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Dept. G Complaint  X 
Boston Mun ic ipa l  C t .  G Complaint  X 

M I  C H I  GAN : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i o n  X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Complaint X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Compl a i  n t  X 

X 
X 
X 

MINNESOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G Compl a i  n t  X 
County Cour t  L Comp 1 a i  n t X X 
County Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Complaint  X X 

X 

MISSISSIPPI: Data a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  

mSSOURI : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  
Associate D i v i s i o n  G Complaint Not  c o n s i s t e n t  s ta tewide  (depends on prosecutor )  

G I nforma t i  o n / i  n d i  ctment Not  cons i s t e n t  s ta tewide  (depends on prosecutor  

MONTANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i  o n / i  n d i  c tment X X 
J u s t i c e  o f  Peace Cour t  

and Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Complaint  
City Cour t  L Complaint  

X 
X 

X 
X 
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F i g u r e  E: Cr im ina l  case u n i t  o f  count  used by the  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Contents o f  c ha r g  i ng - doc uinen t 
Number o f  S i n g l e  S i n g l e  

General / defendants i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  One or 
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  # o f  (un l im-  more 
j u r i s -  P o i n t  o f  c o u n t i n g  o r  S i n g l e  charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  

STATE : d i c t i o n  a c r i m i n a l  case - One more charge p e r  case) charges) dents 
~ 

NEBRASKA: 
D i s t r i c t  Court  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  nd i c  tment X 

County Cour t  L I n  fo rmat  i on/compl a i  n t X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Complaint  X 

( n o t  con- 
X s i s t e n t l y  

observed 
s ta tewide  1 

X 
X 

REVADA: 
Var ies ,  depending on D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  Var ies  
p rosecutor  

J u s t i c e  Cour t  L Complaint Var ies Var ies,  depending on 
prosecutor  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Complaint  Var ies  Var ies ,  depending on 
prosecutor  

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Super io r  C o u r t  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  nd ic tment  X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Complaint X X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

Super io r  Cour t  (Law 

Chancery D i v i s i o n )  G Acc usa t i  on/ i  nd i  ctmen t X X 
14unicipal Cour t  L Complaint  X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G Complaint  X X 
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L Complaint X X 

M e t r o p o l i t a n  Cour t  L Compl a i n t  X X 

NEW JERSEY: 

D i v i s i o n  and 

NEW M E X I C O :  

Bernal i 11 o County 

NEW YORK: 
Supreme Cour t  

County Cour t  

Cr imina l  Cour t  o f  t h e  
City o f  New York 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and 
C i t y  Cour t  

Town Cour t  and V i  11 age 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  

G I n f  o rmat i  on / i  n d i  ctment X 

G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X 

L Docket number X 

L Complaint  X 

L Compl a i  n t  X X 

X (may vary 

X (may vary 

\ r i  t h  
p r o s e c u t o r )  

w i  t t i  
p rosecutor )  

X 

X 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Super io r  Cour t  G I n  fo rma t i  on / ind ic tment  X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L Complain t/summons X X ( 2  max) 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n  f o r m a t i  on / i  nd i  c tment X 
County Court  L Compl a i n t / i  nforma ti on X 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L Complaint  X 

X (may va ry )  
Var les 

X 

O H I O :  
Cour t  o f  Common Pleas G Arraignment X 
County Cour t  L Warrant/summons X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L Warrant/summons X 
Mayor's Cour t  L No data r e p o r t e d  

X 
X 
X 

OKLAHOMA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n f o r m a t i  on / i  nd ic tment  X X 
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F i g u r e  E :  C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  count  used by  t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

Contents o f  c h a r g i n g  document 
Number o f  S i n g l e  S i n g l e  

i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  Uiie o r  General / defendants 
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  # o f  ( u n l i m -  more 
j u r i s -  P o i n t  o f  c o u n t i n g  o r  S i n g l e  charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  

a c r i m i n a l  case - - - d i c t i o n  One more charge p e r  case) charges) dents  STATE: 

OUEGON: 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  G Compl a i  n t / i  n d i  ctment X (Number o f  charges n o t  

D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t / i n d i c t m e n t  X (Number o f  charges n o t  

J u s t i c e  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t  X (Number o f  charges n o t  

c o n s i s t e n t  s ta tewide  1 

c o n s i s t e n t  s t a t e w i d e )  

c o n s i s t e n t  s t a t e w i d e )  
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

C o u r t  o f  Common P leas  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  C o u r t  L Comp 1 a i n t X X 

C o u r t  L Complaint  X X 

M a g i s t r a t e s  C o u r t  L Complaint  X X 

PENNSYLVANIA: In fo rmat ion /docket  

P h i l a d e l p h i a  Mun ic ipa l  

P i t t s b u r g h  City 

PUERTO R I C O :  
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G Accusat ion  
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  L Lompl a i  r i t  

X X 
X X 

RHODE ISLAND: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  L Complaint  X X 

X 

SOUTH CAUOLINA: 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  G 1 n d i  c tmen t X 
M a g i s t r a t e  C o u r t  L Warran t/sumnons X 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  L Warrant/sunmons X 

X 
X 
X 

OTA: 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  G Complaint  X X 

I t N N t b b t t :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t ,  

General Sessions C o u r t  L No da ta  r e p o r t e d  
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  L No da ta  r e p o r t e d  

U i s t r i c t  C o u r t  and 

County Level  Cour ts  L Compl a i  n t / i  n f o r m a t i o n  X Var ies  
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t  X X 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace C t .  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  G I n f o  rma t i  on X X 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  L I n  f orma t i o n / c i  t a  ti on X X 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace 

Chancery Court ,  and 
C r i m i n a l  C o u r t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  N o t  c o n s i s t e n t  s ta tewide  

E X A S  : 

C r i m i n a l  D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  G I n  f ornia t i on/ i n d i  c tmen t X X 

UTAH : 

C o u r t  L C i t a t i o n  X X 

VtHMUN I : 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  G Arraignment X 

X 
X 

VIRGINIA: 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  G I n f o r m a t i o n / i n d i c t m e n t  X X 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  L Warrant/sumons X X 

WASHINtiIUN: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G In forma ti on X 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t / c i  t a  t i on X 
M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  L Compla in t /c i  t a t i o n  X 

X 
X ( 2  max) 
X ( 2  m a x )  

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G War ran t / ind ic tment  X 
M a g i s t r a t e  C o u r t  L Warrant X 
Munic ipa l  C o u r t  L Compl a i  n t  X X 

X 
X 
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F i g u r e  E: Cr im ina l  case u n i t  o f  count  used by the  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

STATE : 

Contents o f  charg ing  document 
Number o f  , S i n g l e  S i n g l e  

General / defendants i n c i d e n t  i n c i d e n t  One o r  
1 i m i  t e d  One ( s e t  # o f  (un l im-  more 
j u r i s -  P o i n t  o f  count ing  o r  S i n g l e  charges i t e d  # o f  i n c i -  
d i c t i o n  a c r i m i n a l  case - One more charge p e r  case) charges) dents 

WISCONSIN: 
C i r c u i t  Court  G I n i  ti a1 appearance X 
Muni c i  pa 1 Cour t  L Compl a i  n t /c i t a  t i  on X X 

X 

WYOMING: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G I n  fo rmat  f on/ i  nd ic tment  X 
County Cour t  and 

J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  
Peace Cour t  L Cornpl a i n t / i n f o r m a t i o n  X 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L C i  ta t ion /compl  a i n t  X X 

Source: 1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  
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FIGURE F: Minimum statutory definitions of a felony, 1984. 

No Less than 
S t a t e  minimum* 1 y e a r  

Alabama 
A1 aska 
Ar izona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n i a  

1 y e a r  
One y e a r  2 years  

p l u s  a day or more 

X 

Colorado 
Connect icu t  
Del aware 
D i  s t r i c t  o f  C o l  umbi a 
F1 o r i  da 

.6 months 
X 

X 
X 

X 

Georgia 
Hawa i i 
Idaho 
I 1  1 i n o i  s 
I n d i a n a  

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Lou is iana 
I-laine 

X 
X 

X 

Mary1 arid X 
t.lassachusetts X 
14 i  c h i gan 
Minnesota 
M i s s i s s i p p i  -- da ta  a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  

X 
X 

Missour i  
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New llampshi r e  

X 
X 
X 

New Jersey  
New Etexico 
New York 
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  
N o r t h  Dakota 

Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Puer to  R ico  

6 months 

6 months 

X 
X 

S y e a r s  

Rhode I s l a n d  
South C a r o l i n a  
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 

X 
3 months 

X 
X 

X 

Utah 
Vermont 
V i  r g i  n i  a 
Mash i ng t o n  
!.lest V i r g i n i a  
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

* I n  many j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  f e l o n i e s  a r e  d e f i n e d  by s t a t u t e s ,  n o t  by l e n g t h  o f  sentence. 
Source: 1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  C o u r t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t ing.  



TABLE 20: Triable felony, limited felony, misdemeanor, and DWI/DUI filings and 
dispositions for state trial courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

S t a t e s  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i n c l u d e  a l l  
c o u r t s  w i t h  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  these c r i n i i r i a l  cdse 
types- -bo th  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i  t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  The same case types  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 t a t e .  

The c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 shou ld  be 
c o n s u l t e d  f o r  a b r i e f  summary o f  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  each c o u r t .  
compared among s t a t e s  w i t h  c o u r t s  u s i n g  t h e  same 
u n i t  o f  count.  

Only s t a t e  t o t a l s  shou ld  be 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix E. 

V a r i a t i o n s  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 case c a t e g o r i e s  and the  data c l a s s i f i e d  
i n  the  case c a t e g o r i e s  vary  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  
Therefore,  t he  case types  used i n  t h i s  Repor t  a r e  
those chosen f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  the  S t a t e  Cour t  
Model Annual Repor t  and S t a t e  Cour t  Model 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a y .  

however, caseloads a r e  n o t  comparable i f  s t a t e  
s t a t u t e s  vary  as t o  t h e  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. C e r t a i n  
d rug  o f fenses ,  f o r  example, may be s e r i o u s  
f e l o n i e s  i n  one s t a t e  b u t  o n l y  misdemeanors i n  
another,  see F i g u r e  F f o r  f e l o n y  v a r i a t i o n s .  

Only s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  da ta  t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d i s p l a y e d  i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case types  a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  and then o n l y  i f  t h e  d a t a  a r e  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete.  Many c o u r t s  do n o t  break 
data down beyond t h e  broad c r i m i n a l  ca tegory .  

I n  p a s t  volumes o f  t h i s  s e r i e s ,  separa te  
t a b l e s  were presented  f o r  t he  v a r i o u s  case types  
c o n s o l i d a t e d  i n t o  t h i s  t a b l e .  However, s i n c e  
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  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  t h e  
new 1 i m i t e d  f e l o n y  ca tegory ,  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  
separate t a b l e s  would n o t  p r e s e n t  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 r o v i d e  a 
inore comprehensive l o o k  a t  t h e  t o t a l  s t a t e  
o f f e n s e  caseload. Unless o t h e r w i s e  i n d i c a t e d ,  
these f i g u r e s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  appeals.  

Even w i t h  use o f  t h e  model case types ,  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases: 

The v a r i o u s  u n i t s  o f  c o u n t  i n  c r i m i n a l  cases 

A q u i c k  g lance a t  t h i s  column i n d i c a t e s  
a r e  i d y t i f i e d  i n  t h e  column l a b e l e d  " u n i t  o f  
count.  
t h a t  few s t a t e s  use t h e  same u n i t  o f  c o u n t  i n  
t h e i r  genera l  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, .  It i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
i m p o s s i b l e  t o  a r range t h i s  t a b l e  so t h a t  c o u r t s  
hav ing  t h e  same u n i t  o f  c o u n t  a r e  t o g e t h e r  
because t h e  c o u r t s  h a n d l i n g  c r i m i n a l  cases i n  a 
s t a t e  would be separated. 
u n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h a t  t o t a l  s t a t e  caseloads a r e  n o t  
comparable un less  p a r a l l e l  c o u r t s  i n  two o r  more 
s t a t e s  handle t h e  same k i n d s  o f  cases and c o u n t  
them i n  t h e  same way, e.g., Alabama and 
C a l i f o r n i a .  

count  can be found i n  F i g u r e  E. 

This  means, 

A more complete d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  these u n i t s  o f  

Appropr i  a t e  a rial y s i s : 

t l iar i  1% b u t  y r e a t e r  than .54 h v e  bccn ruuiidcd up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentdge c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were 
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
as a < 1%. 

A l l  percentaye c a l c u l a t i o n s  t l i d t  were l e s s  

Uisposed cases as p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d .  l t i i s  
measure represents  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
which t t ie  c o u r t  d isposed. 
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. 
i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  d isposed o f  more cases 
than were f i l e d ,  thus  r e d u c i n g  pending caseload. 
A p e r c e n t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred 
i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t he  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  
the  volume o f  cases b e i n g  f i l e d .  Th is  f i g u r e  was 
n o t  computed when the  f i l e d  and disposed f i g u r e s  
were n o t  comparable. 

The percent  i s  

A p e r c e n t  o v e r  one hundred 

F i l e d  ( d i s  osed) e r  100,000 o u l a t i o n .  The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  pPopulatPon use& 
case load c h a r t s  i s  100,000. F i l e d  p e r  100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  arid g i v e s  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  var ious  
s izes .  I f  t h e  riutiiber ot t i l i n g s  was n o t  
a v a i l a b l e  b u t  t he  nuiiiber o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 
a v a i l a b l e ,  t t ie  number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  was e n t e r e d  i n  t h i s  column i n  p l a c e  
o f  t h e  number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n i t ,  
and t h e  use o f  t h i s  a1 t e r n a t i v e  q u a n t i t y  was 
i r i d i c a t e d  by e n c l o s i n g  i t  i r i  parentheses. 
P o p u l a t i o n  f i g u r e s  r e p r e s e n t  the  18-year -o l  d -p l  us 
s t a t e  popul a ti on. 

I f  a l l  o t h e 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 ,  u n i t  o f  count ,  e t c . )  a r e  
s i m i l a r ,  t he  f i l e d - p e r - u n i  t - o f - p o p u l  a t i o n  
s t a t i s t i c  w i l l  p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons ainony 
s t a t e s  o f  t h e  number o f  f i l e d  cases. 

Felony cases a r e  e a s i e r  t o  compare i n  t h i s  
t a b l e  than t h e  o t h e r  case types  because almost 
a l l  f e l o n y  cases a r e  hand led  i n  general  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  

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

Only STATE TOTALS can be compared i n  those 
s t d t e s  where more than one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o v e r  t h e  case type.  
between t h e  d a t a  r e p o r t e d  f o r  a s t a t e  w i t h  an 
i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  t h a t  has e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
over  the  t y p e  o f  case, and t h e  STATE TUTALS f o r  
s t a t e s  where more than one c o u r t  tias j u r i s d i c t i o n  
i f  the  u n i t s  o f  count  a r e  t h e  same. 
shou ld  be avo ided f o r  s t a t e s  n o t  r e p o r t i n g  da ta  
f o r  one o r  more c o u r t s  t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o v e r  the  case type. 

I t  shou ld  a l s o  be n o t e d  t h a t  any change(s1 i n  
the  caseload o f  a c o u r t  may n o t  i n d i c a t e  a change 
I n  t h e  a c t u a l  "o f fense - ra te ' '  w i t h i n  a s t a t e ,  b u t  
may mere ly  r e f l e c t  changes i n  t h e  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  
r e p o r t i n g  rates--among o t h e r  t h i n g s .  
Consequently. these da ta  can be used f o r  l i t t l e  
more than c o u r t  management measures. 

Comparisons can be made 

Coniparisons 
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TABLE 21: Criminal appeals caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

TABLE 22: Preliminary hearing proceedings for state trial courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i  s d i  c t i on : 

Caseload i n  these t a b l e s  i s  from b o t h  genera l  
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  c o u r t s .  
The same case types  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 t a t e .  The c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 should be c o n s u l t e d  f o r  a 
b r i e f  summary o f  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t .  

Only s t a t e  t o t a l s  can be compared among 
s t a t e s  u s i n g  t h e  same u n i t  o f  count .  
f a c i l i t a t e  comparisons, t h e  s t a t e s  i n  these 
t a b l e s  have been grouped i n t o  t h r e e  ca tegor ies :  
those s t a t e s  where a c o u r t  has e x c l u s i v e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o v e r  a case t y p e  and where i t  
r e p o r t e d  complete data;  those s t a t e s  where more 
than one c o u r t  handles a case t y p e  and each c o u r t  
submi t ted  complete data;  and those s t a t e s  where 
data f rom any one o f  t h e  c o u 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  a r e  incomplete.  

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix 6 .  

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

To 

I n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h e  
t r i a l  c o u r t s  i s  e x p l a i n e d  i n  more d e t a i l  i n  
F i g u r e  H. 
f o r  a1 1 those c o u r t s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  c r i m i n a l  
appeals separa te ly .  Some s t a t e s  combine c i v i l  
and c r i m i n a l  appeals i n  one f i g u r e .  Others do 
n o t  count  appeals s e p a r a t e l y  f rom c r i m i n a l  
caseload. 

Table 21 prov ides  c r i m i n a l  appeal da ta  

~~ 

I n  t h e  1981 Annual Re o r t  C S I M  began 
c o u n t i n g  1 i m i  t e d d i . ,  those f e l o n i e s  
t h a t  a r e  f i n a l l y  disposed i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s )  w i t h  t h e  r e g u l a r  f e l o n y  count ,  and n o t  
w i t h  t h e  p r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g  data. 
p r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g  count  i n  Table 22 represents  
o n l y  those f e l o n i e s  t h a t  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  a l s o  be 
counted i n  genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  f e l o n y  counts  
(e.g., i n  t h i s  t a b l e  p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings  i n c l u d e  
such t h i n g s  as cases bound over, e t c . ) .  
P r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings  a r e  n o t  r e q u i r e d  i n  a l l  
s ta tes ,  and t h e i r  use v a r i e s  f rom s t a t e  t o  
s t a t e .  

chosen f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  S t a t e  Cour t  Model 
Annual Re o r t  and S t a t e  Cour t  Model S t a t i s t i c a l  

n y s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  da ta  t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d isp layed i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case types  a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  t h e  t a b l e s ,  and then o n l y  i f  t h e  da ta  a r e  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. 
da ta  down beyond t h e  broad c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  
t r a f f i c ,  and j u v e n i l e  ca tegor ies .  

The 

The case types  used i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  a r e  those * 
Many c o u r t s  do n o t  break 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  cases: 

Each o f  these t a b l e s  has a column i n d i c a t i n g  
t h e  u n i t  o f  count  used by t h e  c o u r t .  The 
d i s t i n c t i o n s  among ways o f  c o u n t i n g  c r i m i n a l  
cases a r e  s p e l l e d  o u t  i n  d e t a i l  i n  F i g u r e  E o f  
t h i s  Report.  

Appropr ia te  a n a l y s i s  : 

A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  l e s s  
that1 1% b u t  g r e a t e r  than .5% a r e  rouritlcd up t o  
1%. A l l  perceri tage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  d r e  g r e a t e r  
than U%, b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  a s c l ’ b .  

Disposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  This  
measure represents  t h e  p e r c e n t  o f  f i l e d  cases 
disposed by t h e  c o u r t .  
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 i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  d isposed o f  more cases than were 
f i l e d ,  thus  reduc ing  pending caseload. A p e r c e n t  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  t h e  volume 
o f  cases be ing  f i l e d .  
computed i f  t h e  f i l i n g  and d i s p o s i t i o n  da ta  Here 
n o t  comparabl e. 

The p e r c e n t  i s  computed 

Th is  measure was n o t  

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 popu la t ion .  
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a11 c o u r t  
caseload c h a r t s  i s  100,000. F i l i r i g s  p e r  100,001; 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  and g ives  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  var ious  
s i z e s .  I f  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  was n o t  
a v a i l a b l e  b d t  t h e  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  was e n t e r e d  i n  t h i s  column i n  p l a c e  
o f  t h e  number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n i t ,  
and t h e  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 
i n d i c a t e d  by e n c l o s i n g  i t  i n  pareri theses. 
Popu la t ion  f i g u r e s  used i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  t a b l e s  ‘ 
represent  t h e  18-year -o ld -p lus  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n .  
I f  a l l  o t h e 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 ,  u n i t  o f  count ,  e t c . )  a r e  s i m i l a r ,  t h e  
f i l e d - p e r - u n i  t -o f -popu l  a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i l l  
p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. 

The 

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

I n  Table 22 o n l y  STATE TOTALS can be compared 
i n  those s t a t e s  where more than one c o u r t  handles 
p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings. 
between t h e  da ta  r e p o r t e d  f o r  a s t a t e  w i t h  an 
i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  t h a t  has e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
and t h e  STATE TOTALS f o r  s t a t e s  where more than 
one c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons shou ld  
be avoided f o r  s t a t e s  n o t  r e p o r t i n g  da ta  for one 
o r  more c o u r t s  t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e  
case type.  

Coniparisons shou ld  be made o n l y  between those 
cases t h a t  use t h e  same u n i t  o f  count  f o r  
c o u n t i n g  c r i m i n a l  cases. 

It shou ld  a l s o  be no ted  t h a t  any change(s) i n  
t h e  caseload o f  a c o u r t  may n o t  i n d i c a t e  a change 
i n  t h e  a c t u a l  “o f fense- ra te ’ ’  w i t h i n  a s t a t e ,  b u t  
may mere ly  r e f l e c t  changes i n  t h e  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  r e p o r t i n g  
rates--among o t h e r  t h i n g s .  
o n l y  be used f o r  c o u r t  management measures. 

Comparisons can be made 

These data shou ld  
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TABLE 21: Criminal appeals caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

t i l e d  ( d i s -  

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

E x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Ar izona- -Super io r  Cour t  ................ 
Arkansas- -C i rcu i t  Cour t  ................ 
Cal i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ............. 
Delaware--Superior Cour t  ............... 
F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Court  ................. 
I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  .................. 
I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................... 
Kansas- -U is t r i c t  Cour t  ................. 
Kentucky--Circui  t Cour t  ................ 
Massachusetts--Tr ia l  Cour t  o f  t h e  

Commonwealth ....................... 
M i s s o u r i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
N e b r a s k a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 
New Hampshire--Superior Cour t  .......... 
New Jersey--Super ior  Cour t  ............. 
Rhode Is land- -Super io r  Cour t  ........... 
V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 
Washington--Superior Cour t  ............. 
West V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ........... 
Not  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Texas--County-Level Courts ............. 

U n i t  
o f  

count  

4-A. 
1 -A 
2-A 
2 -A 
5'- 8 

4-c 
2-A 
2-E/A 
2-A 

2-A/C 
11 -A/C 
2 -A 
1 -A 
2-8 

4-A 
1 -A 
7 -A 
9-c 

1-6 

Disposed posed) p e r  

F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  
as percent  1 00,000 

1,841 
484 

3.632 
150 
773 

3363 
639 
780 
374 

8.508 

3,2583 
3,039 
4,006 

1,034J 
21,087 

963 
1,077 

1,754 
124 

3,169 

544 

356J 
879 

41 1 

3,189 

2,966 
4,031 

3,432J 

845J 
22,71 31J 

95% 
26% 
87% 

70% 

106xJ 
138% 

110% 

io5xJ  

8 2 x j  

98% 
101% 

84 
29 
19  
33 

9 

4 9 j  ;; .! 
14 

192 
(861 
2805 
41 9 

71 

97,062 861 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

C o l o r a d o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... 4-E/A 392 369 94% 17 
Maryland--Ci r c u i  t Cour t  ................ 2-A 4,550i 4,808i 106x1 1391 

Nor th  D a k o t a - - U i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........... 2-A 2 3 150% 1 
M i c h i g a n - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ 11-A 706i 808i  114%i 11' 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  da ta  were 
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S ta tes  i n c l u d e d  under " incomplete s t a t e  
da ta"  may present  data f rom o n l y  one o f  
severa l  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  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  c r i m i n a l  appeals i n  
t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h e  
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 t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Report.  

Cr im ina l  case u n i t  o f  count  codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number 

o f  charges):  
1. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  charge 
2. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

number o f  charges) 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
S i n g l e  defendant/var ies w i t h  p rosecutor  
One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  charge 
One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
One o r  more de fendants /s in  l e  i n c i d e n t  
(maximum number o f  charges! 
One o r  more defendants/one o r  more 
i n c i d e n t s  
One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s h a r i e s  w i t h  
prosecutor  
Var ies w i t h  p rosecutor /var ies  w i t h  
prosecutor  

P o i n t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. 

6 .  

C. 

D. At  the a s s i g n i n g  o f  a docket number 
E. 

A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
i n d i c t m e n t  
A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
compla in t  
A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  compla in t  (war ran t  
o r  accusat ion)  

A t  t h e  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 
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TABLE 21: C r i m i n a l  appeals case load f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

i D a t a  a r e  incomplete:  
Mary land C i r c u i t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  

appeals does n o t  i n c l u d e  some cases 
i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  unrepor ted  ca tegory .  

Mich igan C i r c u i t  Court--No da ta  were 
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  H i l l s d a l e ,  Osceola, 
Kalkaska, o r  D e l t a  c o u n t i e s .  

V i r g i n i a  C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  appeals 
d i s p o s i t i o n  f i g u r e  does n o t  i n c l u d e  
f e l o n y  appeals f rom t h e  J u v e n i l e  and 
Domestic R e l a t i o n s  Court .  These a r e  
i n c l u d e d  i n  f e l o n y  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  

JExp lan4 i t i on  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Idal io D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  appeals 

i n c l u d e  sentence rev iew o n l y  and 
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Nebraska D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  appeals 
da ta  i n c l u d e  c i v i l  appeals.  Statements 
i n  t h e  Annual Repor t  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  more 
than h a l f  were c r i m i n a l  appeals.  

Rtiode I s 1  and S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -Cr imina l  
appeals f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  misdemeanor and 
DWI /DUI  cases. 

V i g i n i a  C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  appeals 
d i s p o s i t i o n  f i g u r e s  i n c l u d e  misdemeanor 
cases and appeals o f  misdemeanor cases. 
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TABLE 22: Preliminary hearing proceedings for state trial courts. 1984 . 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

Exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Alaska.. D i s t r i c t  Court ................. 
Arizona.. J u s t i c e s  of  the  Peace ......... 
Connecticut.. Super ior  Court  ............ 
Delaware.. Cour t  o f  Common Pleas ........ 
D i s t r i c t  of Columbia.. Super ior  Court  ... 
Florida.. County Court  .................. 
Hawaii.. D i s t r i c t  Court  ................. 
Idaho.. D i s t r i c t  Court  .................. 
Iowa.. Di s t r i c t  Court  ................... 
Kentucky.. D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
Maine.. Di s t r i c t  Court  .................. 
Missouri.. C i r c u i t  Court  ................ 
New Jersey.. Municipal  Court  ............ 
North Carolina.. D i s t r i c t  Court  ......... 
North Dakota.. County Court  ............. 
South Dakota.. C i  r c u i  t Court  ............ 
Virginia.. D i s t r i c t  Court  ............... 
West V i  r g i  n i  a ..Magi s t r a  t e  Court  ........ 
Not exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Nebraska.. STATE TOTAL .................. 
County Court  ........................ 
Municipal  Court  ..................... 

New Hampshire.. STATE TOTAL ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ...................... 
Municipal  Court  ..................... 

New Mexico.. STATE TOTAL ................ 
Magis t ra te  Court  .................... 
Bernal i 11 o County Metropol i tan Court  . 

Ohio.. STATE TOTAL ...................... 
County Court  ........................ 
Municipal  Court  ..................... 

Pennsylvania.. STATE TOTAL .............. 
Phi lade lph ia  Municipal  Court  ........ 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court  .............. 
P i t t s b u r g h  City Magistrates ......... 

Puerto Rico.. STATE TOTAL ............... 
Superior Court  ...................... 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...................... 

U n i t  
o f  

Count 

7-c 
1 -c 
2 -A 
1 -c 
2-8 

1 -c 
1 -B 
4-c 
2 -A 

2-c 
9-B 
11 -A/C 
2-c 

3-c 
5-8 
2-c 
1 -c 
9-c 

2-8 
2-c 

1 -c 
1 -c 

2-c 
2-c 

2-c 
2-c 

2-c 
2-C 
2-c 

1 -c 
1 -c 

F i  1 ed Disposed 

2. 109 
1 7. 703J 

278 

4. 289 

5. 710 
1. 267 
5. 2163’ 

32. 446j 
3. 556 

11. 230 
70. 678 

22. 6814 

3. 257. 

11. 6615 

1. 499: 

45. 395J 

5. 1655 
3. 406: 
1. 7595 

3.947 
2. 836 

111 

16. 7975 
15. 402: 
1. 3955 

25. 821 
2. 302 

23. 519 

94. 2225 
14. 8865 
67. 269 
12. 067J 

13. 336 
1. 112 

12. 224 

1.799 
I C .  86d 

278 
6. 9143 
4. 289 

5. 710 
1. 267 
5. 40d 
1. 250 

33. 745j 
3. 113 

11. 230 
70. 678 

22. 6815 
1. 673J 
3. 257. 

10. 8673 
45. 395J 

3. 432J 

I. 396J 

25.821 
2. 302 

23. 519 

15. 22iJ 
67. 269 

12. 826 
1. 146 

11. 680 

Disposed 
as percent 

o f  f i l e d  

8 5% 

100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 

9 !id 

1 o4%J 

io4xJ 
88% 

100% 
100% 

1 oorj 
1 12%J 
100%: 
1 OOXJ 

93%J 

101 x j  

1 oox j  
100% 
100% 
100% 

102%j 
100% 

96% 
103% 
96% 

posed) p e r  
100. 000 

popu la t ion  

4 

624 
eubJ 

12 
(1. 5 iu )J  

879 

67 
169 
7681 
(59) 

1. 2105 
418 
304 

1. 249 

4973 
307j  
651J 

1. 079? 
8213 

4445 
293J 
151J 

544 
529 

15 

1. 7004 

1415 

330 
29 

300 

1 . 0484 
1665 
748 

1. 559: 

1343 

408 
34 

374 
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TABLE 22: P r e l i m i n a r y  h e a r i n g  proceedings f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

F i  Icd(diF 
U n i t  Disposed posed) p e r  

Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  Count F i l e d  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  o f  as percent  100.000 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Ark an s a s - -Mu n i c i pa 1 Cour t  

Michigan - - D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  . 
New York--Cr iminal  Cour t  o 

o f  New York ......... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........ 

Colorado--County Court  ... 

O r e g o n - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ... 
Utah- -C i rcu i  t Court  ....... 

............. 1-c 1,9471' 1,947i 1 O O % i  115i  

............. 2-c 36,939i 36,9391' 1 O O % i  561i  

............. 9-0 28,516 28,516 100% 21 4 ............. 2-c 2,650 2,650 100% 20 

............. 5-8 12,517J 12,285J 98x j  63 7 j  

............. 4-c 5.167 5,167 100% 223 

the  City 

............. 9-A 5.699 5,6Y9 100% 555 
Wash ing ton- -D is t r i c t  Cour t  ............. 3-C 4,386i j  i 3 8 i J  .................. Wyoming--County Court  9-B 574 574 100% 164 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  data a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t he  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S ta tes  i n c l u d e d  under " incomplete s t a t e  
da ta"  may p r e s e n t  data from o n l y  one o f  
several  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  e i t h e r  do 
n o t  have p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings, 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 r e l i m i n a r y  
hear ings. S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  the  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Report.  

Cr im ina l  case u n i t  o f  count  codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendantshumber 

Contents o f  case: 
1. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  charge 
2. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

4. 
5. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h a r i e s  w i t h  p rosecutor  
6. 
7. 
8. 

9. One o r  more de fendantdone o r  more 

10. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s h a r i e s  w i t h  

11. Var ies w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r / v a r i e s  w i t h  

P o i n t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. 

6.  

C. 

0.  
E. 

o f  charges) - P o i n t  a t  which case i s  counted 

number o f  charges) 
S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  

One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  charge 
One o r  more d e f e n d a n t d s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  

(maximum number o f  charges) 

i n c i d e n t s  

p rosecutor  

p rosecutor  

A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

A t  t he  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  compla in t  ( w a r r a n t  

A t  the  a s s i g n i n g  o f  a docket  number 
A t  t he  arrp'gnment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

i n d i c t m e n t  

compl a i  n t  

o r  accusat ion)  

i D a t a  a r e  incoc,:iete: 

c o u r t s  d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  o r  r e p o r t e d  
p a r t i a l  l y  : Alma, Crawfordsv i l  1 e, 

Arkansas Mun ic ipa l  Court--The f o l l o w i n g  

Farmington, Huinnoke, Mountainburg, Ash 
F l a t ,  Bryant ,  C l i n t o n ,  Crosset t ,  Uermott,  
UeVal ls B l u f f ,  Endora, Fordyce, Lake 
V i l l a g e ,  Lake City, Mammoth Spr ing, 
Marsha l l ,  Osceola, Si loam Springs, 
Magnolia. R u s s e l l v i l l e ,  and S t a r  City. 

Michigan U i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - D i s t r i c t  Courts i n  
t h e  c i t i e s  o f  Uearborn, L i n c o l n  Park, 
Romulus, and East Lansing d i d  n o t  r e p o r t  
data . 

Washington D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  
submit any data d u r i n g  1984, and one o t h e r  
d i d  n o t  submit  a l l  r e p o r t s .  

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  
Ar izona J u s t i c e s  o f  the  Peace--Prel iminary 

hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 
Del aware Cour t  o f  Common P leas- -Pre l  i m i n a r y  

hear ings  i n c l u d e  some l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  
cases. 

Idaho U i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  hear ings  
i n c l u d e  some l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Kentucky U i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l  im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Nebraska County Cour t  and Mun ic ipa l  
Court--Prel  i m i n a r y  hear ings  i n c l u d e  
1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

New li lexico M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  and B e r n a l i l l o  
County M e t r o p o l i t a n  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Nor th  C a r o l i n a  D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Nor th  Dakota County Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Oregon D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l  i m i n a r y  hear ings  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

P h i l a d e l p h i a  Mun ic ipa l  Court ,  Pennsylvania--  
P re l  i m i n a r y  hear ings  i n c l u d e  1 i m i  t e d  
f e l o n y  cases. 

P i t t s b u r g h  City Magi s t r a t e s  Cour t ,  
Penrisyl van i a -  -Pre l  i m i  nary  hear ings  
i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  felonylmisdemeanor and 
l i m i t e d  DWI/DUI cases. 

South Dakota C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

V i r g i n i a  D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l  ude 1 i m i  t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Washington D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

West V i r g i n i a  M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t - -Pre l im inary  
hear ings  i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 
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TABLE 23: Criminal jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i  sd i  c t i  on : 

The "+" symbol under t h e  heading "case t y p e "  
i n d i c a t e s  what case types  were r e p o r t e d  f o r  each 
p i e c e  o f  t r i a l  data.  An "0" symbol i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  r e p o r t e d  f i g u r e s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  t h a t  
case type .  J u r y  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  can o n l y  be 
compared f o r  t h e  same k i n d s  o f  cases. 
general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i  t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  a r e  inc luded.  

Both 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  b o t h  cases and t r i a l s :  

The c r i m i n a l  u n i t  o f  c o u n t  and j u r y  t r i a l  
d e f i n i t i o n  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  f o r  each c o u r t .  
Caseload cannot be compared among c o u r t s  t h a t  do 
n o t  count  cases i n  t h e  same way o r  a t  t h e  same 
t ime. 

A p p r o p r i a t e  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 r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
as a 4 1 % .  

O i v i d i n g  t h e  number o f  t r i a l s  conducted  by t h e  
t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  t h e  
a p p r o p r i a t e  case t y p e  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  t r i a l  r a t e  
f o r  t h a t  case t y p e  f o r  t h e  c o u r t .  

T r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t l o n s .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
O i v i d i n g  t h e  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  conducted by 
t h e  t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed o f  f o r  t h e  
a p p r o p r i a t e  case t y p e  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  j u r y  t r i a l  
r a t e  f o r  t h a t  case t y p e  f o r  t h e  c o u r t .  

. 

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a p e r c e n t  o f  t r i a l s .  D i v i d i n g  
t h e  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  by t h e  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  
t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t r i a l s  t h a t  a r e  t r i a l s  by j u r y  
f o r  t h a t  case t y p e  f o r  t h e  c o u r t .  

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

Comparisons on these t a b l e s  must be 
r e s t r i c t e d  t o  t h e  c o u r t  l e v e 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 i a l  d e f i n i t i o n s .  S t a t e  t o t a l s  have n o t  been 
computed i n  o r d e r  t o  a v o i d  ally t e m p t a t l o n  t o  
compare "apples and oranges. 

data i s  g i v e n  below. Each c o u r t  t h a t  r e p o r t s  
t r i a l  da ta  f o r  f e l o n y  cases as a separate 
ca tegory  i s  l i s t e d ,  f o l l o w e d  by t h e  symbols f o r  
t h e  u n i t  o f  c o u n t  used, t h e  p o i n t  o f  c o u n t l n g  
cases, and t h e  t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  Among those 
c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  f e l o n y  t r l a l  data,  o n l y  t h e  f i v e  
c o u r t s  numbered 1, i n  the  l a s t  column r e p o r t  da ta  
t h a t  can be compared s t r i c t l y .  Those f l v e  c o u r t s  
use the  same u n l t  o f  count  and the  same j u r y  
t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n  when r e p o r t l n g  t h e i r  data.  

An example o f  t h e  problems o f  comparing these 

Felony 

CT - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  
DC - Super io r  Cour t  
ID - U i s t r i c t  Cour t  
I L  - C i r c u i t  Cour t  
KS - U i s t r i c t  Cour t  
NJ - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  
NC - Super io r  Cour t  
OH - C t .  o f  Com. P1. 
OK - U i s t r i c t  Cour t  
OR - C i r c u i t  Court  
SO - C i r c u i t  Cour t  
TX - U i s t r i c t  Court  
WV - C l r c u i t  Cour t  
W I  - C i r c u i t  Cour t  
VT - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  

U n i t  
o f  

count  

2 -A 
2 -B 
4-c 
7 -A 
2-E/A 
2-8 
2 -A 
2-E 
9-B 
5-8 
2 -A 
2 -A 
9 -A 
4-E 
4-E 

J u r y  
t r l a l  
d e f i  - 
n l t i o n  

A 
A 
A 
C 
A 
C 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
C 

Caseloads 
t h a t  can be 
compared 

1 

1 
1 

Care shou ld  a l s o  be taken t o  compare o n l y  
those c o u r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  r u l e s  r e g a r d l n g  
t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  j u r y  t r i a l s .  
some s t a t e s  make i t  more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  a c r i m i n a l  
defendant t o  waive a j u r y  t r i a l  than o t h e r  s t a t e s .  

F o r  example, 
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TABLE 23: Criminal jury and non-jury trial dispositions by case type, 1984. 

Case type 
L 
0 

m 
a -  Jury Number o f  

,“ s 2 2 U n i t  t r i a l  d i s p o s i -  .- YI - a d o f  d e f i -  t i o n s  per  
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  2 2 2 count  n i t i o n  case type 

Arizona : 
Super io r  Cour t  ...... + + o + + 4-A A 16,010 
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace o + o o o 1-C A 25,014 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ..... o + o o o 1-C A 95,666 

o m \ a  

Jury  
T r i a l  s t r i a l s  Jury  

percent  percent  as a 
a s  a as a t r i a l s  

Number o f  Number o f  percent  
o f  d ispo-  o f  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  

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  ----- 

7b4 5% 661 4% 8 7% 
2,057 8% 36 4 1 %  2% 
3.733 4% 108 41% 3% 

C a l i f o r n i a :  
Super io r  Cour t  ...... + o + o o 2-A A 66,535 6,710 10% 4,404 7% 6 b% 

J u s t i c e  Cour t  ....... o + o o o 2-C A 52,5294 5,5613 ll%J 347J. 4 l%J 6%J 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ..... o + o o o 2-C A 626.8063 59,9095 l O % J  3,4155 < 1%J 6%J 

-- -- - -  O O O + O  2-A A 3,169 2,159 68% 

Colorado : 

Connect icut  : 

County Cour t  ....... o + o + o 4-C A 29,308 1,075 4% 207 < 1% 19% 

Super ior  Cour t  ..... t o o o o 2-A A 5,1791’ 21 6 i  4%i 
+ + O O O  2-A A 115,034 6YO <1% 231 4 1% 3 3% 

Delaware: 
Super ior  Cour t  ..... + + o + o 2-A A 3,671 323 9% 281 8% 87% 
Cour t  o f  Common 

Pleas ............ o + o o o 1-C A 14,829 90 1% 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia: 
Super ior  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 2-8 A 5,599 683 12% 630 11% 92% 

O + O O O  2-8 A 19,805 1,135 6% 645 3% 5 7% 

F1 o r i  da : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + t + o + 5-8 A 151.7231 3,822 3%1: 3,120 2%: 82% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + + o o o 1-B A 4,3681: 565i 13x1 4551: lox!  8 l % f  

County Cour t  ....... o + o o o 1-C A 217,0761 7,133 3x1 985 121 14% 

Hawaii : 

2f  13%! 2’ 13%’ 100%’ o o + o o 1-B A 15: 
0 0 0 0 + 1-6 A 233’ 22’ 9%’ 0 0% 0% 

Idaho: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 4-C A 4,429. 2,422. 55% 

o o + o o  4-c A 11,125 1,086 10% 
o o o + o  4-c A 356 68 19% 

o + o o o  4-c A 32.6925 4.282~ i3xJ  

I 1  1 i n o i  s : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o 7-A c 45,9863’ 6.5izJ iaj 1,282j 3%J zo%i 

Ind iana:  
County Cour t  ....... + + + o o 7-8 c 5,9375 3633 6 5  725 l @  20x5 

Marion County .... + + + o o 7-B c 46,873J 12,7535 27%J 93J cixj 1 %j 

o + + o o  7-8 C 40,7563 3,1563 8%J 8OJ <1%J 3%J 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  o f  

Iowa :  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + + + + o 2-A A 41,4561 1.9661’ 5%i 660i Z % i  34%i 

Kansas: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 2-E/A A 12,668 732 6% 562 4% 7 7% 

o + o + o 2-E/A A 15,742 923 6% 179 1% 19% 
o o + o o 2-E/A A 5,227 594 11% 105 2% 18% 

Louis iana:  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + + + + + 11-A B 331,816 ( f i l i n g s )  1,328 <1% ( f i l i n g s )  
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Table 23: Cr iminal  j u r y  and non- jury  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type, 1984. (cont inued)  

Case type Jury 
L T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jurv  
c as a t r i a i s  0 

RI 
as a 

Jury Number o f  percent  percent  as a 
,h 2 2 . U n i t  t r i a l  d i s p o s i -  Number o f  Number o f  percent  
2 2 E o f  d e f i -  t i o n s  p e r  o f  d ispo-  o f  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  2 Z Z count  n i 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  

Mary1 and: 
C i r c u i t  Court ....... + + o + + 2-A A 34,271 7,295 21% 1,430 4% 20% 

Missour i  : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + + o + + i i - A / c  B 88,5131 9,5725 11x5 1,0235 1x1 lid 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + + o + + 7-A C 2,628 131 5% 105 4% 80% 
Montana : 

New Jersey: 

New York: 

Super ior  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 2-8 C 38,640 2,480 6% 2,201 6% 8 9% 

Supreme Cour t  and 

Cr iminal  Cour t  o f  
t h e  City o f  New 

County Court ..... + 0 '  + o o 7-A B 50,354 5,296 11% 4,456 9% 84% 

York ............. o + + o o 9-U c 2 is8864J 1,142 4 1 x 1  478 < l%j 42% 

Nor th  Caro l ina :  
Super ior  Court ..... + o o o o 2-A A 41,698 2,379 6% 

O + O + O  2-A A 25,311 1,126 4% 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... o + + o o 3-C A 357,9621 40,3905 11x5 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + + o + + 2-A c 1 , 2 7 1  268 21x5 46 4%J 17% 

-- -- -- 

Nor th  Dakota: 

Ohio: 
Cour t  o f  Common 

Pleas ............ + o o o o 2-E A 36,399 3,312 9% 1,834 5% 55% 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .... o + o + o 2-C A 251,507J 10,954J 4x1 73iJ  4 1 x 1  7%J 

o o + o o  2-c A 85,712 5,042. 6% 688 41%. 14% 
County Cour t  ....... o + o + o 2-C A 23,0501 1,8555 8%j  929 4 1x5 5xJ 

O O + O O  2-c A 14,072 1,997 14% 90 < 1% 5% 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 9-B A 21,0263: 1,6385 8x4 8144 4%J 50%J 
o + o + o  9-6 A 34,7363 1,2093 S%J 1845 4 1x5 1S%J 
o o + o o  9-8 A 16,691 1,063 6% 118 < 1 %  11% 

Oklahoma: 

Oregon : 
C i r c u i t  Court ...... + o o o o 5-8 A 19,593 1,536 8% 1,049 5% 68% 

Pennsylvania : 
Cour t  o f  Common 

D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  

Ph i lade lph ia  Mun ic i -  

Pleas ............ + + + + o 2-A/U C 88,355 9,608 11% 3,178 4% 3 3% 

Court ............ c 82,933J 14,258J 17Xj -- -- -- 

p a l  Cour t  C 20,889 5,670 27% -- -- -- 
o + o o o 2-C 

........ o + + o o 2-C 

Puerto Rico: 
Super ior  Cour t  ..... + o o o o 1 - C  C 14,1065 3,1205 22%: 3815 3%J 12%J 

o + o o o  1-c C 7,9443 1,6785 2185 595 1 %J 4%J 

South Dakota : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ....... + o o o o 2-A A 2,463 109 4% 87%J 
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Table 23: C r i m i n a l  j u r y  and n o n - j u r y  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by case type, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Case t y p e  J u r y  
L 0 T r i a l s  t r i a l s  Jury  
E as a as a t r i a l s  m 
a -  Jury  Number o f  p e r c e n t  perccr i t  as  a =‘ 2 % U n i t  t r i a l  d i s p o s i -  Number o f  Idunlber o f  perce t i t  2 ‘5: 2 4 of  d e f i -  t i o n s  p e r  o f  d i s p o -  o f  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  a ..- n ..- 

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  r c3 =c = c o u n t  n i 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 t l s  t r i a l s  

Texas : 

-- 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and 
C r i m i n a l  D i s t r i c t  
C o u r t  ..... ....... + o o o o 2-A A 82,866 4,672’ b’bi 3,201 42 69% 

O + O O O  2-A A 8,647 1301 Z%i 95 1% 73xi  

County-Level Cour ts  o + o + o 1-6 C 233,289 3,939 2% 1,077 1% 27% 
O O + O O  2-A A 6,311 1601 3%’ 97 2% 61Xi 

0 0 + + 0 1-B C 149,930 1,71Y 1% 1,171 1% 6 && 

Utah: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..... + + o + o 9-A A 2.811 3 2 8 .  12% 201 9% 8Uf 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ...... o + + o + 9-A A 41,0933’ 7,9613 19x j  9063 z x j  1 1 . ~ 3 ’  

Vermont: 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ..... + + o o o 2-A C 5 0 0 0 0 0 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ..... + o o o o 4-E C 1,817 32 21  28 2x3 88% 

O + + O O  4-E c 17,629J 29o j  zaj 2023’ id 7 ~ x 3 ’  

V i r g i n i a :  
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  ...... + o o + o 1-A A 41,3765 11,9934 29%5 3,1545 825 Z G % j  

o + o + o 1-A A 22,7133 7.0853 31%J 6783 3’23 l 0aJ  

Was h i  ngton: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  ..... + o o + o ?-A A 14,594 1,980 13% 1,196 8% 6 0% 

West V i r g i n i a :  
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o 9-A A 4,268 

O + O O O  9-A A 1,664 
O O + O O  9-A A 1 73 

268 6% 
46 3% 
13 8% 

Wisconsin: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ...... + o o o o 4-E A 13,478 1,024 8% 652 5% 642 

O + O O O  4-E A 28,609. 794 3% 326 1 %  41 X 
O O + O O  4-E A 14,195’ 719i 5%i 273i 2%i  38Xi 

Wyoming: 
D i s t r i c t  C o u r t  ..... + o o + o 9-A A 1,4321’ 296i 21Xi 6ai 5%i 23Xi 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  d a t a  t h a t  a r e  90% o r  more 
complete a r e  e n t e r e d  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  da ta  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  t h a n  90% complete,  o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  c r i m i n a l  t r i a l  d a t a  i n  
s u f f i c i e n t  d e t a i l .  S t a t e  c o u 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 r y  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  c o u r t  system 
c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Report .  

_ _  - - Not  a p p l i c a b l e .  
+ = Data a r e  g i v e n  f o r  these case types .  
o = Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  these case types. 

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  s e l e c t i o n ,  

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  

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  

empaneling o r  swearing i n .  

evidence o r  swearing o f  f i r s t  w i t n e s s .  

d e c i s i o n .  

C r i m i n a l  case u n i t  o f  c o u n t  codes: 
Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number 
o f  charges) :  
1. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  charge 
2. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

number o f  charges)  
4. S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t / v a r i e s  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r  
6. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  charge 
7. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  
8. Une o r  more d e f e n d a n t s / s i n g l e  i n c i d e n t  

(maximum number o f  charges)  
9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more 

i n c i d e n t s  
10. One o r  more de fendants /var ies  w i t h  

p rosecutor  
11. Var ies  w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r / v a r i e s  w i t h  

p r o s e c u t o r  

P o i n t  B t  wh ich  case i s  counted: 
A. A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t he  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

i n d i c t m e n t  

, 
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Table 23: Cr imina l  j u r y  and n o n - j u r y  t r i a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  by 

E. 

C.  

U. 
E. 

A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  
compl a i  n t  
A t  t l i e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  compla in t  ( w a r r a n t  o r  
a c c u s a t i o n )  
A t  t he  a s s i g n i n g  o f  a docket riuiiibcr 
A t  t h e  ar ra ignment  ( f i r s t  appearance) 

i u a t a  a r e  incomple te :  
Connect icu t - -Super io r  Court--Felony cases do 

F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  and County 

Hawaii  - - C i r c u i t  Court--Reopened cases a r e  n o t  

I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Some misdemeanors a r e  

Texas - - D i s t r i c t Cour t  - -Non - j u ry c r i m i  n a 1 t r i a 1 

W i s c o n s i n - - C i r c u i t  Court--DWI/DUI caseload 

n o t  i n c l u d e  some P a r t  D f e l o n i e s  r e p o r t e d  i n  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  l i n e  o f  t h i s  t a b l e .  

Cour t - -D ispos i  t i o n s  o f  reopened cases a r e  n o t  
inc luded.  

i n c l  uded. 

i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  t r a f f i c  caseload. 

data do n o t  i n c l u d e  g u i l t y  p leas  accepted 
d u r i n g  a bench t r i a l .  

does n o t  i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases from 
Milwaukee County. 

r e p o r t e d  da ta  f o r  o n l y  6 months. 
Wyomi ng--Di s t r i  c t  Cour t - -  Sub1 e t t e  County 

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
C a l i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  C o u r t  and Mun ic ipa l  

Court--Misdemeanor i n c l u d e s  f e l o n i e s  
reduced t o  a misdemeanor p r e l i m i n a r y  
hear ings  and some ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  

I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Misdemeanor cases 
i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

I 11  i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Court--Felony cases i n c l u d e  
p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings  f o r  c o u r t s  downstate. 

Indiana--County Court--Felony and 
misdemeanor f i g u r e s  i n c l  ude ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

case type, 1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  Mar ion  County--Combined 
case types i n c l u d e  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s .  

ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  f o r  which j u r y  t r i a l s  
wcre dctnmdcd i n  t l i e  Mun ic ipa l  D i v i s i o n .  

York--Data i n c l u d e  l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

c r i m i n a l  i n c l u d e s  ord inance v i o l a t i o n s  and 
l i m i t e d  f e l o n y  cases. 

Nor th  D a k o t a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  c r i m i n a l  
data i n c l u d e  sentence rev iew o n l y  and 
p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  remedy proceedings. 

Ohi o--Munici  pa l  Court--Mi sdemeanor data 
i n c l u d e  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  
County Court--Mi sdemeanor data i n c l u d e  
ordinance v f  o l a t i o n s .  

Okl ahoma--Di s t r i c t  Court--Fel  ony cases 
i n c l u d e  some misce l1  aneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 
Misdemeanor cases i n c l u d e  ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

Pennsyl v a n i a - - D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t - -  
Misdemeanor data i n c l u d e  some ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n  cases. 

Puer to  R ico  Super io r  Cour t - -Cr imina l  appeals 
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  case t y p e  da ta .  

South Dakota--Circui  t Cour t - -To ta l  t r i a l  f i g u r e  
i n c l u d e s  some hear ings .  

U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -Cr imina l  data i n c l u d e  
1 i m i t e d  fe lony  cases, and p o s t c o n v i c t i o n  
remedy proceedings. 

i n c l u d e  ordinance v i o l  a t i o n s  . 
c r i m i n a l  appeals f rom the  J u v e n i l e  and 
Domestic R e l a t i o n s  Cour t .  Misdemeanor data 
i n c l u d e  some ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  

M i s s o u r i  - - C i  r c u i  t Cour t - -To ta l  i r i c l  udes 

New York--Cr iminal  Cour t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  New 

N o r t h  Carol  ina--Di  s t r i c t  Cour t - -To ta l  

Vermont--Ui s t r i  c t  Court--Mi sdemeanor da ta  

V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i t  Court--Felony data i n c l u d e  
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TABLE 24: Criminal disposition types for state trial courts, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t l o n :  

Th is  t a b l e  d i s p l a y s  da ta  f o r  t h e  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  c o u r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t  m a n n e r - o f - d i s p o s i t i o n  data t h a t  a r e  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. 
show a d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  1 a rger  c r i m i n a l  
caseload than o t h e r s  because ord inance v i o l  a t i o n s  
cannot he separa ted  from the  c r i m i n a l  case load 
( i n d i c a t e d  by  a "j" f o o t n o t e ) .  I n  t h e  C S I M  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  scheme, o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s  
shou ld  be r e p o r t e d  w i t h  t h e  t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v i o l  a t i o n s  case1 oad. 

i n d i c a t e s  what case types a r e  r e p o r t e d  f o r  each 
da ta  element. An "0" symbol i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t he  
r e p o r t e d  f i g u r e s  do n o t  i n c l u d e  t h a t  case type .  
Types o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  can o n l y  be compared f o r  
t h e  same types o f  cases. 

Some j u r i s d i c t i o n s  may a l s o  

The "+" symbol under t h e  heading "case t y p e s "  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

T h i s  t a b l e  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  v a r i o u s  u n i t s  used 
i n  c o u n t i n g  cases from s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  
c r i m i n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  can be compared o n l y  among 
those s t a t e s  u s i n g  t h e  same u n i t  o f  count .  

complete data t o  make i n t e r - s t a t e  comparisons o f  
t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t o t a l  case load disposed by each 
manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  p o s s i b l e .  

Even i n  those j u r i s d i c t i o n s  t h a t  r e p o r t  
manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  between 
manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  a r e  n o t  as d e t a i l e d  as one 
would p r e f e r .  F o r  example, b a i l / b o n d  f o r f e i t u r e s  
have been lumped w i t h  g u i l t y  p leas  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  
because few j u r i s d i c t i o n s  separate them--the same 
i s  t r u e  o f  n o l l e  p rosequ i  and dismissed. 

There a r e  a l s o  a number o f  manner o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n  c a t e g o r i e s  r e p o r t e d  by t h e  s t a t e s  
(some o f  them f a i r l y  s u b s t a n t i a l )  t h a t  f i t  o n l y  
i n t o  an u n c l a s s i f i e d  c a t e g o r y  i n  t h e  CSIM 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  scheme, f o r  example, t r a n s f e r s .  

To ta l  

Only a few s t a t e s  r e p o r t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  

These do n o t  appear a t  a l l  on t h i s  t a b l e ,  so t h a t  
t h e  t o t a l  manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  may n o t  add up 
t o  t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  n o r  do the  perccntdges add 
up t o  1oLyx. 

A p p r o p r i a t e  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 r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  t h a n  .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
a s 4 l % .  

Number and p e r c e n t  o f  t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  f o r  
U i v i d i n g  t h e  number each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n .  

o f  cases f o r  each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  by  t h e  
t o t a l  number o f  cases disposed r e s u l t s  i r i  t h e  
p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  cases disposed by each manner o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n .  These f i g u r e s  can be compared 
between c o u r t s  t h a t  c o u n t  cases i n  t h e  same way 
( i . e . ,  t h e  same u n i t  o f  c o u n t ) .  

L i m i t a t i o n s  or1 use: 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  cases 
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 t h e  method used f o r  c o u n t i n g  cases i n  the  
c o u r t .  D ismissa ls  w i l l  make up a h i g h e r  
percentage o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  i n  those c o u r t s  bas ing  
case count  on charges than those c o u n t i n g  
defendants.  Before  making comparisons between 
s t a t e s  and c o u r t s ,  be sure  t h a t  t h e y  b o t h  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 t h e  
o r d e r  w i t h  which procedures a r e  c a r r i e d  o u t  by 
the  c o u r t  and the  p r o s e c u t o r .  
d i s m i s s a l s  w i l l  be lower  i n  c o u r t s  t h a t  screen 
cases b e f o r e  f i l i n g  them than i n  c o u r t s  t h a t  
screen cases a f t e r  they  a r e  f i l e d .  

mean t h e  same as a d i s m i s s a l  i n  another s t a t e .  
F o r  example, some s t a t e s  may d i s t i n g u i s h , b e t w e e n  
d i s m i s s a l s  by p r o s e c u t o r s  and by judges, w h i l e  
o t h e r s  may t r e a t  them as t h e  same. 

The p r o p o r t i o n  of 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a d i s m i s s a l  i n  one s t a t e  may n o t  
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TABLE 24: Criminal disposition types for state trial courts, 1984. 

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

Cal i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  .......................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ........................ .......................... 

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

Delaware--Superior Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Cour t  . . . . . 

‘ F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
County Cour t  ........................... 

..... ..... 

Case types 
E Tota l  p l e a h a i l  

f o r f e i t u r e ,  e t c .  0 2 2:  .r L 
C ?  

@ @ a -  u As 
U n i t  . . - . , : g i  Tota l  pe rcen t  

count ‘f g 2 d i s p o s i t i o n s  Number posed 

Y . Y . E 3 . -  w o  

o f  ‘p e, .r c r i m i n a l  o f  d i s -  

2-A o + o + + o  69,704 54,217 78% 
2-c + o o o o o  7,7175 2,8015 36XJ 
2-c o o + o o o  44,812; 35,826J 8O%J 
2-C + o o o o o  110,971J 40.513.1 37%j 
2-c o o + o o o  525,8353 415,8013 79% 

2-A + o + o + o  3,671 2,478 68% 
2-8 + o o o o o  4,465 -- -- 
2-8 o + o o o o  5,599 3,409 61% 
2 -B o o + o o o  19,805 6,573 33% 
5-8 o + + + o +  152,267 37,203 2 4% 
1 -c o o + o o o  21 7,076 98.197 45% 

Hawa i i - -C i r cu i t  Cour t  ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
. . . . . . . . . . e . . . . . . . . .  .................... 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ......................... 
I 1  1 i n o i  s--Ci r c u i  t Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Indiana--Super ior  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Court 

City Cour t  and Town Cour t  .............. 
County Cour t  ........................... 

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

Kansas - -D is t r i c t  Cour t  ................... ................... .........,......... 
Missour i  - -C i r cu i  t Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................. .................. 
Montana--Dis t r ic t  Cour t  .................. 

2 -8 o + + o o o  4,3681 

2 -B o o o o o +  233: 
2 -B o o + o o o  22.917’ 

2 -B o o o + o o  15: 

2-6 o o o + o o  3,326 
9-A o + o o o o  45,986J 
7-A o + + + o o  31 ,756 18,089 5 7% 
7 -B o o + + o o  23,2331 1 2,040! 52gi. 
7-c + + o + o o  5 , 973J 4,020: 67%? 
7-c o o + + o o  40,756J 24,5195 60%J 

2-A o + o o o o  12,668 6,747 53% 
2-A~ o o + o + o  15,742j 9,150J 58x1 
2 -A o o o + o o  5,227 1,911 3 7% 
11-B + 0 + + o o 18,571 11 3 7 0 J  64%J 
11-6 0 + + + + 0 13,842J 3 , 942 28% 
11-B 0 0 + + 0 0 56,100 35,449 63% 
7 -A o + + o + o  2,628 1,629 62% 

New Jersey--Superior Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ........................ 

New York--Supreme Cour t  and County Cour t  . 
Cr iminal  Cour t  o f  t h e  City o f  New York . 
U i s t r i c t  Cour t  and City Cour t  ..... . . . . . 

North Carol  ina--Super ior  Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........... 

2 -B o + o o o o  
2-C + o + + o o  
7 -A o + o + o o  
9-D + o + + o o  
2-c + o + + o o  
2-A o + o o o o  
2 -A o o + o + o  
3-c + o + + o o  

38,640. 23,258 6 0% 
356,6823 

50,354 39,395 78% 
215,864 127,327 59% 
194,603J 114,858J 59%J 
41,698 24,990 60% 
25,311 11.944 47% 

357,962 143,355 40% 

Ohio--Court o f  Common Pleas .. . .. .. . . .. . .. 
County Cour t  ........................... ........................... ........................... 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ........................ 

Oklahoma--Dis t r ic t  Cour t  ................. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e . . .  ........................ 

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

2-E o + o o o o  
2-c + o o o o o  
2-c o o + o + o  
2-c o o o + o o  
2-c + o o o o o  
2-c o o + o + o  
2-c o o o + o o  
9-B o + o o o +  
9-B o o + o + o  
9 -B o o o + o o  

36,339 
942 

23 ,05d 
14,072 
17,063 

251 ,5073’ 
85,712 
21.026 
34,736 
16,691 

25,246 -- 
9.36d 
9.633 

124.07d 
61 ,246 
11,934 
22.862 
13,561 

-- 

69% 

4 2  

4 2  

68% 

71 % 
57% 
66% 
81 % 
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Table 24: Cr iminal  d i s p o s i t i o n  types f o r  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1984. (continued) 

No l l e  prosequi/ 
conv i c t i on  conv ic t i on  Ac qu i t t a 1 dismissal 

As As As As 
percent  percent percent  percent 

o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  

T r i a l  Total  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  Number posed Number posed Number posed Number posed 

Ca l i f o rn ia - -Super io r  Court .............. 5,453 8% 59,670 86% 1,257 2% 5,608 8% ......................... 1,261 16% J u s t i c e  Cour t  2,801 36% 567 7% ......................... 1,3503' 3%1 34,174 83xJ 7 i 3 j  2%; 6,618J i 5xJ  
Municipal Cour t  ....................... 40,512J 37% 4,5915 4x5 20,167J 18@ ....................... 6,092j 1Xj  421,893 8O%j 4,3023 Id 97,7053 19%J 

Delaware--Superior Court ................ 230 6% 2,708 74% 63 2% 807 22% 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Court .... -- -- 171 4% 2,248 50% 

.... 716 4% 7,289 37% 364 2% 8,781 44% 
F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Court .................. 1,927 1% 39,130 26% 1,245 1% 62,036 41% 

County Cour t  .......................... 1,788 1% 99,985 46% 2,605 1% 98,294 45% 

. e . .  442 8% 3,851 6Y% 183 3% 674 12% 

Hawaii - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................... 2,9894 68%i 1201 3%! 1,042i 24%i ................... 41 27%i 11 7x1 21 1 3 d  ................... 112! 48Xi 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........................ 12,6751 55%i 9,8691 43Xi ........................ 2,822 85% 494 15% 

I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Court ................. 3,65d 8x5 8,570.1 19% 
Indiana--Superior Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t  

City Court and Town Cour t  ............. 
County Cour t  .......................... 

228 2% 3,348 26% .................. 5425 3 d  9,6925 625j 202J 1x5 4,2165 275j .................. 558 11% 

Kansas--Dis t r ic t  Court .................. 522 4% 7,269 57% 

Missouri - -Ci rcu i  t Cour t  ................. 3,846: 21%: ................. 3,942 28% 9,6485 70x5 ................. 14,434 26% 
Montana--Dis t r ic t  Cour t  ................. 105 4% 1,734 66% 26 1% 659 25% 

New Jersey--Superior Court .............. 1,616 4% 24,874 64% 864 2% 8,484. 22% 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and City Cour t  ......... 1,5633 1x5 116,4215 6 W '  93oj  < i x j  74.60zJ 38xJ 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........................ 192,1311 54Xi 91,720 26% 

Municipal Cour t  ....................... 198,141J 56xj  i o o , m J  28x5 9,0725 3xJ 
New York--Supreme Cour t  and County Court 6,172 12% 

Criminal Court o f  t he  City o f  New York 527 ( 1 %  127.854 59% 666 <1% 71,355 33% 

North Carol ina--Superior Court .......... 12,417 30% .......... 5,844 23% 

Ohio--Court o f  Common Pleas ............. 3,971 11% 
County Cour t  .......................... -- -- -- _ _  -_ -- 754 80% .......................... 4,879 21% 

1,278 9% 
Municipal Court ....................... -- _ _  -- -- 13,823 81% ....................... 153,953ij 6;gij 42.172J i 7 d  

7,854 9% 
7,454 35% 
8,246 24% 
1,757 11% 

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

11,9341 57x1 
25,2811 73Xi 
13,821 1 82x4 

....................... 
Oklahoma--Distr ict Court ................ ................ ................ 
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Table 24: Cr imina l  d i s p o s i t i o n  types f o r  t r i a l  cour ts ,  1984. 

Case types 
Tota l  p l e a / b a i l  

f o r f e i t u r e ,  e t c .  E 
.r 

2 * k  
2 2 E Z -  As - 7  0 6 :  V L 

Tota l  percent a n n ) .  
of  0 .- v) c r i m i n a l  o f  d i s -  . . T J > a v  

U n i t  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  count  -I c, ,? 'E $ d i s p o s i t i o n s  Number posed 

Pennsylvania--Court  o f  Comnon Pleas ...... 2-8 o + + + + o  88,3551 38.684i 44%! 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court  ................. 2-C o + o o o o  82,933J 46,53d 5683 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ........................ 2-C o o + + o o  24,776j 2,414J 1 o J  
................. 2-c + o + + o o  36,910 3,051 8% 

Puerto Rico--Super ior  Cour t  .............. 1-C 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ......................... 1-C 

South C a r o l i n a - - C i r c u i t  Court  ............ 2-A o + + + o +  42,188 26,099 62% 

South Dakota- -C i rcu i t  Cour t  .............. 
Tennessee--Ci r c u i t  Cour t  and Cr iminal  

Texas--Di s t r i  c t  Cour t  and Cr iminal  

.............. 
Court  ................................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....................... ...................... ....................... 

County-Level Courts ................... ................... 

Utah - - D i  s tri c t Cour t  ..................... 
Vermont--Superior Court  .................. 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ......................... 
V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i  t Cour t  .................. 
Washington--Superior Cour t  ............... 
Wyoming--Distr ict  Cour t  .................. 

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

2-c o + o o o o  2,463 1,053 4 3% 
2-c o o + + o o  14,57ai 11 ,46gi 79%i 

11-A o + + o + o 38,282 25,684 67% 

2 -A o + o o o o  82,866 47,694 58% 
2 -A o o + o o o  8,647 3,613 42% 
2 -A o o o + o o  6.311 5,099 81 % 
1 -c o o + o + o  223,289 93,282 42% 
1 -c o o o + + o  149,930 99,853 6 7% 

9-6 o + + o + o  4,584 2 , 1 6 d  4785 
2 -A o + o + o o  5 2 40% 
4-E + + o o o o  1,817 1,233 68% 

1 -A o + o o + o  41,376 19,976. 48%. 
1 -A o o + o + o  22,7133 9,19@ 4D%J 
7-6 o + o o + o  14,594 9,508 64% 
9-6 o + o o o o  1,432 762 53% 

4-E o o + + o o  17,6293' i 3 , m J  7 5 x j  

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  a r e  90% complete 
a r e  en tered  i n  t h i s  tab le .  Blank spaces 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  data a r e  unava i lab le ,  
o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  t h e  
c a l c u l a t i o n s  are  inappropr ia te .  
Percentages o f  t h e  var ious  d i s p o s i t i o n  
types do n o t  sum t o  100% due t o  miss ing  
t i s p o s i t i o !  types l i k e  "o ther "  and 

t r a n s f e r .  Reported da ta  may i n c l u d e  
non-cr iminal  cases when they c o u l d  n o t  be 
separated f rom t h e  c r i m i n a l  da ta  (e.g., 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  cases). 

-- - - Not a p p l i c a b l e  
+ = Data a r e  g iven f o r  these case types. 
o 

Cr imina l  case u n i t  o f  count  codes: 

= Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  these case types.  

Contents o f  case (number o f  defendants/number 
o f  charges) - P o i n t  a t  which case i s  
counted 

Contents o f  case: 
1. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  charge 
2. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
3. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  (maximum 

number o f  charges)  
4. S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S i n g l e  defendant/var ies w i t h  p rosecutor  
6. One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  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  

(maximum number o f  charges) 
9. One o r  more defendants/one o r  more 

i n c i d e n t s  
10. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t s h a d e s  w i t h  

p rosecutor  
11. Var ies w i t h  prosecutor /var ies  w i t h  

prosecutor  

P o i n t  a t  which case i s  counted: 
A. A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

ind ic tment  
6. A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  o r  

complaint  
C. A t  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  t h e  complaint  (war ran t  

o r  accusat ion)  
D. A t  t h e  ass ign ing  o f  a docket number 
E. A t  t h e  arraignment ( f i r s t  appearance) 

Hawai i - -Ci rcu i  t Court--Cr iminal  caseload 
does n o t  i n c l u d e  reopened p r i o r  cases. 
D i s t r i c t  Court--Cr iminal  caseload 

does n o t  i n c l u d e  some mlsdemeanors 
which a r e  inc luded w i t h  t r a f f i c .  

Indiana--Ci ty Court  and Town Court-- 
Cr imina l  caseload does n o t  i n c l u d e  some 

iData  are  incomplete: 

u n i d e n t i f i e d  cases. 
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Table 24: Cr imina l  d i s p o s i t i o n  types f o r  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

T r i  a1 To ta l  
c o n v i c t i o n  c o n v i c t i o n  

As As 
percent  percent  
o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  

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

Pennsylvania--Court o f  Common Pleas ..... 
D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court  ................ 8,9123 i i%j 55,442.)’ 6 7 d  ................ 3,051 8% 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ....................... 

Puerto Rico--Super ior  Court  ............. 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................ 

South C a r o l i n a - - C i r c u i t  Court  ........... 1,193 3% 27,292 65% 

No1 l e  p rosequ i /  
A c q u i t t a l  d ismissa l  

As As 
percent  percent  
o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  

Number posed Number posed 

8,486. 10% 

-- -- 23,459 64% 
4,729 19% 

5,3465 6xJ 7,7225 gx j  

327 1% 11,840 28% 

South Dakota- -C i rcu i t  Court  ............. 
Tennessee--Circuit  Court  and Cr imina l  

T e x a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and Cr imina l  

............. 
Court  ............................... 1,588 4% 27,272 71% 851 2% 

D i s t r i c t  Court  ...................... 3,239 4% 50,933 61% 999 1% ...................... 44 1% 3,657 42% 13 1% ...................... 112 2% 5.211 83% 31 1% 
County-Level Courts .................. 1,146 1% 94,428 42% 2,793 1% .................. 951 1% 100,804 67% 768 1% 

900 37% 
1 ,936i lXi 

6,380 1,6% 

30,535 37% 
4,092 47% 
1,013 16% 

112,254 50% 
43,891 29% 

U t a h - - D i s t r i c t  Court  .................... 440 10% 2,600 57% 110 2% 1,672 36% 
Vermont--Superior Court  ................. 2 40% 0 3 60% 

D i s t r i c t  Court  ........................ 20 1% 1,253. 69% 12 1% 502. 28% 
3,8135 22Xj ........................ 151 1% 13,4305 76’6.)’ 106 1% ................. 6,830. 17% 
5,5153 24%J 

V i r g i n i a - - C i r c u i  t Court  

283 2% 2,700 19% 
Wyoming--Distr ict  Court  ................. 255 18% 

................. 
Washington--Superior Court  .............. 986 7% 10,494 72% 

North Carol i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Total  does n o t  
i n c l u d e  t r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s .  

Ohio--Municipal Court--Total  does n o t  i n c l u d e  
t r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s .  

Oklahoma--Distr ict  Court--Total  does n o t  
i n c l u d e  t r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s .  

Pennsyl vania--Court  o f  Common Pleas--  
Miscel laneous appeals a re  n o t  inc luded.  

South Dakota--Ci r c u i  t Court--Misdemeanor 
data does n o t  i n c l u d e  Class 2 misdemeanors 
( d i s o r d e r l y  conduct, p r o s t i t u t i o n ,  
gambling, some appeals, some ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s ,  and contes ted  p a r k i n g ) .  

JExp lanat ion  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  the  category:  
Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  Court  and Mun ic ipa l  

Cour t - -L imi ted  f e l o n y  i n c l u d e s  
p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings. Misdemeanor 
inc ludes  some ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  
cases. T r i a l  c o n v i c t i o n s  i n c l u d e  cases 
bound over.  

I 1  1 i n o i  s--Ci r c u i  t Court--Misdemeanor data 
i n c l u d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  hear ings .  

Indiana--County Court--Cr iminal  caseload 
inc ludes  ordinance V i o l a t i o n s  cases. 

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Misdemeanor data 
i n c l u d e  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  cases. 

M i s s o u r i - - C i r c u i  t Court--Cr iminal  caseload 
i n c l u d e  those ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  t h a t  
demanded j u r y  t r i a l s  from the  municipal  
judges. 

New Jersey--Municipal  Court--Figures i n c l u d e  
t r d i n a n c e  v i o l a t i o n s .  A c q u i t t a l s  i n c l u f e  

d ismissa ls  and f i n d i n g  o f  n o t  g u i l t y .  
New Y o r k - - D i s t r i c t  Court  and City Court--  

Cr iminal  data i n c l u d e  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s  cases. 

Ohio--Municipal Court  and County Court--  
Misdemeanor data i n c l u d e  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

P e n n s y l v a n i a - - D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court--  
Felony data i n c l u d e  some ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s  cases. 

U t a h - - U i s t r i c t  Court--Total  number o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  i s  the  number o f  charges n o t  
cases. 

Vermont - -D is t r i c t  Court--Misdemeanor data 
i n c l u d e  ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  cases. 

V i  r g i n i a - - C i  r c u i  t Court--Misdemeanor data 
may i n c l u d e  a few ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  
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TABLE 25: Ordinance violation caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i  sd i  c ti on : 

Caseload i n  t h i s  t a b l e  i s  from b o t h  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  c o u r t s ,  
The same case types  may be handled i n  d i f f e r e n t  
c o u r t s  from 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  111 should be consu l ted  f o r  a 
b r i e f  sumnary o f  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t .  

To f a c i l i t a t e  comparisons, t h e  s t a t e s  i n  
these t a b l e s  have been grouped i n t o  t h r e e  
c a t e g o r i e s :  
e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a case type and where 
i t  r e p o r t e d  complete data;  those s t a t e s  where 
more than one c o u r t  handles a case t y p e  and each 
c o u r t  submi t ted  complete data;  and those s t a t e s  
where data f rom any one of t h e  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h a t  
case t y p e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  are  incomplete.  

those s t a t e s  where a c o u r t  has 

Sources o f  d a t a  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

Th is  i s  t he  second y e a r  t h a t  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s  have been e x t r a c t e d  from t h e  c r i m i n a l  
caseload. They a r e  now counted w i t h  
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  cases i n  o r d e r  t o  leave 
o n l y  the  more i m p o r t a n t  c r i m i n a l  cases i n  the  
c r i m i n a l  caseload. The case c a t e g o r i e s  and the  
data c l a s s i f i e d  i n  the  case ca tegor ies ,  however, 
vary f rom s t a t e  t o  s ta te .  

Because such problems e x i s t  f o r  these and a l l  
o t h e r  case c a t e g o r i e s ,  t he  case types  used i n  
t h i s  Re o r t  a r e  those chosen f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  
State* Model Annual Report  and S t a t e  Cour t  
Rodel S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y .  

Even w i t h  use of the  model case types, 
however, caseloads a r e  n o t  comparable i f  s t a t e  
s t a t u t e s  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 l o c a l  ordinance v i o l a t i o n  o r  s t a t e  
misdemeanors. C e r t a i n  f i s h  and game o f fenses ,  
f o r  example, may be ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  i n  one 
s t a t e  b u t  misdemeanors i n  another.  

Only s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  data t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d i s p l a y e d  i n  the  s p e c i f i c  case types a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  the  t a b l e s ,  and then o n l y  i f  the  data a r e  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. 
data down beyond the  broad c i v i l ,  c r i m i n a l ,  
t r a f f i c ,  and j u v e n i l e  ca tegor ies .  

Many c o u r t s  do n o t  break 

Appropr ia te  a n a l y s i s :  

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 r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. 

Disposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  Th is  
measure represents  the  p e r c e n t  of  f i l e d c a s e s  
disposed by t h e  c o u r t .  The percent  i s  computed 

by d i v i d i n g  the  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 i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  the  c o u r t  d isposed o f  more cases than were 
f i l e d ,  thus reducing pending caseload. A p e r c e n t  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred I n d i c a t e s  
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 .  
computed if the  f i l i n g  and d i s p o s i t i o n  data were 
n o t  comparable. 

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 popu la t ion .  
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  
caseload c h a r t s  i s  100,000. 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  and g i v e s  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  var ious  
s izes .  I f  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  was n o t  
a v a i l a b l e  b u t  t he  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  was en tered  i n  t h i s  column i n  p lace  
o f  the  number o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n 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 
i n d i c a t e d  by enc los ing  i t  i n  parentheses. 
Popu la t ion  f i g u r e s  used i n  the  c r i m i n a l  t a b l e s  
represent  the  18-year-old-plus s t a t e  popu la t ion .  
I f  a l l  o t h e 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 ,  e tc . )  a re  s i m i l a r ,  t he  
f i  led-per -un i  t -o f -popu l  a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c  w i l l  
p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons among s t a t e s  o f  t h e  
number o f  f i l e d  cases. 

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

Only STATE TOTALS can be compared i n  those 
s t a t e s  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. 
between the  data repor ted  f o r  a s t a t e  w i t h  an 
i n d i v i d u a l  c o u r t  t h a t  has e x c l u s i v e  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 t a t e s  where more than one c o u r t  has 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  Comparisons should be avoided f o r  
s t a t e s  n o t  r e p o r t i n g  data f o r  one o r  more c o u r t s  
t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  case type. 
data t h a t  c o u l d  be i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  
however, a re  so l i m i t e d  t h a t  few comparisons a r e  
poss ib le .  Many s t a t e s  do n o t  count  t h e i r  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  separa te ly  from t h e i r  
c r i m i n a l  caseload. Others do n o t  r e p o r t  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  a t  a l l .  

It should a l s o  be noted t h a t  any change(s) i n  
the  caseload o f  a c o u r t  may n o 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 s ta te .  b u 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  r e p o r t i n g  
rates--among o t h e r  th ings .  Consequently, these 
data a re  use fu l  f o r  l i t t l e  more than c o u r t  
management measures. 

Th ls  measure was n o t  

The 

F i l i n g s  p e r  100,000 

Comparisons can be made 

The 
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TABLE 25: Ordinance violation caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

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

COMPLETE STATE DATA 

E x c l u s i v e  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  Columbia--Superior Cour t  .............. 
Flor ida- -County  Court  ............................. 
H a w a i i - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................ 
I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .............................. 
Not  e x c l u s i v e  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

New Hampshire--STATE TOTAL ........................ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................. 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  ................................ 

Disposed 
as percent  

F i l e d  Disposed o f  f i l e d  

5,048 4,852 96% 

24,153j 20,8033 8681 
104,648 93,032! 

64,944 61,9953 ’ 95x3’ 

17,536 
16,427 

1,109 

F i l e t l  (dis- 
posed) p e r  
100,000 
p o p u l a t i o n  

81 0 
953 

2,325J 

1,795 
1,681 

114 
~___________ ~ ~~~~~ 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA 

Cal i fornia--STATE TOTAL ........................... 113,9181 75 824i  67%i 4451 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  ................................ 107,801f 70,7561 66x1 421 i 
J u s t i c e  C o u r t  .................................. 6,1171 5,0681 83%’ 241 

I n d i a n a - - C i t y  Cour t  and Town Cour t  ................ 14,541i 11,684! 80%i 265j  
P e n n s y l v a n i a - - D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Cour t  .............. 241 ,9OZi 21 1 ,529’ 87x1 2,0331. 
South Carol  ina- -Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ................... 67,335j 2,040J 
U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................... 8,9173 7,0215 7 9%j  5405 

Washington--STATE TOTAL ........................... 3,460ij 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ................................ 2,67813’ 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................. 7821 

W i s c o n s i n - - C i r c u i t  Court  .......................... 
Wyoming--County Cour t  ............................. 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  a t  l e a s t  90% 
complete a r e  en tered  i n  t h e  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  the  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  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  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e s  i n c l u d e d  under “ incomple te  s t a t e  
da ta”  may p r e s e n t  da ta  f rom o n l y  one o f  
severa l  c o u r t s  w i t h  t h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
S ta tes  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n s .  S t a t e  c o u 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  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  I d e n t i f i e d  i n  
the  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  
P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  Report.  

i l l a t a  a re  incomplete:  
C a l i f o r n i a  Mun ic ipa l  Court--Some ordinance 

v i o l a t i o n s  a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  
misdemeanor caseload. 

C a l i f o r n i a  J u s t i c e  Court--Some ord inance 
v i o l a t i o n s  a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  
misdemeanor caseload. 

F1 o r l  da County Cour t - -0 rd i  nance v i o l a t i o n s  
d i s p o s i t l o n  data i n c l u d e  o n l y  new cases 
n o t  reopened cases. 

48,945 48,585 9 9% 1,027 
1,582 31 0 

Ind iana City Court  and Town C o u r t - - A l l  data 
a r e  incomplete,  due t o  cases r e p o r t e d  i n  
the  grand t o t a l  b u t  n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  by case 
category.  

Pennsylvania D i 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 r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  
misdemeanor caseload. 

Washington D i s t r i c t  Court--One c o u r t  d i d  n o t  
r e p o r t  any da ta  d u r i n g  1984, and one o t h e r  
d i d  n o t  submit  a l l  r e p o r t s .  

Washington Mun ic ipa l  Court--Two c o u r t s  d i d  
n o t  r e p o r t  any da ta  d u r i n g  1984. 

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  da ta  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Hawaii  D i s t r i c t  Court--Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  

i n c l u d e  some misdemeanor cases. 
f Iowa D i s t r i c t  Court--Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  

i n c l u d e  some misce l laneous t r a f f i c  cases. 
South C a r o l i n a  Mun ic ipa l  Court--Ordinance 

v i o l a t i o n s  i n c l u d e  p a r k i n g  meter 
v i o l a t i o n s .  

Utah C i r c u i t  Court--Ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  
i n c l u d e  some misce l laneous c r i m i n a l  cases. 

Washington M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t - - 0 r d i  nance 
v i o l a t i o n s  i n c l u d e  some misdemeanor 
cases. 
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FIGURE G: Juvenile unit of count used in state trial courts, 1984. 

The N a t i o n a l  J u v e n i l e  I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems 
Task Force o f  t he  Nat iona l  Counci l  o f  J u v e n i l e  
and Fami ly  Cour t  Judges recommended t o  the  COSCA 
C S I S  Committee and the  C S I M  P r o j e c t  t h a t  
caseload data o f  c o u r t s  count ing  j u v e n i l e  
r e f e r r a l s  be separated from the  caseload data o f  
c o u r t s  c o u n t i n g  j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n s .  T h i s  t a b l e  
i n d i c a t e s  what each c o u r t  counts as a case, and 
when a d i s p o s i t i o n  i s  counted f o r  s J a t i s t i c a 1  
purposes. 

on the  age a t  which j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
t r a n s f e r s  t o  a d u l t  c o u r t s  regard less  o f  t h e  

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  F i g u r e  G p rov ides  i n f o r m a t i o n  

wishes o f  t h e  j u v e n i l e .  F u t u r e  e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  
F i g u r e  may prov ide  f u r t h e r  understanding o f  t h i s  
age dimension t o  j u v e n i l e  case processing by 
i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  minimum age when p e t i t i o n s  may 
be f i l e d  t o  t r a n s f e r  a case t o  a d u l t  cour ts .  

Th is  i n f o r m a t i o n  has been ob ta ined by C S I M  
P r o j e c t  s t a f f  from t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  o f f i c e  o f  
t he  c o u r t s  i n  each s t a t e  and i s  p a r t  o f  t he  1984 
S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  Repor t in  . The C S I M  P o r j e c t  case 
c a t e g o r i e s  on Tables'27, 28, and 29 are  arranged 
accord ing  t o  the  d i  f ferences i n  r e p o r t i n g  
j u v e n i l e  cases as o u t l i n e d  i n  F i g u r e  G. 
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FIGURE G: Juvenile unit of count used in state trial courts, 1984. 

Age a t  which 
j u v e n i  1 e General/  F i l i n g s  a r e  counted D i s p o s i t i o n  counted 

l i m i t e d  A t  i n -  A t  f i l i n g  A t  a d j u d i -  A t  d ispo-  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
j u r i s -  t a k e  o r  of c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  of t r a n s f e r s  t o  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  p e t i t i o n  p e t i t i o n  j u v e n i l e  a d u l t  c o u r t s  

ALABAJIA: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 

19 
X X 
X X 

ALASKA: 18 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  G X X 

AH1 LUNA : 
Super io r  Cour t  G X 

18 
X 

ARKANSAS: 18 

CALIFORNIA: 18 

County Cour t  L X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 

CULUKAUU: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G 

( i  n c l  udes Denver 
J u v e n i l e  C o u r t )  

X 
18 

X 

CONNECTICUT: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X 

1b 
X 

DELAWARE : 18 
Fami ly  Cour t  L X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X 

DI STR 1 CT Ot COLU14B I A : 18 

FLOR I DA : 18 

GEORGIA : 
Super io r  Cour t  and 

Juveni  1 e Cour t  G X 

17 

X 

HAWAI I : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X 

18 
X 

IDAHO : Itl 

I L L I N 0 1  S: 17 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  and 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X 

Probate Cour t  L X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X o f  j u v e n i l e  

m I A N A :  18 

I O W A :  A t  m a t u r i  t y  18 

18 
""D:%ct Cour t  G X X 

KENTUCKY: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 
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F i g u r e  G: J u v e n i l e  u n i t  o f  count  used i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984 (cont inued)  

General/  F i l i n g s  a r e  counted 
l i m i t e d  A t  i n -  A t  f i l i n g  
j u r i s -  t a k e  o r  o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  p e t i t i o n  

LOUISIANA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X 
Fami ly  Cour t  and 

J u v e n i l e  Cour t  L X 
City Cour t  L X 

Age a t  which 
D i s p o s i t i o n  counted j uven i  1 e 

A t  a d j u d i -  A t  d ispo- j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  o f  t r a n s f e r s  t o  
p e t i t i o n  j u v e n i l e  a d u l t  c o u r t s  

15 ( I n  
c a p i t a l  
cases 1 

M I N E :  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X 

18 
X 

MARY LAND : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 

18 
X X 
X X 

MASSACHUSETTS: 17 
T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t h e  
Commonweal t h  : G 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Dept. X X 
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  Dept. X X 

Probate Cour t  L Unknown Unknown 

mNf.IESOTA: 18 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and 

County Cour t  G/ L X X 

MISSISSIPPI (Data are  a v a i l a b l e )  

MISSOURI : 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 

I I  

PlONTANA: 18 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

NEBRASKA: 18 
Separate J u v e n i l e  Cour t  L 
County Cour t  L 

X 
X 

X 
X 

NEVADA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X 

I 6  
X 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 18 

NEW JERSEY: 18 

NEW M E X I C O :  18 

RK : 16 

NORTH CAROLINA: A t  m a t u r i t y  16 

KORTH DAK OTA: 18 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

Fami ly  Cour t  L X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X o f  j uveni 1 e 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

O H I O :  
Cour t  o f  Common 

P1 eas G X ( w a r r a n t )  

18 

X 
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F i g u r e  G: J u v e n i l e  u n i t  o f  count  used i n  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984 (cont inued)  

Aoe a t  which 
.I- 

General/  F i l i n g s  a r e  counted D i s p o s i t i o n  counted j u v e n i l e  
l i m i t e d  A t  i n -  A t  f i l i n g  A t  a d j u d i -  A t  d ispo-  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
j u r i s -  take  o r  o f  c a t i o n  o f  s i t i o n  o f  t r a n s f e r s  t o  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  r e f e r r a l  p e t i t i o n  p e t i t i o n  j u v e n i l e  a d u l t  c o u r t s  

OKLAHOMA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X (case number) X 

18 

18  
X A t  m a t u r i t y  

OREGON: 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  G 
County Cour t  L X o f  j u v e n i l e  

Cour t  o f  
PENNSYLVANIA: 18 

Common Pleas G X X 

PUERTO R I C O :  18 

PHODE ISLAN 0: 18 

Super io r  Cour t  G x X 

Fami ly  Cour t  L X X 

Fami ly  Cour t  L X X 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 

1 S 1 

SOUTH DA KOTA: 18 

~ J E S S E E :  18 
General Sessions C o u r t  L X 
Juveni  1 e Cour t  L X 

X 
X 

TEXAS: I /  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 
County Cour t  a t  Law, 

C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  County 
Court ,  Probate Cour t  L X X 

UTAH: 18 

VERMONT: 16 

VIRGIN 1 A: 1 8  

J u v e n i l e  Cour t  L X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X 

WASHINGTON: 18  
Super io r  Cour t  G X X (depen- X ( d e l i n -  

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 

dency quency 1 
K S T  V I R G I N I A :  18 

WISCONSIN:  18  

WYOMING: 19 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 

X = T h i s  c o u r t  has j u r i s d i c t f o n  i n  t h i s  case type. 
Source: 1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  
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TABLE 26: Criminal-type juvenile petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

TABLE 27: Child-victim petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

TABLE 28: Status petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

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  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Caseload i n  these t a b l e s  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  c o u r t s ,  arid 
represents  t h e  t o t a l  caseload r e p o r t e d  f o r  each 
case type from each s t a t e .  The same case type 
may be handled i n  d i f f e r e n t  c o u r t s  from s t a t e  t o  
s t a t e .  The c o u r t  system c h a r t s  i n  P a r t  111 o f  
t h i s  Re o r t  should be consu l ted  f o r  a b r i e f  
summa$$f-the j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  each c o u r t .  

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B. 

V a r i a t i o n s  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 :  

Case c a t e g o r i e s  and t h e  data c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
i n  t h e  case c a t e g o r i e s  vary f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  
Since such problems e x i s t  f o r  these and a l l  o t h e r  
case c a t e g o r i e s ,  t t ie  case types used i n  t h i s  
Re o r t  a r e  those chosen f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  ?-- t a t e  Cour t  Model Annual Report  and S t a t e  Cour t  
Model S t a  t i s t i c a l  O i  c t i onary. 

Only s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  data t h a t  c o u l d  be 
d i s p l a y e d  i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  case t y p e  a r e  i n c l u d e d  
i n  t h e  tab les ,  and then o n l y  i f  t h e  data a r e  a t  
l e a s t  90% complete. Many c o u r t s  do n o t  break 
data down beyond t h e  broad j u v e n i l e  ca tegory .  

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 t h e  
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  
v a r i e s  f rom s t a t e  t o  s t a t e .  T h i s  v a r i a t i o n  
a f f e c t s  t h e  volume o f  b o t h  j u v e n i l e  f i l i t i g s  and 
a d u l t  c r i m i n a l  f i l i n g s .  (See F i g u r e  G f o r  
v a r i a t i o n s  i n  age, and i n  p o i n t  o f  c o u n t i n g  
f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s . )  

same way. 
count  j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n s  from those s t a t e s  t h a t  
count  j u v e n i l e  r e f e r r a l s ,  a d i s t i n c t i o n  t h a t  
causes a very s u b s t a n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  
caseload. 
r e f e r r a l s  a r e  r e s o l v e d  and disposed b e f o r e  t h e  

Sta tes  do n o t  count  j u v e n i l e  cases i n  t h e  
Th is  t a b l e  separates those s t a t e s  t h a t  

A l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  j u v e n i l e  

f i l i n g  o f  a j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n  becomes necessary. 
I n  f a c t ,  the  o b j e c t i v e  o f  t h e  i n t a k e  process Is 
t o  f i n d  an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  a d j u d i c a t i o n .  
Consequently, t h e  data I n  the  two segments o f  
t h i s  t a b l e  a r e  n o t  comparable. 

Appropr ia te  analyses: 

Disposed cases as percent  o f  f i l e d .  This  
measure represents t h e  percent  o f  f i l e d  cases 
disposed by t l i e  c o u r t .  
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 i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  disposed o f  more cases than were 
f i l e d ,  thus  reducing pending caseload. 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than one hundred i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  the  c o u r t  i s  n o t  keeping up w i t h  t h e  volume 
o f  cases be ing  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. 

The percent  i s  computed 

A percent  

Th is  measure was n o t  

F i l e d  (d isposed)  p e r  100,000 popu la t ion .  The 
u n i t  o f  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  used on a l l  c o u r t  
casef low c h a r t s  i s  100,000. 
p o p u l a t i o n  compensates f o r  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  s t a t e  
p o p u l a t i o n  arid g ives  a more r e a l i s t i c  b a s i s  f o r  
comparison o f  caseloads among s t a t e s  o f  var ious  
s izes .  
b u t  t h e  number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  
number o f  cases disposed p e r  u n i t  o f  popu la t ion  
was en tered  i n  t h i s  column i n  p lace  o f  t l ie  number 
o f  cases f i l e d  p e r  p o p u l a t i o n  u n i t ,  and t h e  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 i n d i c a t e d  by 
e n c l o s i n g  i t  i n  parentheses. 

Popu la t ion  f i g u r e s  used i n  t h e  j u v e n i l e  
t a b l e s  represent  t h e  s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  under 1 8  
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 ,  age a t  which a 
j u v e n i l e  t r a n s f e r s  t o  an a d u l t  c o u r t ,  e t c . )  a r e  
s i m i l a r .  t h e  f i l e d - p e r - u n i  t -o f -popul  a t i o n  
s t a t i s t i c  w i l l  p e r m i t  d i r e c t  comparisons among 
s t a t e s  o f  t h e  tiumber o f  f i l e d  cases. 

F i l i n g s  p e r  100,000 

I f  t t ie  number o f  f i l i n g s  was u n a v a i l a b l e  

I f  a l l  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  ( c o u r t  
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TABLE 26: Criminal-type juvenile petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) pe r  

F i  1 ed Disposed 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  as percent  1 00,000 

Juven l l e  cases a re  counted a t  t he  f l l l n g  o f  t he  p e t l t l o n  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  s ta tes :  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Ar izona--Super ior  Court  ............................ 9,217 5,912 64% 1,075 
Ca l i fo rn ia - -Super io r  Court  ......................... 45,560 43,714 96% 684 

Court  .......................................... 5,971 6 , 584 110% 6 98 
Co lo rado- -D is t r i c t  Court  and Denver Juven i le  

Delaware--Family Court  ............................. 6,090 5,501 9 0% 3,929 
F lo r l da - -C i r cu i  t Court  ............................. 50,4235 2, 008J 
Idaho- -D is t r i c t  Court  .............................. 5,0633 5,1353 i o1  x3 1,5723 
I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Court  ............................ 20,400 19,607 96% 660 

Iowa- -D is t r i c t  Cour t  ............................... 3.538 451 
Kansas- -D is t r i c t  Court  ............................. 4,5025 691J 
Maryland--STATE TOTAL .............................. 23,6631 20,9711 89%i 2.1811 

C1 r c u i  t Cour t  .................................. 20,8071 18,374i 88%i 1,9181 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ................................. 2,8561 2,597j 91 %! 263: 

Minnesota--County Courts ........................... 17,241.1 24,024j 139%J 1,5343 

New Hampsh i re - -D is t r i c t  Court ...................... 4,911 1,949 
New York--Family Court  ............................. 13,648j 13,4695 99x5 3115 
North C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court ..................... 11,765 12,440 106% 735 

Texas--STATE TOTAL ................................. 12,170 12.002 99% 258 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ................................. 10,314 10,216 99% 21 9 
County Level Courts ............................ 1,856 1,786 96% 39 

Utah--Juveni le Court  ............................... 27,575 4,412 
Washington--Superior Court  ......................... 15,845 13,577 86% 1,367 
Wisconsin--Circui t  Court  ........................... 23,569 23,256 99% 1,844 

Juven l l e  cases a re  counted a t  i n t a k e  o r  r e f e r r a l  I n  the  f o l l o w i n g  s ta tes :  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Arkansas--County Court  ............................. 4,002 3,718 93% 61 4 
Connect icut--Super ior  Court  ........................ 10,928j 1~1,9753 1 oo%j 1,4635 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Court  ............... 3,991 2,956 
Georgia--Superior Court  and Juven i l e  Court  ......... 20,282 19,614 97% 1,243 
Hawai i - -C i rcu l t  Court .............................. 5.165 5,846 1 1 3% 1,800 

Massachusetts--Trial Court  o f  t he  Commormeal t h  ..... 27,240 1.996 
New Jersey--Super lor  Court  ......................... 88,068 90,135 102% 4,750 
Rhode Is land--Family Court  ......................... 4,731j 2,093J 

Juven l l e  cases a re  counted a t  d l f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  i n  the  process, 
or t he  p o l n t  I s  unknown I n  the  following cour t :  

_ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ ~ - - - -  
Guam--Superior Cour t  ............................... 1865 475 25%j 

(cont inued on nex t  page) 
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TABLE 26: Cr imina l  - type j u v e n i l e  p e t t  t t o n  caseload f o r  s t a t e  t r l a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t l n u e d l  

Note: Data r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  a r e  s t a t e  
t o t a l s ,  un less  o therw ise  i n d i c a t e d .  A l l  
a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  a re  90% o r  more 
complete a re  en tered  i n  the  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces t n d t c a t e  t h a t  the  data a re  
u n a v a i l a b l e  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 t o n s  a r e  tnappropr la te .  
S ta tes  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  c r i m i n a l  - type  
j u v e n i l e  p e t i t l o n s .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  the  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Report. 

l D a t a  are  incomplete:  
Maryland Ct r c u i t  Cour t  and D i s t r i c t  Court--  

unrepor ted  ca tegory"  of  u n c l a s s i f i e d  
some del inquency cases are  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  

j u v e n i  1 e. 

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ca tegory :  

j u v e n t l e  p e t i t t o n s  i n c l u d e  s t a t u s  
p e t i  t t  ons. 

Connect icu t  Super io r  Cour t - -Cr imina l  - type  

F l o r f d a  C t r c u i t  Court--Crfmtnal- type 
j u v e n i l e  p e t i t t o n s  i n c l u d e  some 
miscel laneous j u v e n i l e  cases. 

Guam Super io r  Cour t - -Juvent le  del lnquency 
cases tnc lude j u v e n t l e  t r a f f i c  data.  

Idaho D t s t r t c t  Court--Cr lmtnal  - type  j u v e n t  l e  
p e t i t i o n s  t n c l  ude s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s .  

Kansas D i s t r t c t  Court--Crtmtnal- type 
j u v e n i l e  p e t t t t o n s  i n c l u d e  some 
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v t o l a t l o n  cases. 

Minnesota County Cour ts - -Juven i le  data 
i n c l u d e s  cases from the  D i s t r t c t  Court. 

New York Family Court--Cr imfnal- type 
j u v e n i l e  p e t i t i o n s  i n c l u d e  j u v e n i l e  
t r a f f i c  cases. 

Rhode I s1  and Family Court--Crtmlnal  - type  
j u v e n i l e  p e t t t i o n s  l n c l u d e  s t a t u s  
p e t i t i o n s .  

, 
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TABLE 27: Child-victim petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) p e r  

F i  1 ed Disposed o f  f i l e d  p o p u l a t i o n  
as percent  100,000 S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  

J u v e n i l e  cases a r e  counted a t  t h e  f i l  

Ar izona--Super ior  Cour t  ........................... 
C a l i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Cour t  ........................ 
C o l o r a d o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and Denver Juvenf l e  

Cour t  .......................................... 

ng o f  t h e  p e t i t i o n  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s t a t e s :  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
1,638 2,568 96% 191 

3,072J 3,0833 1 OD%j 3593 

27,258 16,208 5 9% 409 

F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................. 25,7773 1,027J 
I d a h o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .............................. 604 622 103% 1 ea 
I11  i n o f s - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............................ 329 320 97% 11 
K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................. 5,3743 8243 

Maryland--STATE TOTAL .............................. 6,3521 5,7321 9U%i 5851' 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  .................................. 5,223i 4,7124 9U%i 481 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ................................. 1,129i 1,0201 9oxf 1041 

Minnesota--County Courts ........................... 2,4673 6,6853 271Xj 2205 
Montana--Di s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................ 570 242 
New Hampsh i re - -Dfs t r i c t  Cour t  ...................... 91 6 364 
New York--Family Cour t  ............................. 13,018 12,068 93% 297 

Nor th  C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ..................... 4,496 6,260 139% 281 
Utah- -Juven i le  Cour t  ............................... 1,656 265 
Washington--Superior Cour t  ......................... 5.0863 4,641J 91 %j 439J 

J u v e n l l e  cases a r e  counted a t  i n t a k e  o r  r e f e r r a l  I n  t h e  f o l l o w l n g  s t a t e s :  

Arkansas--County Court  ............................. 1,669 1,534 92% 256 
Connecttcut--Superfor Cour t  ........................ 929 907 98% 124 

Georgia--Super ior  Cour t  and J u v e n i l e  Cour t  ......... 5,292 4,971 94% 324 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Cour t  ............... 7,2203 7,158J 9rxJ  5,348j 

Hawaf I - - C i  r cu f  t Cour t  .............................. 621 6 74 109% 21 6 
Massachusetts--Tr ia l  Cour t  o f  t h e  Commonwealth ..... 1,517 111 
Rhode Is land- -Fami ly  Cour t  ......................... 636 281 

Note:  Data r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  a r e  s t a t e  
t o t a l s ,  un less  o therw ise  i n d i c a t e d .  A l l  
a v a i l a b l e  d a t a  t h a t  a r e  90% o r  more 
complete a r e  en tered  i n  the  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  d a t a  a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  o r  l e s s  than 90% complete, o r  
t h a t  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S ta tes  o m i t t e d  f rom t h i s  t a b l e  d i d  n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t  c h l l d - v l c t i m  cases. 
S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  
l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  I 1 1  o f  t h i s  Report.  

fData  are  incomplete:  
Maryland C i r c u f  t Cour t  and D f s t r i c t  Court--A 

;mall number o f  cases are  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  

j uveni  1 e. 
Unreported ca tegory"  o f  u n c l a s s i f i e d  

JExp lanat fon  o f  da ta  f n c l u d e d  f n  the  ca tegory :  
Colorado D i s t r i c t  Court  and Denver J u v e n i l e  

C o u r t - - C h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t l  t i o n  caseload 
da ta  i n c l u d e s  s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n  cases. 

D i s t r f  c t  o f  Columbia S u p e r i o r  Cour t - -Ch i ld -  
v i c t i m  d a t a  i n c l u d e s  domestic r e l a t i o n s  
cases. 

F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  C o u r t - - C h i l d - v i c t i m  
p e t i t i o n s  i n c l u d e  some s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s  
and miscel laneous j u v e n l l e  cases. 

Kansas D i s t r i c t  C o u r t - - C h i l d - v i c t i m  
p e t i t l o n s  a l s o  i n c l u d e  s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s  
cases. 

Minnesota County Courts--Fi  gure i n c l u d e s  data 
from D i s t r i c t  Court.  

Washington S u p e r i o r  Court--Chi 1 d - v i c t i m  
p e t i t i o n s  i n c l u d e  s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n s  cases. 
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TABLE 28: Status petition caseload for state trial courts, 1984. 

F i l e d  ( d i s -  
Disposed posed) p e r  

F i  1 ed O i  sposed o f  f i l e d  popul  a ti on 
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  as percent  100,000 

J u v e n i l e  cases are  counted a t  t he  f i l i n g  of t he  p e t i t i o n  I n  the  f o l l o w i n g  s ta tes :  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
............................ Ar izona- -Super io r  Court  360 (42)  

C a l i f o r n i a - - S u p e r i o r  Court  873 628 72% 13 
I l l i n o i s - - C i r c u i t  Court  7.368 7,381 100% 238 
I o w a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  2,501j 31 g j  
K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court  ............................. 

......................... ............................ ............................... 
~~ 

.............................. Mary1 and--STATE TOTAL 3771 25Zi 6781 351 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  36! 34 94x1 3! 
M i  cnesota --County Courts ........................... 8,351J 9,6753 1 16%j 743? 
M o n t a n a - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............................ 5695 2413 
New H a m p s h i r e - - D i s t r i c t  Court  ...................... 923 366 
New York--Family Cour t  ............................. 10,937 10,267 94% 249 
Nor th  C a r o l i n a - - D i s t r i c t  Court  ..................... 2,421 2,377 98% 151 

Texas--STATE TOTAL 1,551 1,495 96% 33 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  1,071 1,073 100% 23 
County Level  Courts ............................ 480 422 88% 10 

Utah- -Juven i le  Court  ............................... 4,734 757 
Wiscons in - -C i rcu i t  Cour t  ........................... 4,634 4,5553' 98%j 3633 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  .................................. 341 21 8; 6481 31 f ................................. 

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

J u v e n i l e  cases a r e  counted a t  i n t a k e  o r  r e f e r r a l  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  s ta tes :  

Arkansas--County Court  ............................. 1,132 1,040 92% 174 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Cour t  ............... 273 202 
Georgia--Super ior  Cour t  and J u v e n i l e  Cour t  ......... 5,855 5,689 97% 359 
H a w a i t - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  .............................. 2,109 2,125 101% 735 
Massachusetts--Tr i  a1 Cour t  o f  the  Commonwealth ..... 3,553 260 

Note: Data r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  a r e  s t a t e  
t o t a l s ,  un less  o therw ise  i n d i c a t e d .  A l l  
a v a i l a b l e  data t h a t  a r e  90% o r  more 
complete a re  en tered  i n  the  t a b l e .  Blank 
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  data a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e  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  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S ta tes  o m i t t e d  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  s t a t u s  p e t i t i o n  
cases. S t a t e  c o u r t s  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  i n  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
I 1 1  o f  t h i s  Report .  

i u a t a  a r e  incomplete:  
Maryland C i r c u i t  and D i s t r i c t  Court--Some 

cases a r e  found i n  t h e  "unreported 
ca tegory"  under u n c l a s s i f i e d  j u v e n i l e .  

j E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Iowa D i s t r i c t  Court--Status p e t i t i o n  

f i l i n g s  i n c l u d e  c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  
Minnesota County Cour t - -F igure  inc ludes  da ta  

from D i s t r i c t  Court .  
Montana D i s t r i c t  Court--Status p e t l  t i o n s  

i n c l u d e  c r i m i n a l  - type  p e t i t i o n s .  
Wisconsin C i r c u i t  Court--Status p e t i t i o n s  

i n c l u d e  c h i l d - v i c t i m  p e t i t i o n s .  

1 
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TABLE 29: Traffidother violation disposition types for state trial courts, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix B .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

T h i s  t a b l e  d i s p l a y s  da ta  f o r  t h e  genera l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and 1 i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t  manner -o f -d ispos i t ion  da ta  f o r  
t r a  f f i c / o  t h e r  v i o l  a t i  on cases. 

t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  aggregat ing  t r a f f i c  and 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  i n t o  u n i f o r m  case 
ca tegor ies .  
cannot be separated f rom t h e  c r i m i n a l  caseload. 
A few j u r i s d i c t i o n s  f a i l  t o  count  o r  r e p o r t  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  i n  t h e i r  caseloads. 

accord ing  t o  whether a j u r i s d i c t i o n  handles 
p a r k i n g  v i o l a t i o n s .  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  many o f  them do n o t  count  o r  r e p o r t  
uncontested p a r k i n g  cases as p a r t  of t h e i r  
t r a f f i c  caseload. The c o u r t s  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  
t a b l e  a r e  coded t o  show caseloads t h a t  i n c l u d e  
p a r k i n g  and those t h a t  do no t .  

' 

The l e n g t h  o f  t h e  t a b l e  i s  an i n d i c a t i o n  o f  

I n  many s t a t e s ,  o rd inance v i o l a t i o n s  

The t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n  caseload v a r i e s  

Even when t h e  c o u r t  has 

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  d e f i n i t i o n s :  

Only a few s t a t e s  r e p o r t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
complete da ta  t o  make between-state comparisons 
o f  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t o t a l  caseload disposed by 
each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n .  

Even i n  those j u r i s d i c t i o n s  t h a t  r e p o r t  
manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n s  between 
manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  a r e  n o t  c l e a r .  
example, some c o u r t s  lump a l l  t h e i r  b a i l / b o n d  
f o r f e i t u r e s  and f i n e  payments w i t h  t h e i r  g u i l t y  
p leas,  r a t h e r  than r e p o r t i n g  t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  
separa te ly .  

There a r e  a l s o  a number o f  manner o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n  c a t e g o r i e s  r e p o r t e d  by t h e  s t a t e s  

F o r  

(some o f  them f a i r l y  s u b s t a n t i a l )  t h a t  a r e  n o t  
d i s p l a y e d  on t h i s  t a b l e ,  e.g., t r a n s f e r s .  These 
do n o t  appear a t  a l l  on t h i s  t a b l e ,  so  t h a t  t h e  
t o t a l  manners o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  do n o t  add up t o  
t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  n o r  do t h e  percentages add up 
t o  10ux. 

Appropr ia te  analyses: 

than 1% b u t  g r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded t o  
1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  were 
g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d i s p l a y e d  
as 4 1 % .  

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  

Number and percent  o f  t o t a l  d i s p o s i t i o n s  f o r  
each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n .  D i v i d i n g  t h e  number 
of cases f o r  each manner o f  d i s p o s i t i o n  by t h e  
t o t a l  number of cases disposed r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  
p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  cases disposed by each manner o f  
d i s p o s i t i o n .  

g e n e r a l l y  counted a t  approx imate ly  t h e  saine p o i n t  
i n  case processing. The u n i t  o f  count  v a r i e s  and 
o n l y  those c o u r t s  t h a t  count  cases i n  t h e  same 
way have comparable caseloads. 

T r a f f i d o r d i n a n c e  v i o l a t i o n  cases a r e  

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

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  cases 
i s  a f f e c t e d  by t h e  o r d e r  w i t h  which procedures 
a r e  c a r r i e d  o u t  by t h e  c o u r t  and t h e  prosecutor .  
The p r o p o r t i o n  o f  d i s m i s s a l s  d i l l  be l o d e r  i n  
c o u r t s  t h a t  screen cases b e f o r e  f i l i n g  them, than 
i n  c o u r t s  t h a t  screen cases a f t e r  they  a r e  f i l e d .  

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a d ismissa l  i n  one s t a t e  may n o t  
mean t h e  same as a d ismissa l  i n  another s t a t e .  
For  exdniple, some s t a t e s  may d i s t i n g u i s h  betvieen 
d i s m i s s a l s  by prosecutors  and by judges, w h i l e  
o t h e r s  may t r e a t  them as t h e  same. 

165 



TABLE 29: Traffidother violation disposition types for state trial courts, 1984. 

Tota l  
Park- t r a f f i c  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  ig- d i s p o s l t i o n s  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ............ P 13,668,354i3 
Cal i f o r n i a - J u s t i c e  Cour t  .... P 488,575i j  

1 9,8583 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ........ NPJ 141i 

C l r c u i t  Court** .......... P 85,848 
City Cour t  and Town Court**. P 1 12,lOOi 

242, 706i 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbia-- 
Super io r  Cour t  ............. NPJ 

- 

D i s t r i c t  Court** ........... P 832,619j 
Ind iana- -Super io r  and 

County Court** ............. P 193,436i 
K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... NPJ 

N o r t h  Dakota--County Court** . P 6O,89gi 
Puerto R i c o - - D i s t r i c t  Court**. NPJ 51 ,863i 
South Dakota- -C i rcu i t  Court  .. CP 127,8825 

Utah--Circuit Cour t  .......... P 568,6765 

- 

Texas--County-Level Courts ... NPJ 71,8033 

B a i l  o r  bond 
f o r f e i t u r e /  

o r  V i o l a t i o n s  . T r l a l  
P1 ea Bureau* c o n v i c t i o n  

As As As  
percent  percent  percent  
o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  

Number posed Number posed Number posed 

71,196!j 1.5815 290,707iJ 6OXid 13,800i j  3%1j 
1,444,491’j ll%iJ 8,805,223iJ 64Xij 131,26813 l%f j  

3,215j 1 6 d  2,9843 15Xj 

51 4 x i  

18,632 22% 

516,075j 62gj  

62,963i 5681 
62,471i 32x1 

208,681i 86x1 21,74gi 9Xf 

6O,89gij i o o d j  
34,174i 66x1 1 ,5241 3%1 

1 14,158j 89%j 
11,4143 16Xj 142 j  1 % j  

449,2385 79Xj 9,8615 2%j  

Note: Blank spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e i t h e r  t h e  data 
a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e  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  i n a p p r o p r i a t e .  
S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  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  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
I 1 1  o f  t h i s  Report.  

Unless o therw ise  i n d i c a t e d ,  the  u n i t  o f  count  
i s  s i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t ,  and i s  
counted a t  the  f i l i n g  o f  t he  compla in t .  
**Haw a i  i D i s tr i c t Cour t  - -S i ng 1 e de f en da n t h o  s t 

**Indiana--One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  

**North Dakota--Sing1 e defendanthumber o f  

**Puerto R ico- -S ing le  de fendant /s lng le  charge. 

uncontested p a r k i n g  cases. 

Unit o f  count:  

ser ious  charge. 

i n c i d e n t .  

charges vary.  

P = Reported da ta  i n c l u d e  contes ted  and 

CP = Reported data i n c l u d e  contested, b u t  n o t  
con tes ted  p a r k i n g  cases. 

NPJ = No p a r k i n g  j u r l s d i c t i o n .  

* V i o l a t i o n s  Bureau d i s p o s i t i o n s :  These cases 
were disposed by a V i o l a t i o n s  Bureau, u s u a l l y  
w i t h  j u s t  t he  payment o f  a f i n e .  I n  the  Texas 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace Cour t  and Mun lc ipa l  Cour t  
these are  c a l l e d  payment o f  f i n e  
d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  a re  cases r e f e r r e d  t o  the  
Department o f  Motor Vehic les.  

Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  Court--Some t r a f f l c  and 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s  cases a r e  r e p o r t e d  
as misdemeanors i n  the  c r i m i n a l  caseload. 

Mun ic ipa l  Court--Figures do n o t  l n c l u d e  a l l  
ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  

The f i g u r e s  f o r  t he  Vermont 

i Data a r e  incomplete:  
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Table 29: T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  d i s p o s i t i o n  types f o r  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  1984. ( c o n t i n u e d )  

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

Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  Court  .......... 
Munic ipa l  Court  .................. 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia-- 
Super io r  Cour t  ................... 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .................... 

Ind iana- -Super io r  and 
C i r c u i t  Cour t  ..................... 
City Court  and Town Cour t  ......... 
County Cour t  ...................... 

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  .............. 

Nor th  Dakota--County Cour t  ........ 
Puerto R i c o - - D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ......... 
South Dakota--Circui  t Cour t  ......... 
Texas--County-Level Cour ts  .......... 
U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................. 

Tota l  
c o n v i c t i o n  A c q u i t t a l  

As As 
percent  percent  
o f  d i s -  o f  d i s -  

Number posed Number posed 

10,380,9821J 76XiJ 60,2891j l%fJ 
375,703!4 77%i? 3, 8531:j l%iJ 

636,1455 76%j 

60,899!j i o o x i j  
35,6981 69%1 1 ,9251 4%i 

11,556j 16%j i 4 6 j  1 %j 
459,0993 81 %j 3,9123 1 %j 

Uismissal /Nol  l e  p rosequ i  
As 

p e r c e n t  
o f  d i s -  

Number posed 

3,198,461 1J 2351J 
1 02,6001: J 21%!J 

8,121j 41 xj 

6! 4%! 
1 96,4013 24%J 

8, 75ai 4%i 

13,835! 27%i, 
11,967J 9%? 
53 , 755? 75%3 

104,4475 18%J 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Cour t - -F igures  do n o t  i n c l u d e  
reopened p r i o r  cases. 

Indiana--Ci  t y  Cour t  and Town Cour t - -F igures  do 
n o t  i n c l u d e  a smal l  number o f  cases n o t  
i d e n t i f i e d  by case category.  

County Court--Figures do n o t  i n c l u d e  a smal l  
number o f  cases n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  by case 
ca tegory .  

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Figures do n o t  i n c l u d e  
j u v e n i l e  t r a f f i c  cases. 

Nor th  Dakota--County Court--Figures do n o t  
i n c l u d e  p a r k i n g  cases. 

Puerto Rico--Di s t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  
i n c l u d e  ord inance v l o l a t i o n s .  

dExp lanat ion  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Cal i f o r n i a - J u s t i c e  Court--Figures i n c l u d e  

OWI/DUI. 

Mun ic ipa l  Court--Figures i n c l u d e  UWI/DUI 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia--Superior Court--Figures 
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 

Hawaii  - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Figures i n c l u d e  some 
mlsdemeanor cases. 

N o r t h  Dakota--County Cour t - -Conv ic t ions  and 
g u i l t y  p leas  f i g u r e s  cannot be separated. 

South Dakota--Circui  t Court--Figures i n c l u d e  
some misdemeanors i n  t o t a l .  

Texas--County-Level Courts--  F igures  i n c l u d e  
t r a f f i c  appeals. 

U tah- -C i rcu i  t Court--Figures i n c l u d e  some 
miscel laneous c r i m i n a l  cases. G u i l t y  
p l e a / b a i l  f o r f e i t u r e / n o  c o n t e s t  da ta  a r e  
combined. 

cases. 
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TABLE 30: Traffidother violation total trials and jury dispositions, 1984. 

Sources o f  da ta  a r e  found i n  Appendix 8 .  

V a d a t i o n s  i n  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Table 31 i n c l u d e s  a l l  a v a i l a b l e  t r a f f i d o t h e r  
v i o l a t i o n  data f o r  bo th  general  and l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  case c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  and 
de f i n i  t i  ons : 

The case types  I n  t h i s  t a b l e  i n c l u d e  moving 
t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s ,  m i  s c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c  
v i o l a t i o n s ,  and ordinance v i o l a t i o n s .  
Addi t i o n a l l y ,  those c o u r t s  which have p a r k i n g  
cases i n c l u d e d  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  w i t h  a "P" o r  "CP" 
i n  the  p a r k i n g  column. The caseload o f  these 
c o u r t s  cannot be compared w i t h  those which do n o t  
r e p o r t  p a r k i n g  o r  have p a r k i n g  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
DWI/DUI cases a r e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  un less  they  a r e  
i n d i c a t e d  by a "j" footno te ,  and c o u r t s  w i t h  
DWI/DUI cases r e p o r t e d  w i t h  t h e i r  data cannot be 
compared w i th  those t h a t  do no t .  

V a r i a t i o n s  i n  c o u n t i n g  b o t h  cases and t r i a l s :  

cases and t r i a l s  a re  i n d i c a t e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e .  
Comparisons can o n l y  be made between c o u r t s  t h a t  
count  cases and t r i a l s  i n  the  same way. 

The d e f i n i t i o n s  used by each c o u r t  t o  count  

h r o p r i a t e  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 r e a t e r  than .5% have been rounded up 
t o  1%. A l l  percentage c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  

g r e a t e r  than 0% b u t  l e s s  than .5% a r e  d isp layed 
as a 41%. 

T r i a l s  as a percent  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
D i v i d i n g  the  number o f  t r i a l s  by the  t o t a l  number 
o f  cases disposed f o r  t he  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 .  

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a percent  o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s .  
D i v I d i n g  the  number o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  by the  t o t a l  
number o f  cases disposed, f o r  t he  appropr ia te  
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. 

J u r y  t r i a l s  as a percent  o f  t r i a l s .  D i v i d i n g  
the  number o t  j u r y  t r i a l s  by the  t o t a l  number o f  
t r i a l s  f o r  t h a t  case type r e s u l t s  i n  the  
p r o p o r t i o n  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. 

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

Comparisons o f  these t a b l e s  must be 
r e s t r l c t e d  t o  the  c o u r t  l e v e l ,  and must c o n t r o l  
f o r  case type, case count,  and t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  

For  example, the  caseload i n  t h e  Ar izona and 
F l o r i d a  court(s.1 can be compared, and Colorado, 
t he  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, Hawaii ,  and Kansas can 
a1 so be compared. 

Care should a l s o  be taken t o  compare o n l y  
those c o u r t s  t h a t  share s i m i l a r  r u l e s  regard ing  
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 t a t e s  make i t  more d i f f i c u l t  f o r  a c r i m i n a l  
defendant t o  waive a j u r y  t r i a l  than o t h e r  s t a t e s  
( t h i s  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  has n o t  y e t  been i n c o r p o r a t e d  
i n  the  database). 
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TABLE 30: Traffidothe; violation total trials and jury dispositions, 1984. 

Jury  
T r i a l s  t r i a l s  J u r y  

Jury  percent  Number percent  as a 
as a as a t r i a l s  

U n i t  t r i a l  Number o f  Number o f  of o f  percent  
Park- o f  d e f i n i -  d l s p o s i -  o f  d ispo-  j u r y  d ispo-  o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  i n g  count  t i o n  t i o n s  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  

Ar izona: 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace ...... NPA 1 A 33s,507iJ 18,078iJ 5 x i J  i 7 6 i J  c~%iJ <lx !J  
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  ........... NPA 1 A 689,618iJ 9.306iJ l%iJ 85843 c i%iJ 9%1J 

C a l i f o r n i a :  
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ................ P 2 A 488,575f j  22,589!J 5%!? 4501J c l%iJ Z%!? 
Munic ipa l  Cour t  .............. P 2 A 13,668,35413 214,29213 2’613 4,54413 < 1%1J 2x13 

Colorado: 

D i  s t r i c t  o f  Col umbi a : 

F l o r i d a :  

County Cour t  ... : ............. NPJ 2 A 162,7275 3,0581 zxj 977j 4 1x5 32x5 

Super io r  Cour t  ............... NPJ 2 A 19,8585 1975 id 155 4 id 8x5 

County Cour t  ................. NPA 1 A 2,759.963.1 45,7583 2 x j  2,112j 1% 5 d  

Hawai 1 : 
C t r c u i t  Cour t  ................ NPJ 2 A 141i 31 Z % i  li 1 %i 33x1 

Ind t  ana: 

Iowa : 

Kansas : 

Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  
Cour t  ...................... NPJ 7 C 85,8485 1,351j z%j 2J 4 1% i x j  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... CP 1 A 650,3353 13,9413’ 2x5 2873 < id EXJ 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ............... NPJ 2 A 242, 706i 3,39ai l X i  4gi < l X i  l X i  

South Dakota: 

Texas: 

Utah: 

- -  -- C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ CP 2 A 127,8825 1,4395 l%j 0 

County-Level Courts .......... NPJ 1 C 71,8035 288J iJ 9o j  c i x j  3 i%j 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ P 2 A 
Wisconsin: 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ................ P 1 A 1 32,7915 i4%J 

Note: A l l  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  t h a t  a r e  90% o r  more 
complete a r e  en tered  i n  the  t a b l e .  
spaces i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  data a r e  
u n a v a i l a b l e ,  o r  c a l c u l a t i o n s  a r e  
i n a p p r o p r i a t e ,  o r  t h a t  t he  data a r e  l e s s  
than 90% complete. 
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  
t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  data i n  s u f f i c i e n t  
d e t a i l .  S t a t e  c o u r t s  w i t h  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  
o f  j u r y  t r i a l s  can be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  the  
s t a t e  c o u r t  system c h a r t s  l o c a t e d  i n  P a r t  
111 o f  t h i s  Report .  

Blank 

Sta tes  o m i t t e d  f rom 

3. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  charge (maximum 
number o f  charges) 

4. S i n g l e  defendant/one o r  more i n c i d e n t s  
5. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h a r i e s  w i t h  p rosecutor  
6. One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  charge 
7. One o r  more de fendants /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  
8. One o r  more de fendants /s in  l e  i n c i d e n t  

(maximum number o f  charges7 
9. One o r  more d e f e n d a n t d o n e  o r  more 

i n c i d e n t s  
10. One o r  more de fendants /var ies  w i t h  

p rosecutor  
11. Var ies w i t h  p r o s e c u t o r / v a r i e s  w i t h  

P = Reported data i n c l u d e  contes ted  and 

CP = Reported da ta  i n c l u d e  contested, b u t  n o t  

NPA = No p a r k i n g  data a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  
NPJ = No p a r k i n g  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

T r a f f i c  case u n i t  o f  count:  

p rosecutor  
uncontested p a r k i n g  cases. 

uncontested p a r k i n g  cases. 

-- - - Not  a p p l i c a b l e .  

Contents o f  case (number o f  defendantshumber 
o f  charges) : 
1. S i n g l e  d e f e n d a n t h i n g l e  charge 
2. S i n g l e  de fendant /s ing le  i n c i d e n t  

’\ 

P o i n t  o f  count ing :  A l l  o f  these c o u r t s  count  
cases a t  approx imate ly  t h e  same p o i n t  i n  case 
processing. 

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  s e l e c t i o n ,  

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  

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  

empaneling o r  swearing i n .  

o f  evidence o r  swearing o f  f i r s t  w i tness .  

d e c i s i o n .  
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Table 30: T r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  t o t a l  t r i a l s  and j u r y  d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  1984. (con t inued)  

i D a t a  are  incomplete:  
Ar izona- -Jus t ice  o f  t he  Peace and Mun ic ipa l  

Court--Figures do n o t  i n c l u d e  misce l laneous 
t r a f f i c  cases. 

Cal i f o r n i a - - J u s t i c e  Court  and Mun ic ipa l  
Court--Figures do n o t  i n c l u d e  a l l  ordinance 
v i o l a t i o n  o r  a l l  moving t r a f f i c  cases. 

H a w a i i - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
reopened p r i o r  cases. 

K a n s a s - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Uata do n o t  i n c l u d e  
j u v e n i  1 e t r a f f i c  cases. 

JExp lanat ion  o f  data i n c l u d e d  i n  the  ca tegory :  
Ar izona- -Jus t ice  o f  the  Peace and Mun ic ipa l  

Court--Figures i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases. 
Cal i f o r n i a - J u s t i c e  Cour t  and Mun ic ipa l  

Court--Most DWI/DUI cases are  i n c l u d e d  i n  
these f i g u r e s .  

Colorado--County Court--Data i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI 
cases. 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbia--Superior Court--Data 
i n c l u d e  DWI/DUI cases and Cap i to l  P o l i c e  
parking. 

F1 o r i  da--County Court--Data i n c l  ude DMI/DUI 
cases. 

Indiana--Super ior  Court  and C i r c u i t  Court--  
Uata i n c l u d e  s t a t e  p a r k i n  cases. 

Iowa--Di s t r i c t  Court--Data Qnc l  ude some 
misdemeanors. 

misdemeanor and c r t m i n a l  appeal cases. 
Texas--County-Level Courts--Data i n c l  ude 

t r a f f l c  appeals cases. 
U t a h - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 

mlscel laneous c r i m l n a l  cases. 
W i  sconsi  n--Ci r c u i  t Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 

DWI/DUI cases. 

- South Dakota- -C i rcu i t  Court--Data i n c l u d e  some 
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Part II Trend charts 
quest ions  about t l i e  " l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion"  i n  

These 
t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  a r e  among those most 
f r e q u e n t l y  r e c e i v e d  by C S I M  P r o j e c t  s t a f f .  
ques t ions  o r i g i n a t e  from c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r s ,  
judges, a t to rneys ,  t h e  research community, t h e  
business community, arid t l i e  media. P a r t  I 1  o f  
t h i s  1984 Annual Report  i s  a p r e l i m i n a r y  e f f o r t  
t o  shed some l i g h t  on , the  quest ion,  "Is t h e r e  a 

f i l i n g s )  i n  t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s ?  

Dates chosen f o r  t r e n d  data. 

l i t i g a t i o n  e x p l o s i o n  ( d e f i n e d  as fhe number o f  

The years  1981 and 1984 were chosen as two o f  
t h e  data p o i n t s  f o r  these t a b l e s  because t h e  
S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  
S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n g  was f i r s t  a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  
1981 t r i a l  c o u r t  data, and t h e  1984 da ta  i s  t h e  
most r e c e n t  a v a i l a b l e  (Uata f o r  1982 and 1983 
have n o t  y e t  been t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  comparable 
terms due t o  l i m i t e d  resources) .  Since 1981 and 
1984 represent  a th ree-year  i n t e r v a l ,  an e a r l i e r  
th ree-year  i n t e r v a l  was needed t o  b r i n g  balance 
t o  t h e  t r e n d  l i n e .  Therefore,  t h e  f i r s t  p o i n t  
chosen was 1978. 

Case types  s e l e c t e d  f o r  ana lys is .  

When t a l k i n g  o f  a " l i t i g a t i o n  explosion,"  
most people re fe rence an increased propens i ty ,  i n  
t h e  mindset o f  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  t o  sue f o r  damages 
and p u n i t i v e  awards. Some o f  t h e  C S I M  case types 
t h a t  address t h i s  i s s u e  a r e  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and 
r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases. 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  smal l  c la ims procedures a r e  
e a s i l y  access ib le ,  r e l a t i v e l y  inexpens ive  t o  f i l e  
and work w i t h i n ,  p r o v i d e  a compara t ive ly  speedier 
d i s p o s i t i o n  o f  j u s t i c e ,  and a r e  t h e r e f o r e  a more 
i n t e r e s t i n g  measure o f  t h e  p u b l i c ' s  p r o p e n s i t y  t o  
l i t i g a t e .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  smal l  c la ims c o n s i s t  o f  
t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases 
handled, i n  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  
S tudy ing  small  c la ims a l s o  f a c i l i t a t e s  a 
comparison o f  1 i m i t e d  and general j u r i s d i c t i o n  
c o u r t s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  frequency of formal  
l i t i g a t i o n .  

These case c a t e g o r i e s  were chosen because 
they  have, over  t h e  years ,  been r e p o r t e d  
separa te ly ,  by  many c o u r t s ,  w i t h o u t  hav ing  ally 
o t h e r  minor  case types i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e i r  t o t a l s .  
The same i s  n o t  t r u e  o f  o t h e r  case ca tegor ies ,  
such as domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  where subcategor ies 
a r e  o f t e n  r e p o r t e d  w i t h  j u v e n i l e  cases, 
miscel laneous, or spec ia l  c i v i l  proceedings. 

Cr imina l  cases do,,not r e f l e c t  on t h e  
" l i t i g a t i o n  e x p l o s i o n  as i t  i s  d e f i n e d  above; 
however. f e l o n i e s  a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  these t r e n d  
data t o  p r o v i d e  a more complete p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  
c o u r t s '  workloads over  t ime. 

The f i r s t  t a b l e  p resents  t h e  genera l  p i c t u r e  
by d i s p l a y i n g  data f o r  t h e  combined ca tegory  o f  
t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases. 
Th is  t a b l e  i s  f o l l o w e d  by a t a b l e  f o r  smal l  
c la ims.  The f i n a l  two c i v i l  t a b l e s  break down 
t h e  general t a b l e  i n t o  one f o r  t o r t ,  and one f o r  
c o n t r a c t  cases. There were i n s u f f i c i e n t  data,  
over  t l i e  seven y e a r  p e r i o d  t o  j u s t i f y  c o m p i l a t i o n  
o f  a t a b l e  f o r  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases. The 
f i n a l  t a b l e  eva lua tes  t r e n d  data f o r  f e l o n y  cases. 

Popu la t ion  as an i n d i c a t o r  o f  caseload changes. 

E a r l i e r  volumes I n  t h i s  Annual Report  s e r i e s  
have documented t h a t  t h e  s i n g l e  b e s t  p r e d i c t o r  of 

c i v i l  f i l i n g s  i n  s t a t e  c o u r t s  i s  the  t o t a l  s t a t e  
popu la t ion .  To ta l  p o p u l a t i o n  exp la ined o v e r  90% 
o f  t h e  var iance i n  c i v i l  f i l i n g s  among t h e  s t a t e  
c o u r t s .  Therefore,  the  percentage increase i n  
s t a t e  p o p u l a t i o n  has been inc luded i n  these 
t a b l e s  f o r  a1 1 t h r e e  t ime per iods--1 978-1 981 , 
1981-1984, and 1978-1984 i n  o r d e r  t o  exp la in ,  a t  
t h e  ou tse t ,  what k i n d  o f  case f i l i n g  increases 
migh t  be a n t i c i p a t e d  as a r e s u l t  o f  changes i n  
t h e  s t a t e  popu la t ions .  

A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  i t  i s  n o t  p o s s i b l e  t o  
a c c u r a t e l y  p r e d i c t  what percentage increase i n  
f i l i n g s  one would expect f o r  every percent  
inc rease i n  t h e  popu la t ion .  Therefore, f o r  
purposes o f  t h i s  Report,  a rough one t o  one 
r e l a t i o n s h i p  has been assumed, i .e., f o r  every 
p e r c e n t  increase i n  popu la t ion ,  a t  l e a s t  a one 
percent  inc rease i n  f i l i n g s  would be expected. 

Courts i r ic luded i n  t h e  t a b l e s  

Some s t a t e  c o u r t s  do n o t  appear i n  these 
t a b l e s  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons: they do n o t  
r e p o r t  s ta tewide  data a t  a l l ,  they do n o t  p r o v i d e  
s u f f i c i e n t  d e t a i l  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  case types 
r e p o r t e d  i n  these tab les ,  they have changed 
r e p o r t i n g  ca tegor ies  over t ime,  and f i n a l l y ,  t h e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  and o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  some c o u r t s  have 
changed so d r a m a t i c a l l y  between 1978-84 t h a t  
t h e i r  data were n o t  comparable. Therefore, t h e  
c o u r t s  d isp layed on the  f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e s  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  complete nat ionwide data;  however, they 
a r e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s  
i n  t h i s  country ,  and a r e  adequate f o r  addressing 
t h e  issue o f  whether t h e r e  i s  a l i t i g a t i o n  
exp los ion .  For  example, Table 32, on small  
c la ims,  has s ta tewide  data f rom 33 s t a t e s  from 
across a l l  geographical  reg ions,  and from l a r g e  
and smal l  s t a t e s .  Al though Tables 31 and 33-35 
do n o t  have as much complete s t a t e  data as does 
Table 32. t h e  data a r e  more o f t e n  than n o t  f rom 
general j u r i s i d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  Since these a r e  
t h e  c o u r t s  most l i k e l y  t o  hear t h e  ser ious  cases, 
these c o u r t s  complement t h e  smal l  c la ims data 
found i n  Table 32. 

Summary s t a t i s t i c s  presented on t h e  facesheets. 

Each o f  Tables 31-35 
d i s p l a y  t h e  number o f  f i l i n g s  f o r  t h e  years  1978, 
1981 and 1984, and t h e  percent  changes i n  t o t a l  
s t a t e  popu la t ions  and f i l i n g s  f o r  each o f  the  
t h r e e  t ime per iods  1978-81 , 1981 -84 and 1978-84. 
The accompanying facesheet f o r  each t a b l e  
sumnarizes t h e  data presented i n  each t a b l e  us ing  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  t h r e e  measures: ( 1 )  t h e  aggregate 
data conta ined i n  t h e  t a b l e  f o r  those c o u r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t e d  complete data f o r  each o f  t h e  t h r e e  
years;  ( 2 )  a summary d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  how many 
c o u r t s  exper ienced increased o r  decreased f i l i n g s  
f o r  t h e  two per iods  1978-1981 and 1981-1984; and 
( 3 )  a c h a r t  which i d e n t i f i e s  p a t t e r n s  o f  change, 
and s p e c i f i c a l l y  l i s t s  t h e  c o u r t s  w i t h i n  each 
p a t t e r n .  

Pat te rns  across t ime, t h e  "up-up" and 
"up-down'' pa t te rns .  There a r e  two bas ic  p a t t e r n s  
t h a t  can be used t o  t e s t  c r u d e l y  whether,,there 
cont inues  t o  be a " l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion .  The 
f i r s t  group represents those c o u r t s  whose f i l i n g s  
increased d u r i n g  t h e  1978-81 per iod ,  and 
cont inued t o  r i s e  d u r i n g  t h e  1981-84 p e r i e d  
( i .e . ,  and "up-up" p a t t e r n ) .  
p a t t e r n  alone, however, does n o t  represent,,prlma 
f a c i e  fv idence o f  a " l i t i g a t i o n  explos ion.  

components: (3-a)  c o u r t s  whose upward increases 

Three summary measures. 

T h i s  "up-up 

Th is  
up-up category must be separated i n t o  t h r e e  
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i n  b o t h  t ime p e r i o d s  were a t  approx imate ly  t h e  
same r a t e  o f  inc rease and whose increases  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  exceeded t h e  r a t e  o f  inc reases  i n  
t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n ;  (3-b)  c o u r t s  whose f i l i n g s  
increased, d u r i n g  1981-84, a t  a r a t e  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than t h e  r a t e  they were 
i n c r e a s i n g  a t  d u r i n g  1978-81--which i n d i c a t e s  a 
s lowing  o f  any upward t r e n d  t h a t  m i g h t  have 
occured d u r i n g  e a r l i e r  years;  and (3 -c )  c o u r t s  
whose f i l i n g s  inc reased s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d u r i n g  t h e  
p e r i o d  1978-81, b u t  whose f i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  which approximated o r  was l e s s  than t h e  r a t e  
a t  which t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  inc reased d u r i n g  
1981-84. The l a s t  component ( i .e.,  3-c), 
Lepresents c o u r t s  wher: t h e r e  i s  n o t  a 

l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion ,  because f i l i n g s  d i d  n o t  
inc rease a t  a r a t e  equal t o  o r  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
d i f f e r e n t  from p o p u l a t i o n  increases.  Therefore,  
t h e  o n l y  "up-up" p a t t e r n  which may i n d i c a t e  
unusual inc reases  i n  f i l i n g s  i s  a "3-a"--where 
c o u r t  f i l i n g s  inc reased s i g n i f i c a n t l y  o v e r  b o t h  
per iods .  

The second major  ?roup o f  c o u r t s ,  which r u n  
counter  t o  t h e  "up-up ' p a t t e r n ,  a r e  those c o u r t s  
which e x h i b i t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  i n  f i l i n g s  
d u r i n g  1978-81, b u t  whose f i l i n g s  a c t u a l l y  
!ecreased d u r i n g  t h e  1981-84 p e r i o d  ( i .e . ,  an 

up-down'' p a t t e r n ) .  Courts t h a t  f a l l  i n t o  t h i s  
category a r e  no l o n g e r  exper ienc ing  inc reases  i n  
t h e  number o f  c i v i l  s u i t s .  

Other misce l laneous p a t t e r n s  appear 
s p o r a d i c a l l y  th roughout  t h e  tab les .  These can 
c l e a r l y  be i d e n t i f i e d  as e i t h e r  st!pportive, o r  
n o t  suppor;five o f  t h e  c l a i m  t o  a 
exp los ion .  
have exper ienced any s i g n i f i c a n t  change i n  
f i l i n g s  f o r  b o t h  t i m e  per iods .  
hand, f i l i n g s  i n  some c o u r t s  went down d u r i n g  t h e  
1978-81 per iod ,  and have increased s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
d u r i n g  t h e  l a t t e r  p e r i o d .  These s i t u a t i o n s  w i l l  
be discussed as they  occur  i n  each o f  t h e  tab les .  

l i t i g a t i o n  

On t h e  o t h e r  

F o r  example, some c o u r t s  may n o t  

L i m i t a t i o n s  on t h e  da ta  

The data p resented  on t h e  f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e s  
a r e  t h e  most accurate,  r e l i a b l e ,  and 
comprehensive da ta  y e t  b rought  ;fo bear  on t h e  
ques t ion  tf whether t h e r e  i s  a l i t i g a t i o n  
e x p l o s i o n  i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  T h i s  i s  a 
p r e l i m i n a r y  look  a t  t h e  t o p i c ,  however, and t h e  
reader  should cons ider  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  caveats when 
e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  analysis--none o f  wh ich  a r e  
thought  t o  a f f e c t  genera l  conc lus ions  t h a t  can be 
drawn f rom these t a b l e s :  a l though t h e  da ta  a r e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  f rom a l l  t h e  s ta tes ,  t h e y  do n o t  
i n c l u d e  a l l  o f  t h e  c o u r t s  and s t a t e s  i n  t h e  
count ry ;  due t o  l i m i t e d  resources, P r o j e c t  s t a f f  
were unable t o  complete t h e  t r e n d  t a b l e  f o r  t h e  
miss ing  years  o r  i d e n t i f y  a l l  j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  
changes i n  those c o u r t s  over  t ime;  t h e  da ta  a r e  
o n l y  as c u r r e n t  as 1984 and changes may have 
occured d u r i n g  1985; t h e  da ta  do n o t  i n c l u d e  many 
o t h e r  c i v i l  case types wh ich  may have i n c l u d e d  
d i f f e r e n t  t rends  d u r i n g  t h a t  t ime p e r i o d  (e.g., 
d ivorce ,  support /custody , adopt ion,  e s t a t e ,  c i v i l  
appeals, and misce l laneous c i v i l  cases);  and t h e  
f i n d i n g s  a r e  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s  on ly .  

General f i n d i n g s  and exp lanat ions  

A c a r e f u l  examinat ion o f  a v a i l a b l e  da ta  
r e l a t i n g  t o  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s ,  
and smal l  c l a i m s  cases from a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
group o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s  p r o v i d e s  no evidence t o  

f u p p o r t  t h e  o f t e n  c i t e d  e x i s t e n c e  of a n a t i o n a l  

d u r i n g  t h e  1981-84 t ime per iod .  

There a r e  some s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  have 
exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  i n  t h e  case 
types descr ibed th roughout  t h i s  sec t ion ,  b u t  t h e  
impact o f  t h a t  f i n d i n g  i s  reduced when one 
r e a l i z e s  t h a t  these a r e  t h e  c o u r t s  i n  s t a t e s  t h a t  
have a l s o  exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  increases i n  
t h e i r  t o t a l  popu la t ions .  Changes i n  t h e  number 
o f  these f i l i n g s  a r e  n o t  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  an 
i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  propens i ty  o f  Americans t o  sue, 
b u t  r a t h e r  t o  a s imple i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  nunibers o f  
h e r i  cans. 

l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion"  i n  t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  

The f ind ings ,  however, can be extended one 
f u r t h e r  s tep.  Not o n l y  i s  t h e  eviderice m i s s i n g  
t o  i n d i c a t e  a s i g n i f i c a n t  n a t i o n a l  inc rease i n  
f i l i n g s  above t h e  inc rease i n  popu la t ion ,  b u t  a 
c l e a r  p a t t e r n  emerges wh ich  g e n e r a l l y  suppor ts  
t h e  "up-down" model descr ibed e a r l i e r .  I n  a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  number o f  s t a t e  cour ts ,  se lec ted  
c i v i l  f i l i n g s  have decreased b e b e e n  t h e  p e r i o d  
1981-1984 (see t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t a b l e s  f o r  s p e c i f i c  
d e t a i l s  1. 

e x p l o s i o n  t h a t  peaked around 1981. 
from these c h a r t s  tends t o  suppor t  t h a t  
observa t ion .  There were s i g n i f i c a n t  increases i n  
f i l i n g s  between 1978-81, f a r  exceeding t h e  
inc reases  i n  popu la t ion .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e  increases 
were so l a r g e  d u r i n g  1978-81, t h a t  d e s p i t e  t h e  
decreases t h a t  occur red  d u r i n g  1981 -84, t h e  
percentage changes f rom 1978-84 a r e  s t i l l  showing 
moderate increases.  

It may be t h a t  t h e r e  was a l i t i g a t i o n  
The evidence 

The "1 i t i g a t i o n  e x p l o s i o n "  has severa l  
dimensions, and the  o f t e n  c i t e d  myth o f  a 
c o n t i n u i n g  upward t r e n d  o f  c i v i l  l a w s u i t s  i n  t h e  
s t a t e  c o u r t s  c o u l d  r e s u l t  f rom confus ing  t h e  
number o f  new f i l i n  s w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  dimensions 
o f  t h e  problem: (13 i n t e n s i l e  media focus on t h e  
enormous " s i z e  o f  t h e  awards i n  a few se lec ted  
and w e l l  p u b l i c i z e d  c i v i l  cases; and ( 2 )  
increased workload i n  t h e  cour ts ,  n o t  caused by 
t n  inc rease i n  t h e  r a t e  o f  c i v i l  l a w s u i t s ,  b u t  by 
more complex cases," and perhaps fewer resources 

a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  c o u r t s  t o  handle expected 
inc reases  i n  f i l i n g s  which r e s u l t s  i n  l a r g e r  
!acklogs. Th is  Fepor t  does n o t  r e f l e c t  on t h e  

o r  t h e  impact o f  "case 
complex i ty "  on c o u r t  workload. 

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e r e  a r e  a v a r i e t y  o f  
p o t e n t i a l  exp lanat ions  f o r  t h e  l e v e l i n g  o f f  o r  
decreases i n  c i v i l  s u i t s :  ( 1 )  The p u b l i c ' s  
a t t i t u d e  toward l a w s u i t s  may be changing. People 
may be d e t e r r e d  f rom f i l i n g  as a r e s u l t  o f  
concerns about c o s t s  and c i v i l  l i t i g a t i o n  t h a t  i s  
l i k e l y  t o  t a k e  years - -except  f o r  t h e  more s e r i o u s  
cases, i t  may n o t  be w o r t h  t h e  e f f o r t ;  ( 2 )  F o r  
y e a r s  people speculated t h a t  g r e a t e r  numbers o f  
laws r e s u l t e d  i n  inc reased 1 i t i g a t i o n  t o  
i n t e r p r e t  those l a w s - - t h i s  t e s t i n g  o f  new 
l e g i s l a t i o n  and j u d i c i a l  r u l e s  may have r u n  i t s  
course; and ( 3 )  F i n a l l y ,  insurance companies and 
a t t o r n e y s  may be i n c r e a s i n g  t h e i r  e f f i c i e n c y  i n  
s e t t l i n g  c o n f l i c t  b e f o r e  cases reach t h e  c o u r t s .  
The ex is tence o f  any l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ions  has 
been c y c l i c a l ,  and t h e r e  i s  no evidence t o  
suppor t  t h e  n o t i o n  of a c o n s i s t e n t  na t ionwide  
inc rease i t i  l a w s u i t s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  
betiveen 1981 -84. 

s i z e  o f  awards, 
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TABLE 31: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported tort, contract, 
and real property rights case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

Courts i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  tab le .  

have r e p o r t e d  an i d e n t i f i a b l e  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and 
r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  caseload, separate f rom a l l  
o t h e r  c i v i l  cases, i n  a t  l e a s t  two o f  t he  t h r e e  
t a r g e t  years.  
c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases f o r  a l l  
t he  c o u r t s  whlch had j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t o r t ,  
c o n t r a c t  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases i n  those 
s t a t e s .  A t o t a l  o f  37 s ta tewide  c o u r t s ,  i n  25 
s t a t e s ,  r e p o r t e d  data.  O f  t he  37 c o u r t s ,  12 were 
general  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts .  

Comparison o f  aggregated f i l i n g s  over time. 

20 s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable data f o r  a l l  
t h r e e  r e p o r t i n g  years.  
found on t h e  bottom 1 i n e  o f  Table 31. 

F o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  a c o u r t  must 

F i v e  s t a t e s  r e p o r t e d  t o r t ,  

The f o l l o w i n g  data a re  from the  29 c o u r t s  i n  

These f i g u r e s  can be 

The increase i n  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  
p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  f i l i n g s  between 1978-81 was 14%, 
w h i l e  the  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  t he  s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  
these data inc reased by 3%. 
p o p u l a t i o n  cont inued t o  grow another 3%, b u t  t h e  
new f i l i n g s  decreased by 4%. These aggregate 
f i g u r e s  p r o v i d e  p r e l i m i n a r y  evidence f o r  t he  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  t h e  "up-down'' p a t t e r n  discussed 
e a r l i e r  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  

Comparison o f  c o u r t s  whose f i l i n g s  increased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  each o f  t he  t ime per iods .  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  d i s p l a y s  the  number o f  
c o u r t s  whose t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s  f i l i n g s  have increased o r  decreased d u r i n g  
t h e  two t ime per iods :  

Between 1981-84, t he  

1978-81 1981 -84 

F l l l n g s  inc reased 
s i  gn i  f i cant1 y more 
than the  p o p u l a t i o n :  19 7 

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  
between the  change 
i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and f i l i n g s :  

measureably d u r i n g  
t h i s  per iod :  

F i 1  i ngs  d i d  n o t  inc rease 

5 3 

0 3 

F l l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  s lower than t h e  

F i l i n g s  decreased d u r i n g  

Comparable da ta  were 
n o t  a v a l l a b l e  f o r  

popu la t ion :  0 2 

t h i s  p e r i o d :  5 22 

the  p e r i o d :  8 0 

The "up-down" p a t t e r n  descr ibed i n  the  
I n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  i s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  
t h e  above c h a r t .  Most o f  t h e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  
t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases 
d u r i n g  1978-81 exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  
i n  t h e i r  f i l i n g s .  Dur ing  the  1981-84 p e r i o d ,  
however, t he  p a t t e r n  reversed i t s e l  f - - the  
m a j o r i t y  o f  c o u r t s  r e p o r t e d  decreases i n  f i l i n g s  
o f  these case types. Less than G e n t y - f i v e  
percent  o f  t he  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  
and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  cases d u r i n g  1981-84 

exper ienced increases i n  t h e i r  f i l i n g s  a t  a r a t e  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  than Increases i n  t h e i r  
popu la t ions .  These p a t t e r n s  are  more f i rmly 
e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  the  f o l l w i n g  cha r t .  

The c h a r t  above d i s p l a y s  how a l l  o f  t he  
c o u r t s  which repor ted  data d u r i n g  e i t h e r  o f  t he  
two per iods  f i t  i n t o  s p e c i f i c  ca tegor ies .  The 
f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  l i n k s  the  f i l i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  
s p e c l f i c  c o u r t s  across the  two t i m e  per lods  t o  
t e s t ,  more s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  the  var ious  p a t t e r n s  
i d e n t i f i e d  e a r l i e r .  

Comparison o f  p a t t e r n s  among the  c o u r t s .  

one by 1 i s t i n g  and c a t e g o r i z i n g  c o u r t s  by the  
p a t t e r n s  they fo l lowed.  
exp la ined i n  the  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  
( i . e . ,  P a r t  11). 
those 29 c o u r t s  i n  20 s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  
comparable data f o r  a l l  t h r e e  years .  The (GI or 
( L )  a f t e r  each c o u r t  i n d i c a t e s  whether i t  i s  a 
general  o r  1 i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t :  

l h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  expands on t h e  prev ious  

These p a t t e r n s  are  

These a r e  the  p a t t e r n s  f o r  

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 
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"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(no caveats ) :  C i v i l  Court  o f  NYC (L) 

"Down-up" P a t t e r n  
(no  caveats ) :  Alaska Super io r  Court  (GI 

New Mexico M a g l s t r a t e  

Oregon J u s t i c e  Court  ( L )  
Court  ( L )  

"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(change i n  '81- '84  
f i l i n g s  was l e s s  than 

78-'81 inc rease 
i n  f i l i n g s ) :  

"Up -up" P a t t e r n  
(change i n  '81- '84 
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximates 
change i n  '81- '84 
f i l i n g s ) :  Hawaii  C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 

Nebraska County Court  (L) 

Hawaii D i s t r i c t  Court  (L) 
Delaware J u s t i c e  o f  t he  

Peace ( L )  

"Up-no :i gn i  f i  cant  
change : Delaware Court  o f  Common 

Pleas ( L )  

"No s i g n i f i c a n t  change 
- no significant 
change : Delaware Super io r  Court  (GI 

"Up-down'' 
P a t t e r n  : Alabama D i s t r c t  Court  (GI 

Arkansas Chancery and Probate 
Cour t  (GI 

Colorado D i s t r i c t  Court  (GI 
Colorado County Court  (L) 
Indiana County Court  ( L )  
Ind iana Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  o f  
Marion County (L) 

Kentucky U i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  
Maine D i s t r i c t  Court  (L) 
Nor th  Caro l ina  Super io r  

Nor th  Caro l ina  D l s t r i c t  

Ohio Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  (L) 
Ohio County Court  (L) 

Court  (GI 

Court  ( L )  



TABLE 31: Trend da ta  f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  
case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. (con t inued)  

Pennsylvania D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  

Tennessee C i r c u i t  Cour t  and 

f i l i n g s  have cont inued t o  inc rease s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
Court  ( L  1 more than the  p o p u l a t i o n  over the  two t ime 

per iods  s t u d i e d  i n  t h i s  Report.  Three a d d i t i o n a l  
Chancery ( L )  c o u r t s  f o l l o w e d  the  "down-up p a t t e r n  w i t h  

s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  r e p o r t e d  d u r i n g  1981 -84. 

f i l i n g s  between 1981-84, b u t  t he  increases were 
e i t h e r  l e s s  than o r  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  
f rom p o p u l a t i o n  inc reases  d u r i n g  t h a t  same t ime 
p e r i o d ,  o r  t he  increases were l e s s  than the  

The remaining 18  c o u r t s  showed no evidence o f  a 

those c o u r t s  exper ienced a decrease i n  f i l i n g s  
d u r i n g  t h a t  per iod .  

8. "No s i g n i f i c f n t  Another f o u r  c o u r t s  exper ienced increases i n  
change-down : Oregon D i s t r i c t  Court  (L) 

Rhode I s l a n d  D i s t r i c t  

Washington S u p e r l o r  Cour t  (GI 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Col umbi a 
Super io r  Cour t  (GI 

Colorado Water Cour t  (GI 

Court  (L )  

9. "Down-down'' P a t t e r n :  increases r e p o r t e d  d u r i n g  t h e  1978-81 per iod .  

l l t i g a t i o n  e x p l o s i o n "  d u r i n g  1981-84, and 17 o f  

Of  t he  c o u r t s  s t u d i e d  i n  Table 31, t he  C i v i l  
Court  o f  New York City i s  t h e  o n l y  c o u r t  whose 
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Percent chanae Percent chanae Percent chanae 
F i  1 i ngs 

J u r i s -  
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 

COMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Exc lus ive  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  Col umb i a : 

Kansas: 

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

Super ior  Court ...... .G 121,931 108,426 96,975 

D i s t r i c t  Court  ...... .G NC 54,005 57,140 

Colorado (STATE TOTAL) 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ....... G 
Water Court .......... G 
County Court  ......... L 

C i r c u i t  Court  ....... .G 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... .L 

Super ior  Court ...... .G 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ...... .L 

Hawaii (STATE TOTAL 

Nor th  Carol ina:  

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA: 

A1 abama : 

Alaska: 

Arkansas : 

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

Super ior  Court  ....... G 

Chancery and Probate 
Court  ............... G 

Super ior Court  ...... .G 
Court  o f  Comon Pleas L 
J u s t i c e  o f  the  Peace .L 

Municipal  Court  Marion 
County ............. .L 

County Court  ........ .L 

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

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

County Court  ......... L 

D i  s t r i c t  Court ....... G 

County Court ........ .L 

Del aware: 

Indiana : 

Kentucky: 

Maine: 

Minnesota : 

Montana : 

Nebraska: 

New Hampshire: 

New Mexico: 

Municipal  Court  ..... .L 

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

Mag is t ra te  Court  ..... L 
B e r n a l i l l o  County 

C i v i l  Court  o f  New 
York City ........... L 

Court  o f  Claims ...... L 

Municipal  Court  ..... .L 
County Court  ........ .L 

Metropol i t a n  Court  . .L 
New York: 

Ohio: 

79,480 105,028 
22,561 36.168 

2,868 2,321 
54,051 66,539 

12,2041 17,3791 
2,7861 3,8301 
9,418 13,549 

54.738 65,856 
11,541 13,756 
43,197 52,100 

99,205 
32,032 

1.688 
65,485 

1 7,9601 
3,9921 

13.968 

58,118 
12,482 
45,636 

40,130 55,818 51,805 

2,683 2,312 3,107 

6,642 7,545 5,151 

2,457 2,522 2,520 
2,898 3,740 3,755 

15,844 20,028 20,806 

8,901 14,364 10,131 
3,550i 5,573i 3,664i 

48,808 57,627 56,359 

17,751i 20.072 16,146 

NC 28,014 21,582 

NC 7,764 6,492 

9,236 11,128 13,027 
NC 17,781 17,712 

NC 10,382 9,815 

14,276 14,117 18,308 

NC 8,290 9,744 

130,131 151,159 195,163 
NC 1,330 1,678 

241,951! 260,06ai 221.523: 
5,8541 11,3021 9,5421 

1978-1 981 - 
Popu- 
l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

- 6% 

-- 

7% 
7% 
7% 
7% 

6% 
6% 
6% 

4% 
4% 
4% 

2% 

3% 

2% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 

1% 

2% 

-- 
-- 

1% -- 
-- 

6% 

-- 

-1 % -- 
0% 
0% 

-11% 

-- 

3 2% 
6 0% 

-1 9% 
2 3% 

4281 
37%i 
44% 

2 0% 
19% 
21 % 

39% 

-1 4% 

14% 

3% 
29% 
2 6% 

61% 
57%i 

18% 

13%i 

-- 
-- 

20% -- 
-- 

-1 % 

-- 

16% -- 
7%! 

9381 

1981 -1 984" 
Popu- 
l a t i o n  F i 1  ings 

-1% 

2% 

7% 
7% 
7% 
7% 

6% 
6% 
6% 

4% 
4% 
4% 

2% 

21 % 

2% 

3% 
3% 
3% 

1% 
1% 

2% 

2% 

2% 

4% 

2% 
2% 

4% 

7% 

7% 

1% 
1% 

0% 
0% 

-1 1% 

6% 

- 6% 
-1 2% 
-23% 

-2% 

3x1 
4%i 
3% 

-1 2% 
-9% 

-1 2% 

-7% 

34% 

-32% 

0% 
0% 
4% 

-29% 
- 3 4'61 

-2% 

-20% 

-23% 

-1 6% 

17% 
0% 

- 5% 

3 0% 

18% 

2 9% 
26% 

-1 5Xi 
-1 6%i 

1978-1 984- 
Popu- 
l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

-7% 

-- 

14% 
14% 
14% 
14% 

12% 
12% 
12% 

7% 
7% 
7% 

4% 

2 5% 

5% 

3% 
3% 
3% 

1% 
1% 

3% 

4% 

-- 
-- 

3% -- 
-- 

14% 

-_ 

0% -- 

0% 
0% 

-20% 

-- 

2 5% 
42% 

-41% 
21 % 

47%i 
43%f 
4 8% 

6% 
8% 
6% 

2 9% 

16% 

-22% 

3% 
30% 
31 % 

14% 
3x1 

1 5% 

-9%i 

-- 
-- 

41% -- 
-- 

2 8% 

_ -  

5 0% 

-8%f 
63x1 

-- 
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TABLE 31: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t o r t ,  c o n t r a c t ,  and r e a l  p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  
case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 1984. (con t inued)  

Percent change Percent change Percent change 
F i l i n g s  1978-1 981 1981 -1 984 1978-1 984 

J u r i s -  Popu- Popu- Popu- 
S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA (cont inued) :  

Oregon : 

Pennsylvania:  

D i s t r i c t  Court  ....... L 31 
J u s t i c e  C o u r t  ........ L 1 

D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  
Cour t  ............... L 163 

600 33,862. i4,518. 6% 7% 1% -28% 7% -22% 
102i 942’ 1,336’ 6% -15Xi 1% 42x1 7% 21 x i  

556 188,19gd 183,143 0% 15% 0% - 3%d 0% 12% 

Rhode I s l a n d :  

Tennessee: 

Texas: 

Washington: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... L 22,394 23,689 18,759 0% 6% 1% -21% 1% -16% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  and 
Chancery Cour t  ..... .G 20,561 23,442 21,505 3% 14% 2% -8% 6% 5% 

....... 8% 2 5% D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G NC 68.451 85,873 -- -- 
Super io r  C o u r t  ....... G 32,029 34,922 33,140 9% 9% 3% - 5% 12% 3% 

-- -- 

T o t a l s  f o r  29 c o u r t s  i n  20 
s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  comparable 
da ta  f o r  a l l  t h r e e  y e a r s  1,090,707 1,239,120 1,185,666 3% 14% 3% - 4% 5% 9% 

G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
L = L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
NC = Data a r e  n o t  comparable w i t h  o 
d = The number o f  d i s p o s i t i o n s  was 

element Drovided t h a t  Year. 

t h e r  years .  
t h e  o n l y  d a t a  

-- - - Uata element i s  n o t  a p p i i c a b l e .  

fData  a r e  incomplete:  
H y a i i - C i r c u i t  Court;-Uata do n o t  i n c l u d e  

unrepor ted  cases. 

Indiana--County Court--Data do n o t  i n c l u d e  
“o ther “  cases o r  “redocketed c i v i l ”  cases. 

M a i n e - - D i s t r i c t  Court--Due t o  implementat ion 
o f  a new r e p o r t i n g  system, da ta  a r e  miss ing  
from two 1 oca t ions .  

Ohio--Municipal Cour t  and County Court--Data 
do n o t  i n c l u d e  cases c l a s s i f i e d  as 
miscel laneous c l v i l .  

Oregon--Justice Court--Not a l l  c o u r t s  
r e p o r t e d  data. 
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TABLE 32: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported small claims 
case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

Courts i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e :  
For  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  a c o u r t  must 

have r e p o r t e d  an i d e n t i f i a b l e  smal l  c la ims 
caseload, separate from a l l  o t h e r  c i v i l  cases, i n  
a t  l e a s t  two o f  t he  t h r e e  t a r g e t e d  years .  
Twenty-nine s t a t e s  r e p o r t e d  smal 1 c la ims cases 
f o r  a l l  t h e  c o u r t s  which had j u r i s d i c t i o n  over 
smal l  c l a i m s  cases i n  those s ta tes .  A t o t a l  o f  
39 s ta tewide  cour ts ,  i n  33 s ta tes ,  r e p o r t e d  
data. O f  the  39 cour ts ,  11 were general 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  

Comparison o f  aggregated f i l i n g s  over t ime: 

25 s ta tes ,  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable data f o r  a l l  
t h r e e  r e p o r t i n g  years.  
found on the  bottom l i n e  o f  Table 32. 

The increase i n  smal l  c la ims f i l i n g s  between 
1978-81 was 188, as the  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  t h a t  same 
p e r i o d  rose o n l y  2%. The p e r i o d  between 1981-84 
aga in  p rov ides  a d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e .  Dur lng  t h i s  
second per iod ,  the  p o p u l a t i o n  cont inued t o  
inc rease a t  a r a t e  o f  2% f o r  those s t a t e s  
r e p o r t i n g  these data, y e t  smal l  c l a i m s  f i l i n g s  
decreased by 6%. 
suppor t  the  "up-down" p a t t e r n  discussed i n t h e  
i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  sec t ion .  

Comparison o f  c o u r t s  whose f i l  i ngs  inc reased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  each o f  t he  t ime p e r i o d s .  

c o u r t s  whose smal l  c la ims f i l i n g s  have increased 
o r  decreased d u r i n g  the  two t ime per iods :  

The f o l l o w i n g  data a r e  from the  29 c o u r t s ,  i n  

These f i g u r e s  can be 

These aggregate f i g u r e s  tend t o  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  d i s p l a y s  the  number o f  

1978-81 1981 -84 

F i l f n g s  increased 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more 
than the  p o p u l a t i o n :  21 6 

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  
between the  changes 

F i l i n g s  d i d  n o t  inc rease 

i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and f i l i n g s :  6 10 

measureably d u r i n g  

F i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  s lower than the  

F i l i n g s  decreased d u r i n g  

Comparable data were 
n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  

t h i s  p e r i o d :  0 1 

p o p u l a t i o n :  0 1 

t h i s  p e r i o d :  3 19  

t h e  p e r i o d :  9 2 

Dur ing the  p e r i o d  1978-81, t he  m a j o r i t y  o f  
c o u r t s  exper ienced S i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  i n  small 
c l a i m s  f l l l n g s ;  however, t h a t  p a t t e r n  was 
reversed d u r i n g  the  f o l l o w i n g  t h r e e  y e a r s  when 
most o f  t he  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  data exper ienced 
decreases i n  smal l  c la ims f i l i n g s .  Small c la ims 
data f i t  the  "up-down'' p a t t e r n  descr ibed I n  the  
i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  o f  the  Annual Report.  

The c h a r t  above d i s p l a y s  how a l l  o f  t h e  
c o u r t s  which r e p o r t e d  data d u r i n g  e i t h e r  o f  t h e  

two per iods  f i t  i n t o  s p e c i f i c  ca tegor ies .  The 
f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  l i n k s  the f i l i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  
s p e c i f i c  c o u r t s  across the  two t ime per iods  t o  
t e s t ,  more e x p l i c i t l y ,  the  var ious  p a t t e r n s  
i d e n t i f i e d  e a r l i e r .  

Comparison of p a t t e r n s  among t h e  cou r t s .  

one by l i s t i n g  and c a t e g o r i z i n g  c o u r t s  by the  
p a t t e r n s  they fo l low.  These a r e  the  p a t t e r n s  f o r  
those 29 c o u r t s ,  i n  25 s ta tes ,  t h a t  repor ted  
comparable data f o r  a l l  t h r e e  years :  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  expands on the  prev ious  

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

6 .  

7. 

"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(no caveats ) :  Nor th  Dakota County Court  (L )  

Rhode I s land  D i s t r i c t  
Court  (L) 

"No s i g n i f l c a n t  
change-up": 

"Up-up" Pat te rn :  
(change i n  '81- '84 
f i l i n q s  was l e s s  
than 78- '81 
inc rease i n  
f i l i n g s ) :  Colorado County Court  ( L )  

Hawaii D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  
I l l i n o i s  C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 
Maine D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  
Missour i  C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 
Vermont D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  

New Jersey Super io r  Court  (GI 

"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(change i n  '81 - I84  
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approx iya tes  
change i n  81- '84 
f i  1 i ngs )  : Alaska D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  

New Hampshire D i s t r i c t  
Court  ( L  1 

"Down-up" P a t t e r n  
(Change i n  '81- '84  
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximates 
change i n  '81 - I84  
f i  1 i n g s )  : D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia 

Super io r  Court  (GI 
New York D i s t r i c t  Court  
and City Court  (L )  

"No s i g n i f i c a n t  change 
- No significant 
change Idaho D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  

Ohio Mun ic ipa l  Court  ( L )  

I' Up -down " 
P a t t e r n :  C a l i f o r n i a  Mun ic ipa l  

Court ( L )  
Indiana Super io r  Court  
and C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 

Indiana County Cour t  (L )  
Kansas D i s t r i c t  Court  (G) 
Kentucky D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ( L )  
Nebraska County Court  ( L )  
New Hampshire Mun ic ipa l  

Nor th  C a r o l i n a  D i s t r i c t  

Ohio County Court  ( L )  

Court  ( L )  

Court  ( L )  
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TABLE 32: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  small c la ims case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, 
and 1984. (con t inued)  

Oregon D i s t r i c t  Court  (L) 
Pennsylvania-Phi  l a d e l p h i a  

d u r i n g  b o t h  1978-81 and 1981-84. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
the  New Jersey Super io r  Court  exper ienced a 

c o u r t s  a l s o  r e p o r t e d  inc reases  i n  t h e i r  smal l  
c la ims f i l i n g s ,  b u t  t h e  inc reases  were e i t h e r  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  than the  e a r l i e r  inc rease 
d u r i n g  1978-81, o r  were l e s s  than o r  approximated 
the  p o p u l a t i o n  change f o r  t h a t  same p e r i o d  which 
would i n d i c a t e  no " l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion"  a t  a l l .  

another t h r e e  c o u r t s  a l s o  exper ienced decreases 
i n  smal l  c la ims f i l i n g s  d u r i n g  1981-84. 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  (L) s i g n i f i c a n t  inc rease d u r i n g  1981-84. Ten o t h e r  

8. "No s i g n i  f i c t n t  
change-down : 

C a l i f o r n i a  J u s t i c e  Court  ( L )  
Iowa D i s t r i c t  Court  (GI 

Alabama D i s t r i c t  Cour t  (L) 

Only two c o u r t s  had s i g n l f i c a n t  and 
cont lnuous inc reases  i n  smal l  c la ims f i l i n g s  

' 

9. "Dmn-down" P a t t e r n :  Eleven c o u r t s  f l t  the  "up-down" p a t t e r n ,  and 
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TABLE 32: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported small claims 
case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

F i l i n g s  
J u r i s -  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 

Percent change Percent change Percent change 
1978-1 981 1981 -1 984 1978-1 984 

Popu- Popu- POPU- 

COMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Exc lus ive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

A1 abama : 

A1 aska : 

Colorado: 

Connect icut  : 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia: 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 95,928 91,550 76,694 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... L 7,94Ei 10,143i 10,735i 

County Court ......... L 10,294 13,683 16,460 

Super ior  Cour t  ....... G NC 90,447 73,096 

Super ior  Cour t  ....... G 32,797 24,490 25,323 

County Court . . . . . . . . .L NC 172,208 163,171 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 1,313 3,355 5,388 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 13,504 14,217 14,174 

C i r c u i t  Court . . . . . . . .G 175,454 205,055 21 7,641 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 72,054 75,258 71,666 

F l o r i d a :  

Hawaii : 

Idaho: 

I 1  1 i n o i  s:  

Iowa: 

Kansas: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... G 10,670 14,707 14,229 

Kentucky : 

Maine : 

Minnesota: 

Missour i  : 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 27,585 34,550 28,525 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 14,350 21,063 22,718 

County Court . . . . . . . . .L NC 99,420 90,271 

C i r c u i t  Court ..... i..G 11,745 16,110 19,106 

New Jersey: 

North Caro l ina:  

North Dakota: 

Okl ahoma : 

Pennsylvania : 

Superior Court ....... G 40,535 42,012 51,137 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 171,612 226,604 194,321 

County Court ......... L 5,396 6,446 8,523 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 77,798 , NC 85,181 

Ph i l ade lph ia  
Municipal Cour t  . . . . .L 26,043 29,328 26,253 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 6,802 8,383 12,087 

C i r c u i t  Court ........ G NC 17,999 19,259 

Rhode Is land:  

South Dakota: 

Vernon t : 

Washington: 

Wisconsin: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... L 6,252 7,978 8,952 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ....... L 21,456 26,706 NC 

C i r c u i t  Court . . . . . . . .G NC 173,220 168,563 

Not exc lus i ve  c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

C a l i f o r n i a  (STATE TOTAL) 453,662 561,908 512,804 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  ........ L 32,128 35,477 30,225 
Municipal Court . . . . . .L 421,534 526,431 482,579 

1 a t i  on F i  1 ings 

2% 

3% 

7% 

-- 
-6% 

- -  

6% 

5% 

0% 

-1% 

2% 

1% 

2% 

-- 

1% 

1% 

4% 

1% 

-- 

ox 

0% 

-_  

4% 

9% 

-- 

6% 
6% 
6% 

-5% 

28Xi 

33% 

-- 

-25% 

-- 
156% 

5% 

17% 

4% 

38% 

2 5% 

47% 

-- 

3 7% 

4% 

32% 

19% 

-- 

13% 

2 3% 

-- 
28% 

24% 

-- 

24% 
10% 
2 5% 

l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

2% 

21 % 

7% 

1% 

-1% 

8% 

6% 

4% 

0% 

0% 

2% 

2% 

2% 

2% 

1% 

1% 

4% 

4% 

-_ 

0% 

1% 

4% 

3% 

-- 
1% 

6% 
6% 
6% 

-1 6% 

6%i 

20% 

-1 9% 

3% 

- 5% 

61% 

0% 

6% 

- 5% 

- 3% 

-1 7% 

8% 

-9% 

19% 

2 2% 

-1 4% 

32% 

-- 

-1 0% 

44% 

7% 

12% 

-- 

-3% 

-9% 
-1 5% 
-8% 

l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

4% 

25% 

14% 

_ _  
- 7% 

--  
12% 

10% 

1% 

0% 

5% 

3% 

4% 

-- 

3% 

2% 

7% 

5% 

13% 

0% 

1% 

-- 

6% 

-- 
_ -  

12% 
12% 
12% 

-20% 

35x1 

60% 

-- 
-23% 

-- 

31 0% 

5% 

24% 

-1 % 

33% 

3% 

58% 

-- 
63% 

26% 

13% 

58% 

9% 

1% 

78% 

-- 
43% 

-- 
_ -  

13% 
-6% 
14% 

18 0 



TABLE 32: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  cou r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  repor ted  small c la ims case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, 
and 1984. (cont inued) 

F i l i n g s  
Ju r i s -  

S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 

Indiana: (STATE TOTAL) NC 172,0131 156.7051 
Super ior Court  

and C i r c u i t  Court  ... G 29,6621 44,5931 35,0421 
Small Claims Court 
o f  Marion County .... L NC 49,899 54,380 

County Court . . . . . . . . .L  66,011 77,521 67,283i 

New Hampshire (STATE TOTAL) 22,816 28,246 29,513 
D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 22,114 27,408 28,993 
Municipal  Court  . . . . . .L 702 838 520 

Ohio (STATE TOTAL) 90,615 94,324 93,817 
Municipal  Court . . . . . . L 77,671 80,254 82,155 
County Court  . . . . . . . . .L 12,944 14,070 11,662 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Nebraska : 

New York: 
County Court ......... L 10,033 12,561 11,613 

D i s t r i c t  Court  and 
C i v i l  Court o f  NYC ... L NC 59,728 52,065 

City Court .......... L 44,176 43,822 47,887 

O i s t r i c t  Court  ....... L 43,422 54,457 37,548 

C i r c u i t  Court . . . . . . . . L NC 27,888 31,467 

Oregon: 

Utah: 

-Percent change 
1978-1981 

Popu- 
l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

0% 50'61 

-- -- 
0% 17%i 

5% 24% 
5% 24% 
5% 19% 

0% 4% 
0% 3% 
0% 9% 

1% 2 5% 

-- -_ 

-1 % -1% 

6% 2 5% 

Percent change 
1981 -1 984 

Poou- 
1 a i i o n  F i  1 ings 

1% -9%i 

1% -21%f 

1% 9% 
1% -13%i 

4% 4% 
4% 6% 
4% -38% 

0% -1% 
0% 2% 
0% -1 % 

2% -8% 

1% -15% 

1% 9% 

1% -31% 

9% 13% 

Percent change 

l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

1978-1 984 
Popu- 

1% 18Xi 

-- _ -  
1% 2%i 

9% 29% 
9% 31 % 
9% -26% 

0% 4% 
0% 6% 
ox - lox 

3% 1 6% 

-- -- 

0% 8% 

7% -14% 

Tota ls  f o r  29 cou r t s  i n  25 
s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  comparable 
data f o r  a l l  th ree  years: 1,490,699 1,762,364 1,659,439 2% 1 8% 2% -6% 4% 11% 

G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
L = L imi ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
NC Data are  n o t  comparable w i t h  o the r  years  

iData are  incomplete: 

-- - - Data element i s  no t  app l i cab le  

A laska - -D is t r i c t  Court--Uata do n o t  i nc lude  
cases from low volume cour ts .  

Indiana--Super ior  Court and C i r c u i t  Court, 
County Court--0ata do n o t  i nc lude  cases 
c l  ass i f i ed as "o ther  . " 
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TABLE 33: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported tort case 
filings for 1978, 1987, and 1984. 

Courts i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  tab le :  
For i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  a c o u r t  must 

have r e p o r t e d  an i d e n t i f i a b l e  t o r t  caseload, 
separate f rom a l l  o t h e r  c i v i l  cases, i n  a t  l e a s t  
two o f  t he  t h r e e  t a r g e t e d  years.  
r e p o r t e d  t o r t  f i l i n g s  f o r  a l l  the  c o u r t s  which 
had j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t o r t s  i n  those s t a t e s .  
t o t a l  o f  21 s ta tewide  cour ts ,  i n  17 s ta tes ,  
r e p o r t e d  data.  O f  t he  21 c o u r t s ,  17 were general  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  

Comparison o f  aggregated f i l i n g s  over  t ime: 

13 s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable data f o r  a l l  
t h r e e  r e p o r t i n g  years .  
found on the  bottom l i n e  o f  Table 33. 

F i v e  s t a t e s  

A 

The f o l l o w i n g  data a re  from the  17 c o u r t s  i n  

These f i g u r e s  can be 

The increase i n  t o r t  case f i l i n g s  between 
1978-81 was o n l y  2%, w h i l e  the  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  
those s t a t e s  grew 4% d u r i n g  the  same t i m e  
p e r i o d .  Between 1981 -84 the  p o p u l a t i o n  grew 
another  4% w h i l e  t o r t  f i l i n g s  inc reased by 7%. 
F o r  the  e n t i r e  p e r i o d  1978-84 t o t a l  t o r t  f i l i n g s  
inc reased 9%, however, t he  p o p u l a t i o n  a l s o  
inc reased by 8%. 
those s t u d i e d  i n  t h i s  sec t ion ,  where the  
aggregate number o f  cases inc reased over  b o t h  
t ime per iods  evaluated. 
a l i t i g a t i o n  exp los ion" ,  however, s i n c e  the  
p o p u l a t i o n  inc reased a t  approximately t h e  same 
r a t e  as d i d  the  t o r t  f i l i n g s .  

Th is  i s  t he  one case type, o f  

T h i s  does n o t  q u a l i f y  as 

Comparison o f  c o u r t s  whose f i l i n g s  inc reased or 
decreased d u r i n g  each of the  t ime per iods .  

c o u r t s  whose t o r t  f i l i n g s  have increased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  t h e  two t ime per iods :  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  d i s p l a y s  the  number o f  

1978-81 1981 -84 

F i l i n g s  increased 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more 
than the  p o p u l a t i o n :  8 

between the  changes 
No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and f i l i n g s :  5 

F i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  s lcwer  than the  
p o p u l a t i o n :  1 1 

t h i s  per iod :  5 8 
F i l i n g s  decreased d u r i n g  

Comparable data were 
n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
t he  per iod :  2 2 

~~~~ ~ 

A l though the  aggregate f i l i n g s  inc reased 
somewhat over the  years  s t u d i e d  i n  Table 33, t he  

.above c h a r t  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t o r t  f i l i n g s  inc reased 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  i n  l e s s  than h a l f  o f  t he  c o u r t s  
r e p o r t i n g  data i n  t h i s  tab le .  Dur ing  t h e  p e r i o d  
1981-84, o n l y  o n e - t h i r d  o f  t he  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  
data had a s i g n i f i c a n t  inc rease i n  t o r t  
f i l i n g s - - m o r e  c o u r t s  exper ienced decreases than 
s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  i n  t o r t  f i l i n g s  d u r i n g  
1981-84. 
c o u r t s  which r e p o r t e d  data d u r i n g  e i t h e r  o f  t he  
two p e r i o d s  f i t  i n t o  s p e c i f i c  c a t e g o r i e s .  
f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  l i n k s  t h e  f i l i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  

The c h a r t  above d i s p l a y s  how a l l  o f  the  

The 

s p e c i f i c  c o u r t s  across the two t ime per iods ,  t o  
t e s t  more e x p l i c i t l y ,  the  var ious  p a t t e r n s  
i den t i  f l e d  e a r l  i e r .  

Comparison o f  p a t t e r n s  among the  cour ts .  
The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  expands on the  prev ious  

c h a r t  by l i s t i n g  and c a t e g o r i z i n g  c o u r t s  by the  
p a t t e r n s  they fo l lowed.  
exp la ined i n  the  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  
( i . e . ,  P a r t  11) .  These are  the  p a t t e r n s  f o r  
those 1 7  c o u r t s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable data f o r  
a l l  t h r e e  years.  The ( G )  and (L) a f t e r  each 
c o u r t  i n d i c a t e s  whether i t  i s  a general o r  
l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t .  

These p a t t e r n s  are  

1.  

2. 

3. 

4.  

5 .  

"Down -up " Pa t t e  r n 
(no c a v e a t s ) :  Alaska Super io r  Cour t  (GI 

C a l i f o r n i a  Super io r  Court  (GI 
F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 

"Up-up" Pat te rn :  
(change i n  '81- '84)  
f i l i n g s  was l e s s  
than 78-'81 inc rease 
i n  f i l i n g s ) :  

" Up -up " Pa t t e  r n 
(change i n  '81-'84 
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximates 
change i n  '81 ~ ' 8 4  
f i l i n g s )  : 

"Down-up" P a t t e r n  
(Change i n  '81 - I84  
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximate: 
change i n  '81- 84 
f i l i n g s ) :  Nor th  Dakota D i s t r i c t  

"No s i g n i f i c a n t  change 
- no significant 
change Ohio Court  o f  Comnon 

Hawaii C i r c u i t  Court  (ti) 
Washington Super io r  Court  ( G )  

Alaska D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  

Court  ( G )  

Pleas (GI 
Maine Super io r  Cour t  (GI 

6. "Up-down'' 
Pa t te rn :  

7. 

Colorado D i s t r i c t  Court  (GI 
Hawaii  D i s t r i c t  Court  ( L )  
Kansas D i s t r i c t  Court  (GI 
New York Supreme Cour t  

and County Court  (G) 
Ohio County Court  ( L )  
Ohio Mun ic ipa l  Court  (L) 
Tennessee C i r c u i t  Court  

and Chancery Cour t  (GI 

"No s ign i f i c :n t  
change-down : Idaho D i s t r i c t  Court  (G) 

O f  t h e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  comparable data f o r  
a l l  t h r e e  years,  none exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  
increases d u r i n g  bo th  1978-81 and 1981 -84. Three 
a d d i t i o n a l  c o u r t s  r e p o r t e d  decreases d u r i n g  the  
f i r s t  p e r i o d  b u t  s i g n i f i c a n t  increases i n  the  
1981-84 per iod .  These t h r e e  c o u r t s ,  however, a r e  
i n  s t a t e s  t h a t  a l s o  exper ienced some o f  t he  
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TABLE 33: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t o r t  case f i l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, and 
1984. (con t inued)  

l a r g e s t  inc reases  i n  p o p u l a t i o n  ( i . e . ,  Alaska, 
C a l i f o r n i a ,  and Hawaii  1. 

f i l i n g s  between 1981-84 i s  i n  the  C a l i f o r n i a  
Super io r  Cour t  ( i .e . ,  an inc rease of over  16,000 
cases). Th is  increase, accounts f o r  a lmost t he  
e n t i r e  inc rease i n  the  aggregate f i g u r e s  b e b e e n  
1981-84. Between the  years  1978-84 however, t he  
inc rease i n  t h e  r a t e  o f  f i l i n g s  was 12%. b u t  was 
matched by a 12% increase i n  the  p o p u l a t i o n .  

I n  a d d l t i o n  t o  the  f a c t  t h a t  most s t a t e s  
which have l a r g e  inc reases  i n  f i l i n g s  a l s o  have 

The l a r g e s t  numerical  inc rease i n  t o r t  

t he  l a r g e s t  increases i n  popu la t ion ,  and 
t h e r e f o r e  do n o t  q u a l i f y  as be ing  e s p e c i a l l y  
l i t i g i o u s ,  another e i g h t  c o u r t s  r e p o r t e d  
decreases i n  f i l i n g s ,  and two o t h e r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  
r e p o r t e d  no s i g n i f i c a n t  change i n  t h e i r  f i l i n g s  
over bo th  per iods  s tud ied .  
do n o t  f i t  the  "up-down'' pa t te r r i  as s t r o n g l y  as 
do o t h e r  case types, n e i t h e r  do they p r o v i d e  any 
evidence o f  an inc reased p r o p e n s i t y  o f  t he  
American p u b l i c  t o  sue. 

Although t o r t  f i l i n g s  
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TABLE 33: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported tort case 
filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 
.- - ._I---- -- 

3-GGiiTchapge- 
F i l i n g s  1978-1 981 

J u r i s -  Popu- 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

COMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Exclusive c o u r t  j u r i s d i c t i o n :  

Kansas- -D is t r i c t  Court ..G 3,249 4,517 4,033 2% 3 9% 
Idaho- -D is t r i c t  Court ... G 1,72ai 1,744i 1,72gi 5% 1 %i 

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

Percent change Percent change 

l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

1981 -1 984 1978-1 984 
Popu- Popu- 

2% -11% 5% 24% 
4% -1%' 10% O % i  

Alaska (STATE TOTAL) 1 ,356i 
Super ior  Court ....... G 921 
D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 4351 

Hawai i ( STATE TOTAL) 2,0321' 
C i r c u i t  Court ....... .G 1 ,1551 
D i s t r i c t  Court  ....... L 877 

Ohio (STATE TOTAL) 39,645 
Court o f  Comnon Pleas ti 21,587 
County Court  ........ .L 127 
Municipal  Court ..... .L 17,931 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA: 

1 ,428i 
886 
552i 

2,5051 
1 , 46ai 
1,037 

41,603 
21,906 

705 
18.992 

1,8851 
1,305 

580i 

3% 6%f 
3% -4% 
3% 27x1 

6% 23%f 
6% 27Xi 
6% 18% 

0% 5% 
0% 1% 
0% 455% 
0% 6% 

21 % 
21 % 
21 % 

6% 
6% 
6% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

31 %I 
47% 

5%i 

-8%i 
1 O % i  

-33% 

-1 3% 
1% 

-26% 
-29% 

25% 39%1 
2 5% 42% 
25% 33%f 

12% 13x1 

12% -21% 

0% -9% 
0% 3% 
0% 309% 
0% -25% 

12% 3981 
2,304i 
1,611i 

693 

36,171 
22,149 

51 9 
13.503 

C a l i f o r n i a :  

Colorado: 
Super ior  Court ....... G 

O i  s tri c t  Court and 
Denver Super ior  
Court ............... G 

C i  r c u i  t Court  ....... .G 
Superior Court  ....... G 

C i r c u i t  Court  ........ G 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 

Supreme Court and 
County Court  ........ G 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 

C i r c u i t  Court, Chancery 
Court (Law and Equ i ty  
Court i n  1978 and 
1981 1 ............... G 

F1 o r i  da : 

Maine: 

Maryland: 

Montana : 

New York: 

North Dakota: 

Tennessee: 

86.729 80.970 97.068 6% -7% 6% 20% 12% 12% 

7% -17% 14% 21 % 

8% 27x1 20% 23%i 

2% 9% 4% 16% 

3,481 

21 ,761i 

1,803 

7, 902i 

NC 

5,089 

21 ,063i 

1,914 

8,1351 

1,465 

4,199 

26,815i 

2,083 

NC 

1,519 

7% 

12% 

2% 

1% 

46% 

-3%i 

6% 

3%i 

-- -- 4% 4% 

35,684 

732 

39,234 

51 6 

37,847 

550 

-1% 

1% 

10% 

-30% 

1% - 4% 0% 6% 

4% 7% 5% -25% 

10,457 

NC 

872 

12,046 

28,698 

775 

11,775 

34,224 

NC 

3% 

-- 
11% 

15% 

-- 
-11% 

2% -2% 6% 13% 

8% 19% -- -- Texas : 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... .G 

Utah: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 

Washington: 
Super ior  Court ....... G 6,882 7,919 8,997 9% 15% 

Tota ls  f o r  17 cou r t s  i n  13 
s ta tes  repo r t i ng  comparable 
data f o r  a l l  th ree  years 215,539 220,558 235,456 4% 2% 4% 7% 8% 9% 

F l o r i d a - - C i r c u i t  Court--Data do n o t  i nc lude  
pro fess iona l  t o r t  cases. 

Hawaii - - C i  r c u i  t Court--Some t o r t  cases a re  
inc luded i n  t rans fers .  

I daho- -D is t r i c t  Court--Some t o r t s  a re  
inc luded i n  the  uncl  ass i  f l e d  category. 

MaT;yl and--Circui t Coyt - -Data  do n o t  inc lude 
unreported cases. 

G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
L = L im i ted  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t  
NC = Data are  n o t  comparable w i t h  o the r  years  -- - - Data elements are i napp l i cab le  

iData  are incomplete: 
A laska - -D is t r i c t  Court--Data do n o t  inc lude 

low volume cour ts .  
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TABLE 34: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported contract 
case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

Courts i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e :  
F o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  a c o u r t  must 

have r e p o r t e d  an i d e n t i f i a b l e  c o n t r a c t  caseload, 
separate f rom a l l  o t h e r  c i v i l  cases, i n  a t  l e a s t  
two o f  t h e  t h r e e  t a r g e t e d  years.  Two o f  t h e  
s t a t e s  r e p o r t e d  c o n t r a c t  f i l i n g s  f o r  a l l  t h e  
c o u r t s  which had j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  c o n t r a c t  cases 
i n  those s t a t e s .  A t o t a l  o f  15 s ta tewide  cour ts ,  
i n  13 s ta tes ,  r e p o r t e d  data.  O f  t h e  15 c o u r t s ,  
11 were genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts .  

Comparison o f  aggregated f i l i n g s  over  t ime:  
The f o l l w i n g  da ta  a r e  f rom t h e  11 c o u r t s  i n  

10  s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable da ta  f o r  a l l  
t h r e e  r e p o r t i n g  years .  
found on t h e  bottom l i n e  o f  Table 34. 

The increase i n  c o n t r a c t  case f i l i n g s  between 
1978-81 was 14%. w h i l e  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  those 
s t a t e s  grew 5% d u r i n g  t h e  same p e r i o d .  Between 
1981-84, t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  grew another  4%, however, 
new c o n t r a c t  f i l i n g s  decreased by  15%--a c l e a r  
r e v e r s a l  i n  t h e  e a r l i e r  t r e n d  o f  case load 
expansion. 
c o n t r a c t  f i l i n g s  decreased 4% w h i l e  t h e  
p o p u l a t i o n  inc reased 9%. 
suppor t  t h e  "up-down" p a t t e r n  f o r  c o n t r a c t  
f i  1 ings .  

Comparison o f  c o u r t s  whose f i l i n g s  inc reased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  each o f  t h e  t ime per iods .  

c o u r t s  whose c o n t r a c t  f i l i n g s  have increased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  t h e  two t ime per iods :  

These f i g u r e s  can be 

F o r  t h e  e n t i r e  p e r i o d  1978-84, t o t a l  

These aggregate da ta  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  d i s p l a y s  t h e  number o f  

1978-81 1981 -84 

F i 1  ings  inc reased 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more 
than t h e  popu la t ion :  7 2 

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  
between change i n  

F i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  s lower  than t h e  

F i 1  ings  decreased d u r i n g  

Comparable da ta  were 
n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  

p o p u l a t i o n  and f i l i n g s :  1 1 

p o p u l a t i o n  : 1 2 

t h i s  p e r i o d :  2 1 0  

t h e  p e r i o d :  4 0 

Once again, t h e  "up-down" p a t t e r n  
m a t e r i a l i z e s .  
t h e  1978-81 p e r i o d  exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  

Most o f  t h e  c o u r t s  s t u d i e d  d u r i n g  

inc reases  i n  f i l i n g s ,  w h i l e  t h i s  t r e n d  reversed 
i t s e l f  d u r i n g  t h e  p e r i o d  1981-84 when most c o u r t s  
exper ienced decreases i n  t h e i r  f i l i n g s  o f  
c o n t r a c t  cases. The F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  Cour t  and 
t h e  Texas D i s t r i c t  Cour t  were t h e  two c o u r t s  t h a t  
exper ienced s i g n i f i c a n t  inc reases  i n  t h e i r  case 
f i l i n g s ,  y e t  they  a l s o  recorded t h e  l a r g e s t  
inc reases  i n  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  those c o u r t s  t h a t  
r e p o r t e d  data d u r i n g  1981-84. The c h a r t  above 
d i s p l a y s  how a l l  o f  t h e  c o u r t s  which r e p o r t e d  
da ta  d u r i n g  e i t h e r  o f  t h e  two per iods  f i t  i n t o  
s p e c i f i c  ca tegor ies .  
t h e  f i l i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  s p e c i f i c  c o u r t s  across t h e  
two t i m e  p e r i o d s  t o  t e s t ,  more s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  
var ious  p a t t e r n s  i d e n t i f i e d  e a r l i e r .  

Comparison o f  p a t t e r n s  among t h e  c o u r t s .  

one by l i s t i n g  and c a t e g o r i z i n g  c o u r t s  by t h e  
p a t t e r n s  they fo l lowed.  
e x p l a i n e d  i n  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  
( i .e . .  P a r t  1 1 ) .  These a r e  t h e  p a t t e r n s  f o r  
those 11 c o u r t s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable da ta  f o r  
a l l  t h r e e  years .  The (GI o r  (L) a f t e r  each c o u r t  
i n d i c a t e s  whether i t  i s  a genera l  o r  l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t :  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  l i n k s  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  expands on t h e  prev ious  

These p a t t e r n s  a r e  

1. "Up-up" P a t t e r n  

2. "Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(change i n  '81- '84 
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximates 
change i n  ' 8 1 - ' 8 4  
f i  1 i n g s  1: 

(no caveats ) :  F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  Cour t  (GI 

Hawaii  C i r c u i t  Court  (GI 
Hawaii  D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ( L )  

3. "Up-down'' P a t t e r n :  
Colorado D i s t r i c t  Court  (GI 
Maine Super io r  Cour t  (GI 
Nor th  Dakota D i s t r i c t  

Ohio County Cour t  ( L )  
Ohio Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  ( L )  
Tennessee C i r c u i t  Cour t  

and Chancery Cour t  (GI 

Arkansas Cour t  o f  Common 

Washington Super io r  Cour t  (GI 

Cour t  (GI 

4. "Down-down'' P a t t e r n :  

Pleas ( L )  

The F l o r i d a  C i r c u i t  Cour t  i s  t h e  o n l y  c o u r t  
t h a t  can l a y  c l a i m  t o  a l a r g e  inc rease i n  
c o n t r a c t  f i l i n g s .  
f o l l o w e d  t h e  down t r e n d  a f t e r  1981. 

Courts i n  8 o t h e r  s t a t e s  
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TABLE 34: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported contract 
case filings for 1978, 198 1, and 1984. 

Percent change 
F t l i n g s  1978-1 981 

J u r t s -  Popu- 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  d i c t i o n  1978 1981 1984 l a t i o n  F t l i n g s  

COMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r i  sd l c t l on :  

Kansas: -- D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G NC 39,175 41,982 -- 
Not exc lus ive  c o u r t  j u r l s d l c t i o n :  

Hawai t (STATE TOTAL) 9,1751 13,4601 14.0551 6% 47x1 
C i r c u i t  Court  ........ G 1,4341 2,0474 2,1311 6% 43x1 
D i s t r i c t  Court ....... L 7,741 11.413 11,924 6% 4 7% 

INCOMPLETE STATE DATA: 

Arkansas : 
Court o f  Common Pleas L 3771 300 102 2% -20%f 

Colorado: 

F l o r t  da: 

Maine: 

Mary1 and: 

Montana : 

North Dakota: 

Ohto: 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 14,147 22,395 15,270 7% 58% 

C i r c u i t  Court ........ G 27,005 29,677 38.650 12% 10% 

Superior Court  ....... G 1,318 1,456 1,103 2% 1 0% 

-- C i r c u i t  Court  ....... .G NC 6,576' 5,496' -- 
D i s t r i c t  Court ...... .G NC 5,860 4,420 -- -- 

D i s t r i c t  Court ....... G 3,095 4.412 4,062 1% 4 3% 

County Court  ......... L 3.6481 7,7491 5,740i 0% 112x1 

C i r c u t t  Court, and 

Munictpal  Court  ...... L 171,1661 187,6574 149.3321 0% 1081 

Tennessee: 

Texas: 

Wash t ngton : 

Chancery Court  ...... G 7,327 8,830 7,582 3% 21 % 

D t s t r i c t  Court ...... . G  NC 38,902 51,152 -- -- 
Superior Court ....... G 21,679 18,748 13,891 9% -14% 

Percent change 

l a t i o n  F t l t n g s  

1981 -1 984 
Popu- 

2% 7% 

6% 4%f 
6% 4%i 
6% 4% 

2% -66% 

7% -32% 

8% 30% 

2% -24% 

2% -lbXi 

4% -25% 

4% -8% 

ox -2O%f 
0% -26%1 

2% -14% 

8% 31% 

3% -26% 

Percent change 

l a t t o n  F t l t n g s  

1978-1 984 
Popu- 

12% 5381 
12% 4981 
12% 54% 

5% -73x1 

14% 8% 

20% 43% 

4% 16% 

5% 31% 

0% -13x1 
ox 57%t 

6% 3% 

-- _ -  

12% -36% 

Tota ls  f o r  11 cou r t s  i n  10 
s ta tes  r e p o r t i n g  comparable 
data f o r  a l l  th ree  years 258,937 294,684 249,787 5% 14% 4% -15% 9% -4% 

G = General j u r t s d i c t l o n  c o u r t  
L = L imi ted  j u r t s d t c t i o n  c o u r t  
NC = Data are  no t  comparable w t t h  o the r  years. -- - - Data elements a re  Inapp l icab le .  

i o a t a  a re  incomplete: 
Arkansas--Court o f  Comnon Pleas--One county 

repor ted  no data i n  1978. 

Hawat t - -C i rcu i t  Court--Some cases are  

Maryland--Circut t Court--L!ata do n o t  tnclude 

Ohio--Muntcipal Court  and County Court--Some 

Inc luded i n  t rans fe rs .  

some "unreported cases. 

con t rac t  cases are  inc luded i n  
miscellaneous c t v t l  cases. 

.....-...- .................. 



TABLE 35: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported triable felony 
case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

Courts i n c l u d e d  i n  t h i s  t a b l e :  

have r e p o r t e d  an i d e n t i f i a b l e  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  
caseload, separa te  f rom a l l  o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  cases, 
i n  a t  l e a s t  two o f  t he  t h r e e  t a r g e t e d  years.  A 
t o t a l  o f  28 s ta tewide  c o u r t s  i n  28 s t a t e s  
r e p o r t e d  data.  A l l  of these c o u r t s  a r e  general  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t s .  

F o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h i s  tab le ,  a c o u r t  must 

Comparison o f  aggregated f i l i n g s  over t ime:  

24 s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  comparable data f o r  a l l  
t h r e e  r e p o r t i n g  years .  
found on the  bottom l i n e  o f  Table 35. 

1978-81 was 28%. w h i l e  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  f o r  t he  
s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  these data increased by 3%. 
Between 1981 -84, t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  c o n t i n u e d  t o  grow 
another 3%, and new t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  f i l i n g s  
tncreased by 7%. The p a t t e r n  f o r  these aggregate 
f t l i n g s  evidence a cons iderab le  s lowing  o f  t he  
f i l i n g  p a t t e r n  d u r i n g  1981-84. I n  f a c t ,  d u r i n g  
the  1981-84 p e r i o d ,  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  case f i l i n g s  
d t d  n o t  inc rease a t  a r a t e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  
than the  r a t e  a t  which the  p o p u l a t i o n  increased. 

The f o l l o w i n g  data a r e  f rom the  24 c o u r t s  i n  

These f i g u r e s  can be 

The increase Irl t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  cases between 

Comparison o f  c o u r t s  whose f i l  tngs inc reased o r  
decreased d u r i n g  each o f  t he  t ime per iods .  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  d i s p l a y s  the  number o f  
c o u r t s  whose t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  f i l  i ngs  have 
increased o r  decreased d u r i n g  t h e  two t i m e  
per iods :  

1978-81 1981 -84 

F i l i n g s  inc reased 
s i  gn i f i can t l  y more 
than the  p o p u l a t i o n :  22 8 

between the  changes 
i n  p o p u l a t i o n  and f i l i n g s :  0 6 

F i l i n g s  d i d  n o t  inc rease 
measureably d u r i n g  

F i l i n g s  inc reased a t  a 
r a t e  s lower than the  

F i 1  i ngs  decreased d u r i n g  

Comparable da ta  were 
n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

t h i s  p e r i o d :  0 1 

popul a t t  on: 0 2 

t h i s  p e r i o d :  2 11 

t h e  per iod :  4 0 

Approximately t h r e e - f o u r t h s  of those c o u r t s  
r e p o r t i n g  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  f i l i n g s  between 1978-81 
experfenced s t g n i f f c a n t  inc reases  I n  t h e i r  
caseloads. T h i s  tendency f o r  inc reased f i l i n g s ,  
however, was g r e a t l y  d imin ished d u r i n g  1981 -84 
when almost t w i c e  as many c o u r t s  r e p o r t e d  
decreases i n  t h e i r  f e l o n y  f i l i n g s  as c o u r t s  who 
r e p o r t e d  f i l i n g  inc reases  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  
than p o p u l a t i o n  inc reases .  This o b s e r v a t i o n  i s  
more c l e a r l y  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  the  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t .  

c o u r t s  whlch r e p o r t e d  data d u r i n g  e i t h e r  o f  t he  
The c h a r t  above d i s p l a y s  how a l l  of t he  

two per iods  f i t i n t o  s p e c i f i c  ca tegor ies .  The 
f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  l i n k s  the  f i l i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  
s p e c i f i c  c o u r t s  across the  two t ime per iods  t o  
t e s t ,  more s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t he  var ious  p a t t e r n s  
i d e n t i f i e d  e a r l i e r .  

Comparison o f  p a t t e r n s  among t h e  c o u r t s .  

one by l i s t i n g  and c a t e g o r i z i n g  c o u r t s  by t h e  
p a t t e r n s  they fo l l ow .  
exp la ined i n  the  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h i s  s e c t i o n  
( t .e . ,  P a r t  11). 
those 24 c o u r t s  i n  24 s t a t e s  t h a t  r e p o r t e d  
comparable data f o r  a l l  t h r e e  years.  

The f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t  expands on the  prev ious  

These p a t t e r n s  a r e  

These a r e  t h e  p a t t e r n s  f o r  

1. 

2. 

3.  

4. 

"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(no  caveats ) :  Alaska Super io r  Court  

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia Super io r  

New Jersey Super io r  Cour t  
Court  

"Down-up" P a t t e r n  
(no caveats ) :  Minnesota D i s t r i c t  Court  

"Up-up" P a t t e r n :  
(change i n  '81 - I84  
f i l i n g s  was l e s s  
than 78-'81 i n -  
crease i n  f i l i n g s ) :  

Arkansas C i r c u i t  Cour t  
Hawaii C i r c u i t  Court  
I 1  1 i n o i s  C i r c u i t  Cour t  
New York Supreme Cour t  

and County Cour t  

"Up-up" P a t t e r n  
(change i n  '81- '84 
p o p u l a t i o n  exceeds 
o r  approximates 
change i n  '81- '84 
f i  1 i n g s )  : Arizona S u p e r i o r  Court  

C a l i f o r n i a  Super io r  Cour t  
Colorado D i s t r i c t  Court  
Idaho D i s t r f c t  Cour t  
N o r t h  Dakota D i s t r i c t  Court  
V i r g i n i a  C i r c u i t  Cour t  
Washington Super io r  Court  

5. "Up-down" 
P a t t e r n :  

6 .  

Georgia Super io r  Cour t  
Kansas U i s t r i c t  Court  
Maine Super io r  Cour t  
Nor th  C a r o l i n a  Super io r  

Ohio Cour t  o f  Common Pleas 
Oregon C i r c u i t  Cour t  
Rhode I s l a n d  Super io r  Cour t  
Wyoming D t s t r i c t  Cour t  

Cour t  

"Down-down" P a t t e r n :  
Wisconsin C i r c u i t  Cour t  

O f  t he  24 s ta tewide  c o u r t s  r e p o r t i n g  data i n  
Table 35, o n l y  f o u r  exper ienced increases i n  
f i l i n g s  t h a t  con t inued t o  inc rease s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
more than the  p o p u l a t i o n .  The number o f  t r i a b l e  
f e l o n y  f i l i n g s  decreased d u r i n g  the  p e r i o d  
1981-84 i n  n i n e  o f  t he  s t a t e w i d e  c o u r t s  r e p o r t e d  
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TABLE 35: Trend da ta  f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t r i a b l e  f e l o n y  case f f l i n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, 
and 1984. (con t inued)  

I n  t h i s  t a b l e .  As i s  t h e  case w i t h  t o r t s ,  i t  
appears as though t h e  r a t e  o f  increases i n  f e l o n y  
f i l i n g s  has decreased. A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  downward 
t rends  were exper ienced i n  a l a r g e  number o f  
s ta tewide  c o u r t s .  

may be a f u n c t f o n  o f  changes I n  a v a r i e t y  o f  
v a r i a b l e s  rangfng from: 
t h e  r a t e  o f  repor ted  cr ime,  t h e  p o l i c e  c learance 
r a t e ,  s t a t e  c r f m i n a l  law, and prosecut ing  r a t e s .  

t h e  a c t u a l  c r ime r a t e ,  

Th is  t r e n d  i n  f e l o n y  cases, 

188 



TABLE 35: Trend data for state courts that specifically reported triable felony 
case filings for 1978, 1981, and 1984. 

Percent change Percent change Percent change 
F i 1  ings 1978-1 981 1981 -1 984 1978-1 984 

Popu- Popu- Popu- 
S ta te  and c o u r t  t i t l e  --- 1978 1981 1984 l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  l a t i o n  F i l i n g s  

Alaska: 

Arizona: 

Arkansas: 

C a l i f o r n i a :  

Colorado : 

Super ior  Court ........... 778 1,194 1,846 3% 53% 21% 55% 25% 137% 

........... 48x1 Super ior  Cour t  1 0,390i 14,357’ 1 5,36Di 11% 3811 9% 7 % i  21% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............ 8,9973 14,565.1 17.9935 2% 62x5 2% 23x5 5% i o o x j  

Super ior  Cour t  ........... 55.369.1 64,9933 74.412j 6% 17%5 6% 14x j  12% 34x5 

........... D i s t r i c t  Court 10.604 13,868 14,783 7% 31 % 7% 7% 14% 39% 

D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia : 

Georgia : 

Hawaii : 

Idaho: 

I1 1 i n o i  s : 

Super ior  Court ........... 3,415 4,283 6,035 -6% 2 5% -1 x 41 % - 7% 7 7% 

Super ior  Cour t  26,293 37.338 33,725 5% 42% 5% -10% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............ 1,729i 2,291i 2,6551 6% 33%1 6% 16Xi 12% 54%i 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 2,845 3,302 3,649 5% 16% 4% 11% 10% 28% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............ 34,26d 41,795j 46,1075 0% 22%j ox 10x5 1% 35x5 

........... 10% 28% 

Iowa : 

Kansas : 

Maine: 

Minnesota : 

New Hampshire: 

-- -- D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........... NC 8,166j 7,658j -- -- 0% - 6 3  

Super ior  Court ........... 2,7903 3,281.1 3,184 2% 18x5 2% - 3 ~ 5  4% i 4 x j  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  ........... 10,303 12,121 11,397 2% 18% 2% -6% 5% 11% 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 10,678 10,155 12,162 2% - 5% 2% 20% 4% 14% 

Super ior  Court NC 3,652 3,813 -- -- -- - -  ........... 4% 4% 

New Jersey: 

New York: 
Super ior  Cour t  ........... 24,311 29,101 37,135 1% 20% 1% 28% 2% 53% 

Supreme Court-County 
Cour t  .................. 31,5065 41,5875 49,1915 -1% 32%j 1% i 8%j  0% 56x5 

Super ior  Court ........... 30,576 42,792 42.160 4% 40% 4% -1% 7% 38% 
North Caro l ina:  

Nor th Dakota : 

Ohio: 
D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 916 1,233 1,284 1% 35% 4% 4% 5% 4 0% 

Court o f  Common Pleas .... 31,575 41,076 37,073 OX 3 0% 0% -10% 0% 17% 

Oregon: 

Rhode Is land:  

South Dakota: 

Texas: 

C i r c u i t  Court ............ 16,097 20,198 19.913 6% 2 5% 1% -1 % 7% 24% 

Super ior  Cour t  ........... 2,396 4,576 4,232 0% 91 % 1% -8% 1% 7 7% 

C i r c u i t  Court ............ NC 2,654 2,606 -- -- 3% -2% 

District Court ........... NC 82,872 87.249 -- -- 8% 5% 

-- -- 
-- -- 

V i r g i n i a :  

Washington: 

Wisconsin: 

Wy omi n g : 

C i r c u i t  Court ............ 29,354 40,444 42,642 3% 38% 4% 5% 7% 4 5% 

Super ior  Cour t  ........... 11,168 15,442 15,432 9% 38% 3% 0% 12% 38% 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  ............ 15,8555 14,6015 13,6075 2% -8x j  1% - nj 3% -id 

D i s t r i c t  Court ........... 1.404 1,772 1,462 14% 2 6% 4% -17% 19% 4% 

18 9 



TABLE 35: Trend data f o r  s t a t e  c o u r t s  t h a t  s p e c l f l c a l l y  r e p o r t e d  t r l a b l e  f e l o n y  case f t l t n g s  f o r  1978, 1981, 
and 1984. (con t tnued)  

Percent change Percent change Percent change 
F t l t n g s  1978-1 981 1981 -1 984 1978-1 984 

Popu- Popu- Popu- 
1978 1981 1984 l a t t o n  F t l t n g s  l a t t o n  F t l t n g s  l a t t o n  F t l t n g s  --- S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e  

T o t a l s  f o r  24 c o u r t s  i n  
24 s t a t e s  r e p o r t i n g  comparable 
da ta  f o r  a l l  t h r e e  years  373,609 476,361 507,444 3% 28% 3% 7% 6% 3 6% 

Note: A l l  o f  t he  c o u r t s  l t s t e d  above a r e  general  

NC = Data a r e  n o t  comparable w t t h  o t h e r  years.  -- - - Data element I s  n o t  a p p l i c a b l e .  

I D a t a  a r e  incomplete:  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  cour ts .  

Artzha--Some f e l o n i e s  a r e  i n c l u d e d  t n  an 

Hawait --Felony f i g u r e s  do n o t  t n c l u d e  reopened 
unclass t f t  ed category.  

p r i o r  cases i n c l u d e d  i n  the  u n c l a s s t f t e d  
c t v t l  ca tegory .  

j E x p l a n a t t o n  o f  data tnc luded I n  the  category:  
Arkansas--Fel ony f t g u r e s  tnc lude D W I / O U I  

cases. 

Cal t fo rn ta - -Fe lony  f l g u r e s  l n c l u d e  O W I / O U I  

Illinois-Felony caseload data tnc lude 

Iowa--Felony cases tnc lude t h t r d  o f fense 

Matne--Felony f t g u r e s  t n c l u d e  c lasses  A, 8, 

N e w  York--Felony f t g u r e s  tnc lude DWI/DUI 

Wtsconstn--Felony f t g u r e s  tnc lude l t m t t e d  

cases. 

ere1 tmlnary,,heartngs from c o u r t s  

Db/I/DUI cases t n  1981 and 1984. 

and C. 

cases. 

fe lony  cases. 

downstate. 
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Sect ion  111 begins w i t h  a p r o t o t y p e  c h a r t  o f  
The p r o t o t y p e  i s  f o l l o w e d  a s t a t e  c o u r t  system. 

b y  the  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  f o r  each s t a t e ,  
presented i n  a l p h a b e t i c a l  o rder .  Each c h a r t  
i l l u s t r a t e s ,  where appropr ia te ,  t he  f o u r  b a s i c  
c a t e g o r i e s  o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s :  c o u r t s  o f  l a s t  
r e s o r t ,  i n t e r m e d i a t e  appel 1 a t e  c o u r t s ,  general  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  and l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  t r i a l  c o u r t s .  The r o u t e s  o f  appeal 
among t h e  c o u r t s  a r e  i n d i c a t e d  by l i n e s  and 
a r r w s  connEcti!g the  c o u r t s .  
appeal a r e  up excEpt where arrows i n d i c t t e  
t h a t  they are  I'down. 

A l l  r o u t e s  o f  

C S I M  case types i n f o r m a t i o n  

Each a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  has a s e c t i o n  headed 
" C S I M  case types"  which i d e n t i f i e s  a v a r i e t y  o f  
model case types, separated i n t o  mandatory and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  cases. 
d e f i n e d  i n  the  1984 S t a t e  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e p o r t i n  . 
Each t r i a l  E o u r t  a l s o  has a s e c t i o n  headed 'CSIM 
case types, wh ich  l i s t s  the  c i v i l ,  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 ,  and j u v e n i l e  s u b j e c t  
m a t t e r  j u r i s d i c t i o n  o f  t h a t  c o u r t  u s i n g  t h e  model 

These case types a r e  

case types d e f i n e d  i n  S t a t e  Court  Modei 
S t a t i s t i c a l  D i c t i o n a r y  o r  i t s  Su ement. These 
a p p e l l a t e  and t r i a l  case types  4 a r e  use i n  t h e  
suhnary t a b l e s  i n  P a r t s  I and I 1  o f  t h i s  volume. 

Unless t h e  " C S I M  case types"  i n f o r m a t i o n  
p r o v i d e d  f o r  each c o u r t  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  
has e x c l u s i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a s p e c i f i c  case 
type, t h e  s imp le  l i s t i n g  o f  a case t y p e  i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t he  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  
another c o u r t  o r  c o u r t s  i n  t h a t  s ta te .  The 
reader  can assume t h a t  t h e  absence o f  a case type 
i n  t h a t  s e c t i o n  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t he  c o u r t  does n o t  
have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  t h a t  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r .  The 
i n f o r m a t i o n  i n  these C S I M  case type s e c t i o n s  a r e  
d e r i v e d  from the  A e l l a t e  and T r i a l  Court  
J u r i  s d i c t i on Gu i d h a  t i s t i  ca 1 Rep0 rt i n , 
which were p u b l i s h e d  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime i n  1!85 
f o r  the  year  1984, and a r e  updated each t ime data 
a r e  c o l l e c t e d  f o r  another volume i n  t h i s  Annual 
Re o r t  se r ies .  These guides c l a s s i f y  a l l t h e  
k l e m e n t s  r e p o r t e d  by each s t a t e  i n t o  the  
C S I M  model c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  schemes (which appear 
i n  Appendix C). 

t h a t  s i t u a t i o n s  e x i s t  i n  t h e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  
where one c o u r t  has b o t h  mandatory and 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over the  same case 
type. Among the  exp lanat ions  t h a t  m i g h t  account 
f o r  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  a r e  the  f o l l o w i n g :  ( 1 )  some 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  hear appeals f rom a v a r i e t y  o f  
t r i a l  c o u r t s  t h a t  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  s i m i l a r  
case types. 
d i s c r e t i o n a r y  i n  the  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  may depend 
on the  rev iew I t has a l r e a d y  r e c e i v e d  i n  c o u r t s  
t h a t  have heard t h e  case e a r l i e r ,  e.g., Does a 
case come d i r e c t l y  f rom a t r i a l  c o u r t ,  o r  through 
an i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t ? ;  ( 2 )  a second 
e x p l a n a t i o n  r e s t s  i n  t h e  use o f  broad case 
types. 
i n c l u d e s  f e l o n i e s  and misdemeanors. The 
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  may have t o  rev iew f e l o n i e s ,  b u t  
may have d i s c r e t i o n  t o  hear misdemeanors; and ( 3 )  
some s t a t u t o r y  p r o v i s i o n s  o r  c o u r t  r u l e s  c r e a t e  
s i t u a t i o n s  where a mandatory appeal i s  conver ted  
i n t o  a d i s c r e t i o n a r y  a p p e a l - - f o r  example, f a i l u r e  
t o  f i l e  an appeal i n  a t i m e l y  manner. 

The model c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  schemes i n c l u d e  
i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  e x e r c i s e d  by 
many t r i a l  c o u r t s .  
i s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n d i c a t e d  i n  the  l i s t i n g  o f  case 
types  f o r  each t r i a l  c o u r t .  

To a v o i d  confus ion ,  f t  shou ld  be p o i n t e d  o u t  

Whether a case I s  mandatory o r  

The c r i m i n a l  case type, f o r  example, 

T h i s  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

A t r i a l  c o u r t  t h a t  

hears appeals from b o t h  o t h e r  t r i a l  c o u r t s  and 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies i s  i n d i c a t e d  by " c i v i l  
appeals" i n  i t s  l i s t  o f  c i v i l  case types. 
hears o n l y  one o f  these types  o f  appeals, the  
type i s  s p e c i f i e d .  Appeals f rom j u v e n i l e  cases 
a r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  c i v i l  appeals,  and appeals from 
t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  cases a r e  counted w i t h  
c r i m i n a l  appeals. 

I f  i t  

Other j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  
elsewhere i n  t h i s  Report  

Some i mpor t an t j u r i  s d i  c t i onal i n f orma t i on 
needed t o  compare caseload da ta  among the  s t a t e s  
i s  n o t  con ta ined on t h e  s t a t e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
c h a r t s ,  b u t  i s  found elsewhere i n  t h i s  volume. 
The p o i n t  a t  which cases a r e  counted, f o r  
example, and what i s  counted as a case a r e  
i m p o r t a n t  i n  comparing da ta  between s ta tes .  
Notes i n  the  sumnary t a b l e s  i n  t h i s  volume 
i n d i c a t e  when c i v i l  cases a r e  counted. The count  
i n  c r i m i n a l  cases i s  much more complex and i s  
exp la ined i n  F i g u r e  E. 
u n i t  o f  count  i n  j u v e n i l e  cases. F i g u r e  F 
i n d i c a t e s  how d i f f e r e n t l y  f e l o n y  cases are  
d e f i n e d  among t h e  s t a t e s .  

The s t a t e  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  do n o t  
i n d i c a t e  the  wide range o f  d o l l a r  amount minimums 
and maximums i n  t o r t ,  c o n t r a q t ,  r e a l  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s ,  and smal l  c l a i m s  cases among the  t r i a l  
cour ts - -wh ich  i s  e s s e n t i a l  i n  any comparison o f  
those data.  
F i g u r e  D. 

t h e  ex is tence o f  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  the  t r i a l  c o u r t s  where 
a p p r o p r i a t e ,  they  do n o t  1 n d i c a t e  whether those 
appeals a r e  de novo o r  on t h e  record .  For  
obvious reasons de novo appeals have,,a g r e a t e r  
impact on c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  than on t h e  
r e c o r d "  appeals. 
c l a s s i f y  appeals by these c a t e g o r i e s .  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  o f  appeals a r e  p rov ided i n  
F i g u r e  H. 

F i g u r e  G i l l u s t r a t e s  the  

That i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  p r o v i d e d  i n  

A1 though the  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  re fe rence 

Therefore,  i t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  
These 

Organ iza t iona l  i n f o r m a t i o n  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  i d e n t i f y i n g  a l l  o f  t he  c o u r t s  
w i t h i n  a s t a t e  and t h e i r  r o u t e s  o f  appeal, t he  
c h a r t s  i n d i c a t e  the  number o f  c t r c u i  t s / d i s t r i c t s /  
div is ions /count ies /cour ts  a t  each c o u r t  l e v e l  and 
t h e  number o f  judges o r  j u s t i c e s .  
a l s o  i n d i c a t e  whether j u r y  t r i a l s  a r e  normal ly  
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  case types  w i t h i n  each t r i a l  
c o u r t .  
number o f  judges i n  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  

The c h a r t s  

F i g u r e  J prov ides  a summary l o o k  a t  t h e  

M i  s s i n g  j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i  on 

T h i s  Annual Re o r t  i s  devoted t o  caseload 
i nven t o r y e t  he j u r i  s d i  c t i onal 
i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  here  r e l a t e s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  
t h e  i n t r i c a c i e s  o f  c o u n t i n g  caseload by general  
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  c a t e g o r i e s  i n  o r d e r  t o  make the  
numbers as comparable as p o s s i b l e ,  and does n o t  
g e n e r a l l y  address n o n - s t a t i s t i c a l  p o i n t s  such as 
the  t y p e  o f  t he  l i t i g a n t s  o r  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t he  
s t a t u t o r y  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

mandatory and d i s c r e t i o n a r y  j u r f s d i c t i o n  i n  t h e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s ,  f o r  example, i s  n o t  s p e l l e d  o u t  
i n  t h e  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  and as discussed 
e a r l i e r ,  may i n v o l v e  as s imp le  a m a t t e r  as t h e  
t i m e l i n e s s  o f  f i l i n g  t h e  cases. 
s t a f f  a r e  very aware t h a t  these k i n d s  o f  
ques t ions  may be b o t h  i m p o r t a n t  and i n t e r e s t i n g  
t o  the  reader.  

The n a t u r e  o f  t he  d i f f e r e n c e  between 

C S I M  P r o j e c t  

Now t h a t  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  guides 
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assure t h e  p r o p e r  g roup ing  o f  s i m i l a r  cases, 
s t a f f  can d i v e r t  some resources t o  deve lop ing  new 
techniques f o r  expanding t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  
i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  i n  t h e  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
c h a r t s .  

A few o f  t h e  s t a t e  c o u r t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  
c o n t a i n  a s p e c i a l  n o t e  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
o f  a c o u r t  t h a t  i s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  
c h a r t .  Th is  s i t u a t i o n  e x i s t s  when a s t a t e  has a 
c o u r t  o f  s p e c i a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t h a t  r e c e i v e s  o n l y  
compla in ts  t h a t  would be handled by 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies and boards i n  o t h e r  
s t a t e s .  
fundamental goal  o f  r e p o r t i n g  comparable n a t i o n a l  
da ta  on s t a t e  c o u r t s ,  compla in ts  handled by such 
bod ies  a r e  n o t  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h i s  database. 
acknowledgment o f  these c o u r t s  i n  t h e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  a l e r t s  t h e  reader  t o  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  some s t a t e s  t r e a t  these a d j u d i c a t o r y  bod ies  
as c o u r t s ,  even though t h e i r  caseloads do n o t  f i t  
w i t h i n  any CSIM P r o j e c t  case d e f i n i t i o n .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h i s  P r o j e c t ' s  

The 

The e x c l u s i o n  o f  agencies t h a t  hear 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  compla in ts  a l s o  r a i s e s  ques t ions  
about t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between caseload handled 
by judges  p r a c t i c i n g  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  law and t h e  
r e g u l a r  s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload. F i g u r e  I beg ins  t o  
p r o v i d e  i n f o r m a t i o n  concern ing  t h e  a p p e l l a t e  1 i n k  
between a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases and the  s t a t e  
c o u r t s .  Al though the  C S I M  P r o j e c t  has n o t  been 
charged w i t h  examining t h i s  i ssue,  i t s  re levance 
may r e q u i r e  a t t e n t i o n  a t  some f u t u r e  date.  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r t s  do n o t  
d i s t i n g u i s h  between s t a t e  c o u r t s ,  and l o c a l  
c o u r t s .  There a r e  many components t o  t h i s  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  scheme i n v o l v i n g  such t h i n g s  as:  
revenue and expend i tu re  concerns; a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
a u t h o r i t y  t o  en force  such t h i n g s  as u n i f o r m  data  
c o l l e c t i o n  methods; t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which a c o u r t  
handles s t a t e  and/or l o c a l  laws, e t c .  The 
d i s t i n c t i o n  between s t a t e  and l o c a l  c o u r t s  cannot 
be made on these c h a r t s  u n t i l  a typo logy  i s  
agreed upon f o r  t h i s  dimension o f  c o u r t  
admini  s t r a t i o n .  
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STATE COURT SYSTEM PROTOTYPE, 1984 

F U R 1  OF LAST RESORT 

Number o f  j us t i ces  
CSIH case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i  sd i c t  i on. - Dlscret lonary j u r i sd i c t i on .  

( h b e r  o f  courts)  

Court of  
1 ast  

resor t  1 
Intermediate 

appel late 
court  

ColJrt of 
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court of  
1 f m l  ten  

j u r i  s d l  c t  i on 1 
NOTE: Re sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat lon 

relevant t o  each chart. 
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ALABAMA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j us t i ces  general ly s i t  i n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
d i s c i p l  {nary, o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal ,  
admi n i  s t r a t l v e  agency, juveni le,  
advisory opinion, o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, in te r locu tory  
decis ion cases. 

COURT OF CIVIL APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

adml n i s t r a t i v e  agency, juveni  le ,  
o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - No d isc re t lonary  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

4- CIRCUIT COURT (39 c l  r c u i  t s )  

I COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

5 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

cr iminal ,  juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i nter locutory 
decis ion cases. - No discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t 
I 

114 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts .  Exclusive 

domestic re la t ions .  c i v i l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, O W I / O U I .  Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 
cr iminal  appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Juvenile. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  

( 2 7 8  courts) 

221 judges, 435 mayors 
CSIM case types: - Misdemeanor. MII/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  

park1 ng. m i  scel- 
1 aneous t r a f f  i c .  
Exclusive ordinance 
v i  o l  a t i o n  j u r i  sdic- 
t ion.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

DISTRICT COURT 
( 6 5  d i s t r i c t s )  

90 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  

property r igh ts .  
Exclusive small claims 
j u r i  sdi  ct ion.  - Misdemeanor, DWI /DUI .  
Exclusive l i m i t e d  felony 
j u r i  sdi  c t  ion. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, 
miscellaneous t ra f f i c . .  - Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

t 
( 6 7  counties) 

67 judges 
CSIH case types: - Exclusive mental 

health, estate 
j u r i  sdiction. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermediate 
appel late 
courts 

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts of 
1 i m i  ted 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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ALASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

+ 

PPREHE COIIRT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  adminis- 

t r a t i  ve agency, juveni le ,  d i sc ip l i na ry  , 
c e r t i f i e d  questions from federal  courts, 
o r i g ina l  proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non-capital 
cr iminal  , juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
CSIII case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t l o n  I n  non-capital 

cr iminal, juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  dec is ion cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non-capital 
cr iminal, juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

I SUPERIOR COURT (4  d i s t r i c t s .  13 courts) 

27 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tor t ,  contract. Exclusive r e a l  property 

r i gh ts ,  domestic re la t ions,  mental health, 
estate, admin is t ra t ive agency, c i v i l  
appeals, miscellaneous c i v i  1 j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals 
j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. x DISTRICT COURT ( 4  d i s t r i c t s )  

14 judges; 54 nagls t ra tes 
CSIM case types: - Tort ,  contract. 

j u r i sd i c t i on .  
- Exclusive I i m i t e d  felony, misdemeanor, 

D W I / D U I  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r a f  f ic /o ther  v i o l  a t  i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i on ,  except f o r  uncontested parking 
v io la t i ons  (which are handled administra- 
t i  vely) .  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

Exclusive small claims 

Court o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

I n t e n e d t a t e  
appellate 

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court o f  
1 i m i  ted 

j u r i  sd i c t fon  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h l s  sect lon which contains important in format lon 
relevant t o  each chart.  

197 



ARIZONA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I 

, 

I SUPREHE COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal ,  

d isc ip l inary ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions from the  
federal courts. o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory decis ion cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT (15 counties) 

91  judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts ,  

1 

miscellaneous domestic re la t ions .  
Exclusive estate, mental health. domestic 
r e l a t i o n s  except f o r  miscellaneous c i v i l  
t r i a l  court  appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l  
j u r i  sdi  ction. - Misdemeanor, miscellaneous criminal. 
Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, c r im ina l  
appeals j u r i  sdict ion.  - Exclusive juven l  l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i  a 1 s . I 

COURT OF APPEALS ( 2  courts/div is lons) 

15 judges s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locu tory  decis ion cases. - D i  scret ionary j u r i  s d i c t i  on 1 n admi n i s t r a -  
t i v e  agency cases. 

I I 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (84 precincts)  MUNICIPAL COURT (75 ci t les/ towns) 

04 f u l l - t ime  and 4 part- t ime judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r igh ts .  miscellaneous domestic 
re la t ions .  Exclusive small claims 
ju r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor. DWI/DUI, miscellaneous 
cr iminal .  Exclusive l i m i t e d  felon) 
j u r i  sdict ion.  - Moving t r a f f i c  v io la t ions ,  parking, 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  

106 fu l l - t ime  and 69 part- t ime judge 
C S I M  case types: - Miscellaneous domestic re la t ions .  - Misdemeanor. DWI/DUI.  - Moving t r a f f i c .  parking. miscel- 

laneous t r a f f i c .  Exclusive 
ordinance v io la t i on  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Jury t r i a l s .  except I n  small claims. I I Jury t r i a l s .  except i n  c i v i l  cases. 
I I I  

Court o f  
1 as.t 

resor t  

Intermedi ate 
appel late 

court  

Courts o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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ARKANSAS COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT* 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal ,  

administrat ive agency, 1 awyer d i sc ip l i na ry  
c e r t i f i e d  questions from the  federal  
courts , o r l  g l  na 1 proceeding , i n t e r  1 ocutory 
decis ion cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t i ve  agency 
appeals. 

COURT OF APPEALS' 

6 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

- No d iscre t ionary  j u r i sd l c t l on .  

c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t i ve  agency, 
juveni le,  in te r locu tory  decis ion cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (23 c i r c u i t s )  

38 judges** 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts .  

Exclusive c i  v i  1 appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor, DVI/OUI, miscellaneous 
cr iminal .  Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 
c r im i  nal appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

1 
~ I MUNICIPAL COURT (118 courts)  

104 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Contract. rea l  property r igh ts .  

Exclusive small claims ju r i sd i c t i on .  - Limlted felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion .  

No j u r y  t r i  a 1 s. I 

POLICE COURT (2 courts)  I 
2 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Contract, rea l  property r igh ts .  - Misdemeanor, OUI/OUl. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion .  t 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

CHANCERY AND PROBATE COURT (23 c i r c u l t s )  

29 chancellors 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  r e a l  property r igh ts .  

Exclusive domestic re la t i ons  (except f o r  
paterni  ty lbastardy).  estate, mental 
hea l th  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

I No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I I COUNTY COURT (75 county courts)- 

75 judges and 61  j uven i l e  referees 
C S I M  case types: - Real property r igh ts .  

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i  a1 s . 

Exclusive pa tern i ty /  
bastardy j u r i  sdi c t  i on. 

I 
CITY COURT (91 courts) 

85 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Contract, rea l  property r igh ts .  - Misdemeanor, DWl/DUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

4 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Contract. 

*Each o f  the appel late courts i s  the court  o f  l a s t  resor t  f o r  spec i f i c  case types. Only a very few cases 
are ever appealed t o  the Supreme Court from the Court o f  Appeals. 

**Seven judges also serve the Chancery and Probate Court. 
***Referred t o  as the  Juvenile Court when handling j uven i l e  matters. 

our ts  o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Courts o f  
general 

u r i  s d i c t i  on 

Courts o f  
l i m i t e d  

u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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CALIFORNIA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d l c t i o n  I n  cr iminal ,  

d i  s c l p l  inary  cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i n l  nal , adni n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, 
juven l le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locu tory  decls ion cases. t COURT OF APPEAL (5 cou r t s /d i s t r i c t s )  

7 4  judges s i t  i n  panels 
CSIH case types: - llandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p l t a l  cr iminal ,  adminfstrat lve agency. 
j uven i l e  cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  administra- 
t i v e  agency, o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locu tory  decis ion cases. . SUPERIOR COURT (58 counties) 

655 judges, 78 commissioners, and 16 referees 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property r igh ts ,  

miscellaneous c l v i l .  Exclusive domestic 
re la t ions ,  estate, mental health, 
c i  v i  1 appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - DWI/DUI.  Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 
c r im ina l  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Excluslve j uven i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 
1 

I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (85 courts)  

518 judges, 9 referees and 93 
comni ssioners 

C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 
r igh ts ,  smal 1 claims, miscellaneous 
c i v i l .  - Limited felony, misdemeanor, D U I /  

1 

DUI. - T r a f f  i c /o ther  v i  o l  at4 on. I 
Jury t r l a l s ,  except I n  parking cases.! 

I 

JUSTICE COURT (84 courts)  

a4 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract .  rea l  property 

- Limited felony, misdemeanor, D W I /  

- Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion .  

r igh ts .  small claims, mlscellaneou! 
c i v l l .  

0111. 

Jury t r l a l s ,  except i n  parking cases, 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  i 
I n tened  i ate 
appel 1 a te  

court  

Court o f  
genera 1 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  : 
Coiwts of 

1 i m i  ted 
j u r i  sdi  c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beglnnlng o f  t h i s  sect lon which contafns important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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COLORADO COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

> 
L 

SUPRERE COURT 

7 j us t l ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l ,  cr lminal .  

administrat ive agency, juveni le,  d isc ip l inary ,  
advisory oplnion, o r i g i n a l  proceeding, I n t e r -  
locutory decis lon cases. 

- Oiscret lonary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v i l .  non-capital 
cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, juvenl le.  
advlsory opinion, o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

r 
I 

DISTRICT COURT (22 d i s t r i c t s )  

102 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract ,  rea l  property 

r lgh ts ,  estate, c l v i l  appeals 
mental health. miscellaneous 
c i v i l .  Excluslve domestic 
re1 a t  1 ons ju r i sd i c t i on .  

- Criminal appeals, l i m i t e d  
felony, miscellaneous crimina 
Exclusi ve t r i a b l e  fe lony 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

t i o n ,  except i n  Denver. 
- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i s d i c -  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except l n  appeals. 

WATER COURT ( 7  d i s t r i c t s )  

8 d i s t r i c t  judges serve 
C S I M  case types: - - Real property r lgh ts .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

Munl c l  pal 
Court o f  

record 

I 

DENVER PROBATE COURT 

1 judge 
CSIH case types: - Exclusive estate, 

mental heal th 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
Denver. 

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

I 

DENVER JUVENILE COURT 

3 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Excluslve adoptlon. 

supportlcustody 
j u r i s d i c t l o n  i n  
Denver. - Excluslve j uven l l e  
j u r l s d i c t l o n  I n  
Denver. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 1 DENVER SUPERIOR COURT 

1 judge 
C S I M  case types: - Concurrent j u r l s d i c t l o n  w i t h  

O l s t r l c t  Court i n  a l l  c i v i l  
act ions between Sl,O00-~5,000. 

Denver 

only 
I 

I COUNTY COURT (63 counties) 

109 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract ,  r e a l  property 

r igh ts ,  c l v l l  t r l a l  court  
appeals. Excluslve small 
claims j u r i  sdl  c t l  on. - Criminal appeals, l i m l t e d  
felony. Excluslve misdemeanor 
OHI/OUI j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  mlscellaneous 
t r a f f l c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except I n  small I I claims and appeals. 

Municipal 
'Court not 
o f  record 

f 
Denver only 

I 
MUNICIPAL COURT 
(215 courts) 

230 judges 
CSIM case types: - Movlng t r a f f l c ,  park- 

lng. mlscellaneous 
t r a f  f l c .  Exclusive 
ordinance v l o l a t i  on 
j u r l  sdict lon.  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermedlate 
appel 1 a te  

cour t  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts of  
l l m l t e d  

l u r i s d l c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect lon which contains important informat lon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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CONNECTICUT COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

+ 

SUPREHE COURT 

6 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc i n  conference, other- 
wise 5 j u s t i c e s  s i t  a5 the Court i n  a panel 
whose membership ro tates d a i l y  

CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal, 
admin is t ra t ive agency cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
judge d i s c i p l i n a r y  cases. 

$ APPELLATE COURT' 

5 judges s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  c r im l  na l  , admi n i  s t r a t i v e  agency e 

juveni  le ,  1 awyer d isc ip l inary ,  o r i g ina l  
proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  administra- 
t i v e  agency (zoning on ly )  cases. 

f 
geographlcal areas f o r  c i v i l / c r i m i n a l  
matters, and 15 d i s t r i c t s  f o r  j uven i l e  
matters) 

125 judges and the  appellate just ices/judges 
CSIM case types: - Paternity/bastardy, mental health, 

miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive t o r t ,  
contract, r e a l  property r i gh ts ,  small 
claims. marriage d isso lut ion.  adminis- 
t r a t i v e  agency appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

- Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i on ,  except f o r  uncontested parking 
(which i s  not  counted). - Exclusi ve juvenl  l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

I Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

t 
I PROBATE COURT (131 courts) 

131 judges 
CSIM case types: - Paternity/bastardy, miscellaneous 

domestic re la t ions,  mental health, 
miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive adoption, 
es ta te  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

1 NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  
I 

Court o f  
1 as t  

resor t  

Intermediate 
appellate 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court o f  
1 i m i  ted 

[ u r i  sdl  c t i on  

*The Appellate Court was created by the r a t i f i c a t i o n  o f  a const i tu t ional  amendment i n  the f a l l  o f  
1982 and began hearing cases on Ju ly  '1, 1983. 
Court which was created by s ta tu te  and had l i m i t e d  appellate j u r i sd i c t i on .  

It replaced the former Appellate Session o f  Superior 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 

I 
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DELAWARE COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v l l ,  cr lmlnal ,  admlnfstrat lve agency, lawyer d i sc lp l l na ry ,  

- Discret ionary j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v l l ,  non-capital cr iminal ,  c e r t l f l e d  questlons from the  
advisory oplnlons f o r  the executlve and leg is la tu re .  o r l g l n a l  proceeding cases. 

federal courts, i n te r l ocu to ry  decls lon cases. 

COURT OF CHANCERY ( 3  counties) 

1 judge, and 3 chancellors 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r lgh ts .  mental health. 
Excluslve es ta te  j u r l sd l c t l on .  

1 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

SUPERIOR COURT ( 3  counties) 

11 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  mental health, 

mlscel laneous c l v l  1. Exclusive 
c l v l l  appeals j u r l s d l c t l o n .  - Misdemeanor. Exclusive t r i a b l e  
felony, c r lm lna l  appeals, m l s -  
ce l  laneous c r im ina l  j u r l sd l c t l on .  

Jury t r l a l s ,  except I n  appeals. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
(19 courts)  

53 j us t l ces  o f  the  peace and 1 

C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract ,  r e a l  property 

- Misdemeanor, DNl/OUI. - Moving t r a f f l c ,  miscellaneous 

Jury t r l a l s  i n  some case types. 

ch le f  magistrate 

r igh ts .  

t r a f f l c .  

COURT OF COnnON PLEAS ( 3  counties) 

5 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort, contract .  rea l  property 

r l y h t s ,  mlscellaneous c l v l l .  - Llmlted felony, mlsdemeanor. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  some case types. 
(No j u r y  t r i a l s  I n  New Castle) 

FMILY COURT ( 3  countles) 

13 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Excluslve domestlc r e l a t l o n s  

j u  r l  sdi c t i  on. - Mi sdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f l c ,  mlscellaneous 
t r a f f i c  ( juveni le) .  - Excluslve j uven i l e  j u r l sd l c t l on .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

rALDERIIAN'S COURT (12 t w n s )  

9 aldermen, 2 deputies. 2 
asslstants. and 2 mayors 

C S I M  case types: - Excluslve small clalms 
j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. - Tra f f l c /o ther  v lo la t lon .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT OF HILNINGTON 
(1  c i t y )  

3 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Llmlted felony, mlsdemeanor, 

- T ra f f l c /o the r  v lo la t lon .  

NO ju'ry t r l a l s .  

our/ou1. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Courts o f  
general 

u r l  sd l c t l on  

Courts of 
1 l m l  ted  

j u r l  sd l c t l on  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the  beglnnfng o f  t h l s  sect ion which contalns important lnformat lon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

COURT OF APPEALS 

9 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d i c t l o n  i n  c i v l l ,  non- 

capf ta l  cr iminal .  admln is t ra t lve agency, 
juvenl  le, 1 awyer d i  s c i p l  {nary. o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, I n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases. - Discretionary j u r l s d i c t l o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT 

5 1  judges 
CSIM case types: - Exclusive c l v i l  j u r l s d i c t l o n  ( inc lud ing 

admin ls t ra t lve agency appeals). - Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r a f f l c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
diction, except f o r  most parking cases 
(which are handled admi n i  s t r a t  i vely ) . - Exclusive j u v e n l l e  j u r l sd l c t i on .  

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t h e  beglnning of  t h l s  sect ion which contalns important lnformation 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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FLORIDA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

C S l M  case types: - Tort ,  contract, r e a l  property r ights .  
miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive small 
claims ju r i sd i c t i on .  - fiisdemeanor. flWI/DUI, miscellaneous 
criminal. 

- Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v io la t ion,  except 
f o r  no park ing j u r i sd i c t i on .  

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  c r iminal ,  

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le ,  d i s c i p l i -  
nary, advisory opinion cases. 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal  , admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  advisory opinion, o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. i nter locutory  decision cases. 

I r DISTRICT COURT OF A P P A  (5 courts) 

46 judges s i t  i n  3-judge panels 
C S l M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory  decision cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  juveni le .  o r i g ina l  
proceeding, i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

h CIRCUIT COURT (20 c i r c u i t s )  

L 339 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract, rea l  property r ights .  

miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive domestic 
re la t ions,  mental health, estate. c i v i l  
appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/DIJI, miscellaneous 
c r i m i  nal . 
cr iminal  appeals j u r i  sdl ct ion.  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 

Jury t r i a l s .  except i n  appeals. I 

Court o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

Intermediate 
appel 1 a te  

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r l  sd i c t i on  1 
Court o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i  sd i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Re sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart.  
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GEORGIA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, juveni le,  

d i  s c i p l  {nary, c e r t i f i e d  questions from federal courts, o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non-capital cr iminal ,  administrat ive 
agency, juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. in te r locu tory  decision cases. 

4 

t 

(Bibb County and 
Rlchmond County) 

3 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, con t rac t ,  

small claims. - Limited felony, 

COURT OF APPEALS 

9 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal ,  administrat ive 

agency, juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, in te r locu tory  decision cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal ,  administrat ive 
agency, juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. in te r locu tory  decision cases. 

MUNICIPAL COURT 
(1 cour t  i n  
Savannah and 1 
cour t  i n  
Charleston) 

2 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, 

small claims. - Limited felony, 
m i  sdemeanor. 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  
c i v i l  cases. I 

judges, 3 o f  whom a lso  serve a! 
State Court judges. Superior 
Court judyes serve i n  the 94 
remaining counties without a 
separate Juveni le Court judge. 

C S I M  case types: - Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous 
t r a f f i c .  - Juvenile. 

STATE COURT 
(62 courts)  

32 f u l l - t i m e  and 
47 part- t ime 
judges. 

C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract ,  
small claims, 
m i  scel 1 aneous 
c i v i l .  - Limited felony, 
misdemeanor, 
011 I /DU I. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  
m i  scel 1 aneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

159 counties) 

124 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, miscellaneous c i v i l .  

Exclusive rea l  property r igh ts .  
domestic relat ions,  c i v i l  appeals 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Misdemeanor, D W I / O U I .  Exclusive 
t r i a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals, 
miscellaneous cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion ,  except 
f o r  parking. - Juvenile. 

Jury t r l  a1 s. 

(159 counties) 

159 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Mental health, estate, 

miscellaneous c i v i l .  
- M i  sdemeanor. O W I / O U I .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  

miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  

L No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

COUNTY RECORDER'S COURT 
(Chatan. DeKal b. 
Gwinett. and Muscogee 
Counties) 

7 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Limited felony, 

OW I /DU I. - Tra f f i c l o the r  
v io la t ion .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

I 

MAGISTRATE COURT' 
(159 counties) 

159 ch ie f  magistrates 
and 340 magistrates, 
37 o f  whom also servi 
State. Probate, 
Juvenile. C i v i l ,  o r  
Municipal Courts. 

C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  
small claims. - Limited felony, 
1 i m i  ted misdemeanor. - Ordinance v io la t ion .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURTS AND 
THE CITY COURT OF 
ATLANTA E2: 391 courts)  

C S I M  case types: - Limited felony, 

- T r a f f i c ,  ordinance 
DWI /DU I. 

vio la t ion .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

resort  

Intermediate 
appel late 

court  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  s d l c t i o n  

Courts of  
1 i m i  ted 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

'In July o f  1983 the Just ice o f  the Peace Court and the Small Claims Court were merged i n t o  the  

NOTE: 
Magistrate Court by Const i tut ional  Ar t i c le .  

Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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GUAM COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

Appeals t o  the United States 
D i s t r i c t  Court for  the Te r r i t o ry  

o f  Guan ( 9 t h  C i r c u i t )  

f 
SUPERIOR COURT 

6 judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Exclusive c i v i l  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i  a 1 s . 
ju r i sd i c t i on .  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart .  

I 
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HAWAII COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  1 I SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s l t  en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d l c t i o n  i n  c l v i l ,  non-capltal cr lmlnal, 

adml n i s t r a t i v e  agency, juveni  le,  d isc ip l inary .  c e r t l f l e d  
questions from federal  courts, o r i g ina l  proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v i l ,  non-capital cr lmlnal, 
admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le, o r i g i  nal proceedlng, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

1 

I n  termedi a te  
appellate 

court  1 INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types: 
- Mandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  i n  c l v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr lmlnal ,  admln is t ra t ive agency, 
juvenl le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceedlng, i n t e r -  
locutory  decislon cases assigned t o  i t  
by the  Supreme Court. - No dlscret lonary j u r i sd i c t i on .  

CIRCUIT COURT AND FAMILY COURT (4  c l r c u l t s )  

24 judges, 7 d i s t r l c t  fami ly judges, and 47 
One f i r s t  c i r c u l t  judge per diem judges. 

hears contested land matters and tax  
appeals. 

C S I M  case types: 
- Tort, contract, r e a l  property r lghts .  

mlscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive domestic 
re la t lons,  mental health. estate, admlnls- 
t r a t i v e  agency appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI, mlscellaneous 
crlmlnal. Exclusive t r l a b l e  felony 
j u r i  sd l  ct ion.  - Moving t r a f f l c ,  miscellaneous t r a f f l c .  

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r l  a1 s . 

Court o f  
general 

[ u r i  sdi  c t l  on 

1 Court of 
l l m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

DISTRICT COURT ( 4  c i r c u i t s )  

22 Audaes 
C S I ~  ca'se types: - Tort .  contract, rea l  property r ights .  miscellaneous c l v i l .  

Exclusive small clalms ju r l sd l c t fon .  - Misdemeanor. DUI/DUI. - Hovlng t r a f f l c .  mlscellaneous t r a f f l c .  Excluslve parking, 
ordlnance v l o l  a t l  on j u r i  sdl  ct lon.  

Excluslve l l m l t e d  felony j u r l sd l c t l on .  

No j u ry t r l  a1 s . 

I 
I lndlcates asslgnment o f  cases 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beglnnlng o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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IDAHO COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

* SUPREHE COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal. 

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le ,  d i s c i  - 
p l i na ry ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le, c e r t i f i e d  questions from federal  
courts, o r i g ina l  proceeding, i n te r l ocu to ry  
decision cases. . COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  juveni le ,  admin is t ra t ive 
agency, o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases assigned 
t o  i t  by the  Supreme Court. - No d iscret ionary j u r i  s d l c t i  on. 

DISTRICT COURT ( 7  d l s t r l c t s )  

31 judges and 7 1  lawyer and non-lawyer 
magistrates, and 6 t r i a l  cour t  
admi n i  s t ra to rs  

C S l M  case types: - Exclusive c i  v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1 ncluding 
c i v i l  appeals). - Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( 1  ncludi  ng 
cr iminal  appeals) . 

- Exclusive 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 ic t ion.  

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

I 
I 
I Indicates assignment o f  cases 

Court o f  
1 as t  

reso r t  

Intermediate 
appel la te  

cour t  -1 
Court o f  
general 

j u  r l  sd i  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important i n f o n a t i o n  
relevant t o  each chart.  
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ILLINOIS COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
CSlH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal, 

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le, lawyer 
d i sc ip l i na ry .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
locutory  decision cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions from t h e  
federal  courts, o r i g ina l  proceeding. 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

APPELLATE COURT (5  cour t s /d l s t r l c t s )  

34 judges s i t  i n  panels 
CSlH case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juvenl le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory  decision cases. 

i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 
- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

I CIRCUIT COURT (21 c i r c u i t s )  

384 c i r c u i t  and 321 associate c i r c u i t  judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Exclusive c i  v i  1 j u r i  sd i c t i on  ( i  ncludi  ng 

admin is t ra t ive agency appeals). 
- Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive t r a f  f i c/other v i  o l  a t  1 on 

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Court of 
l a s t  

resor t  1 
I n  termed4 a te  
appellate 

court  

court  of  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 
NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 

relevant t o  each chart.  
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INDIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURI 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal. d i sc ip l i na ry ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal .  admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le ,  

o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

t COURT OF APPEALS ( 4  courts) 

12 judges s i t  i n  f ou r  courts 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive 
agency, juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

locutory  decision cases. 
- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  i n t e r -  

a 
SUPERIOR COURT (105 courts) 

104 judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Tort, contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

small claims. domestic re la t ions,  
mental health, estate, c i v i l  appeals, 
miscellaneous c i v i l .  - Tr iab le felony, misdemeanor, OWI/OUI, 
cr iminal  appeals, miscellaneous 
criminal. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscellaneous 
t r a f  f ic.  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i a l s ,  except I n  parking cases. 

COUNTY COURT (60 cour ts)  

57 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  

property r i gh ts ,  small 
claims, mental health, 
m i  scel 1 aneous c i  v i  1. - Limited felony, misde- 
meanor, OWI/DUI, miscel- 
laneous criminal. - Traf f ic /o ther  v io la t ion.  

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

CITY COURT (50 courts) 

50 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort ,  contract. 
- Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion.  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

CIRCUIT COURT (92 courts) 

89 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

small claims, domestic re la t ions,  
mental health, estate, c i v i l  appeals, 
miscellaneous c i v i l .  

- Tr iab le felony, misdemeanor, OWI/OUI, 
cr iminal  appeals, miscellaneous 
criminal. - Moving t r a f f i c .  parking, miscellaneous 
t r a f f i c .  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  parking cases. 

I 

PROBATE COURT (1 cour t )  

1 judge 
CSIH case types: - Adoptions, estate, 

m i  scel laneous c i  v i  1. - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

t 
COUNTY 

15 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort, contract, r e a l  

property r i gh ts ,  mental 
health, c i v i l  t r i a l  
cour t  appeals, m i  scel-  
laneous c i v i l .  - Limited felony. misde- 
meanor, OWI/OUI, mlscel 
1 aneous cr iminal  . 

- Tra f f  1 c/other v i o l  a t i  01 
Jury t r i  a1 s . 

TOWN COURT (28 courts) 

28 judges 
CSIM case types: - tlisdemeanor. OUI/OUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion.  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

MARION COUNTY (8  cour ts)  

8 judges 
CSIH case types: - Small claims. - Miscellaneous cr iminal .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

ou r t  o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermedl a t e  
appel la te  

cour t  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  sdi  c t i o n  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i  sd l  c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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IOWA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j us t i ces  s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal. administrat ive agency, 
juveni  l e ,  1 awyer d i sc ip l i na ry .  c e r t i  f i e d  
questions from federal  courts, o r i g ina l  
proceeding cases. 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non 
cap i ta l  cr iminal .  adn in i s t ra t i ve  agency. 
juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory  decision cases. 

I 
I 
V t 

I COURT OF APPEALS 

6 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal  , admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory  decision cases assigned t o  i t  by 
the  Supreme Court. 

- No d iscret ionary j u r i sd i c t i on .  

DISTRICT COURT (8 d i s t r i c t s )  

99 judges; 39 d i s t r i c t  associate judges; 
12 senior judges; and 166 part-t ime 
magistrates 

C S I M  case types: - Exclusive c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( i  ncludi  ng 
t r i  a1 court  appeals) . 

- Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( inc lud ing 
cr iminal  appeals). - Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d i c t i on ,  except f o r  uncontested parking. 

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims and 
mental heal th  cases. I 

I 
I 
I Indicates assignment o f  cases 

Court of , 

1 ast  
resor t  

Intermediate 
appellate 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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KANSAS COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, 
d i sc ip l i na ry .  c e r t i f i e d  questions from t h e  
federal courts. o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v l l .  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le .  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory  dec is ion cases. 

T 
COURT OF APPEALS 

7 judges general ly s i t  i n  panels 
CSIM case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  c r i m i  na l  , admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le .  o r i g ina l  proceeding, cr iminal  
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

locutory  decision cases. 
- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  i n t e r -  , DISTRICT COURT ( 3 1  d i s t r i c t s )  

71 d i s t r i c t ,  69 associate d i s t r i c t .  and 74 

CSIM case types: - Exclusive c i v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1 nc lud i  ng 

- Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1  ncludi  ng 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

d i s t r i c t  magistrate judges 

c i  v i  1 appeals) . 
cr iminal  appeals) . 

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT ("Y 384 c i t i e s )  

Z5 356 judges 
CSIM case types: 
- Moving t r a f f i c .  miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  

Exclusive ordinance v io la t ion,  parking 
j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Court o f  
1 as t  

reso r t  

Intermediate 
appel l  a te  

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court of 
l i m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 
NOTE: Re sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important in format ion 

relevant t o  each chart.  
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KENTUCKY COURT WSEM, 1984 

COURT OF APPEALS 

14 judges general ly s i t  i n  panels, and s i t  
en banc i n  a rulemaking capaci ty 

C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal  , administrat ive agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

- Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal  , adni n i  s t r a t i v e  agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  

, locutory  decis ion cases. 

SUPREME COURl 

7 j u s t i c e s  s i t  en hanc 
CS1tl case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  cap i ta l  and other 

cr iminal  (death, l i f e ,  20 y r t  sentence), 
lawyer d isc ip l inary ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juveni le ,  advisory opinions, o r i g i n a l  
proceeding. in te r locu tory  decis ion cases. 

- Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

t 

CIRCUIT COURT (56 j u d i c i a l  c i r c u i t s )  

91  judges 
C S l l l  case types: 
- Tort.  contract ,  rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

estate. Exclusive domestic re la t i ons ,  
except f o r  paterni ty lbastardy,  c i v i l  
appeals, miscellaneous c i v i  1 ju r i sd ic t ion .  

- Misdeneanor. Excliisive t r i a b l e  felony, 
cr imi  nal  appeals jii r i  sdi  c t  i on. 

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

t... DISTRICT COURT (56 j u d i c i a l  d i s t r i c t s ) .  

123 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort,  contract ,  rea l  property r i g h t s ,  

estate. Excl i isive paterni ty lbastardy.  
mental health, small claims j i i r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor. Excl i isive l i m i t e d  felony, 
DW I/DU I j u r i  sd i  c t i on. 

- Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  
ju r isd ic t ion .  - Exclusive j u v e n i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

Court of 
1 ast 

resor t  

1 n terinedi a t e  
appel late 

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court of 
l i m i t e d  

i i i  r i  sdi  c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
re levant  t o  each chart.  
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LOUISIANA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

+ 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal, 

admin is t ra t ive agency, d i sc ip l i na ry  cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions from the  
federal  courts, i n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases. 

t 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
(*?a4 courts) 

384 j us t i ces  o f  the peace 
C S I M  case types: - Small claims. 
- T r a f f  ic /o ther  v i  o l  a t i  on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

1 I COURTS OF APPEAL (5  courts) 

MAYOR'S COURT (-250 
courts) 

C S I M  case types: - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

48 judges s i t  i n  panels 
CSItl case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  o r l g ina l  
proceeding cases. 

I 
DISTRICT COURTS 
192 judges 

COURT ( 4 0  d i s t r i c t s )  

CSIM case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  property r i gh ts ,  
adoption, mental health. Exclusive 
marriage d isso lut ion,  support/custody. 
paternitylbastardy, estate. c i v i l  t r i a l  
cour t  appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l  j u r i s -  
d ic t ion.  

- Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. Exclusive t r i a b l e  
felony, cr iminal  appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

JUVENILE COURT 
( 3  courts) 

C S I M  case types: - Support/custody, 
adoption. mental 
health. - Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

FAMILY COURT (1 I n  
East Baton Rouge) 

CSIM case types: 
- Support/custody 

adoption, mental 
health. - Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermediate 
appel la te  

cour t  1; 

CITY AND PARISH COURTS (53 
courts) 
7 1  judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort ,  contract. rea l  

property r i gh ts .  small 
claims. 

- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Traf f ic /o ther  v io la t ion.  - Juvenile, except f o r  
s ta tus pe t i t i ons .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

ithich contains important in format ion 

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  sd i c t i on  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  
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MAINE COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT SITTING AS LAY COURT 

7 j us t l ces  general ly s i t  en banc 
CSIM case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l ,  non-capital cr iminal, 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t l o n  i n  cr lminal  ext rad i t ion,  

admin is t ra t ive agency, juvenl  le ,  d i  s c l p l  lnary.  advisory 
opinion, o r i g ina l  proceedlng, i n te r l ocu to ry  declslon cases. 

admin is t ra t ive agency. o r l g l n a l  proceeding cases. 
I 

SUPERIOR COURT (16 counties) 

15 j us t l ces  
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property r ights ,  

marrlage d isso lut ion,  supportlcustody, 
mlscellaneous c l v t l .  Excluslve patern i ty /  
bastardy, c l v l l  appeals j u r l sd l c t l on .  - Hlsdemeanor, DHI/DUI. Excluslve t r l a b l e  
felony, c r lm l  nal appeals, mlscel laneous 
c r lm l  nal  j u r i sd i c t l on .  - Hovlng t r a f f i c ,  ordinance vlolat lon. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

t DISTRICT COURT (13 d is t r ic ts)  

22 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort, contract. r e a l  property r lghts ,  

domestlc re la t i ons  (except fo r  adoption 
and patern i ty lbastardy) .  Exclusive 
small claims, mental hea l th  j u r i s d i c -  
t ion .  

- Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Excluslve 
l i m i t e d  felony j u r l sd l c t l on .  - Moving t r a f f l c ,  ordlnance v lo la t lon.  
Exclusl  ve parklng, m i  s c e l l  aneous 
t r a f f i c  j u  r l  sd l  ct lon.  - Excluslve j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t l on .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

PROBATE COURT (16 court! 

16 judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Excluslve adoption, mlscellaneous 

domestlc r e l a t l  ons, estate j u r i s d l c t i  on 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

A I M 1  NI STRAT 1 VE COURT 

2 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Appeal o f  admln ls t ra t ive agency cases. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

Court of 
l a s t  

resor t  

Court of 
general 

j u  r l  sdi  c t l  on 

Courts o f  
1 l m l  ted 

u r i  sd i c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginnlng o f  t h i s  section whlch contains important lnformatlon 
re levant  t o  each chart. 
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MARYLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding 
cases. 

7 judges s i t  en hanc 
C S I f l  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal. 

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le .  lawyer 
d i sc ip l i na ry ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions from t h e  
federal  courts, o r i g ina l  proceeding, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

I 

CIRCUIT COURT (8 c i r c u i t s  i n  24 counties) 

104 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort ,  contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

estate, miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive 
domestic re la t ions,  mental health, c i v i l  
appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals 
j u r i sd i c t i on .  

- tlisdemeanor. miscellaneous criminal. 

- Juvenile, except i n  tlontgomery County. 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

Juvenile i n  

DISTRICT COURT ( 1 2  d i s t r i c t s  i n  
24 counties) 

88 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort ,  cont ract ,  rea l  property 

r i gh ts ,  miscellaneous c i v i l .  
Exclusive smal 1 claims j u r i s d i c -  
t ion .  

- Misdemeanor. DUI /DUI .  
- Exclusive moving t r a f f i c ,  ordinanci 

v io la t i on ,  miscellaneous t r a f f i c  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Juvenile i n  Montgomery County. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

ORPHAN'S COURT (22 counties) 

66 judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Estate, except where such cases 

are handled by C i  r c u i t  Court 1 n 
Montgomery and Harford Counties. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
1 as t  

reso r t  

Intermediate 
appel l  a te  

cour t  1 
Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 
Courts of 

l i m i t e d  
u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart .  
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MASSACHUSElTS COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

OEPARMENT (Uorcester 
County, Hanpden 
County, and Boston) 

4 j us t l ces  
C S I M  case types: - Real property r igh ts ,  

small claims. 

7 j us t l ces  s i t  on the Court, and 5 j us t l ces  s l t  

C S I M  case types: 
en banc 

( 1  statewlde court)  

3 jus t i ces  
CSIM case types: - Real property r i g h t s  

fl 
- Mandatory j u r i s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v l l ,  non-capital 

cr lmlnal  , administrat lve agency, judge 
d i sc lp l i na ry ,  advisory opinion, o r i g l n a l  
proceed1 ng cases. 

capl t a l  c r lm i  nal , administrat ive agency, 
juvenl le,  in te r locu tory  decls lon cases. 

- Olscret ionary j u r l s d l c t i o n  i n  c i v l l ,  non- 

r APPEALS COURT 

10 jus t i ces  s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d l c t l o n  I n  c i v l l ,  

non-capltal cr iminal ,  adminlstra- 
t i v e  agency, j uven i l e  cases. - Oiscret lonary j u r i s d l c t l o n  I n  
In te r locu tory  decls lon cases, 

I 

I 

TRIAL COURT OF THE CO#(OKUEALTH 
279 jus t i ces  

I 
SUPERIOR COURT 
OEPARTHENT ( 1 4  counties) 

61  j us t i ces  
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r l g h t s ,  c l v i l  appeals, mlscel- 
laneous c l v l l .  

- Tr lab le  felony, rnlscellaneous 
c r lm l  nal. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  
~~~ 

JUVENILE COURT 
OEPARMENT (Boston, 
B r i s t o l  County, 
Spr ingf ie ld.  and 
Uorcester County) 

10 j u s t l  ces 
CSIH case types: - Juvenile. 

Jury t r l  a1 s . 

HOUSING 

DISTRICT COURT OEPARTHENT 
(69 geographical d lv is lons)  

153 j u s t  1 ces 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r l g h t s ,  small claims. slipport/ 
custody, paterni ty lbastardy,  
mental heal th,  c l v i l  t r l a l  
court  appeals, m i  scel 1 aneous 
c l v l l .  - Tr lah le  felony, l l m i t e d  
felony , m i  sdemeanor. DWI/DUI , 
cr lmlnal  appeals. 

- Traf  f l c /o ther  v i o l  a t  ion. - Juvenlle. 
Jury t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 

BOSTON HUNICIPAL COURT 
DEPARTMENT (Boston) 

11 j u s t l  ces 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  property 

r igh ts .  small claims. support/ 
custody. mental health, c l v i l  
t r l a l  court  appeals, and 
miscellaneous c l v i l .  

- Tr lab le  felony, misdemeanor. 
DWI/DUI, cr iminal  appeals. 

- T r a f f l d o t h e r  v io la t ion .  

Jury t r i a l s  I n  some case types. 

:OUR1 I LAN0 COURT OEPARTHENT 

Jury t r l  a1 s . Jury t r i a l s .  

PROBATE AN0 FAHILY COURT 
DEPARTHENT ( 1 4  counties) 

37 j us t i ces  
C S I M  case types: - Support/custody , 

paternl  tylbastardy , 
mlscel laneous c l v i l .  
Excluslve marriage 
d l  ssolutlon, adoptlon. 
mlscellaneous domestic 
relat ions,  estate 
ju r lsd lc t lon .  

No j i r ry  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

resort  

1 

Intermediate 
appel late 

court  

Court o f  
general 

u r l s d i c t l o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beginnlng o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains Important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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MICHIGAN COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t l ces  s l t  en banc 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  I n  judge 

d l  s c i p l  i na ry  cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t l o n  I n  
c i v l l .  non-capftal cr iminal ,  
admln ls t ra t lve agency, juveni le ,  
1 awyer d i  s c i  p l  1 nary, advisory 
opinion, o r l g i n a l  proceeding. 
I n te r l ocu to ry  declslon cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

18 judges s i t  I n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  c l v l l ,  

non-capltal cr iminal ,  admlnlstra- 
t i v e  agency. j uven l l e  cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  
c i  v l l  , non-capl t a l  c r im l  nal , 
adml n l  s t  r a t  1 ve agency, juveni  1 e, 
o r l g lna l  proceedlng. l n t e r -  
locutory  dec ls lon cases. 

1 

I I 

COURT OF CLAIMS 
( 1  cour t )  

1 c i r c u l t  judge serves 
C S I M  case types: - Admln ls t ra t lve agency 

appeals i nvo l v ing  
clalms agalnst t he  
state. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

CIRCUIT COURT 
(55 c i r c u i t s )  

165 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract, r e a l  

property r i gh ts ,  
patern l  tylbastardy, 
admi n l  s t r a t i  ve agency 
appeals. miscellaneous 
c i v i l .  Exclusive 
marriage d isso lut ion,  
supportlcustody , c i v l l  
t r i a l  cour t  appeals 
j u r i  sd i  ct lon.  - DWI/DUI, miscel- 
laneous criminal. 
Exclusive t r l  ab1 e 
felony , cr lml  nal  
appeals j u  r l  sd l  c t l  on. 

Jury t r l a l s .  

(100 d i s t r i c t s )  

244 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort ,  contract, r e a l  

property r i gh ts ,  
small clalms. - Llmited felony, m i s -  
demeanor, DWI/DUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  
v io la t ion.  

I Jury t r i a l s  I n  most 
case types. 

PROBATE COURT 
(83 counties) 

107 judges 
CSIH case types: - Paternl  tylbastardy, 

m i  scel laneous c i  v i  1. 
Excluslve adoption, 
miscellaneous domestlc 
re la t lons,  mental 
health, estate. - Moving t r a f f l c .  miscel- 
1 aneous t r a f  f i c .  - Excluslve j uven l l e  
j u  r l  sd 1 c t  1 on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT 
(6 courts) 

10 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort .  contract, r e a l  

property r i gh ts ,  
small clalms. - Llmited felony. m l s -  
demeanor, DUI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c .  m i s -  
c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c ,  
ordinance v io la t i on .  

Jury t r l a l s  i n  most 
case types. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beglnning o f  t h l s  sect ion which contalns import 
ln format ion relevant t o  each chart.  

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermedlate 
appellate 

court  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  sd l c t f  on 

Courts of 
l i m l t e d  

u r l  sd l c t l on  

219 



MINNESOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

3 u n i f i e d  
d i s t r i c t s  

Jury t r i a l s .  

SUPREME COURT 

9 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc and i n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non-capital 

c r im ina l  , admin is t ra t i ve  agency, d i s c i  - 
p l inary .  c e r t i f i e d  questions from the 
federal courts cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  c r i m i  nal , admi n i  s t r a t i  ve agency, 
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

I 

I I 

COURT OF APPEALS 

1 2  judges s i t  en banc and I n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juveni  1 e cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

70 judges and 2 j uven i l e  judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts ,  

- Hisdemeanor, c r im ina l  appeals. 

- Juvenile. 

domestic re la t ions ,  mental health, estate, 
c i v i l  appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l .  

Exclusive t r i a b l e  fe lony j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l s .  I 

I 
I 

COUNTY COURT (85 county courts. except I n  Hennepin and 
Ramsey Counties) 

106 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts ,  small claims. 

domestic re la t ions .  mental health, estate, miscel- 
1 aneous c i  v i  1 . - Limited felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion .  - Juvenile. 

[ - Jury t r i a l s .  I 
I I CONCILIATION OIVISION I PROBATE DIVISION 

CSIH case types: - Small claims. 
CSIH case types: - Mental health, estate. 

COUNTY IC 

:ourt of 
l a s t  

resor t  

1 n t  ermed 1 ate  
appel late 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u  r i  sdi  c t i o n  

28 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, 

rea l  property 
r igh ts ,  c i v i l  
appeals. - Limited felony, 
misdemeanor, 
DW I / D U I  . - Tra f f i c l o the r  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

l+ 

Courts o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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MISSISSIPPI COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I I SUPREME COURT 
9 jus t i ces  s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  

c r im ina l  , administrat ive agency, 
juven i le ,  d isc ip l inary .  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, i nter locutory 
decis ion cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c e r t i f i e d  questions from the  
federal courts cases. 

t 
40 judges 
Jur isd ic t ion :  - C i v i l  act lons over $500. 

Ea s t a rdy . - Felonies , m i  sdemeanors. 
Appeals de novo o r  on record. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  

39 judges 
Jur isd ic t ion :  - Equity, divorce, alimony, pro- 

bate. guardianship. mental 
commitments. - Hears j uven i l e  i f  no County 
Court. 

Appeals de novo. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  

I I COUNTY COURT (17 counties)' 

22 judges 
Jur isd ic t ion :  
- C i v i l  act ions under $10.000. - Misdemeanors, felony p re l im l -  

naries. - Juvenile. 
Appeals de novo. 

I 

I f  no 
Co1rnty 
Court. 

1 judge 
Jur isd ic t ion :  - Delinquency. neglect. - Adult crimes against juveni les.  

Jury t r i a l  o f  adults. 

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (78 courts)' JUSTICE COURT (191 courts)' 

95 judges, 200 mayors 
Jur isd ic t ion :  
-Municipal ordinance v i  o l  a t i  ons. 

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

191 judges 
Jur isd ic t ion :  - C i v i l  act lons under $500. - M i  sdemeanors, fe lony 

p r e l  i m l  narles. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Courts o f  
general 

i u r i s d i c t i o n  

A t r i a l  court  j u r i s d i c t i o n  guide was never completed by Mississippi ,  and data are unavai lable f o r  
the  t r i a l  courts; therefore,  the t r i a l  cour t  terminology reported In t h i s  cour t  system chart  does 
not r e f l e c t  CSIM Project  model repor t ing  terms. 

:ourts of 
1 i m i  ted  
iri sd i c t i on  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginnlng o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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MISSOURI COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

- 
SUPREHE COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  cr iminal. 

admin is t ra t ive agency. juveni le .  o r i g i  nal 
proceeding cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 

' juveni le ,  d i sc ip l i na ry ,  o r i g ina l  proceedini 
cases. 

I COURT OF APPEALS ( 3  courts) 

32 judges s i t  i n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g ina l  proceeding. i n te r -  
locutory  dec is ion cases. 

- No d iscret ionary j u r i sd i c t i on .  

I CIRCUIT COURT ( 4 4  circuits) 

133 c i r c u i t .  170 associate c i r c u i t ,  and 335 

CSIH case types: - Exclusive c i  v i  1 j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1 ncluding 

- Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( inc lud ing 

- Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  

- Exclusive juveni  1 e j u r i  sdi  ct lon.  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

municipal judges 

c i v i l  appeals). 

cr iminal  appeals). 

j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Court o f  
1 ast  

resor t  

lntermediate 
appellate 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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MONTANA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

ISUPREHE COURT 

7 j us t l ces  s l t  en banc and I n  panels 
CSIH case types: - fiandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  I n  c l v l l ,  criminal, 

- Discret lonary j u r l s d l c t l o n  1 n admi n i s t r a -  
juvenl  l e ,  d i s c l p l  inary  cases. 

t l v e  agency, c e r t i f i e d  questlons from 
federal courts, o r i g i n a l  proceedlng, 
in te r locu tory  decis ion cases. 

32 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort. contract ,  rea l  property r lghts.  

Excluslve domestlc re la t ions ,  mental 
health, estate, c i v i l  appeals, mfscel- 
laneous c i v l  1 j u r l sd i c t l on .  - Hlsdemeanor. Exclusive t r l a b l e  felony, 
cr iminal  appeals, miscellaneous cr iminal  
j u r l  s d i c t l  on. 

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r l s d l c t l o n .  I Jury t r i a l s .  

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT (56 counties) 

45 judges, plus 37 judges who a lso  serve C i  
Courts 
CSIH case types: - Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  property r lgh ts ,  

small clalms. - Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI.  - Moving t r a f f l c ,  parking, mlscellaneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

(96 c i t i e !  

MUNICIPAL CWRT (1 court)  

1 judge 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property r l g h t s ,  

small claims. - Hlsdemeanor, D H I / D U I .  - Moving t r a f f i c .  parking, mlscellaneous 
t r a f  f t  c. 

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

47 judges. p lus  37 judges who a lso  serve 

CSIH case types: - Tort .  contract ,  rea l  property r lgh ts .  
small clalms. - Mlsdemeanor. DWI/DUI. - Movlng t r a f f i c ,  parking, rnlscellaneous 
t r a f f i c .  Exclusive ordinance v lo la t l on  
j u r l sd l c t i on .  

Jus t lce  o f  the  Peace Courts 

Jury t r i a l s  i n  some case types. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d l c t i o n  

Courts of  
l i m i t e d  

i u r i  sdl  c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beglnning o f  t h i s  sect lon which contalns important lnformat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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NEBRASKA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

1 SUPREME COURT I 
7 j u s t i c e s  s l t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c i v i l ,  cr imlnal, administra- 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c i v i l ,  admin is t ra t ive 

t i v e  agency, juveni le. d i sc ip l i na ry .  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding cases. 

agency, c e r t i f i e d  questions from the federal  courts, 
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

L 

DISTRICT COURT ( 2 1  d i s t r i c t s )  

48 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort ,  contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

c i v i l  appeals. miscellaneous c i v i l .  
Exclusive domestic re la t i ons  (except 
adoptlons), mental heal th  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

t r i a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals, 
miscellaneous cr iminal  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

I 

- Mlsdemeanor, DMI/DUI. Exclusive 

I Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals, 
I 

SEPARATE JUVENILE COURT ( 3  counties) 

4 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

1 
I COUNTY COURT (21  d i s t r i c t s )  

44 judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Tor t ,  contract, r e a l  property r i gh ts ,  

small claims. Exclusive adoption, 
estate j u r i sd i c t i on .  - L imi ted felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion.  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r l a l s .  except i n  parking. 

4 

WORMEN' S COHPENSATIOI 

Court o f  
1 ast 

resor t  

Court of  
general 

j u  rl sdi  c t i  on 

COURT (1 court)  -l 6 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Appeal o f  admin is t ra t ive agency case. I 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  J 

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT ( 2  c i t i e s )  

13  judges 
CSIH case types: 
- Tort ,  contract, rea l  property r l gh ts ,  

small claims. 
- Limited felony, misdemeanor, O W I /  

DUI. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion.  

Jury t r i a l s  In c l v i l  cases. 

Courts of  
1 i m i  ted 

j u  r l  sdi  c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  t he  beglnning o f  t h l s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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NEVADA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

PUPREME COURT I 
5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  I n  c i v l l ,  cr lmlnal. 

admi n i s t r a t i v e  agency, juveni  le.  1 awyer 
d i sc ip l i na ry .  o r i g i n a l  proceedlng. 1 nter-  
locutory  decision cases. - No d iscret ionary j u r i sd i c t i on .  

25 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort .  contract, r e a l  property r ights .  

Exclusive domestic re la t fons,  mental 
health, estate, c l v i l  appeals, miscel- 
laneous c i v i l  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Excluslve 
t r l a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals, miscel- 
laneous cr iminal  j u r l sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive juvenl  l e  j u r l sd i c t i on .  

I Jury t r l a l s  I n  most case types. 

JUSTICE COURT (54 towns) 

5 4  j us t i ces  o f  t h e  peace* 
CSIH case types: - Tort ,  contract. r e a l  property 

r i gh ts ,  small claims. - Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Excluslve 
l i m i t e d  felony j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Movlng t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscel- 
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims 
and parking case types. 

MUNICIPAL COURT (15 incorporated 
c l t i e s / t w n s )  

15 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort ,  contract, r e a l  property 

r ights ,  small clalms. 
- Hisdemeanor. OWI/DUI. - Movlng t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscel- 

laneous t r a f f  l c .  Exclusive 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Nine j us t i ces  o f  t he  peace a l so  serve as Municipal Court judges. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r l  sd i c t i on  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  t ed  

j u r i  sd i c t l on  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h l s  sect ion which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart.  
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NEW HAMPSHIRE COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s l t  en banc 
CSIH case types: 
- No mandatory j u r l sd i c t l on .  - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  adn in i s t ra t i ve  agency, 
juveni le ,  d i sc ip l i na ry ,  advisory opinions 
fo r  t he  s ta te  executive and leg is la ture.  
o r l g i  nal  proceeding, in ter locutory  
decision cases. 

t 
I SUPERIOR COURT (10 counties) 

18 j us t i ces  
CSIH case types: - Tort,  contract, rea l  property r ights .  miscel 

laneous domestic re la t ions,  miscellaneous 
c i v i  1. Exclusive marriage dissolut lon, 
patern i  tylbastardy , support/custody 
j u  r l  sd i c t  ion. - Miscellaneous criminal. Exclusive t r i a h l e  
felony, c r im l  nal  appeals j u  r l  sdi  c t l  on. 

Jury t r l  a 1 s . 

t 
DISTRICT COURT (42 d i s t r i c t s )  

8 fu l l - t lme ,  34 part-time. 4 associate 
and 36 special  j us t i ces  

CSIM case types: 
- Tort, contract. r e a l  property r i gh ts ,  

small clalms, miscellaneous domestlc 
re1 a t i  ons. - Misdemeanor, DNI/OUI. - T r a f f  1 c/other v i  o l  ation. - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r l sd i c t l on .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (10 coui 

10 part-t ime and ‘2 special  j us t i ces  
CSIH case types: - Real property r ights ,  small claims, 

m i  scel 1 aneous c i v l l  . 
- Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. - T ra f f  lc /o ther  v i  o l  a t  ion. 

No j u  ry t r 1 a1 s . 

PROBATE COURT (10 counties) 

10 judges 
CSIH case types: - Hlscellaneous domestlc re la t ions,  

miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive 
adoption, mental health, estate 
j u  r l  sd i  ct lon.  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  sdi  c t  l on 1 
Courts of  

1 i m i  ten  
u r l  sd l  c t  1 on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginnlng o f  t h i s  section whlch contains important lnformatlon 
relevant t o  each chart.  
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NEW JERSEY COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  cr iminal ,  

admin is t ra t i ve  agency, juveni  le .  d i s c i -  
p l  inary,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 
c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency 
appeal, juveni le,  d i sc ip l i na ry ,  c e r t i f i e d  
questions from federal  courts, i n t e r -  
locu tory  decis ion cases. 

I 

APPELLATE D I V I S I O N  OF SUPERIOR COURT 

21 judges s i t  i n  7 panels (par ts )  
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r im ina l  s juveni  le, admlni s t r a t i v e  
agency cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  in te r locu tor )  
decis ion cases. 

1 

SUPERIOR COURT: LAU D I V I S I O N  AN0 CWCERY 
OIVISION ( 2 1  counties) 

308 judges authorized 
C S I M  case types: - Exclusive c i v i l  j u r i sd i c t i on ,  except f o r  

uncontested estate. C i v i l  t r i a l  court  
appeals from surrogates. - Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, cr iminal  appeals, 
miscellaneous c r im ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most cases. 

t 
SURROGATES ( 2 1  counties) 

21  surrogates 
C S I M  case types: - Estate (uncontested). 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

t I 
MUNICIPAL COURT ( 5 3 1  
courts o f  which 14 were 
i nter-munidpal)  

369 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Exclusive l i m i t e d  felony, 

misdemeanor, D W I / D U I  
j u r i  sdi ct ion.  - Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  
v io la t i on  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
1 ast  

r e s o r t  

Intermediate 
appel late 

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  sd i c t i on  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

New Jersey has a Tax Court which hears complaints t h a t  are handled exclusively by admin is t ra t i ve  
agencies i n  other states. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important lnfOfmatiOn 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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NEW MEXICO COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  property 
r igh ts .  - Ltmited felony,'mlsdemeanor. 
ow I / DU I .  - Movlng t r a f f i c  v io la t lon ,  
m i  scel laneous t r a f f  IC. 

I SUPRENE COURT 

5 j us t l ces  general ly s l t  I n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l .  

cr iminal ,  administrat lve agency, d i s c l -  
p l inary ,  o r l g l n a l  proceeding, i n t e r -  
locutory decis ion cases. - Discret ionary j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v l l .  non 
c a p l t a l  cr iminal .  admlnistrat ive agency, 
juveni le,  c e r t l f l e d  questlons from 
the  federal cour ts  cases. 

I 
COURT OF APPEALS 

7 judges s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d i c t l o n  i n  c l v l l ,  non- 

- Olscret lonary j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  i n t e r -  

capl t a l  c r im i  nal , admi n l  s t r a t i  ve agency , 
juveni  1 e cases. 

locutory decis ion cases. 

48 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r lgh ts .  

estate. Exclusive domestic re la t lons ,  
mental health, c i v i l  appeals. miscel- 
1 aneous c i  v i  1 j u r l  sdi  c t i  on. - Hisdemeanor. Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 
c r lm lna l  appeals j u r l  sdict ion.  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

BERNALILLO COUNTY HETROPOLITAW COURT 

11 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r igh ts .  - Limited felony. mlsdemeanor, 
D W I / O U I .  - T r a f f i d o t h e r  v io lat ion.  

Jury t r l a l s ,  except l n  t r a f f l c .  

I 

HUMICIPAL COURT (81 courts)  

81 judges 
CSIH case types: - T ra f f i c /o the r  v lo la t lon .  

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I PRORATE COURT (32 counties) 

32 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Estate. 

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermedl a te  
appel late 

court  

Courts o f  
1 l m i  ted 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion whlch contains Important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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NEW YORK COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

APPELLATE DIVISIONS OF SUPREME 
COURT ( 4  courts/div ls ions) 
45 j us t i ces  s i t  i n  panels and en 

banc i n  four d i s t r i c t s  
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l ,  

non-capital c r im ina l ,  administra- 
t i v e  agency, juveni le,  lawyer 
d isc ip l inary .  o r i g l n a l  proceed- 
ing, i n te r l ocu to ry  decis ion 
cases. - Discret ionary j u r l s d l c t i o n  I n  
c i v l l ,  non-capital c r im ina l ,  
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceedlng, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decis ion cases. 

APPELLATE TERMS OF SUPREME COURT 
( 2  c o u r t s / t e m )  
15 j us t i ces  s l t  I n  panels I n  two 

C S I M  case types: 
. - Mandatory j u r l s d i c t i o n  i n  c l v l l ,  

non-capital crirnlnal, juveni le,  
in te r locu tory  decis ion cases. - Discret lonary j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  non- 
cap l ta l  cr iminal ,  juveni le,  i n t e r -  

terms. 

4 I locutory decls ion cases. 

C i v i l ,  fe lonies:  
3rd and 4 th  
Department I 

A 
Non-felonies: 

-l 

DISTRICT COURT (2  counties) 
49 judges I n  Nassau and Suffolk 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r lgh ts .  small claims. - Lfmited felony, mlsdemeanor, 
OW1 /DUI . - Movlng t r a f f i c .  miscellaneous 
t r a f f i c ,  ordlnance v lo la t ion .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except I n  t r a f f i c .  

SUPREME COURT (12 d l s t r l c t s )  
3 18 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort, contract .  rea l  property 

r i g h t s ,  miscellaneous c i v l l .  
Exclusive marriage d isso lu t ion  
j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Tr iab le  felony, DUI, mlscellaneous 
cr iminal .  

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

I 

CITV COURT (79 cour ts  I n  61  
c l t i e s )  
166 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  r e a l  property 

r igh ts ,  small claims. - Llmited felony, misdemeanor. 
DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous 
t r a f  f i c. o rd i  nance v lo la t ion .  

Jury t r l a l s .  except I n  t r a f f i c .  

COURT OF CLAIMS (1 cour t )  
33 judges, 15 ac t  as Supreme 

Court judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  

property r i g h t s  Invo lv lng  
the state.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  1 
2nd Oppartment 

COUNTV COURT (57 count les outside MVC) 
117 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property 

r igh ts ,  mlscellaneous c i v i l .  
Exclusive t r i a l  cJur t  appeals j u r i s -  
diction. - Tr iab le  felony, DUI/DUI. miscellaneous 
cr iminal .  Exclusive c r im ina l  appeals. 

Jury t r i  a 1 s . 
1 

SURROGATES' COURT (62 countles) 
76 surrogates; 43 county judges 
C S I M  case types: - Adoption. estate. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  estate. 

' I '  I 

155 judges; 40 county judges 
C S I M  case types: - Domestic r e l a t i o n s  (except 

marriage d isso lu t ion) ,  
guardianship. Excl u s l  ve 
mental hea l th  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  - Excluslve j uven i l e  
j u r i  sd l  c t  i on. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  
I I 

I 

3rd and 4 th  
Departments 

2nd 
Oepartmen 

I I I  I 

1 I I 
CIVIL COURT OF THE CITV OF 
NEW VORK (1 cour t )  
120 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property 

r igh ts ,  small claims, mlscel- 
eous c i v i l .  

Jury t r i  a1 s . 
NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  

re levant t o  each chart. 

I 

CRIMINAL COURT OF THE CITV OF 
NEY VORK (1 court)  
98 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Limited felony, misdemeanor, 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous 
t r a f f  i c ,  ordinance v i o l  ation. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  c r im ina l  cases. 

DW I /DU I .  

I I 

TOWN AND VILLAGE JUSTICE COURT 
(2.424 courts)  
2,327 jus t l ces  o f  t he  peace 
C S I M  case types: 
- Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  property 

r l g h t s .  small claims. - Mlsdemeanor. Obl I /DUI ,  miscel- 
laneous cr imlnal .  - T ra f f i c /o the r  v lo la t lon .  

Jury t r i a l s  l n  most case types. 
I 1 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

[n  termedi a t  e 
appel late 

cour ts  

Courts o f  
general 

j u r i  s d l c t  l on 1 
Courts o 

l l rn i ted  
j u r l  sd i  c t  

a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion whlch contains important lnformat lon 
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NORTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

COURT OF APPEALS 

12 judges s i t  i n  panels 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

cap i ta l  cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  1 awyer d i s c i p l  inary,  o r i g ina l  

EREME COIIRT I 

e 

i 7 just ices  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d i c t i o n  I n  c i v i l ,  c r iminal ,  

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le ,  judge 
d isc ip l inary ,  i n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni  le.  
advisory opinions f o r  t he  executive and 
leg is la ture,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i nter-  
locutory  decision cases. 

t 
SUPERIOR COURT (34 d i s t r i c t s )  

68 judges and 100 c le rks  w i t h  estate j u r i s -  

CSIM case types: - Tort. contract, rea l  property r ights .  
miscellaneous c i v i l  cases. Exclusive 
adoption. estate, mental health. 
admin is t ra t ive agency appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

c r im i  nal  appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

d i c t i o n  

- Misdemeanor. Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

t DISTRICT COURT (34 d i s t r i c t s )  

142 judges. and 614 magistrates of  which 
approximately 100 magistrates are part-t ime 

C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract, rea l  property r ights .  
Exclusive small claims, non-adoption 
domestic re la t ions,  c i v i  1 t r i a l  cour t  
appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor. Exclusive l i m i t e d  felony. 
DIIIIDUI j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Excluslve t r a f f  ic /o ther  v i o l a t i o n  j u r i s -  
d ic t ion.  

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  c i v i l  cases only. 

Court of 
l a s t  

resor t  

Intermediate 
appellate 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Court of  
l i m i  ted 

j u r i  sd i c t i on  

NOTE: Re sure t o  read t h e  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains Important information 
relevant t o  each chart.  
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NORTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive 
agency, juven i le ,  d i s c i p l i  nary, 
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, in te r locu tory  
decis ion cases. 

- No d isc re t ionary  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
I 

t 
I 

DISTRICT COURT (7  j u d i c i a l  d i s t r i c t s  
i n  53 counties) 
26 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property 

r igh ts ,  guardianship. Exclusive 
domestic re la t ions ,  appeals o f  
administrat ive agency cases, 
miscellaneous c i v i l  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor. m i  sce l l  aneous c r im i  nal . 
Exclusive t r i a b l e  fe lony j u r i s d i c -  
t ion .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscel- 
1 aneous t r a f f  ic .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I Jury t r i a l s  i n  most case types. 

COUNTY COURT (53 counties) 

26 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  property 

r i g h t s ,  estate. Exclusive 
smal 1 claims, mental hea l th  
j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Limited felony. misdemeanor, 
D W I / O U I .  c r im ina l  appeals. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  sna l l  
claims cases. 

MUNICIPAL COURT (161 Incorporated 
c i t i e s )  

148 judges 
C S I M  case types: - O W I / O U l .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, 

miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  
Exclusive ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
1 ast  

resor t  1 
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 i o n  

NOTE: Re sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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OHIO COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

RT OF CLAIMS (1 cour t )  

HUN I C  I PAL 

MAYOR'S COURT (690 judges) 1 

I SUPREHE COURT 

7 j us t l ces  s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d l c t l o n  i n  c l v i l ,  

c r im l  nal, admi n l  s t r a t l v e  agency, 
juven i le ,  d l s c i p l  inary,  o r l g l n a l  
proceedlng cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d l c t l o n  f n  c i v l l ,  
non-capital cr lmlnal ,  juvenl le,  
o r i  g l  nal proceeding. i nter locutory 
decls lon cases. 

3 
COURT OF APPEALS (12 courts)  

4 53 judges s l t  f n  panels o f  3 members eacl 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  c l v l l ,  

c r im ina l  , a d d  n i s t r a t i v e  agency, 
juven i le ,  o r l g l n a l  proceeding. i n t e r -  
locutory decls lon cases. - No d lscre t lonary  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  

I COURT OF COMnON PLEAS (88 counties) 

329 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r i g h t s ,  

appeal o f  admlnlstrat ive agency 
cases, mlscellaneous c l v i l .  Excluslve 
domestic re la t lons ,  mental health, 
estate j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Excluslve t r l a b l e  felony, miscel- 
1 aneous c r lm i  nal j u r l s d i c t l o n .  - Excluslve j uven i l e  j u r l s d i c t l o n .  

Jury t r l a l s  i n  most case types. 

1 
~~ 

:OURT (118 courts)  

198 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r l g h t s ,  

small claims. mlscellaneous c l v l l .  - Limited felony, mlsdemeanor, D M l / O U I ,  
cr lm lna l  appeals. - Tra f f i c /o ther  v lo la t ion .  

Jury t r i a l s  l n  most case types. I 

COUHTY COURT (51  courts)  

6 1  judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property 

r igh ts ,  small clalms, mlscel- 
1 aneous c l v i  1. - Limited felony, mfsdemeanor. 
DWI/DUI. cr lmlnal  appeals. - Tra f f i c /o ther  v io lat lon.  except 
f o r  parking cases. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

1 judge s i t s  on temporary 
ass1 gnment 
CSIH case types: - Appeal o f  administrat lve 

agency cases, mlscellaneous 
laneous c i v i l  act ions agafnsl 
t he  state.  

Jury t r i  a 1 . 

690 judges (mayors) 
CSlH case types: 

- T r a f f  i c /o ther  v l o l  atlon. 
- DWI/DUI.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

:ntermedi a te  
appel late 

court  

Court of 
general 

i r i  sd ic t f  on 

Courts o f  
1 l m i  ted 

u r i  sdi c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the  beginnlng o f  t h l s  sect lon which contalns important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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OKLAHOMA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

WNICIPAL C R I M I l  
OF RECORD ( 2  

- 
SUPREME COURT 

9 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le ,  lawyer 
d i sc ip l i na ry ,  advisory opinion, 
o r i g i n a l  proceeding, i n te r l ocu to ry  
decision cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  
admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le, 
i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. 

~~~~ 

iL COURT 
courts) 

COURT OF APPEALS ( 4  courts) 

12  judges s i t  i n  f ou r  permanent 

CSIM case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

d i v i s ions  o f  3 menbers each 

c i v i l ,  admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceed- 
ing. i n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases t h a t  are assigned t o  
i t  by the Supreme Court. 

- No d iscret ionary j u r i s d i c -  
t ion .  

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

3 judges s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r -  

cr iminal, juveni le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

locutory  decision cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (26  d i s t r i c t s )  

7 1  d i s t r i c t ,  77 associate d i s t r i c t ,  and 54 
judges 
CSIH case types: - Exclusive c i v i l  j u r i sd i c t i on ,  except f o r  

- Exclusive c r im i  nal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (1 nc lud i  ng 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous t r a f f i c ,  

- Exclusive juveni  1 e j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r i  a1 s. 

concurrent j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  appeal o f  
admin is t ra t ive agency cases. 

cr iminal  appeals) . 
ordinance v io la t ion.  

COURT OF TAX REVIEU 
(1 cour t )  

3 d i s t r i c t  judges serve 
C S I M  case types: - Appeal o f  admin is t ra t ive 

agency cases. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

t 
MUNICIPAL COURT NOT OF 
RECORD (167 courts) 

Approximately 250 f u l l /  
part-t ime judges 

CSIM case types: 
- T r a f f  i c/other v i  o l  ation. 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

I Indicates assignment o f  cases. 

Oklahoma has a Uorkers' Compensation Court which hears complaints t h a t  are handled exc lus ive ly  by 
admin is t ra t ive agencies i n  other states. 

Courts o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

I n t  ermed i a te  
appel la te  

cour 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 i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sectfon which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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OREGON COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I I  I 

SUPREME COURT 

7 j us t l ces  s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  cap i ta l  cr lmlnal ,  

admi n l s t r a t l v e  agency, d l s c l p l  lnary,  
o r l g lna l  proceeding cases. - Olscretlonary j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr lmlnal ,  admln ls t ra t lve agency, 
juvenl  le,  d i s c i p l  lnary.  c e r t l  f i e d  questlons 
from the federal courts, o r l g lna l  , proceedlng cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

10 judges s l t  I n  panels and en banc 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  c l v l l ,  non- 

cap l ta l  cr lmlnal, admln is t ra t lve agency, 
juvenl le, o r l g lna l  proceedlng, l n t e r -  
locutory  declsion cases. - No discret ionary j u r l sd i c t i on .  

CIRCUIT COURT (I8 c i r c u i t s  w i t h  36 courts) 

84 judges 
(1 cour t )  

1 judge C S I M  case types: 
CSIM case types: - Tort, contract. r e a l  property r lghts .  
- C i v l l  appeals adoptlon, estate, c l v l l  appeals, mental . health. Exclusive domestlc re la t l ons  

t r a t l  ve 
agencies. j u r l sd i c t l on .  

j u r l sd l c t l on .  
- Excluslve t r i a b l e  felony, cr imlnal  appeals 

- Juvenile. 
Jury t r l a l s  I n  most cases. 

COUNTY COURT 
(8 counties) 

8 judges 
CSIH case types: - Adoptlon. mental 

health, estate. - Juvenlle. 

No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

JUSTICE COURT 
(38 camun i t l es )  

38 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort ,  contract, 

r e a l  property 
r lghts .  small 
claims. - Limited felony, 
misdemeanor, 
ow 1 /OU 1. - Moving t r a f f l c ,  
parklng, mls- 
ce l  laneous 
t r a f f l c .  

Jury t r i a l s  i n  most 
case types. 

t I 
MUNICIPAL COURT 
(196 courts) 

144 judges 
CSIM case types: - M l  sdemeanor, 

ow I /ou I .  - Traf f ic /o ther  
v l o l  a t l  on. 

Jury t r l a l s  I n  most 
case types. 

DISTRICT COURT 
(27 d i s t r i c t s )  

57 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, 

rea l  property 
r igh ts ,  small 
clalms, probate/ 
w l l l s / l n tes ta te .  - Llmited felony, 
mlsdemeanor. 

- Traf f lc /o ther  
v i  01 at! on. 

ou m u  1. 

Jury t r l a l s  I n  some 
case types. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  I 
I n  termed1 a te  
appel l  a te  

cour t  

Courts of 
general 

l u r l sd fc t fon  

Courts o f  
1 l m l  ted  

u r l s d l c t l o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beglnning o f  t h i s  sectlon whlch contalns important lnformatlon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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PUERTO RlCO COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

C S I M  case types: 
- Tort, contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  

domestic re la t ions,  appeal o f  administra- 
t i v e  agency cases, miscellaneous c i v i l .  
Exclusive estate, c i v i l  appeals o f  t r i a l  
court  cases j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

- Hisdemeanor. Exc lur ive t r i a h l e  felony, 
cr iminal  appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

1 SIIIWK COIIH r 

7 j us t i ces  
C S I I !  case types: 
- Mandatory c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal, 

j uven i l e  cases. 
- Discretionary c i v i l ,  non-capital cr iminal, 

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni  l e ,  1 awyer 
and judge d i sc ip l i na ry ,  advisory opinions. 
o r i g ina l  proceeding, in ter locutory  dec is i  o f  
cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (39 courts) 

99 judges 
CSIt! case types: 
- Tort ,  contract, r e a l  property r i gh ts ,  

1 
miscellaneous donestic re la t ions,  appeal 
o f  admin is t ra t ive agency cases, miscel- 
laneous c i v i l .  

- Misdemeanor. Exclusive l im i ted  felony, 
DW I /DU 1 j u r i  sdi  c t  i on. - T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t i on ,  except no parking, 

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  I 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE ( 3  courts) 

3 regular  and 8 special  judges and 
honorary magistrates 

C S I M  case types: - Justices o f  the Peace are empowered 
t o  handle only pre l iminary matters 
such as arraignment. s e t t i n g  b a i l  
and i ssu ing  search warrants. They 
do no t  reach decision o r  verd ic t .  

No t r i a l s .  

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (52  courts) 

56 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Traf f ic /o ther  v io la t ion.  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court n f  
1 ast 

resor t  

Court o f  
general 

j u  r i sd i  c t ion  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains Important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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RHODE ISLAND COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  c i v i l  

- Misdemeanor, DWI/oUI. Exclusive t r i a b l e  
appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l .  

felony, c r im i  nal appeals j u  r i  sd i  ct ion.  

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

13 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  property 

r i gh ts ,  appeals o f  admin is t ra t ive 
agency cases. Exclusive small 
claims, mental hea l th  j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Misdemeanor, DUI/DUI. Exclusive 
1 imi ted felony j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Ordinance v io la t i on .  Exclusive 
moving t r a f f i c  f o r  those cases no t  
handled admi n i  s t ra t i ve l y .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  
1 

MUNICIPAL COURT (2  c i t i e s )  

The number o f  judges i s  unavailable 
CSIH case types: 
- Ordinance v io la t ion.  Exclusive 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

parking j u r i  sd i  ct ion.  

FMILY COURT ( 4  counties) 

11 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Exclusive domestic re la t i ons  

j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

1 
PROBATE COURT (39 c i t i es / ta rns )  

39 judges 
CSIH case types: - Exclusive estate j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

:ourt o f  
1 as t  

reso r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 
Courts o f  

l i m i t e d  
[ u r i  sd l c t i on  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important lnformatfon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

FAMILY COUl 

SUPREME COURT 

5 jus t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal ,  

juveni le,  d i sc ip l i na ry ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions 
from the  federal courts, o r i g i n a l  proceed- 
ing, i n te r l ocu to ry  decis ion cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d l c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p i t a l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding, 1 nter-  
locutory decis ion cases. 

1 

I 

i 

I I COURT OF APPEALS 

6 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r im ina l  , administrat ive agency, 
juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases 
assigned t o  i t  by the  Supreme Court. 

CIRCUIT COURT (16 c f  r c u l  t s )  

31  judges and 23 masters-in-equity 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts ,  

miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive c i v i l  
appeals j u r i  sdi  c t i  on. - Misdemeanor, O M I / O U I .  Exclusive t r i a b l e  
felony, cr iminal  appeals, miscellaneous 
c r im l  nal j u  r i  sdlct ion.  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  appeals. 

(16 c l r c u l t s )  I 
46 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclu- 

s i v e  domestic r e l a t i o n s  
j u r i sd i c t i on ,  except f o r  somf 
pa tern i  ty lbastardy cases 
heard i n  the  Magistrate 
Court. - Juveni le t r a f f i c .  - Juvenile. 

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

~~ 

PROBATE COURT (46 courts)  

46 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Exclusive mental health, 

es ta te  j u  r l  sdl  c t  1 on. 

No jury t r i a l s .  

I 

MAGISTRATE COURT (320 Courts) 

320 magistrates 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract ,  rea l  propert! 

r igh ts ,  some patern i ty /  
bastardy. - Limited felony, misdemeanor, 
OW I /DU I .  - T r a f f  1 c/other v i o l a t i  on. - Juvenile. 

I Jury t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT (250 courts)  

250 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Limited felony, misdemeanor. 

- Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

OH I / D U  I .  

Court o f  
1 ast  

resor t  I 
Intermediate 
appel 1 ate 1 court 

J 

Court o f  
general 

j u r i  s d i c t i  on 

I Indicates assignment o f  cases. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I I SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c i v i l ,  

cr iminal  , administrat ive agency. juvenl  le, 
d i s c i  p l  1 nary, o r i  g i  nal proceed4 ng cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  over advisory 
opinions f o r  the  s ta te  executive, I n t e r -  
locutory decision, o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. 

t I CIRCUIT COURT (8 c i r c u i t s )  

35 judges, 7 f u l l - t ime  and 10 part- t ime 
lawyer magistrates, 16 part- t ime l a y  
magistrates. 81 fu l l - t ime  clerk-magis- 
t ra tes .  and 32 part- t ime clerk-magistrates 

CSIH case types: - Exclusive c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( inc lud ing  
c i v i l  appeals). - Exclusive cr iminal  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( inc lud ing  
c r im ina l  appeals). - Exclusive t r a f f i c / o t h e r  v io la t i on  j u r i s -  
d i c t i o n  (except f o r  uncontested parking. 
which i s  handled administrat ively) .  - Exclusive j uven 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  m a l l  claims. 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

NOTE: Re sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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TENNESSEE COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

COURT OF APPEALS ( 3 )  1 

SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal ,  

workers compensation, lawyer d l s c i p l i  nary 
cases. - Discret ionary j u r l s d l c t l o n  I n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p l t a l  cr iminal ,  juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding, In te r locu tory  decis ion cases. 

COURT OF CRIHINAL APPEALS ( 3 )  1 

CIRCUIT COURT 
(95 count ies I n  3 1  d i s t r i c t s ) *  
66 judges 
C S I M  case types: - C i v l l .  except small claims. 

- Crimlnal. - Moving t r a f f i c .  mlscellaneous t r a f f i c .  
Jury t r i a l s .  

C i v i l  
appeals j u r l s d l c t i o n .  

12 judges general ly s l t  i n  panels and 
en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

admlnlstrat ive agency, j uven l l e  cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t l o n  i n  in te r locu-  

CHANCERY COURT 
(23 d i s t r i c t s )  

30 chancellors 
C S I M  case types: - C i v i l ,  except small 

claims. 

Ju r y  t r i  a 1 s . 

9 judges s i t  I n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d l c t l o n  I n  non-capital 

cr iminal ,  juveni le,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding 

. 

cases. 

t o r y  declslon cases. 
- D i  scretlonary j u r i  sd ic t lon  1 n 1 nter locu- 

GENERAL SESSIONS COURT (92 counties and 2 
add i t iona l  countles have a t r i a l  j u s t l c e  
court)  

77 f u l l - t ime  and 38 part- t lme judges. 
includes 2 j us t l ces  o f  the peace.) 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts ,  

(This 

marrlage dissolut ion.  supportlcustody. 
mental health. estate. appeal o f  
administrat ive agency case. Exclusive 
m a l t  claims j u r l  sdlction. - Mlsdemeanor, DUI/DUI. 

- Ordinance v lo la t lon .  - Juvenile. 
No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

b 

CRIMINAL COURT 
( 1 3  d i s t r t c t s )  

26 judges 
C S l M  case types: 
- Criminal. 

Crlminal appeals 
j u r i  sdi c t i  on. 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

a 
JUVENILE COURT ( 1 6  counties) 

16 j uven i l e  judges, 
C S I M  case types: - Paternlty/bastardy, mental 

health. - Juvenile. 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

MUNICIPAL COURT 
( ~ 3 0 0  courts)  
300 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Hlsdemeanor, DHI/OUl. - Tra f f i c /o ther  

v lo la t lon .  
No j u r y  t r l a l s .  

I J I  I I  

PROBATE COURT (2) 

3 judges; 5 general 
sess lon  judges also 
serve 
C S I M  case types: - Estate. 
No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court of 
l a s t  

resor t  

I n t e n e d l a t e  
appel late 

courts 1 
Court(s) o f  

general 
j u r l s d l c t l o n  

*The s ta te  o f  Tennessee was d lv lded i n t o  31 j u d i c i a l  d l s t r l c t s  on September 1. 1984. There I s  a C l r c u l t  I n  each 
d l s t r f c t .  
Courts. 
I s  one pres ld lng  judge f o r  each d l s t r l c t .  
C i r c u i t  Courts and the  other two became Chancery Courts. 

NOTE: 

Twenty three d l s t r l c t s  have separate Chancery Courts, and t h i r t e e n  d i s t r l c t s  have separate Crlmlnal 

As a r e s u l t  o f  the r e d l s t r l c t i n g .  two Law and Equity Courts became 
The C l r c u l t  Court has j u r l s d l c t l o n  over Chancery and Crlmlnal matters I n  the  remalnlng c i r c u i t s .  There 

Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beglnnlng o f  t h i s  sect lon whlch contains lmportant l n f o n a t l o n  relevant 
t o  each chart. 

Courts o f  
1 lmt ted 

l u r l s d l c t l o n  

24 0 



TEXAS COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

DISTRICT COURTS (367 courts) 

DISTRICT COURT (357 courts) CRIMINAL DISTRICT COURT 
(10 cou r t s l  

I 
J 

- 

~ U P R E N E  COURT 

9 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l  cases. 
- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  

c i  v l l  , admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  c e r t i f i e d  questions from 
federal  courts, o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
proceeding cases. 

357 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort ,  contract, r e a l  property 

r l gh ts ,  domestic re la t ions,  
estate, miscellaneous c i v i l .  
Exclusive admin ls t ra t ive agency 
appeals j u r i sd i c t i on .  

OWI/OUI, miscellaneous criminal. 
- Tr iab le felony, mlsdemeanor. 

- Juvenile. 
Jury t r i a l s .  

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

9 judges s i t  i n  panels and en banc 
C S I M  case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  cr iminal ,  

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  non- 
o r i g ina l  proceeding cases. 

cap i ta l  cr iminal. o r i g i n a l  proceeding 
cases. I 

10 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tr iab le felony. misdemeanor, 

OWI/OUI, miscellaneous cr iminal  
cases. 

Jury t r i a l s .  

c COUNTY LEVEL COURTS (387  cour ts)  

(254  cour ts)  
CONSTITUTIONAL COUNTY COURT PROBATE COURT 

(11 courts) 

11 ju.!yes 
C S I M  case types: - Estate. 

Jury t r i  a1 5 .  

tr 
COUNTY COURT AT LAW (122 courts) 

122 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract, r e a l  property 

r ights ,  small claims. 
marriage d isso lut ion,  estate, 
mental health, c i v i l  t r i a l  
cour t  appeals, m i  scel  1 aneous 
c i v i l .  

- Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI, cr iminal  
appeals. 

- Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, 
miscellaneous t r a f f i c .  - Juvenile. 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

MUNICIPAL COURT* (832  cour ts)  

1.078 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Limited felony. misdemeanor. 
- Moving t r a f f i c .  parking, miscellaneous 

t r a f f i c .  Exclusl  ve ordinance v i  o l  a t i  on 
j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i  a 1 s . 

I JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURP (940 Courts) 

940 judges 
CSIM case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  property 

r ights ,  small claims, mental health. - Limited felony, misdemeanor. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscellaneous 
t r a f f i c .  

Jury t r i  a1 s . 

Courts of  
l a s t  

resor t  1 

*Some t iunic lpal  and Just ice o f  t he  Peace Courts may appeal t o  the  D i s t r i c t  Court. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  t he  beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart.  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts of 
1 i m i  ted  

j u  r l  sd i  c t l  on 
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UTAH COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

- 

- 

SUPREW COURT 

5 j us t l ces  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  f n  c i v l l .  

c r lm l  nal , admi n i  s t r a t l  ve agency, 
juveni le,  lawyer d lsc lp l lnary ,  o r l g l n a l  
proceedlng cases. 

locutory decis ion cases. 
- Discret ionary j u r i s d l c t l o n  I n  l n t e r -  

Courts o f  
1 i m l  ted 

j u  r l  sdl c t i  on 

count1 es) 

29 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  rea l  property r lgh ts .  

Excluslve domestlc re la t lons .  estate, 
mental health, c f v l l  appeals, miscel- 
laneous c l  v i1  j u r i s d l c t l o n .  - Misdemeanor. Excluslve t r l a b l e  felony, 
c r lm i  nal appeals j u r l  sdict lon.  

I Jury t r l a l s  I n  most case types. 

I 

CIRCUIT COURT (12 
c i r c u i t s  i n  29 counties; 
may have secondary 
1 ocations) 

37 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, r e a l  

property r lgh ts ,  small 
clalms. - Llmlted felony, mlsde- 
rneanor, DWI/DUI.  
Excluslve mlscellaneous 
c r im l  oil 1 j u r i  sd l  c t l on. - Tra f f l c /o ther  
v i  o l a t l  on. 

Jury t r l a l s ,  except I n  
small clalms and parking 
cases, 

I 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE 
COURT (171  c i t i e s /  
counties) 

163 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, small 

claims. 
- Llmited felony, misde- 

meanor, O W I / D U I .  - Tra f f fc /o ther  
v l o l  a t l  on. 

Jury t r i a l s  I n  some case 
types. 

JUVENILE COURT (5  j uven l l e  cour t  
d l s t r l c t s )  

9 judges 
CSIH case types: - Movl no t r a f  f l c .  m i  s c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c  

( j u v e i l  l e ) .  . - Excluslve j uven i l e  j u r l s d l c t l o n .  

I NO j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  1 
Court o f  
general 

j u  r l  sdl c t 1 on 1 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the  t e x t  a t  the  beglnnlng o f  t h l s  sect ion which contafns lmportant lnformatlon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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VERMONT COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc 
CSIH case types: 
- Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  cr iminal. 

admin is t ra t ive agency, juveni le, o r i g ina l  
proceeding, i n te r l ocu to ry  decision cases. - Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n i nter locutory  
decision cases. 

I I 

t 
SUPERIOR COURT (14 counties) 

10 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract, support/custody, 

paternitylbastardy, miscellaneous 
domestic re la t ions.  miscellaneous 
c i v i l .  Exclusive real-property 
r i gh ts ,  marriage d isso lut ion,  c i v i l  
appeals j u  r i  sdict ion. - T r iab le  felony. 

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

31 
DISTRICT COURT* (14 c i r c u i t s )  

14 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract, support/custody, 

paterni  tylbastardy, miscellaneous 
domestic re la t ions.  mental health. 
Exclusive small claims ju r i sd i c t i on .  - Tr iab le felony. Exclusive mis- 
demeanor, DWI/DUI j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive moving t r a f f i c ,  miscel- 
1 aneous t r a f f i c .  o r d i  nance v io la t ion,  
j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  

Jury t r i  a1 s. 

I I PROBATE COURT (19 d i s t r i c t s )  1 
The number o f  judges i s  unknown 
CSIH case types: - Mental health, miscellaneous domestic 

re la t ions,  miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive 
adoption, estate j u r i sd i c t i on .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  
I I 

:ourt o f  
l a s t  

reso r t  

Courts o f  
general 

l u r i  sd i c t l on  

*The D i s t r i c t  Court was created as a cour t  o f  l i m i t e d  j u r i sd i c t i on .  bu t  since i t s  creation, has 
s tead i l y  increased i t s  scope t o  include almost a l l  c r iminal  business. I n  1983, the D i s t r i c t  Court 
was granted j u r i s d i c t i o n  over a l l  c r iminal  cases. and has become the cour t  o f  general j u r l s d l c t i o n  
f o r  most cr iminal  matters. 

Court o f  
1 i m i  ted  

j u r i  sd i  c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning of t h i s  section which contains important in format ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I SUPREME COURT* I 
7 j us t i ces  s l t  en banc and i n  panels 
CSIH case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  cap i ta l  cr iminal, 

adml n l s t r a t i v e  agency, 1 awyer d i s c l p l  lnary  
cases. 

- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal, admin is t ra t ive agency, 
juveni le ,  judge d i sc ip l i na ry ,  o r i g ina l  
proceeding, I n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases. 

t 
I CIRCUIT COURT (31  c i r c u i t s )  

120 judges 
CSIH case types: - Tort .  contract, r e a l  property r ights .  

mental health, admi n l s t r a t i v e  agency 
appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l .  Exclusive 
domestic re la t i ons  (except f o r  support/ 
custody), c i  v i  1 appeals from tri a1 courts, 
estate j u r l  sd l  c t  1 on. - Mlsdemeanor. cr iminal  appeals, miscel- 
1 aneous cr iminal  . Exclusive t r i a b l e  
felony j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Ordinance v io la t ion.  

I Jury t r l a l s .  

Juvenile, and Domestic Relat ions Courts)** 

99.75 FTE general d i s t r i c t  and 69.25 FTE 
j uven l l e  and domestic re la t i ons  judges 

CSIH case types: - Tort, contract, rea l  property r i gh ts ,  
support/custody , mental health, admi n l  s- 
t r a t i v e  agency appeals. - Misdemeanor. Exclusive OWI/OUI. l l m i t e d  
fe lony j u r l  sd l  c t  ion. - Ordinance v io la t ion.  Excluslve moving 
t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscellaneous t r a f f l c  
j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r l sd fc t i on .  

No j u  r y  t r i  a1 s . 

Court o f  
l a s t  

resor t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r l  sdi  c t l o n  

Court of  
1 i m i  ted 

j u r l s d i c t l o n  

*The V l rg ln fa  Court o f  Appeals, an intermediate appellate court, became e f fec t l ve  January 1, 1985. 
**The D i s t r l c t  Court i s  re fer red t o  as the  Juvenile and Oomestlc Relat lons Court when hearing 

j uven i l e  and domestic re la t i ons  cases, and as the General D i s t r i c t  Court f o r  the balance o f  the 
cases. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h l s  sectlon which contains Important Information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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WASHINGTON COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT 

9 j us t i ces  s i t  en banc and i n  panels 
CSIM case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  I n  c l v l l .  cr iminal ,  

admi n l  s t r a t i v e  agency, juvenl  le,  c e r t l  f i e d  
questions from federal courts cases. - Discret ionary j u r l s d l c t l o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
c a p l t a l  cr fminal .  admlnlstrat lve agency. 
juven l  le ,  d l s c i  p l  i nary, o r l  g ina l  proceed- 
lng, in te r locu tory  decis ion cases. 

I 
COURT OF APPEALS (3  div ls ions/courts)  

16 judges s l t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r l s d l c t i o n  I n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p l t a l  cr iminal ,  admlnlstrat ive agency, 
juven l le .  o r i g l n a l  proceeding cases. - Discret lonary j u r i s d i c t i o n  1 n adml n l s t r a -  
t 1 ve agency, 1 nter locu tory  decl s l  on 
cases. 

I 
SUPERIOR COURT (29 d i s t r i c t s )  

128 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract .  Excluslve rea l  

property r igh ts ,  domestlc re la t ions ,  
estate, mental heal th,  c l v l l  appeals, 
miscellaneous c l v l  1 j u r l sd l c t l on .  - Excluslve t r i a b l e  felony, cr lmlnal  appeals 
j u r i  sdl  c t i  on. - Excluslve j uven l l e  ju r fsd ic t fon .  

Jury t r i a l s  I n  most case types. 

t MUNICIPAL COURT (136 c i t i e s )  

Judges* 
C S I M  case types: - Misdemeanor, O W I / O U I .  - Moving t r a f f l c ,  parklng. 

m i  scel laneous t r a f f l c .  
Exclusive ordinance v i o l a t i o n  
j u r l sd l c t l on .  

Jury t r i a l s .  except i n  parking. 

DISTRICT COURT (64 count ies wi th 
68 locat ions)* 

Judges* 
C S I M  case types: - Tort, contract ,  miscellaneous 

domest 1 c re1 a t  1 ons. 
Exclusive small claims 
j u r i  sdlct lon.  - Misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. 
Excluslve l i m l t e d  felony 
j u  r i  sd l  c t  1 on. - Moving t r a f f i c .  parklng. 
mlscellaneous t r a f f l c .  

Jury t r i a l s ,  except I n  parklng. 

:ourt o f  
1 as t  

resor t  

I n  t e n e d l  a te  
appel late 

court  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Courts o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i  sd i c t l on  

*There are 203 judges asslgned t o  the Munlcipal Court and O i s t r l c t  Court: 164 are attorneys, 39 are  
non-attorneys; 87 are fu l l - t lme .  116 are part-t lme. 

* *Ofs t r i c t  Court provides servlces t o  mun lc lpa l l t les  t h a t  do not have a Munlclpal Court. 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the  beglnnlng of t h l s  sect ion whlch contalns Important informat lon 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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WEST VIRGINIA COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS 

5 j us t i ces  s i t  en hanc 
C S I M  case types: - No mandatory j u  r l  sdi  c t  i on. 
- Discretionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  

non-capital cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t ive 
agency. juveni le .  d i sc ip l i na ry .  c e r t i f i e d  
questions from the federal courts. or fg ina 
proceeding. i n te r l ocu to ry  decision 
cases. 

f 1 CIRCUIT COURT (31  c i r c u i t s )  

60 judges 
C S I M  case types: - Tort. contract. Exclusive rea l  property 

r i gh ts ,  domestic re la t ions,  mental health, 
estate. c i v i l  appeals, miscellaneous c i v i l  
j u r i sd i c t i on .  

cr iminal. Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, 
cr iminal  appeals j u r i  sdi  c t i  on. 

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  
Jury t r i a l s .  

- Nisdemeanor. DUI /DU l .  miscellaneous 

t 
I 

MAGISTRATE COURT (55 counties) 

150 magistrates 
C S I M  case types: - Tort ,  contract. - Misdemeanor. D \ J I / O U I .  Exclusive 

l im i ted  felony j u r i sd i c t i on .  - Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous 
t r a f  f ic .  

Jury t r i a l s .  

1 
t 

Court o f  
1 as t  

reso r t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

I 11 MUNICIPAL COURT (54  courts) 

54  judges 
C S I M  case types: - DUI/OUI.  
- Moving t r a f f i c ,  miscellaneous 

t r a f f i c .  Exclusive parking, 
ordinance v i  o l  a t  i on ju r i sd i c t i on .  

11 No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

Courts o f  
1 i m i  ted 

j u r i  sd i c t  i on 

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the heginning o f  t h i s  section which contains important information 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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WISCONSIN COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

SUPREME COURT I 
7 jus t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l .  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r im ina l  , d isc ip l inary ,  c e r t i  f l e d  
questions from federal courts, o r i g i n a l  
proceeding cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 
cap i ta l  cr iminal ,  administrat ive agency, 
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. 

t 
I 1 COURT OF APPEALS (4 d i s t r i c t s / cou r t s )  

12 judges s i t  i n  3-judge d i s t r i c t s  
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  c i v i l ,  non- 

c a p i t a l  c r im ina l ,  administrat ive agency, 
juven i le ,  o r i g i n a l  proceeding cases. - Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  i n t e r l o c u t o i  
decis ion cases. 

1 

CIRCUIT COURT (69 c i r c u i t s )  

190 judges 
C S I M  case types: 
- Exclusive c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ( inc lud ing  

- DUI/DUI. Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony. 

- Contested: moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, 

- Exclusive juveni  1 e j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

Jury t r i a l  i n  most case types. 

c i v i l  appeals). 

misdemeanor. cr iminal  appeals j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  

m i  s c e l l  aneous t r a f f i c .  Ordinance v i o l a t i o r  
i f  no Municipal Court. 

t 
I 

MUNICIPAL COURT (211 c i t i e s )  

213 judges 
C S I M  case types: 

- T ra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion .  

No j u r y  t r i a l s .  

- DWI/DUI. 

Court o f  
1 as t  

resor t  

Intermediate 
appel 1 a te  

cour t  

Court o f  
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

1 

Court o f  
l i m i t e d  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 
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WYOMING COURT SYSTEM, 1984 

I I SUPREME COURT 

5 , jus t i ces  s i t  en banc 
C S I M  case types: - Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c i v i l ,  

cr iminal ,  admin is t ra t i ve  agency, juveni le,  
1 awyer df sc i  p l  {nary. c e r t i  f l e d  questions 
from the  federal courts,  o r i g i n a l  
proceeding cases. - No d iscre t ionary  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

I 

DISTRICT COURT (9 d i s t r i c t s )  

17 judges 
C S I f l  case types: - Tort. contract ,  rea l  property r igh ts .  

Exclusive domestic re la t ions  (except f o r  
miscellaneous domestic r e l a t i o n s ) ,  mental 
health, estate, c i v i l  appeals, miscel- 
1 aneous c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
- Exclusive t r i a b l e  felony, c r im ina l  appeals 

- Exclusive j uven i l e  j u r i sd i c t i on .  I Jury t r i a l s .  

9 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
( 2 1  mun ic ipa l i t i es  I n  15 counties 
and 7 d i s t r i c t s )  

26 j us t i ces  o f  t he  peace 
C S I H  case types: - Tort. contract ,  r e a l  property 

r igh ts ,  small claims. - Limited felony, misdemeanor, 
D W I  /DU I. - Moving t r a f f i c ,  parking, miscel- 
laneous t r a f f i c l o t h e r  v io la t ion .  

Jury t r i a l s .  except i n  small claims. 

mun ic ipa l i t ies )  

19 judges 
C S I H  case tvoes: 

I 

MUNICIPAL COURT ( 7 8  munic ipa l i t ies )  

76 judges 
C S I M  case types: - DWI/DUI.  - Moving t r a f f i c .  parking, miscel- 

1 aneous t r a f  f i c .  Excl i isi  ve 
ordinance v i o l a t i o n  j u r i  sdict ion.  

Jury t r i  a 1 s . 

.ts. 1 2  counties, 22 

- Tort, co&act. rea l  property r igh ts ,  
small claims, miscellaneous domestic 
re1 ations. - Limited felony. misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. - Moving t r a f f i c .  parking. miscellaneous 
t r a f f i c  v io la t ion .  

I Jury t r i a l s ,  except i n  small claims. 

Court o f  
1 ast  

resor t  1 
Court of 
general 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  

NOTE: Be sure t o  read the t e x t  a t  the beginning o f  t h i s  sect ion which contains important informat ion 
relevant t o  each chart. 

248 



FIGURE H: State trial courts with incidental appellate jurisdiction, 1984. 

" I n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n "  i s  a term 
adopted by t h e  COSCA Cour t  S t a t i s t i c s  and 
I n f o r m a t i o n  Systems Committee t o  des ignate  t h e  
a u t h o r i t y  g i v e n  t o  review c i v i l  and c r i m i n a l  
cases o f  o t h e r  t r i a l  c o u r t s  ( o r  d i v i s i o n s  
t h e r e o f )  o r  o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. 
i n  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  column i n d i c a t e s  whether a 
c o u r t  has such i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
A l l  s t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  f i g u r e  
i n  o r d e r  t o  c l e a r l y  i d e n t i f y  those wh ich  have 
i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l  a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

The source o f  t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals i n d i c a t e s  
t h e  c o u r t s  f rom which t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals come, 
and whether they  a r e  heard do novo o r  on t h e  
record.  Th is  d i s t i n c t i o n  between de novo and on 
t h e  record  appeals i s  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  
reasons. F i r s t ,  f rom an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
perspec t ive ,  de novo appeals consume more 

An " X "  

resources than on t h e  r e c o r d  appeals. 
t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  an appeal i n  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t  may 
a f f e c t  subsequent appeals o f  r i g h t  i n  t h e  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  F i n a l l y ,  appeals f rom 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies t o  t h e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  
p r o v i d e  t h e  f i r s t  l i n k  between a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  law 
and t h e  r e g u l a r  s t a t e  c o u r t s .  

An " X "  i n  t h e  column e n t i t l e d  "Source o f  
t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals" i n d i c a t e s  t h e  c o u r t ( s 1  f rom 
wh ich  appeals a r e  taken. A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e r e  i s  
i n f o r m a t i o n  n e x t  t o  t h e  " X "  t o  i n d i c a t e  whether 
t h e  appeal i s :  on t h e  record ;  (de novo) on t h e  
record ;  o r  de novo. 

The s t a t e  c o u r t  system o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r t s  
found i n  P a r t  111 o f  t h i s  volume a l s o  i n d i c a t e  
t h e  r o u t e s  o f  appeal f o r  b o t h  t r i a l  and a p p e l l a t e  
c o u r t s  i n  each s t a t e  c o u r t  system. 

Second, 
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FIGURE H: State trial courts with incidental appellate jurisdiction, 1984. 

H e a r s  a p p e a l s  
J u r i s -  'from t r i a l  c o u r t s  f rom admin is t ra -  Source o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  - - -  d i c t i o n  C i  v i 1  c r i m i n a l  t i v e  agencies t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals 

ALABAMA: 
C i r c u i t  C o u r t  G X X X 

X de novo D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 
Probate Cour t  L X de novo 
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  L X de novo 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X (de novo) on t h e  

ALASKA: 
S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G X X X 

r e c o r d  
ARIZONA : 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 
J u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  
M u n i c i p a l  Cour t  L X on t h e  r e c o r d  

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
Chancery and Probate Cour t  G X de novo 

X de novo Cour t  o f  Comnon Pleas L 
X de novo County C o u r t  L 

Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L X de novo 
City Court ,  P o l i c e  Cour t  L X de novo 

Super io r  C o u r t  G X X X 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  L X b o t h  de novo and 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X 
Water Cour t  G 
County Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

L X on the  r e c o r d  

L X b o t h  de novo and 

SAS : 

CALIFORNIA: 

ADO : 

S u p e r i o r  Cour t  G X 
Probate Cour t  L 

Cour t  o f  Chancery G 
S u p e r i o r  Cour t  G X X X 
Fami ly  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  L X de novo 
Cour t  o f  Comnon Pleas L X on t h e  r e c o r d  

X de novo Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  o f  Wi lmington L 
Alderman's Cour t  L X de novo 

S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  G X 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
County C o u r t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

Super io r  C o u r t  G X X X 
S t a t e  Cour t  L 
Juveni  1 e C o u r t  L 
J u s t i c e  of the  Peace Cour t  L 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L 
C i v i l  Cour t  L 
M a g i s t r a t e  C o u r t  L X '  de novo 
Probate Cour t  L X de novo 
 recorder"^ Cour t  L 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X Magi s t r a t e s  O i  v i -  

i 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 

I D A :  

EORGIA: 

""tKi t Cour t  G X 

Y2i:i C o u r t  G X 

~ D A H O :  

s i o n  ( b o t h  de novo 
and on the  r e c o r d )  

Super io r  Cour t  and C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
Probate C o u r t  L 
County Cour t  L 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  o f  Marion County L 
Small Claims Cour t  o f  Marion County L 
City Cour t  and Town Cour t  L X de novo 
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FIGURE H: S t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1984.(continued) 

IOWA: 
Ois t r i c t  Cour t  G X X M a g i s t r a t e s  and 

assoc ia te  judges 
on the  r e c o r d  

T S A i c  t Cour t  G X X X M a g i s t r a t e  judges 

KENTUCKY: 

on t h e  r e c o r d  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo 

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X on the  record,  

(de novo) on t h e  
r e c o r d  

ANA : 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X 
City Cour t  and P a r i s h  Courts L X on the  r e c o r d  
Fami ly  Cour t  and J u v e n i l e  Cour t  
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  L X de novo 

X de novo Mayor's Cour t  L 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X X 

L 

MINE: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
Probate Cour t  L X on t h e  r e c o r d  

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X b o t h  de novo and 
Y',"C1Yt Court  G X X X 

on the  r e c o r d  
Orphans ' Cour t  L 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
T r i a l  Cour t  o f  t he  Cornonwealth: G 

Super io r  Cour t  Department X X X Other departments 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Department X On t h e  r e c o r d  

b o t h  de novo and 
on the  r e c o r d  

X De novo: 
D i s t r i c t  Court,  
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  

D i s t r i c t  Court  i n  
S u f f o l k  County, 

Boston Mun ic ipa l  
Cour t  

Boston Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  Dept. X X On the  record :  

Housing Cour t  Department 
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  Department 
Probate and Fami ly  Court  Dept. 

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X X 
Cour t  o f  Claims G 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo 
Probate Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

X on t h e  r e c o r d  
Probate Cour t  L X on t h e  r e c o r d  

X de novo C o n c i l i a t i o n  Cour t  L 
County Mun ic ipa l  Court  L X on the  r e c o r d  ' 

C i r c u i t  Court  G 
Chancery Cour t  G 
County Cour t  L 
Fami ly  Court  L 
Munic ipa l  Court  L 
J u s t i c e  Court  L 

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X X Associate,  Mun ic ipa l  
D i v i s i o n s  -- de novo 

D i s t r i c t  Court  G X X X 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  

and Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo 
City Cour t  L X de novo 

"E?:; Cour t  G X X ! 
County Court  L 

-PI: (Data a r e  u n a v a i l a b l e )  

RI :  

MONTANA: 
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FIGURE H: S t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1984.-(cont inued) 

H e a r s  a p p e a l s  
J u r i s -  f rom t r i a l  c o u r t s  from admln is t ra -  Source o f  

S t a t e  and c o u r t  t i t l e :  - - -  d i c t i o n  C1 VI1 c r i m i n a v  t i v e  agencies t r i a l  c o u r t  appeals 

NEBRASKA: 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X 
Workmen's Compensation Court  L 
Separate J u v e n i l e  Court  L 
County Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

X on the  r e c o r d  J u s t i c e  Cour t  L 
(de novo) on t h e  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo i f  j u r y  
t r l a l  requested 

Super io r  Cour t  G X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X de novo 
Probate Cour t  L 

L X de novo 

Super io r  C o u r t  G X 

"E:A c t  Court  G X X X 

r e c o r d  

E :  

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X (de novo) on t h e  
record,  

on t h e  r e c o r d  
-Sur rogate 's  Cour t  L 

'?ZfEOt.Court G X X X 
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L X de novo 

X de novo Probate Cour t  L 
X de novo M u n i c i p a l  Court  L 

Bernal  ill o County Metropol  1 tan  C o u r t  L X de novo 

Supreme Cour t  G 
County Cour t  G X X 
C i v i l  Cour t  o f  t h e  City o f  New York L 
Cr imina l  Cour t  o f  City o f  New York L 
Fami ly  Cour t  L 
Surrogates ' Cour t  L 
Cour t  o f  C1 aims L 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  and City Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
Town Cour t  and V i l l a g e  J u s t i c e  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 
D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  L X do novo 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  G X X X a  
County Cour t  L X de novo 
Mun ic ipa l  C o u r t  L X de novo 

Cour t  o f  Common Pleas G X 
County Cour t  L X 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X 
Cour t  o f  Claims L X 
Mayor 's Cour t  L X de novo 

Cour t  o f  l a x  Review L X 
Mun ic ipa l  C r i m i n a l  Cour t  o f  Record 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
Tax Cour t  G X 
D I  s t r i c t  Cour t  L 
County Cour t  L X de novo 
J u s t i c e  Cour t  L X de novo 
Mun ic i  a1 Cour t  L X de novo 

D i s t r i c t  J u s t i c e  Court  L X de novo 
P h i l a d e l  p h i a  M u n i c i p a l  C o u r t  L X de novo 
Phi  l a d e l p h l a  T r a f f i c  Cour t  L X de novo 
P i t t s b u r g h  City M a g i s t r a t e s  Cour t  L X de novo 

INA: 

TA: 

0: 

YET?; t c o u r t  G X X 

and Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  Not  o f  Record L X de novo 
N: 

T E F 5 I t i m n o n  P1 eas G X X X 

Y. n 
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FIGURE H: S t a t e  t r i a l  c o u r t s  w i t h  i n c i d e n t a l  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  1984.(continued) 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Super io r  Cour t  G X X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X 
Mun ic ipa l  Judges L 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X X 

Fami ly  Cour t  L 

ISLANO: 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X de novo 

X de novo Probate Cour t  L 
L 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
Fami ly  Cour t  L 
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L X de novo, 

(de novo) on the  
record,  

on t h e  r e c o r d  
Probate Cour t  L X ( d i t t o )  

L X ( d i t t o )  

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X X M a g i s t r a t e s  D i v i s i o n  
de novo ( u s u a l l y )  

%:::*Court, Chancery Court,  
C r i m i  na l  Cour t  G X X X 

General Sessions Cour t  L X de novo 
Probate Court  L X de novo 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo 
J u v e n i l e  Cour t  L X de novo 

Y S t r i c t  Court  and 
Cr imina l  D i s t r i c t  Court  G X 

County Court,  and Probate Cour t  L X X 
County Cour t  a t  Law, C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  

Mun ic ipa l  Court  L X de novo 
J u s t i c e  o f  t he  Peace Cour t  L X de novo 

C i r c u i t  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  L X de novo 

'TYi tri c t  Cour t  G X X X 

J u v e n i l e  Court  L 

Super io r  Cour t  G X X 
D i  s t r i c t  Cour t  G X Small c l a i m s :  

de novo, on t h e  
r e c o r d  

Probate Cour t  L X de novo, on t h e  
r e c o r d  

NT: 

T;Zi Court  G X X X 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X X de novo 

D i s t r i c t  Cour t  L X de novo, 

Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X de novo, on the  

WASHINGTON: 
Super io r  Cour t  G X X X 

on the  r e c o r d  

r e c o r d  
I N I A :  

C i r c u i t  Cour t  G X X X 
M a g i s t r a t e  Cour t  L X de novo 
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L 

C i r c u i t  Court  G X X X 
I N :  

Munic ipa l  J u s t i c e  Cour t  L X de novo, 
on t h e  r e c o r d  

c t Court  G X X X 
County Cour t  L X on t h e  r e c o r d  
J u s t i c e  o f  t h e  Peace Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  
Mun ic ipa l  Cour t  L X on the  r e c o r d  

Source: Data were gathered from t h e  c o u r t  p r o f i l e s  used t o  compi le t h e  1984 S t a t e  T r i a l  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  
Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  

J u r i s d i c t i o n  codes : 253 
G = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t .  
L = L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  c o u r t .  



FIGURE I: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases to state 
appellate courts, 1984. 

An impor tan t ,  b u t  o f t e n  over1 ooked component 
o f  s t a t e  c o u r t  systems i s  the  l i n k  between 
"convent iona l  " c o u r t  cases t h a t  r o u t i n e l y  make up 
t h e  workloads o f  s t a t e  c o u r t s  (e.g., c r i m i n a l ,  
t o r t ,  and j u v e n i l e  cases), and cases i n v o l v i n g  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies. F i g u r e  I demonstrates 
t h e  1 i n k  between these two i m p o r t a n t  components 
o f  t he  l e g a l  system by i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  r o u t e  o f  
appeals o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency d e c i s i o n s  t o  the  
s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
t h a t  no i n f o r m a t i o n  was a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h a t  data 
element. 
d e f i n e d  a t  t he  end o f  t h i s  f i g u r e .  

There a r e  t h r e e  b a s i c  sources o f  these 
cases. They may come t o  the  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t  
d i r e c t l y  f rom e i t h e r  t h e  agency, t he  t r i a l  
c o u r t s ,  o r  t he  i n t e r m e d i a t e  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s .  
The most f r e q u e n t l y  c i t e d  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agencies 

A b lank  space i n d i c a t e s  

A l l  codes used i n  t h i s  f i g u r e  a r e  

from which appeals a re  taken d i r e c t l y  t o  the  
a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a re  s p e c i f i c a l l y  i d e l t i f l e d  i n  
t h i s  t a b l e  u s i n g  t h e  gener ic  terms: P u b l i c  
Serv ice  Commission," "Workers' Compensation 
Commission, I' and "Unemployment Insurance 
Commission." Other agencies a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  when 
appropr ia te .  

1 i n k  between a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  law and convent iona l  
s t a t e  c o u r t s ,  an "M" and "D" a r e  used i n  l i e u  o f  
t he  "X"  employed i n  t h e  prev ious  tab les .  An "t i l "  
i n d i c a t e s  a mandator{ appeal coming from the  
s p e c i f i e d  source; a D" means a d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
appeal, and an "M/D" represents  e i t h e r  a 
mandatory o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  appeal, depending on 
t h e  s i t u a t l o n .  An "0" i s  used when an appeal 
cannot come d i r e c t l y  f rom t h e  s p e c i f i c  source. 

To f u r t h e r  enhance an understanding o f  t he  
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FIGURE I: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases_to state-- 
appellate courts, 1984.. 

0 

An appeal o f  an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency case comes t o  t h i s  c o u r t  

Yorkers UnemDl o y -  I n t e r -  
d i r e c t l y  f rom the :  

S t a t e :  
Cour t  name 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  C i v i l  

Appeals ........... 
Cour t  o f  C r im ina l  

Appeals ........... 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

ARIZONA : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

COLORADO : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  .... 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

D I S T R I C T  OF COLUMBIA: 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
D i s t r i c t  Cour t  o f  
Appeals ........... 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
In te rmed ia te  Cour t  
o f  Appeals ........ 

IDRItO: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

. -  
P u b l i c  Compen- ment mediate 

Cour t  Se rv i ce  s a t i o n  Insurance T r i a l  a p p e l l a t e  
t ype  Comm. Comm. Comm. Other  Agencies: c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t  

COLR I4 0 0 

I A C  0 0 0 

I4 

0 

0 0 

M -- 

COLR 0 0 0 -- -- I A C  -- 

COLR 0 0 0 
I A C  0 M D 

0 
0 

0 D 
M -- 

0 0 0 ALCOHOL BEVERAGE CONTROL (M/D) 
-- COLR 0 0 M 0 0 

COLR 0 

COLR D 0 0 0 0 0 
I A C  0 D 0 M/D n/o -- 
--- 

COLR I4 0 0 0 
I A C  0 M 14 SEVERAL ( M )  

0 D 
f4 -- 

COLR 0 0 0 
I A C  0 M 0 

0 
0 

0 n/o  
M - -  

-- COLR 0 0 0 0 M 
--- 

-- COLR M M M ALL ( M )  0 
- - ~  

COLR M 0 0 0 0 14/D 

-- I A C  0 14 I4 ALL (MI 0 
- ~ -  

COLR 0 0 0 
I A C  0 0 0 

0 
0 

COLR 0 0 0 0 0 n/o  
-- I A C  M M M ALL (14) 0 

-~~ 
-- COLR M M M 0 M 

I A C  0 0 0 0 0 -- 
- - ~  
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FIGURE I? Route of  'aopeals o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases t o  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cour ts .  1984. (con t inued)  
-\ 

An appeal o f  an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency case comes t o  t h i s  c o u r t  

Workers Unemploy- I n t e r -  
P u b l i c  Compen- ment mediate 

S t a t e :  Court  S e r v i c e  s a t i o n  Insurance T r i a l  a p p e l l a t e  
C o u r t  name t y p e  Comm. Comm. Comm. Other Agencies: c o u r t  (s 1 c o u r t  

d i r e c t l y  f rom the:  

I L L  IN0 I S  : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Appel 1 a t e  Cour t  .... 

INDIANA: . 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
C o u r t  of Appeals ... 

IOWA : 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... 
C o u r t  of Appeals ... 

KANSAS : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
C o u r t  of Appeals ... 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ... 

COLR 0 0 0 0 M / O  
I A C  0 0 0 LABOR RELATIONS (14) ;  BO. ELEC (14)  1.1 

POLLUTION CONTROL (M) 
--- 

COLR 0 0 0 0 0 
I A C  I4 M M ALL, (14) 14 
--- 

COLR 0 0 0 
IAC 0 0 0 

0 
0 

M 
El 

COLR 0 0 0 0 
I A C  M 0 0 TAX BOARO (14)  

l.l/O 
I M 

COLR 0 0 0 
IAC 0 0 0 

0 
0 

0 
M/O 

COLR 0 0 0 0 M/O 
:M 0 CIVIL SERVICE COMM ( 1 4 ) ;  ENVIR. 

PROT. (MI; ETHICS COMT4. (M) 
I A C  M 0 

I4/D -- 

MAINE: 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  
C o u r t  S i t t i n g  as 
Law C o u r t  ......... COLR F1 0 0 0 I4 

MARY L At1 0 : 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... COLR 0 0 0 

Appeals ........... IAC 0 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Spec ia l  

0 

0 

M/U M/U 

_-  til 
--- 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme J u d i c i a l  

C o u r t  ............. COLR 0 0 D TAX BOARO (M) M/D D -- Appeals C o u r t  ...... I A C  0 0 0 LABOR RELATIONS(M1 14 

MICHIGAN : 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ... IAC M/O M/D M/D ALL (M/O) 

0 0 
0 _-  

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... COLR 0 14 0 TAX COURT ( M )  
C o u r t  o f  Appeals ... IAC M 0 M ALL (M) 

0 0 
M -- 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... COLR M 0 0 0 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... COLR 0 0 0 REVENUE CASES (M) 0 0 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... I A C  0 0 0 ALL (M) M _- 



FIGURE I: Route o f  appeals o f  admin i s t ra t i ve  agency cases t o  s t a t e  appe l l a te  cour ts ,  1984. (cont inued) 

An appeal o f  an admln fs t ra t i ve  agency case comes t o  t h i s  cou r t  
df r e c t l y  From- the: 

Workers Unemploy- I n t e r -  
Pub1 i c  Compen- ment mediate 

S ta te :  Court Service s a t i o n  Insurance T r i a l  appe l la te  
Court  name type corn. corn. corn. Other Agencies: c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t  

tIONTAIIA: 
Supreme Court  ...... COLR D D D ALL (D) D 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court  ...... 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court  ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

NElJ HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court  ...... COLR D 0 D ALL ( 0 )  0 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court  ...... 

o f  Super ior  Court  . 
Appe l la te  O i v i s f  on 

14/D 

- -  
COLR 0 0 0 0 0 

I A C  M 14 I4 ALL (M) 0 
--- 

NEW M E X I C O :  
Supreme Court  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 0 -- COLR M 0 M ALL (M/D) M 

I A C  0 0 0 ALL ( M I  M 
--- 

NEW YORK: 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 
Appe l la te  D i v i s i o n  
o f  Supreme Court  .. 

Appe l la te  Term o f  
Supreme Court  ..... 

COLR 0 0 0 0 0 

I A C  M* M M ENVIRONMENTAL BO; ( M I ;  M 
HUMAN RIGHTS APPEAL (M)  -- -- -- -- I A C  -- 

--- 
NORTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... 

1 
M/D COLR I4 0 0 0 0 

I A C  0 M 0 PROPERTY TAX (MI; COMM. 
INSURANCE (t.1); BD. STATE M/O 

CONTRACT APPEALS (14) 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court  ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

O H I O :  
Supreme Court  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... COLR I4 0 0 BOARD TAX APPEALS (MI; ELSE ( M I  0 

I A C  0 0 0 BOARD TAX APPEALS (14) M 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court  ...... COLR D 14 0 TAX COURT (M); BANKING BD (0) ;  D 

TAX COMM (D); BD PROPERTY/ 
CASUALTY RATES (D) 

-- -- -- -- COLR -- 
I A C  D M 0 CASES TRANSFERRED FROM 0 

SUPREME COURT 

-- 

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

Court  o f  Appeals ... 
--- 

OREGON : 
Supreme Court  ...... 
Court  o f  Appeals ... COLR 0 0 0 TAX COURT APPEALS ( M I  0 D -- I A C  M M M ALL (MI 0 

PEN NSY LVAN I A: 
Supreme Court  ...... 
Superior Court  ..... 
Commonwealth Court  . 

COLR 0 0 0 LEGISLATIVE REAPPOR. COMM (M) M D -- -- -- -- -- I A C  -- 
I A C  M/D MID H/D ALL (M/D)  M/D -- 
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FIGURE I :  Route o f  appeals o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency cases t o  s t a t e  a p p e l l a t e  cour ts ,  1984. (con t inued)  

An appeal o f  an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  agency case comes t o  t h i s  c o u r t  

Workers Unempl oy- I n t e r -  
d i r e c t l y  from the: 

P u b l i c  ComDen- ment 
S t a t e :  
Cour t  name 

PUERTO R I C O :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme C o u r t  ...... 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  of Appeals ... 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  

Appeals ........... 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Cr imina l  

Appeals ........... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

UTAH: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

V I R G I N I A :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Court  of Appeals ... 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 
Cour t  o f  Appeals ... 

WYOMING : 
Supreme Cour t  ...... 

Court  Serv ice  s a t i o n  Insurance 
type Comm. Comm. Comm. Other Agencies: 

COLR 0 M 0 LABOR RELATIONS; C O I N  
MUNICIPAL COMPLAINTS; 

MIN.  WAGE BO.; SUGAR BO ( M I  

COLR M D 0 0 
--- 

COLR 0 0 0 0 
I A C  0 0 0 CASES TRANSFERRED FRO14 

SUPREHE COURT 
--- 
COLR 0 0 0 0 
--- 
COLR 0 0 0 0 

I A C  0 0 0 0 

I A C  -- -- -- -- 
- - ~  

COLR 0 0 0 0 

COLR -- _ -  -- -- 
I A C  0 0 0 0 
--- 

COLR M M M ELSE, EXCEPT TAX C O I W S S I O H  ( 1 4 )  
--- 

COLR M M M (MI 
--- 

COLR M D 0 0 
--- 

COLR 0 0 0 0 
I A C  0 0 0 0 
--- 

COLR 0 D D 0 
--- 

COLR 0 0 0 0 
I A C  0 0 0 0 
--- 
COLR 0 0 0 0 

i itediate 
T r i a l  a p p e l l a t e  

c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t  

M/D - -  

D 0 
I4 - -  

0 D 
M - -  

0 0 

0 tl/D 
D -- 

D 0 
Id -- 

_ -  - - Data element i s  i n a p p l i c a b l e .  
ALL = A l l  s t a t e  agency cases. 

ELSE = A l l  o t h e r  s t a t e  agency cases. 

New York--Appel late D i v i s i o n  o f  Supreme Court :  P u b l i c  Serv ice  Commission cases a r e  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  the  T h i r d  
Department on ly .  

Source: 1984 S t a t e  A p p e l l a t e  Cour t  J u r i s d i c t i o n  Guide f o r  S t a t i s t i c a l  Report ing.  
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FIGURE J: Number of judges/justices in the state courts, 1984. 

Cour t (  s) I n t e r m e d i a t e  General L i m i t e d  
o f  l a s t  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  j u r i s d i c t f  on 

S ta te :  r e s o r t  c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t (  s 1 

A1 abama 9 8 114 813 ( i n c l u d e s  435 mayors) 
Alaska 5 3 27 68 ( i n c l u d e s  54 m a g i s t r a t e s )  
Ar izona 5 15 91 263 ( i n c l u d e s  84 j u s t i c e s  o f  the  

peace, 73 p a r t - t i m e  judges)  
Arkansas 13 -- 67 331 ( i n c l u d e s  61 j u v e n i l e  r e f e r e e s )  

Cal i f o r n i  a 7 74 749 ( i n c l u d e s  78 704 ( i n c l u d e s  93 commissioners, 

Colorado 7 10 107 339 
Connect icu t  6 5 125 131 
Del aware 5 -- 15 90 ( i n c l u d e s  53 j u s t i c e s  o f  t he  

commissioners, 9 r e f e r e e s )  
16 r e f e r e e s )  

peace, 1 c h i e f  mag is t ra te ,  
9 aldermen, 2 deput ies ,  
2 a s s i s t a n t s ,  2 mayors) 

-- D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia 9 -- 51 
F1 o r i d a  7 46 339 206 
Georgia 7 9 124 799 (da ta  a r e  incomplete;  i n c l u d e s  

86 p a r t - t i m e  judges, 159 c h i e f  
mag is t ra tes ,  340 magi s t r a t e s  1 

Hawaii  5 3 24 22 

Idaho 5 3 102 ( i n c l u d e s  71 -- 

I 1 1  i n o i s  7 34 705 
Ind iana 5 12 193 
Iowa 9 6 304 ( i n c l u d e s  166 

lawyer  and non- 
lawyer  m a g i s t r a t e s )  -- 

159 -- 
p a r t - t i m e  mag- 
i s t r a t e s )  

d i s t r i c t  magis- 
Kansas 7 7 214 ( i n c l u d e s  74 356 

Kentucky 
Lou is iana 

7 
7 

Ma i ne 7 -_  15 40 

154 Mary1 and 7 13 104 
Massachusetts 7 10 279 
M i  c h i  gan 7 18 165 361 
t l i  nnesota 9 12 72 134 
M i s s i s s i p p i  9 -- 79 509 ( i n c l u d e s  200 mayors, 191 j u s -  

-- 

t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace) 

El issour i  
Montana 

Nebraska 
Nevada 

7 
7 

32 -- 638 
32 

-- 
167 ( i n c l u d e s  82 j u s t i c e s  o f  t he  

67 
69 ( i n c l u d e s  54 j u s t i c e s  o f  the  

peace 1 

peace 1 

New Hampshire 5 -- 18 104 ( i n c l u d e s  44 p a r t - t i m e  judges)  
New Jersey 7 21 308 390 ( i n c l u d e s  21 sur rogates)  
New Mexico 5 7 48 192 
New York 7 60 435 3,009 ( i n c l u d e s  76 sur rogates ,  

N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  7 12 168 ( i n c l u d e s  100 756 ( i n c l u d e s  614 m a g i s t r a t e s )  
c l e r k s  who hear 
uncontested probate)  

Nor th  Dakota 5 -- 26 174 
O l i i  o 7 53 329 950 ( i n c l u d e s  G90 mayors) 
Oklahoma 

Oregon 7 10 85 247 
Pennsylvania 7 24 309 578 ( i n c l u d e s  554 j u s t i c e s  o f  the  

Puerto Rico 7 -- 32 166 
Rhode I s l a n d  5 -- 19 63 (da ta  a r e  incomple te)  

2,327 j u s t i c e  o f  t he  peace) 

12 12 2 02 273 ( i n c l u d e s  unknown number o f  
p a r t - t i m e  judges)  

peace 1 
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FIGURE J: Number o f  j u d g e s / j u s t i c e s  i n  the  s t a t e  c o u r t s ,  1984Jcont inued) 

Cour t (s1  In te rmed ia te  General L i m i t e d  
o f  l a s t  a p p e l l a t e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Sta te :  r e s o r t  c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t ( s )  c o u r t ( s  1 

South C a r o l i n a  5 6 31 662 ( i n c l u d e s  320 m a g i s t r a t e s )  
South Dakota 5 _- 183 ( i n c l u d e s  13 p a r t -  -- 

t ime lawyer mag is t ra tes ,  
15 l a y  mag is t ra tes ,  81 
f u l l  - t ime magi s t r a t e /  
c l e r k s ,  32 p a r t - t i m e  
l a y  magi s t r a t e / c l e r k s  1 

Tennessee 5 21 122 

Texas 18 80 367 

434 ( i n c l u d e s  38 p a r t - t i m e  

2,405 ( i n c l u d e s  940 j u s t i c e s  o f  
judges 1 

Utah 5 _- 29 209 ( i n c l u d e s  163 j u s t i c e s  o f  

Vermont 5 -- 24 33 (1982 f i g u r e )  
V i  r g f  n i a  7 _- 120 162 

Washington 9 16 128 203 ( i n c l u d e s  116 p a r t - t i m e  

the  peace) 

judges) 
West V i r g i n i a  5 -_ 60 204 ( i n c l u d e s  150 m a s i s t r a t e s )  
M i  sconsi  n 7 12 190 

17 Hyorni ng 5 -_ 
- 

21 3 
121 ( i n c l u d e s  26 j u s t i c e s  of 

t h e  peace) 

T o t a l  361 71 6 8,401 18,158 

-- = The s t a t e  does n o t  have a c o u r t  a t  t he  i n d i c a t e d  l e v e l .  

WOTE: T h i s  t a b l e  i d e n t l f i e s ,  i n  parentheses, a l l  i n d i v i d u a l s  who hear :ases b u t  a re  n o t  e n t i t l e d  judges/ 
j u s t i c e s .  
mag is t ra tes ,  j u s t i c e s  o f  t h e  peace, e tc . ,  i n  o t h e r  s ta tes .  

Some s ta tes ,  however, may have g iven the  t i t l e  " judge t o  o f f i c i a l s  \vho are  c a l l e d  
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Appendix A: Technical discussion of former estimation procedures 

A. C a l c u l a t i o n  o f  M i s s i n g  and Incomple te  Data 

e s t i m a t e  t h e  t o t a l  volume o f  f i l i n g s  and 
d i s p o s i t i o n s  i n  a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  and f o r  t h e  
t o t a l  c i v i l .  c r i m i n a l .  and j u v e n i l e  caseloads i n  

L e a s t  squares l i n e a r  r e g r e s s i o n  was used t o  

t r i a l  court ;  i n  t h e  1981 Annual Report .  
procedure was s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  one t h a t  was used t o  

That 

e s t i m a t e  n a t i o n a l  t o t a l s  f o r  p r e v i o u s  e d i t i o n s  o f  
t h e  Annual Re o r t .  As a v a i l a b l e  f r o m  s t a t e  t o  
stat& independent v a r i a b l e s  was used 
i n  a s e r i e s  o f  r e g r e s s i o n  equat ions  t o  p r e d i c t  
1981 f i l i n g s  and d i s p o s i t i o n s  f o r  s t a t e s  f o r  whom 
data  were n o t  a v a i l a b l e .  
e q u a t i o n  was c a l c u l a t e d  u s i n g  da ta  f rom a l l  50 
s t a t e s ,  t h e  U i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, P u e r t o  Rico,  
and, f o r  t r i a l  c o u r t s ,  Guam. 

The b e s t  p r e d i c t i v e  e q u a t i o n  f o r  each 
dependent v a r i a b l e  was i d e n t i f i e d ,  u s i n g  a 
s tepwise  procedure. 
p r e d i c t i v e  e q u a t i o n  o n l y  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 h e  p < . O o l  
l e v e l .  T h i s  e q u a t i o n  was t h e n  used-to p r o v i d e  
t h e  es t imates  f o r  a l l  c o u r t s  f o r  wh ich  a l l  t h e  

Each r e g r e s s i o n  

V a r i a b l e s  were added t o  t h e  

independent v a r i a b l e s  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  p r e d i c t i v e  
e q u a t i o n  were a v a i l a b l e .  
c a l c u l a t e d  aga in  u s i n g  a reduced nuiiiber o f  
independent v a r i a b l e s ,  t a i l o r e d  t o  t l i e  da ta  
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  remain ing  s t a t e s .  
r e s u l t e d  i n  a h i e r a r c h y  o f  r e g r e s s i o n  equat ions  
f o r  each f i g u r e  t o  be p r e d i c t e d .  The p r e d i c t i v e  
equat ions  t h a t  were used t o  e s t i m a t e  f i l i n g s  and 
d i s p o s i t i o n s  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t l i e  p r e v i o u s  
e d i t i o n s  o f  t h i s  s e r i e s .  

The r e g r e s s i o n   as 

T h i s  

T h i s  year ,  however, i t  was deter in ined t h a t  
when t l i e  numerous v a r i a t i o n s  i n  t h e  way cases a r e  
counted i n  t h e  t r i a l  and a p p e l l a t e  c o u r t s  a r e  
cons idered w i t h  t h e  nuinber o f  c o u r t s  t h a t  r e p o r t  
complete and comparable d a t a  f o r  t h e  v a r i o u s  case 
types ,  any e f f o r t  t o  compute n a t i o n a l  e s t i m a t e s  
f o r  m i s s i n g  da ta  would be based on t o o  smal l  a 
sample, r e s u l t i n g  i n  an u r i r e l i a b l e  s e t  o f  
f i g u r e s .  These f i g u r e s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  were n o t  
comDuted. We hooe t o  r e i n s t a t e  t h i s  Drocedure 
f o r '  t l i e  19b5 Annbal Report ,  depending'on t l i e  
q u a n t i t y  and ua i t  o da ta .  F o r  t h i s  Report ,  
we have i n c l u j e d ' o n f y  :otals o f  r e p o r t e d  cases i n  
t h e  a p p e l l a t e  and t r i a l  c o u r t s .  
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Appendix B: Sources of 1984 state court caseload statistics. 

ALABAI4A: 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  Courts, Alabama J u d i c i a l  System Annual Report,  F i s c a l  
Year 1904 (Montgomery, Alabama: 1984). 
Supreme Cour t  and by the  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  of  Courts.  

COLR, IAC,  GJC, LJC: 
(Anchorage, Alaska: 1985). 

COLR, IAC,  GJC, LJC: A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts,  The Ar izona Courts,  1984 Annual J u d i c i a l  
Re o r t  (Phoenix, Ar izona: 1985). 
&or o f  t he  Courts.  

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
Department o f  Arkansas, FY 83-84 ( L i t t l e  Rock, Arkansas: 1985). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC. LJC: 
the  C a l i f o r n i a  Courts (San Franc isco ,  C a l i f o r n i a :  1985). 
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  o f  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  Courts. 

A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished da ta  were prov ided by by the  C lerk  o f  t he  

ALASKA: 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  of t he  Courts, Alaska Cour t  System, 1984 Annual Report  

ARIZONA : 

A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ided by the  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  

ARKANSAS: 
Execut ive  Secre tary  o f  t he  Arkansas J u d i c i a l  Department, Report  o f  t h e  J u d i c i a l  

CALIFORH I A :  
J u d i c i a l  Counci l  o f  C a l i f o r n i a ,  1985 Annual Report o f  t he  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  

A d d i t i o n a l  ur ipubl ished data were prov ided by 

COLORADO: 
COLR, IAC,  GJC, LJC: S t a t e  Cour t  Admin is t ra to r ,  Annual Report,  Colorado J u d i c i a r y  1983-84 (Denver, 
Colorado: 1984). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: C h i e f  Court  Admin is t ra to r ,  J u d i c i a l  Department, Report o f  t he  Connect icu t  J u d i c i a l  
Department, 1982-1384 ( H a r t f o r d .  Connect icut :  1985). 

CONNECTICUT: 

DELAWARE: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: D i r e c t o r ,  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  the  Courts,  1904 Annual Report  o f  t he  Delaware 
Judi  c i  a r L  ( W i l  m i  ngton, Del aware: 1985). 

DISTRICT OF COLU14BIA: 
COLR, GJC: 
O f f i c e r ,  1984 Annual Report (Washington, O.C.: 1985). 
C le rk  o f  t he  Cour t  o f  Appeals and by t h e  Execut ive  O f f i c e r .  

J o i n t  Committee on J u d i c i a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  i n  the  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia and the  Execut ive  
A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ided by the  

FLORIDA : 
COLR, IAC,  GJC, LJC: Unpublished da ta  were prov ided by the  S t a t e  Courts Admin is t ra to r .  

GEORGIA: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: 
Annual Report  on the  Work o f  t he  Georgia Courts ( A t l a n t a ,  Georgia: 1985). 
1 A C :  

GJC: 

The J u d i c i a l  Counci l  o f  Georgia and 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, E leventh  

Unpubl ished data were prov ided by t h e  C lerk  o f  the  Cour t  o f  Appeals. 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts,  J u d i c i a r y  T e r r i t o r y  o f  Guam 1984 Annual Report  (Agana, Guam: 
GUAM: 

1985). 

HAWAI I : 
COLR, I A C :  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts, The J u d i c i a r  , Sta te  o f  Hawai i :  Annual Report  
1983-1984 (Honolulu,  Hawaii :  1985). A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f y t h e  Courts, S t a t i s t i c a l  Supplement J u l y  
1, 1983 t o  June 30, 1984 (Honolulu.  Hawaii :  1985). 

C, * d m i n i s t r a t  ve D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts, The J u d i c i a r  S t a t e  o f  Hawai i :  Annual Re o r t  
%33-%4 ( i o n o l u l u ,  H ib ta i i :  1985). A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished d s a  were prov ided by the  A d m i n i i t r a t i v e  
D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Courts.  

IDAHO : 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC: 
Idaho: 1985). 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  the  Courts,  The Idaho Courts 1984 Annual Repor t  (Boise,  

I LL  I140 IS : 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC: 
pub l ished i n  the  1904 Annual Report  o f  t he  Supreme Court  o f  I l l i n o i s  ( S p r i n g f i e l d ,  Ill: 1986). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
J u d i c i a l  Report  ( I n d i a n a p o l i s ,  Ind iana:  1985). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC: Sta te  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  o f  t h e  J u d i c i a l  Department, 1984 Annual S t a t i s t i c a l  Report, 
Iowa J u d i c i a r y  (Des Moines, Iowa: 1985). 

Unpublished data were prov ided by the  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts,  and w i l l  be 

I HDIANA: 
Execut ive  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  D i v i s i o n  o f  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  1984 Ind iana 

IOWA: 
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Appendix 8: Sources o f  1984 s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload s t a t i s t i c s . ( c o n t i n u e d )  

KANSAS: 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: J u d i c i a l  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Annual Report o f  t l i e  Courts of  Kansas: 1983-1984 F i s c a l  
- Year (Topeka, Kansas: 1984). 

KENTUCKY: 
COLR, I A C :  
GJC, LJC: 
Report  ( F r a n k f o r t ,  Kentucky: 1985). 

Unpubl ished data were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  C lerk  o f  t l i e  Supreme Court .  
D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  t he  Courts,  Kentucky Cour t  o f  J u s t i c e  1983-1984 

LOUISIANA: 
CDLR: UnDublished data were Drovided bv t l i e  C le rk  o f  t he  Suoreme Court .  
I A C ,  GJC,'LJC: 
Lou is iana : 1985 1. 

J u d i c i a l  Admihs t ra to r , -Annua l  Report  1984 o f  t h e  J u d i c i a l  Counci l  (New Orleans, 

MAINE: 
COLR, GJC,  LJC: S t a t e  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Annual Report  1984 (Por t land,  Maine: 1985). A d d i t i o n a l  
unpubl ished da ta  were prov ided by t h e  S t a t e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r .  

MARY LAND : 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: S ta te  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Annual Report  o f  t he  Maryland J u d i c i a r y  1983-84 and 
S t a t i s t i c a l  A b s t r a c t  1983-84 (Annapo l is ,  Maryland: 1984). 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
COLR: 
I A C :  
GJC: 
Massachusetts: 1985). 

Unpublished data were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  C l e r k  o f  t h e  Supreme J u d i c i a l  Court .  
Unpubl ished data were p r o v i d e d  by t l i e  C le rk  o f  t he  Appeals Court .  
C h i e f  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  J u s t i c e ,  Annual Report  o f  t h e  Nassachusetts T r i a l  Court ,  1984 (Boston, 

MICHIGAN : . . - -. . . -. . . . 
COLR, GJC, LJC: 
Cour t  Supplement (Lansing, Michigan: 1905). 
I A C :  

S t a t e  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  1984 Report  o f  the  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  and C i r c u i t  

Unpublished data were prov ided by t h e  C h i e f  C le rk  o f  t l i e  Cour t  o f  Appeals. 

MINNESOTA: 
COLR, IAC,  GJC, LJC: 

M I S S I S S I P P I :  
COLR: 
1985). 
GJC, LJC: 

COLR, IAC:  
M i s s o u r i  : 1985 1. 
GJC: 
Missour i  J u d i c i a l  Report  FY 1984 ( J e f f e r s o n  City, M i s s o u r i :  1985). 

Unpubl ished da ta  were s u p p l i e d  by t h e  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r .  

M i s s i s s i p p i  Supreme Court ,  M i s s i s s i p p i  Supreme Cour t  Annual Report  1984 (Jackson, M i s s i s s i p p i :  

No da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  cases handled by t l i e  T r i a l  Courts f o r  1984. 

M I S S O U R I  : 
S t a t e  Courts A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  M issour i  J u d i c i a l  Report  F i s c a l  Year 1984 ( J e f f e r s o n  City, 

Unpublished data were prov ided by t h e  S t a t e  Courts A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  and w i l l  be pub l i shed i n  the  

MONTANA: 
COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 

NEBRASKA: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: 
i n  The Courts o f  Nebraska 1984 ( L i n c o l n ,  Nebraska: 1985). 

Unpublished data were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  C lerk  o f  t he  Supreme Court .  
Unpubl ished data were p r o v i d e d  by the  S t a t e  Cour t  Admin is t ra to r .  

Unpubl ished data were prov ided by t h e  S t a t e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  and w i l l  be pub l i shed 

NEVADA: 
COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 
New Ham s h i r e  (Concord, New Hampshire: 1984). + m i n i s t r a t i v e  O f f i c e  o f  t he  Courts.  

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Courts,  1984 Annual Report:  New Jersey  J u d i c i a r y  
(Trenton. New Jersey: 1984). 

Unpublished data were p r o v i d e d  by the  C lerk  o f  t h e  Supreme Court .  
No da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  cases handled by  t h e  T r i a l  Courts f o r  1984. 

Unpublished da ta  were p r o v i d e d  by  t h e  C lerk  o f  t h e  Supreme Court .  
Chairman, J u d i c i a l  Counc i l ,  Twent ie th  B i e n n i a l  Report  o f  t h e  J u d i c i a l  Counci l  o f  t l i e  S t a t e  o f  

' 

A d d i t i o n a l  unpub l ished da ta  were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  D i r e c t o r ,  

NEW JERSEY: 

A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ided by t h e  C l e r k  o f  the  Supreme C o u r t  
and by the  A d m i n i s c r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Courts.  

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
Report  J u l y  1, 1983-June 30, 1984 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC.  LJC: 
pub l i shed i n  the  Seventh Annual Report  1985 (New York, New York: 1985). 

NEW M E X I C O :  
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  J u d i c i a l  Department, S t a t e  o f  New Mexico 

(Santa Fe, New Mexico: 1984). 

NEW YORK: 
Unpubl ished da ta  were prov ided by t l i e  C h i e f  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Judge, and N 
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' ' Appendix B:  Sources o f  1984 s t a t e  c o u r t  caseload s t a t i s t i c s .  ( c o n t i n u e d )  

NORTH CAROL I I IA :  
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
N o r t h  C a r o l i n a :  1985). 

COLR, GJC, LJC: Nor th  Dakota J u d i c i a l  Counci l ,  Annual Report,  1984 (Bismarck. Nor th  Dakota: 1985). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
Ohio: 1985). 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
1983-84 (Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 1985). 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts,  N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  Courts,  1983-84 (Raleigh, 

IIORTH UAKOTA: 

O H I O :  
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Supreme Court,  Ohio Courts Sumnary 1904 (Columbus. 

OKLAHOMA: 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  J u d i c i a r y ,  Annual Report  o f  t h e  Oklahoma J u d i c i a r y  

OREGON : 
COLR, I A C .  GJC, LJC: S ta te  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r .  3 1 s t  Annual Report  R e l a t i n g  t o  J u d i c i a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
i n  the  Courts o f  Oregon, 1984 (Salem, Oregon: 1985). 

PEIJNSY L VAN I A : 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: A c t i n g  S t a t e  Cour t  Admin is t ra to r ,  1984 Annual Report ( P h i l a d e l p h i a ,  Pennsylvanfa: 
1385). A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ided by the  A c t i n g  S t a t e  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  and the  C lerk  
o f  t h e  Commonwealth Court. 

PUERTO R I C O :  
COLR, GJC, LJC: A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts,  Anuar io E s t a d i s t i c a .  1983-84 (Hato Rey, Puerto 
Rico: 1984). A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ided by the  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts. 

RHODE ISLAND : 
COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 

COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  J u d i c i a l  Department o f  South Caro l ina ,  Annual Report,  1984 
( D a r l i n g t o n ,  South Caro l ina :  1985). 
O f f i c e  o f  Court  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  

Unpublished data were prov ided by the  C lerk  o f  t he  Supreme Court. 
Unpublished data were prov ided by the  Sta te  Cour t  Admin is t ra to r .  

SOUTH CAROLINA: 

A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were prov ide3 by the  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
COLR, GJC: S ta te  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Beticlimark 1984: Annual Report o f  t he  South Dakota U n i f i e d  
J u d i c i a l  System ( P i e r r e ,  South Dakota: 1985). 

TENNESSEE: 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
Tennessee: 1985). 

COLR, IAC,  GJC,  LJC: 

COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 

COLR, GJC, LJC: 
(Montpe l ie r ,  Vermont: 1984). 

Execut ive  Secretary,  Supreme Cour t  o f  Tennessee, 1984 Annual Report  ( N a s h v i l l e ,  

TEXAS: 
Texas J u d i c i a l  Counci l ,  56 th  Annual Report 1983/84 (Aus t in ,  Texas: 1985). 

UTAH : 
Unpublished data were prov ided by t h e  C lerk  o f  t he  Supreme Court. 

Utah J u d i c i a l  Counci l ,  Utah Courts 1983-84 ( S a l t  Lake City, Utah: 1985). 

VERMONT: 
S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  J u d i c i a l  S t a t i s t i c s  f o r  Year Ending June 30, 1984 

V I R G I N  I A: 
COLR, GJC, LJC: 
V i r g i n i a :  1985). 

Execut ive  Secretary,  Supreme Court,  S t a t e  o f  t he  J u d i c i a r y  Report  1984 (Richmond, 
A d d i t i o n a l  unpubl ished data were p r o v i d e d  by the  S t a t e  Cour t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r .  

WASHINGTON: 
COLR, I A C ,  GJC, LJC: 
(Olympia, Washington: 1985 1. 

WEST V I R G I N I A :  
COLR: 
GJC, LJC: 

COLR, IAC:  
GJC, LJC: 

A d m i n i s t r a t o r  f o r  t h e  Courts, Annual Report o f  the  Courts o f  Washington, 1984 

Unpublished data were prov ided by the  C lerk  o f  t h e  Supreme Court  o f  Appeals. 
Unpubl ished data were p r o v i d e d  by the  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  D i r e c t o r  o f  t he  Courts.  

WISCONSIN: 
Unpublished data were prov ided by t h e  C lerk  o f  t h e  Supreme Court. 

Unpubl ished data were prov ided by the  D i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  S t a t e  Courts. 

WYOMING : 
COLR, GJC, LJC: Unpublished data were prov ided by t h e  Cour t  Coordinator.  

COLR = Cour t  o f  l a s t  r e s o r t .  
I A C  = In te rmed ia te  a p p e l l a t e  cou r t ,  

GJC = General j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t .  
LJC = L i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  cou r t .  
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Appendix C: Prototype of statistical profile used in 1984 data collection. 

STATE NAME, COURT NAME 
Court o f  l a s t  reso r t  o r  tntermediate appel late cou r t  

Number of divistons/departments, Number o f  authorized just tces/ judges 
Time per iod  covered 

-Eiid====== -- Beginning 
pending F i  1 ed Disposed pending 

Cases: 
Mandatory j u r i sd tc t l on :  

Appeals o f  f i n a l  judgments: 
C t v i l  ......................................... 
Crtmtnal: 

Capi ta l  crimes ( d e a t h / l i f e )  ................. 
Other cr tminal  .............................. 

Total c r im ina l  ............................... 
Juveni le ...................................... 
Admini s t r a t i  ve agency ......................... 
Unclassi f ied (e.g., cons t i tu t iona l  Issue) ..... 

Total appeals o f  f i n a l  judgments ............... 
Dt sct p l  inary  : 

Attorney .................................... 
Judge ....................................... 

Total d t sc ip l i na ry  ........................... 
Ortgtnal  proceedtngs (e.g., w r i t s )  ............ 
In ter locu tory  dectstons ....................... 
Advtsory opinions: 

In t ra -s ta te  ( leg is la tu re ,  executive, courts) .  
Federal courts (i,e,, c e r t i f i e d  question) ... 

Total advisory optnions ...................... 
Total other mandatory cases .................... 

Total mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ................ 

Pe t i t i ons  o f  f i n a l  judgments: 

Other mandatory cases: 

Dtscret lonary j u r t sd tc t ton :  

C i v t l  ........................................... 
Criminal ........................................ 
Juvent 1 e ........................................ 
Admt n t  s t r a t i v e  agency ........................... 
Unclassi f ied (e.g,, cons t i tu t iona l  issue) ....... 

Total pe t i t i ons  o f  f i n a l  judgments ............... 
Dtsctpl  tnary: 

Attorney ...................................... 
Judge ......................................... 

Total d i sc ip l i na ry  ............................. 
In ter locu tory  decistons ......................... 
Advtsory optnions: 

In t ra -s ta te  ( leg is la tu re ,  executtve, cour ts )  . . 
Federal courts ( 1  .e., c e r t i f i e d  question) ..... 

Total advisory opinions ........................ 
Total other d isc re t ionary  pe t i t i ons  .............. 

Total d iscret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ............. 

Other discret ionary pe t i t ions :  

Orfginal  proceedfngs (e.g., w r i t s  .............. 

Grand t o t a l  cases ................................... 
Other proceedings: 

Rehearing/reconsideration requests ................ 
Motions ........................................... 
Other matters (e.g., bar admissions) .............. 

~~ 

Boldface headings ind ica te  the c lass i f i ca t i ons  used by the C S I M  Project .  
N/A = The case type i s  handled by the court ,  b u t  the data are unavailable. 
X = The data f o r  t h i s  case type are known t o  be included i n  the t o t a l  b u t  are unavai lable by category. 

NOTE: Begin pending, f i l e d  outside the parentheses, disposed outside the parentheses, and end pending 
figures reported as discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases represent pet i t ions/mot ions f o r  review. 
ins tde  the parentheses represent those newly f i l e d  pet i t tons/mot ions t h a t  were granted review dur ing the 
time per iod covered on t h i s  p r o f i l e .  
added t o  t o t a l  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i e n  cases f i l e d  t o  a r r i v e  a t  the number o f  new cases t h a t  the cour t  w i l l  
u l t ima te l y  consfder “on the merits. 
d iscret ionary p e t i t i o n s  granted review t h a t  were disposed o f  “on the meri ts.  
avai lable,  and i s  usual ly included I n  e i t h e r  the t o t a l  d iscret ionary pe t i t i ons  disposed, o r  the mandatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases. 
mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases disposed t o  a r r i v e  a t  the number o f  cases t h a t  the cour t  disposed o f  on the 
meri ts.  

8 

-- - - Data element i s  n o t  applicable. 

F i l e d  f igures 

For those interested, f i l e d  f igures  tnside the parentheses can then be 

Dtsposed f igures  ins ide  the parenthese; represent the number of  
This number i s  r a r e l y  

For those interested, disposed f igures  i n s i d e  the parentheses can be added to,,total 
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Appendix C: Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data co l lec t ion .  (continued) 

Manner o f  Oisposi t i o n  

Preargument Decision 
d ispos i t ion  Opinions without 
(dismi s e d /  Per  opinion 
withdra\tn/ Signed curiam (memo/ Trans- 

s e t t l e d )  opinion opinion order)  fe r red  Other 

Mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n :  
Appeals o f  f i n a l  judgments: 

C i v i l  ......................................... 
Criminal ...................................... 
Juveni le ...................................... 
Administrat ive agency ......................... 
Miscellaneous (e.g.. postconvict ion w r i t )  ..... 
Unclassi f ied (e.g., cons t i tu t iona l  issue) ..... 
Disc ip l inary  .................................. 
Or ig ina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (e.g., e lec t i on  cases) . . 
In ter locu tory  decisions ....................... 

Total  mandatory j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ............... 

Other mandatory cases: 

Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  (cases granted only) :  
Pe t i t i ons  o f  f i n a l  judgments: 

C i v i l  ......................................... 
Criminal ...................................... 
Juveni le ...................................... 
Administrat ive agency ......................... 
Miscellaneous (e.g., postconvict ion w r i t )  ..... 
Unclassi f ied (e.g., cons t i tu t iona l  issue) ..... 

Other discret ionary p e t i t i o n s  ................... 
Disc ip l inary  .................................. 
Original  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (e.g., e lec t ion  cases) . . 

Total  d iscret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ........... 
Grand t o t a l  ....................................... 

Decisions on appeal from f i n a l  judgments 

C i v i l  Criminal Juvenile - - -  
Opinions : 

Affirmed .................................... 
Modif ied .................................... 
Reversed .................................... 
Remanded .................................... 
M i  xed ....................................... 
Dismissed ................................... 
Other ....................................... 
Aff i rmed .................................... 
Modif ied .................................... 
Reversed .................................... 
Remanded .................................... 
M i  xed ....................................... 
Dismissed ................................... 
Other ....................................... 

Decisions without opinion: 

Admi n i s- 
t r a t i v e  Unclas- 
agency s i f i e d  Total  

Decisions on appeal o f  other cases 

Re l ie f  Re l ie f  P e t i t i o n  P e t i t i o n  
granted denied granted denied Other 

Discret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n :  
Pe t i t i ons  o f  f i n a l  judgments: 

C i v i l  ................................ ......... 
Criminal .................................. 
Juveni le .................................. 
Administrat ive agency ..................... 
f.!iscellaneous (e.g., postconvict ion \ w i t )  . 
Unclassi f ied (e.g., cons t i tu t iona l  issue) . 

Other discret ionary p e t i t i o n s  ............... 
Disc ip l inary  .............................. 
Original  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (e.g., e lec t ion  cases 

Total d iscret ionary j u r i s d i c t i o n  cases ........ 

... ... ... ... ... .. ... 
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Appendix C: Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data c o l l e c t i o n .  (cont!nued) 
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Appendix C: Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data co l lec t ion .  (continued) 
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Appendix C: Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data col lect ion.(continued) 

STATE NAME. COURT NAME 
Court o f  general j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  cour t  o f  l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Number o f  c i r c u i t s  o r  d i s t r i c t s .  Number o f  judges 
Time per iod covered 

End 
pending F i led  ni sposed Beginning 

pend i ng 

C i v i l :  
Tort ........................................................... 

Auto t o r t  .................................................... 
Professional t o r t  ............................................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ....................................... 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ........................................... 

Total t o r t  .................................................... 
Contract ....................................................... 
Real property r i g h t s  ........................................... 
Small claims ................................................... 
Domestic re la t ions:  

Marriage d isso lu t ion  ......................................... 
Support/custody .............................................. 
Adoption ..................................................... 
Paternity/bastardy ........................................... 
Miscellaneous domestic re la t ions  ............................. 

Total domestic re la t ions  ...................................... 
Probate/wi l ls / in testate ...................................... 
Guardi anship/conservatorship/t rusteeshi p ..................... 
Mlscellaneous es ta te  ......................................... 

Total estate .................................................. 
Mental hea l th  .................................................. 
Appeal : 

Appeal o f  admin is t ra t ive agency case ......................... 
Appeal o f  t r i a l  cour t  case ................................... 

Total c i v i l  appeals ........................................... 
Total c i v i l  ..................................................... 

Estate: 

Miscellaneous c i v i l  ............................................ - 

Criminal: 
Felony: ........................................................ 

Tr iab le  fe lony ............................................... 
Limi ted fe lony ............................................... 

Misdemeanor .................................................... 
Felony/misdemeanor ............................................. 
our/ou1 ........................................................ 
Appeal ......................................................... 
Miscellaneous c r im ina l  ......................................... __ 

Total cr iminal  .................................................. 
Tra f f i c /o ther  v io la t ion:  

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 l o l a t i o n  .............................................. 
Miscellaneous t r a f f i c  .......................................... 

Total t r a f f i d o t h e r  v i o l a t i o n  ................................... 
Juvenile: 

Criminal-type offense .......................................... 
Status offense ................................................. 
Chi ld-v ic t im p e t i t i o n  .......................................... 
Miscellaneous j u v e n i l e  ......................................... __ - - - 

Total juven i le  .................................................. 
Grand t o t a l  cases ................................................ 
Other proceedings: 

Postconvict ion remedy .......................................... 
Prel iminary hearings ........................................... 
Sentence review only  ........................................... 

Total other proceedings ......................................... 
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Appendix C:  Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data collection.(continued) 

T r i  a1 
Jury N n r y  Total 

C i v i l :  
Tort: 

Auto t o r t  ......................... 
Professional t o r t  ................. 
Product 1 i a b i  1 i ty t o r t  ............ 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ................ 

Total t o r t  ......................... 
Contract ............................ 
Real property r i g h t s  ......... 
Small claims ................. 
Uomestic re la t ions :  

Marriage d isso lu t ion  ....... 
Support/custody ............ 
Adootion ................... 

...... 

T r i a l  
Jvrr N n r y  Total 

Criminal: 
Felony: .......................... 

Tr iab le felony ................. 
Limi ted felony ................. 

Misdemeanor ...................... 
Felony/mi sdemeanor ............... 
DUI/DUI .......................... 
Appeal ........................... 
Miscel laneoi~s cr iminal  ........... 

Total cr lmlnal  .................... ...... 

Patern i ty lbastardy ......... 
Miscellaneous dcmestlc r e l a t  ons .. 

Total domestic re la t ions  ........... 
Probate/wi 1 l s / i  n testate ........... 
Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi p/ 

t rusteeship ..................... 
Miscellaneous estate .............. 

Total estate ....................... 
Mental hea l th  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin is t ra t ive 
agency case ..................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cour t  case ........ 
Total c i v i l  appeals ................ 

Miscellaneous c i v i l  ................. 
Total c i v i l  .......................... 

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

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  ............ 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ................ 

Total t o r t  ......................... 
Contract ............................ 
Real property r i g h t s  ................ 
Small claims ........................ 
Domestic re la t ions:  

Marriage d isso lu t ion  .............. 
Support/custody ................... 
Adoption .......................... 
Paterni tylbastardy ................ 
Miscellaneous domestic re la t ions  .. 

Total domestic re la t ions  ........... 
Probate/wi l ls / in testate ........... 
Guardianship/conservatorship/ ..... 

trusteeship ..................... 
Miscellaneous estate .............. 

Total estate ....................... 
Mental hea l th  ....................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  admin is t ra t ive 
qgency case ..................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cour t  case ........ 
Total c i v i l  appeal ................. 

Miscellaneous c i v i l  ................. 

T r a f f i c l o t h e r  v io la t ion:  
Moving t r a f f i c  ................... 
Ordinance v i o l a t i o n  .............. 
Parking v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
Miscellaneous t r a f f  I C  ............ 

Total t r a f f  ic /o ther  v i  01 a t ion  ..... 
Juvenile: 

Criminal-type juven i le  p e t i t i o n  .. 
'Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
Chi ld-v ic t im p e t l t i o n  ............ 
Miscellaneous juven i le  ........... 

Total juven i le  .................... 
Grand t o t a l  t r i a l s  .................. 

C i v i l  d ispos i t ions 

O i  missed/ 
withdrawn/ 

Uncontested/Default se t t led  Transferred Arb i t ra t ion  Total 

Total c i v i l  .......................... 
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Appendix C:  Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data col lect ion.(cont inued) 

I 

Jury t r i a l  : 
Conviction ............ 
t i u i l t y  plea ........... 
Acquit ta l  ............. 
Dismissed ............. 
Conviction ............ 
G u i l t y  plea ........... 
Acquit ta l  ............. 
Dismissed ............. 

Uismissed/nolle prosequi . 
Bai l  f o r f e i t u r e  .......... 
Bound over ............... 
Transferred .............. 
Other .................... 

Non-jury t r i a l :  

Total d ispos i t ions  ........ 

Criminal d ispos i t ions  

Miscellaneous 
Felony Misdemeanor OWI/OUI Appeal c r im ina l  - Total 

T ra f f i c /o ther  v i o l a t i o n  d ispos i t ions  

Moving t r a f f i c  Ordinance Miscellaneous t r a f f i c /  
v i o l  a t i o n  v io la t i on  Parking o ther  v io la t i on  - Total 

Jury t r i a l :  

Non-jury t r i a l  : 

Acqui t ta l  .............. 
Gu i l t y  plea .............. 
Dismissed/nolle prosequi . 
B a i l  f o r f e i t u r e  .......... 
Parking f ines  ............ 
Transferred .............. 
Other .................... 

Total  ..................... 

Conviction ............. 
Acqu i t ta l  .............. 
Conviction ............. 

Aye o f  pending casoload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 91-1R0 181-360 361-720 Over 720 Average age 
days days days days days days o f  pending cases 

C i v i l :  
. Tort: 

Auto t o r t  ........................ 
Professional t o r t  ................ 
Product l i a b i l i t y  t o r t  ........... 
Miscellaneous t o r t  ............... 

Total t o r t  ........................ 
Contract ........................... 
Real property r i g h t s  ............... 
Small claims ....................... 
Domestic re la t ions :  

Marriage d i sso lu t i on  ............. 
Support/custody .................. 
Adoption ......................... 
Paterni ty lbastardy ............... 
Miscellaneous domestic re la t i ons  . 

Total  domestic re la t i ons  .......... 
Probate /u i l l s / in tes ta te  .......... 
Guardi anshi p/conservatorshi p/ 

t rus teesh ip  .................... 
Miscellaneous es ta te  ............. 

Total  es ta te  ...................... 
Hental hea l th  ...................... 
Appeal : 

Estate: 

Appeal o f  adminfstrat lve 
agency case .................... 

Appeal o f  t r i a l  cour t  case ....... 
Total appeal ...................... 

Miscellaneous c i v f l  ................ 
Total c i v i l  ......................... 

27 3 



! -  

w e n d i x  C :  Prototype o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o f i l e  used i n  1984 data collection.(continiied) 

Age o f  pending caseload (days) 

0-30 31-60 61-90 91-180 1131-360 3151-720 Over 720 Average age 
days days days days days days o f  pending cases 

Criminal : 
Felony ........................... 

Tr iab le  fe lony ................. 
Limited felony ................. 

Misdemeanor ...................... 
Felony/misdemeanor ............... 
O W I / O U I  .......................... 
Appeal ........................... 
fliscellaneous c r im ina l  ........... 

Total  cr iminal  .................... 
Tra f f i c /o the r  v io la t ion :  

Ordinance v i  01 a t i  on .............. 
Parking v i o l a t i o n  ................ 
fliscellaneous t r a f f i c  ............ 

Total  t r a f f i c l o t h e r  v io la t i on  ..... 
Criminal-type j uven i l e  p e t i t i o n  .. 
Status p e t i t i o n  .................. 
Chi ld -v ic t im p e t i t i o n  ............ 
f l i sce l  laneous juven i l e  ........... 

Total j uven i l e  .................... 

Hoviny t r a f f i c  ................... 

Juvenile: 

Boldface headings ind ica te  the c lass i f i ca t i ons  used by the C S I I !  p ro jec t .  
N / A  = This case type i s  handled by the court, but  the data are unavailahle. 
X = The data f o r  t h i s  case type are known t o  be included i n  the t o t a l  hut are unavailable by category. 
- -  = Not applicable. 

Un i ts  o f  count: 
C i v i l  u n i t  of count. 
Criminal u n i t  o f  count. 
T ra f f i c /o ther  v i o l a t i o n  u n i t  o f  count. 
Juveni le u n i t  o f  count. 

T r i a l  de f i n i t i ons :  
Jury t r i a l  d e f i n i t i o n .  
Non-jury t r i a l  de f i n i t i on .  

aCourt j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
bpa r t i cu la r  court  o r  repor t ing  system information. 
CJudye information. 
fBeginniny pending f i g u r e  f o r  the 1981 court  year does not equal the  end pending f i g u r e  f o r  the 1980 court  year. 
gChanye i n  pending does not equal the d i f fe rence between f i l i n g s  and disposi t ions.  
hFiyure was computed. 
',Data are incomplete. 
JExplanation o f  data included i n  the category. 
kAOdi t i onal information. 
1Special source o r  rev is ion  i n  the  data. 
mlnformation on d ispos f t ion  type o r  t r i a l  data. 
nlnforination on age o f  pending caseload data; 

Source: 
i 
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Appendix D: State population data. 

Populat ion ( i n  thousands) 
S ta te  o r  t e r r i t o r y  J uven i 1 e Adu l t  Tota l  

A1 abama .................... 
Alaska ..................... 
Arizona .................... 
Arkansas ................... 
Cal i f o r n i a  ................. 
Colorado ................... 
Connecticut ................ 
Delaware ................... 
D i s t  . o f  Columbia .......... 
F l o r i d a  .................... 
Georgia .................... 
Hawaii ..................... 
Idaho ...................... 
I l l i n o i s  ................... 
Indiana .................... 
Iowa ....................... 
Kansas ..................... 
Kentucky ................... 
Louisiana .................. 
Maine ...................... 
Mary1 and ................... 
M i  c h i  gan ................... Massachusetts .............. 
Minnesota .................. 
Miss iss ipp i  ................ 
Missour i  ................... 
Montana .................... 
Nebraska ................... 
Nevada ..................... 
New Hampshire .............. 
New Jersey ................. 
New Mexico ................. 
New York ................... 
North Carol ina ............. 
North Dakota ............... 
O l l i O  ....................... 
Oklahoma ................... 
Oregon ..................... 
Pennsyl vani a ............... 
Puerto Rico ................ 
Rhode I s l a n d  ............... 
South Caro l 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  .............. 
Wisconsin .................. 
Wyoming .................... 

1. 110 
162 
857 
652 

6. 661 

856 
747 
155 
135 

2. 511 

1.632 
287 
322 

3. 090 
1.511 

784 
652 

1. 031 
1. 355 

306 

1.085 
1. 365 
2. 486 
1. 124 

797 

1. 314 
236 
443 
234 
2 52 

1. 854 
436 

4. 389 
1 . GO1 

198 

2. 079 
921 
709 

2. 910 
N/A 

226 
927 
206 

1. 246 
4. 717 

625 
140 

1. 428 
1. 159 

531 

1.278 
160 

2. 880 
338 

2. 196 
1. 697 

18. 961 

2. 322 
2. 407 

458 
4881' J 
8.465 

4. 205 
752 
679 

8. 421 
3. 987 

2. 126 
1. 786 
2. 692 
3. 107 

850 

3.2G4 
4. 433 
6. 589 
3. 038 
1. 801 

3.694 
588 

1.  163 
677 
725 

5. 661 
988 

13. 346 
4. 564 

488 

7. 873 
2. 377 
1. 965 
8. 991 

N/A 

736 
2. 373 

500 
3. 471 

11. 272 

1. 027 
390 

4. 208 
3. 190 
1. 421 

3. 488 
351 

3. 930 
500 

3.053 
2. 349 

25. 622 

3. 178 
3. 154 

613 
623 

10. 976 

5. 837 
1. 039 
1. 001 

11. 511 
5.498 

2. 910 
2. 438 
3. 723 
4. 462 
1. 156 

4. 349 
5. 798 
9. 075 
4.162 
2. 598 

5. 008 
824 

1. 606 
911 
977 

7.  515 
1. 424 

17. 735 
6. 165 

68G 

10.752 
3. 298 
2. 674 

11.901 
3. 267 

962 
3. 300 

706 
4. 717 

15. 989 

1. 652 
530 

5. 636 
4. 349 
1.952 

4. 7G6 
511 

. . . . .  

Source: U.S. Bureau o f  the  Census. Current Populat ion Reports. ser ies  P.25. 
No . 970 . Puerto R ico 's  data a r e  unava i lab le  except f o r  the  t o t a l  . 
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Appendix E: Total State Population for Trend Tables, 1978, 1981, 
and 1984. 

S t a t e  o r  t e r r i t o r y  

A1  abama 
A1 aska 
Ar izona 
Arkansas 
C a l i f o r n i a  

Colorado 
Connect icu t  
Del aware 
D i s t .  o f  Columbia 
F l o r i d a  

Georgia 
Hawa i i 
Idaho 
I 1 1  i n o i s  
Ind iana 

Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
l l a ine  
t l a ry l  and 

Minnesota 
t l i  s s o u r i  
Montana 
Nebraska 
New Harnpshi r e  

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
fkrr York 
Nor th  Caro l ina  
Nor th  Dakota 

Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode I s l a n d  

South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 

V i  r g i  n i  a 
Washington 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

1978 
3,834 

401 
2,518 
2,241 

22,839 

2,767 
3,095 

598 
670 

9,132 

5,286 
929 
91 1 

11,434 
5,446 

2,919 
2,333 
3,611 
1,115 
4,212 

4,005 
4,871 

784 
1,561 

894 

7,356 
1,252 

17,720 
5,739 

651 

10,715 
2,913 
2,510 

11,8G5 
957 

G89 
4,462 

13.498 
1,364 

498 

5,284 
3,886 
4,631 

431 

Popu la t ion  ( i n  thousands) 
1981 1984 

3,917 3,990 
41 2 500 

2,794 3,053 
2,296 2,349 

24,196 25 , 622 

2,965 3,178 
3,134 3,154 

598 61 3 
631 623 

10.183 10,976 

5,574 5,837 
981 1,039 
959 1,001 

11,462 11,511 
5,468 5,498 

2,899 2,910 
2,383 2,438 
3,662 3,723 
1,133 1,156 
4,263 4,349 

4,094 4,162 
4,941 5,008 

793 824 
1,577 1,606 

936 977 

7,404 7,515 
1,328 1,424 

17,602 17,735 
5,953 6,165 

658 686 

10,781 10,752 
3,100 3,298 
2,651 2;674 

11,871 11.901 
953 9G2 

GO6 706 
4.612 4,717 

14,766 15,909 
1,518 1,652 

51 6 530 

5,430 5,636 

4,742 4,766 
492 51 1 

4,217 4,349 

Source: U.S. Bureau o f  t h e  Census. 
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